Wednesday, August 12,2015 10:51:46 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 12, 2015 8:48:28 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Vicky DelaCruz
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:
| have a small family business on the coast of Florida.

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Vicky DelaCruz

12124 lillian ave
Largo, FL 33778
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Wednesday, August 12,2015 10:51:46 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 12, 2015 12:17:26 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Henry Knodel
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Henry Knodel

7341 Nancy Lane
Mobile, AL 36608
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Wednesday, August 12,2015 10:25:39 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Tuesday, August 11, 2015 5:00:48 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Kara Graul
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Kara Graul

3125 Wroxton
Houston, TX 77005
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Wednesday, August 12,2015 10:25:39 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Tuesday, August 11, 2015 3:03:59 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Peggy Villareal
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Peggy Villareal

2735 14th St.
Port Neches, TX 77651
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Tue 8/11/2015 4:37 PM

Inbox

To:

John R. Greene Jr. (fishorangebeach@gmail.com);

Charlene Ponce;

Cc:

Bill Staff <captainbill@seasprycharterfishing.com>;

To gulf council.

Thanks for opportunity to speak! I would really like to thank you for your open mindedness and
fairness in giving the fed permitted charter boats the opportunity to carry the non boat owning
public red snapper fishing! I carried 346 different passengers in the 44 days we were able to
catch red snapper through the sector separation program! I feel it is a must to keep this program
going! I am ready to purchase my own VMS or whatever system will make us able to count our
fish and become 100 percent accountable.

I saw and agree 100 percent that the purely Rec fishery is totally out of control! It was shear
madness out of Perdido Pass(Orange Beach Al) for the first 9 days of June! I think the Feds
actually do have this out of control effort figured to a tee!

It is only fair that the separation took place to keep the fed charter boats from going down with
the ship due to all the non compliance from all 5 states that is taking place! As we were told if
the CFH were coupled back with the purely recs we would all have had only a 12 day season!

I am in favor if 34 " AJ if it will make the species reach sexual maturity bringing the spawning
potential much higher! Hopefully less fish but nicer fish will be harvested allowing for a longer
season!

As for trigger if either a larger size or maybe going to a 1 fish bag limit would get us some kinda
season as this was the first year I have not been able to keep a trigger in 35 years of fishing! I
think a stock assessment on the grey triggerfish would show they have rebounded greatly and
could easily sustain a less strict bag or size limit!

I am in favor of a small reallocation only if group receiving fish is 100 percent accountable if not
accountable status quo on reallocation!

Thx

Captain Bill Staff

Charter Boat Sea Spray

35 years of charter fishing

Sent from my iPad



From: fishwife75@windstream.net [mailto:fishwife75@windstream.net]
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2015 7:22 PM

To: Doug Gregory <doug.gregory@gulfcouncil.org>

Subject: Fw: Letter from Dr. Mike Orbach (via Wayne Werner)

From: fishwife75@windstream.net

Sent: Monday, August 10, 2015 11:35 AM

To: fish@surelurecharters.com ; john@blaylockoil.com ; royowilliams@comcast.net ;Captaindavid
walker@gmail.com ; fishorangebeach@gmail.com ; leann@bosargeboats.com ;dale.diaz@dmr.ms
.gov ; eswindell@aol.com ; cematens@yahoo.com ; douglassboyd@yahoo.com ;Greg.Stunz@tam
ucc.edu ; martha.bademan@MyFWC.com ; Kevin.Anson@dcnr.alabama.gov ;kelly.lucas@dmr.ms.
gov ; mfischer@wilf.la.gov ; robin.riechers@tpwd.state.tx.us ;roy.crabtree@noaa.gov ; john.mcgo

vern@noaa.gov
Subject: Letter from Dr. Mike Orbach (via Wayne Werner)

Gulf Council members -

Attached is a letter sent in by Dr. Mike Orbach of the Duke University Marine Laboratory
regarding Amendment 28. Dr. Orbach facilitated the development of the commercial red snapper
IFQ program. He recounts that as far back as the early 1990s there was recognition that problems
in the recreational fishery would have to be addressed through management reforms. Dr.
Orbach’s letter states his belief that reallocation would be unfair because it would “essentially be
rewarding the recreational sector and the states for mismanagement of the recreational harvest of
the Red Snapper resource,” and that “this situation will ultimately not be resolved until the
recreational sector is brought under clearly understood, monitorable, accountable and responsible
management.”

Please read Dr. Orbach’s letter.
Thank you,

Wayne Werner



NICHOLAS SCHOOL OF THE ENVIRONMENT AND EARTH SCIENCES

DUKE UNIVERSITY

DUKE UNIVERSITY MARINE LABORATORY

Telephone: (252) 725-1371
Email: mko@duke.edu

August 11, 2015
Doug Gregory
Executive Director
Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council

Dear Greg,

I would like to comment on the allocation alternatives in Draft Amendment 28 of the Fishery
Management Plan for the Reef Fish Resources of the Gulf of Mexico, June 2015. In the spirit of full disclosure,
I was employed as a contractor by the GMFMC in the late 1980s and early 1990s as a facilitator for the
development of the original Red Snapper IFQ proposal which was approved by the GMFMC but which was
subsequently held up for over a decade by Congressional action. When the IFQ program was finally approved
and implemented, it was in approximately the same form in which we had originally designed it. That design
was the product of over 30 consensus-building workshops which I moderated and which were held in ten
locations around the Gulf of Mexico over a two year period. I am also a member of the Board of Directors of
the Ocean Conservancy which, through our New Orleans office, worked with the Council to pass and
implement the IFQ program in the last decade, and also plays a role in the restoration planning in the wake of
the Deepwater Horizon oil spill.

When we were developing the commercial IFQ program in the early 1990s, there was discussion of the
possibility of some form of limited access for the recreational sector in the Red Snapper fishery, everything
from license limitation to some form of recreational IFQ. Even then there was the potential for over-runs of
recreational harvest due to insufficient and lax management of that sector, including by the individual Gulf
states. Our conclusion then was that we should focus on the commercial sector, because that was the sector that
had the most to gain from IFQ management in support of the overall goals of the Reef Fish Plan. It was clear
that the issues of the recreational fishery would have to be addressed in the long run.

However, the current allocation alternatives in Draft Amendment 28 again raise the question of both the
effectiveness of the management of the recreational sector, including by the states, and of the appropriate
allocation between the commercial and recreational sectors. There is, of course, no perfect allocation formula,
and allocations will always have to be made on the basis of judgments based on biophysical and socioeconomic
data, standards such as “fairness and equity”, and political values and interactions at both the state and federal
levels. However, I would like to make two points.

First, it would be difficult to justify a reallocation of harvest from the commercial to the recreational
sector on the basis of “fairness and equity” when the recreational sector has a significant history of over-runs of
their historical allocation and in light of reluctance to engage in appropriate management by the Gulf states.
Both of these factors are referenced in the amendment and supporting documents. This would essentially be
rewarding the recreational sector and the states for mismanagement of the recreational harvest of the Red
Snapper resource. This same comment applies to the objective of increasing the allocation to the recreational
sector to in essence justify that sector’s over-runs.

In addition, the shift in draft Amendment 28 from the “net economic benefit” to the “fairness and
equity” standard is a productive one, because it emphasizes the point that the issue is not just dollars, but the

135 Duke Marine Lab Road, Beaufort, NC, 28516-9721, USA + t: 252-504-7501 + f: 252-504-7648
www.env.duke.edu/marinelab



NICHOLAS SCHOOL OF THE ENVIRONMENT AND EARTH SCIENCES

DUKE UNIVERSITY

DUKE UNIVERSITY MARINE LABORATORY

“value” of those dollars to the different human communities in which they circulate. Commercial fishing
communities are dependent on economic benefits in a very different way from recreational fishing
communities, and those differences must be taken into account in allocation decisions under the M-SFCMA.

Second, this situation will ultimately not be resolved until the recreational sector is brought under
clearly understood, monitorable, accountable and responsible management. That is what the IFQ system did —
with the participation of commercial fishermen -- for the commercial sector. I believe that the Council has not
fully considered alternatives for such management of the recreational sector.

For example, one of the most successful examples of the restoration of a fishery with both significant
commercial and recreational components is that of the Atlantic Striped Bass fishery. In that case, stimulated by
the plans of the Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission (ASMFC), the Commission and many of the
individual states adopted a “tag” program for the recreational fishery wherein a limited number of “tags” were
issued for each recreational fish allowed to be taken. This provided both a clear, accountable record of the
number of fish taken by the recreational sector, and a means to limit that harvest in accordance with the
prescribed quota. This system worked well because of the unique state-federal partnership formed under the
Atlantic Coastal Fisheries Cooperative Fisheries Management Act (Atlantic Coastal Act), under which the
federal government provides ‘back-up’ authority for the ASMFC in enforcing uniform state-federal
management functions (that is, neither the states nor the federal government can manage such resources
effectively on their own). I do understand that the situation in the Gulf is different from that of the Atlantic,
owing to the absence of a Gulf of Mexico equivalent of the Atlantic Coastal Act, and that fish “tags” may or
may not be the appropriate mechanism in the case of Red Snapper. However, advantage should be taken of
examples such as Striped Bass to inform more effective management of the Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper
fishery.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

~A3N\S S
e —

Michael K. Orbach
Professor Emeritus of Marine Affairs and
Policy

135 Duke Marine Lab Road, Beaufort, NC, 28516-9721, USA + t: 252-504-7501 + f: 252-504-7648
www.env.duke.edu/marinelab



August 10, 2015

Kevin Anson, Chairman

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
2203 North Lois Avenue, Suite 1100

Tampa, Florida 33607

Dear Chairman Anson,

As a non-profit conservation based organization supporting U.S. fisherman operating in the Gulf of Mexico,
Gulf Wild is setting the standard for genuine, responsibly caught, traceable and reliable wild domestic seafood.
When you encounter the Gulf Wild trademark, it represents a level of integrity, honesty, professionalism and
responsibility that is second to none.

When it comes to seafood, the Gulf Wild trademark ensures that your Grouper, Snapper and other seafood
was harvested by US fishermen and came from a well-monitored and continuously improving fishery in the
Gulf of Mexico under innovative conservation standards.

We write to you today to offer our support for Amendment 28 Alternative 1 (Status Quo) because we believe
it’s the only fair and justified alternative in the document.

Alternative 1 is the only fair alternative because it doesn’t harm one sector to hurt another. Choosing
Alternative 1 will show that the Council doesn’t want to unfairly harm the 80%+ of Americans that want red
snapper but can’t catch it, and turn some of that access over to the 20% that already go catch it themselves.
Alternative 1 is the only alternative in Amendment 28 that wasn’t developed under an old “purpose and need”
that was based on an economic theory that’s now discredited. Keeping “status quo” recognizes that the
recreational sector already lands 79% of eleven important fish in the Gulf (including two where commercial
fishing is effectively prohibited), and that taking quota from the remaining 21% (commercial fishermen) is not
fair.

Alternative 1 is the only alternative that promotes conservation because it keeps whole an accountable
commercial sector that does not overharvest its allocation. Alternative 1 would also not facilitate a shift in
fishing effort into the eastern Gulf where the red snapper stock is most vulnerable.

Alternative 1 promotes economic stability because it doesn’t undermine commercial and seafood supply
chain investments and impose economic harm on this sector. Supporting Alternative 1 will show that the
Council supports stability and long-term business planning.



Gulf Wild opposes Alternative 8 because:

1. Recalibration demonstrates that the red snapper allowable biological catch (ABC) should have been
higher, not that the 51%/49% commercial/recreational allocation formula should be changed -
commercial fishermen should have had access to 51% of a higher ABC, not that their proportion of the
total catch should now be reduced.

2. The MRIP recalibration analysis has been identified as a “preliminary, interim approach.”? The authors
of that approach stressed that their calculations assume that the ratio of peak-period to total catch has
remained constant across time, which they acknowledged may not be “defensible from a scientific
point of view.”? That approach was apparently applied in the 2014 update assessment but it was only
relevant to landings estimates for 2004—-12. How the estimates for 1950-2003 were adjusted remains
unknown.?

3. That recommendation was based on the simplest of three approaches considered by the workshop,
apparently for no better reason than that the other two were not fully developed, while the simple one
would be easier to explain. Restating their concern multiple times throughout the report, the MRIP
workshop participants offered the following conclusion: “We recommend that investigation continue
on the remaining two methods. It is possible that one of them will be determined to be better at some
future date.”* To our knowledge, this recommendation has not been followed and additional
investigation has not formally continued on the two remaining methods. This should occur before
recalibration can be formally considered for reallocation purposes.

Gulf Wild opposes Alternative 9 for the same reasons as we oppose Alternative 8 and in addition because:

1. Selectivity is a function of fishermen's behavior, which directly correlates to management decisions
and biological implications. We can assess this looking backwards but can’t accurately predict it
moving forward because of the changing conditions of the fishery. It just doesn't make sense to make
permanent allocation changes based on something that will continue to shift.

2. There is no documentation or support in Amendment 28 that confirms “Selectivity,” or the assumption
that anglers are targeting larger fish. To the contrary, several scientists have indicated that, rather
than a shift in targeting behavior, selectivity is more likely a function of anglers encountering the larger
fish of strong year classes moving through the fishery, combined with recent poor recruitment in the
eastern Gulf.> In other words, anglers are catching larger fish not because they are targeting them, but
because those fish are relatively more available.

Gulf Wild opposes all reallocation alternatives because:
1. Amendment 28 acknowledges that reallocation will harm the commercial sector, but will provide no
benefit to the recreational sector because it does nothing to solve that sector’s problems.®
2. Over 80% of Americans access their red snapper as seafood consumers, not by catching it themselves.”
Taking access to this fishery from 80% of the public and giving it to 10% is not fair or equitable. The

1 MRIP Calibration Workshop Il — Final Report, SEDAR41-RD55, March 24, 2015, p.6

2/d.

3 Comments on Scientific Issues Relating to Re-Allocation in the Red Snapper Fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico, Dr. Trevor Kenchington
(July, 2015) at p. 2.

4 MRIP Calibration Workshop Il — Final Report, SEDAR41-RD55, March 24, 2015, p.19.

5 See Kenchington, at pp. 17-18; Letter to Gulf Council from James H. Cowan, Louisiana State University, dated August 7, 2015, at pp.
6-8.

& Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 17.

760 million US anglers in a population of 317.3 million, in 2013; http://asafishing.org/newsroom/news-releases/new-report-
highlights-recreational-fishings-broad-economic-and-conservation/; http://www.census.gov/popclock/.
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same two red snapper that provide one private angler’s access can provide access for 18 (or more)
seafood consumers. Taking access from 18 (or more) consumers and giving it to 1 recreational angler
is not fair or equitable.

3. The public doesn’t want reallocation. Of the 54 scoping comments that were received by NMFS during
the Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS (11/7/2013-12/9/2013), 54% (29) supported Alternative 1 (Status
Quo).2 In fact, we think that there has been unanimous public testimony from commercial fishermen
and nearly-unanimous public testimony from charter industry opposing reallocation. Also, it’s our
understanding that over 12,500 public comments have been submitted to the Gulf Council, Gulf state
Governors, and Congress that oppose reallocation.®

4. Amendment 28 clearly acknowledges that “it is not clear that the proposed reallocation alternatives
would promote conservation, in light of the repeated and sizeable harvest overages recorded for the
recreational sector”!? and therefore Amendment 28 violates National Standard 4.

5. According to the MRIP recalibration, the recreational sector caught 18 million pounds of red snapper
more than they were allowed in recent years.!! Based on the current 51%/49%
commercial/recreational split between commercial and recreational allocations, commercial fishermen
should’ve had access to 51% of that allocation (9.2 million pounds), valued at over $35 million dollars.*?

6. Finally, we believe the new Alternatives in Amendment 28 do not promote conservation because they
could violate Section 407(d)(2) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
(MSA). The implicit premise underlying Amendment 28, including the stated purpose of Alternatives 8
and 9, is to increase the recreational quota to reflect its prior harvests in excess of the recreational
allocation. The MSA prohibits this - Section 407(d)(2) requires the Council to ensure that red snapper
“quotas reflect allocations among such [commercial and recreational] sectors and do not reflect any
harvests in excess of such allocations.”!3 Alternatives 8 and 9 would shift the entire increase in the
annual catch limit (ACL) attributable to MRIP recalibration to the recreational sector.

Gulf Wild supports Alternative 1 (Status Quo) because we don’t believe that our fishermen, the seafood supply
chain, and the American seafood consuming public should be unfairly harmed by this disruptive proposal. Gulf
Wild stands for conservation, and reallocation does not promote conservation. Gulf Wild stands for
accountability, and reallocation does not promote accountability. Gulf Wild stands for fishermen ingenuity
and problem-solving, and reallocation does neither. We hope that the Gulf Council will approve Alternative 1
(Status Quo) and move on to finding real, accountable, and stable long term solutions for the recreational
fishery

Sincerely,

Jason DelaCruz
Executive Director, Gulf Wild

8 Amendment 28 (July 2015) at p. 206.

9 Share the Gulf, personal communication, August 6, 2015.

10 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 108.

11 Table 1.1.1, Framework Action to Adjust Recreational Charter-for-Hire Red Snapper Management Measures (Jan. 15, 2015). Values for quotas,
landings, overages and de facto reallocation are expressed in millions of pounds.

12 yd.

13 Section 407(d)(2) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act.
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Tuesday, August 11, 2015 2:27:03 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: FW: Amendment 28
Date: Tuesday, August 11, 2015 1:54:45 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Meetings

To: Charlene Ponce

From: LBHUNTLEY@aol.com [mailto:LBHUNTLEY@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2015 1:52 PM

To: Meetings <meetings@gulfcouncil.org>

Subject: Amendment 28

Dear Gulf Council Members: 11 August 2015

| would like to speak for a sector that | believe is grossly underrepresented at council meetings: the
American public. A little research will reveal that approx. 96% of all Americans, and 88% of Floridians,
do not saltwater fish and have no advocate.

A comment concerning amendment 28 caught my attention. The individual indicated he was involved
with a supermarket chain with 86 stores in the northeast, and stated that red snapper was one of the
most popular species. | live in Pensacola and can attest to the fact that Joe Patty’s Seafood is open
seven days a week to serve the public. Maria’s Fresh Seafood Market encourages me to go red
snapper fishing as often as possible to help resupply their retail counter. Maria’s sells to both the
public and over 60 restaurants.

In my mind, it comes down to “who owns the fish?” If we believe the American public does, then you
must ensure all Americans are getting both access and their fair share. One of the first publications |
read concerning Fisheries Management was ‘Understanding Fisheries Management: A Manual for
Understanding the Federal Fisheries Management Process, Including Analysis of the 1996 Sustainable
Fisheries Act.” The publication was developed by the Mississippi-Alabama Sea Grant Consortium. In
the introduction, the question was asked: Who own the fish? The answer: You do, along with
330,000,000 other Americans.

The present allocation of gulf red snapper allocates 49% to recreational fishermen and 51% to the
non-fishing public. Maybe an alternative to amendment 28 should be: recommending a greater share
to the non-fishing public.

Gulf of Mexico wholesale fish markets, retail markets, and restaurants sell all the fresh, local-caught
red snapper they can get to both locals and visitors. Please consider “who owns the fish” and support
alternative 1 to amendment 28.

Thanks,

Larry Huntley, Pensacola

Page 1 of1



Tuesday, August 11, 2015 2:30:24 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Monday, August 10, 2015 7:06:20 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Lyn Leeuw
To: Gulf Council

Category: Junk

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Lyn Leeuw
3070 Claudia Ln
Marianna, FL 32448
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Tuesday, August 11, 2015 2:30:24 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Monday, August 10, 2015 2:20:21 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: ismael baquedano
To: Gulf Council

Category: Junk

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

ismael baquedano

6918 West 29 Avenue
Hialeah, FL 33018
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Tuesday, August 11, 2015 2:30:24 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Support Alt. 9 in Amendment 28

Date: Monday, August 10, 2015 1:57:29 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Mark Murphy
To: Gulf Council

Category: Junk

Aug 10, 2015
The Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
Dear Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council,

| am writing to support Alternative 9 in Amendment 28 to the Reef Fish
Fishery Management Plan.

This amendment would result in an average allocation of 57.5 percent
recreational and 42.5 percent commercial.

The current allocation of 51 percent to the commercial sector and 49
percent to the recreational sector was based on historic catch at a

time when red snapper abundance was at an all-time low and recreational
participation was therefore disproportionately low due to poor fishing
success rates.

Several studies, including from the Gulf Council's Socio-Economic
Science and Statistical Committee, conclude that substantial economic
benefits would be gained by shifting a greater share of the red snapper
quota to the recreational sector.

While reallocation discussions are inherently contentious and
difficult, there is too much at stake for the Gulf Council to continue
inaction on this issue. By moving forward with Alternative 9, the Gulf
Council would make progress towards rectifying the flawed initial red
snapper allocation.

| appreciate your attention and will be following this issue closely.
Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Murphy

528 Bond St

Clewiston, FL 33440-4604

(561) 261-1329
murphym@helenachemical.com
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Tuesday, August 11, 2015 2:32:04 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Monday, August 10, 2015 10:54:39 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: janice cochran
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

janice cochran
300 Herons Run Drive
Sarasota, FL 34232
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Tuesday, August 11, 2015 2:32:04 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Monday, August 10, 2015 10:48:42 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Edith Martin
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Edith Martin

805 West Retta Esp.
Punta Gorda, FL 33950
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Tuesday, August 11, 2015 2:32:04 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Reallocation
Date: Monday, August 10, 2015 4:07:32 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Russell underwood
To: Gulf Council

August 9, 2015

Kevin Anson, Chair

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
2203 North Lois Avenue, Suite 1100

Tampa, Fl 33607

Dear Mr. Anson and Council Members.

I am Russell Underwood, a commercial Red Snapper and Reef fish fisherman who has commercially fished for 35
years. In my early years | ran party boats for Capt. Anderson's

Marina for 10 years. | have also been involved for the last 30 years with the management and

Council process. | have sat on numerous advisory panels and helped develop The Snapper IFQ

Program. | own and help manage 8 reef fish vessels. | have thoroughly enjoyed both recreational and commercial
fishing, but the most important thing to me is to protect the snapper and reef fish populations.

After 7 years of IFQ'S this program is working very well for the fisherman and the resource. In all we have a recovery
date of 2032 on red snapper and | would like to continue to protect the resource too it's optimum yield.

| feel like amendment 28 threatens our recovery date and our commercial quota. My opinion is reallocation does
not have anything concerning conservation of this fishery. | quote Roy Crabtree time after time saying we have to
get the recreational fisherman under their required allotment. The commercial industry has become accountable
and we are working hard to be 100 percent accountable! The commercial, headboats and charter boats are working
hard to make this a better fishery. Through the Council process you have given two of these recreational sectors a
way to build their businesses and extend their seasons under their quota. The smaller recreational boats (CCA) have
not come up with any kind of plan to manage or make themselves accountable. Certain individuals have fought the
council process concerning (tags, days at sea, true amount of vessels participating, ). | feel like there are a lot of
management tools floating around to be explored. Look what's happened with recreational catches, Florida and
Alabama have a more directed effort than the other 3 Gulf States. The Red Snapper stock has always been more
plentiful in the western gulf. My major concern is extreme pressure to this sector in the eastern gulf where the
majority of the overages occur. Reallocating even a small amount of fish will not help the seasons or the resource.

| have read over amendment 28 and | have found dozens of reasons that your own scientific committees have
recommended against reallocation . Fishermen including myself have not been educated or informed on words like
these new words (SELECTIVITY) and (RECALIBRATION). | have approached a few council staff and was informed that
it was just a bunch of bull......

In the future reallocation threatens the charter boat and headboats industry because a lot of these vessels have
become dual permitted vessels. Reallocation threatens the grouper fishery in the eastern gulf as they lease fish for
their by catch issues. In general snapper fishermen and grouper fishermen have become neighbors and business
partners in leasing snapper and grouper amongst each other. We as fishermen have worked hard to rebuild this
fishery and we have been told that we would be rewarded for our good stewardship. The Council has played a major
part of this recovery and should be praised for their part in the red snapper recovery plan.

The American consumer has the right to consume and enjoy fresh red snapper from the Gulf.
Thousands of restaurants have become dependent on this resource as have fish markets and grocery stores. Fish
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houses have worked with the restaurants to have red snapper year round and developed dependable market
supply. 97 per cent of the people in the United States do not fish or have resources to catch a Red

Snapper. Restaurants In Panama City have become very dependent on red snapper my vessels have caught, such as
"The Captains Table, Captain Anderson's, And BoonDock 's" and numerous restaurants up and down the Gulf

Coast.

I am respectfully asking Council to remove amendment 28 and open up new avenues to help small recreational
fisherman. Please take in account that we have had one of the worse oil spills in the Gulf just a few years ago and
worse recruitment in the last 3 or 4 years. Be cautious on this resource that we have worked so hard to

rebuild. Looking forward to seeing all of you at Council. May God give you all the strength and knowledge to make

the best decision concerning the resource and our livelihoods.
Sincerely,

Diimmrall 1w AdAaviiimana A
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Tuesday, August 11, 2015 2:32:04 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Monday, August 10, 2015 1:05:06 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Joanne Manel
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Joanne Manel
1415 SE 5th Place
Cape Coral, FL 33909
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CAPE COD COMMERCIAL

FISHERMEN’'S
ALLIANCE

August 7, 2015

2203 North Lois Avenue
Suite 1100
Tampa, Florida 33607

Re: Reef Fish Amendment 28 - Allocation
Dear Gulf Council Members,

Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns regarding the proposal for Amendment 28, which
reallocates fishing quota from commercial to recreational sectors. The Cape Cod Commercial Fishermen’s
Alliance is the leading voice for commercial fishermen and fishing families on Cape Cod, and as such, we
understand the need to protect shared natural resources to ensure public access now and into the future.

In the Gulf of Mexico, the recreational sector has demonstrated an inability to stay within its catch limits; they
exceeded their quota in 21 out of 23 years from 1998 to 2013. Amendment 28 proposes to reallocate quota
from the commercial fleet to the recreational fleet to address this issue. This a very dangerous approach to a
problem that will not solve overharvest; quota reallocation is not a substitute for better management and
accountability.

o In commercial fishery landings, every fish is accounted for, while the rate, origin and occurrence of
recreational harvest is often very difficult to trace

e |t would unfairly penalize commercial fishermen who responsibly adhere to annual quota allocations

e The amendment will not give recreational fishermen longer fishing seasons over time, and it will NOT
prevent recreational overharvest

e Quota reallocation in the Gulf Council would set a very real and dangerous precedent for other regions,
which would result in negative impacts to fishing businesses across the United States

e Rather than reallocating fish away from the commercial sector, a better approach for an amendment
would be to develop meaningful accountability measures for the recreational sector

Amendment 28 will only serve to exacerbate the animosity between the two sectors. Commercial fishermen
adhere to management and accountability measures that are in the best interest of their fishery; they deserve
to retain access to the fisheries they depend on. | urge you to maintain status quo by selecting Alternative 1
when voting on this amendment.

Thank you for your time and consideration of our concerns.

Sincerely,

John Pappalardo
CEO

BOARD OF DIRECTORS Nick Muto, Chairman « Phil Marshall, Vice Chairman ¢ Elliott Carr, Treasurer « Andy Baler, Clerk
Eric Hesse ¢ Bruce Kaminski « Kurt Martin « William Martin ¢ Jim Nash ¢ Tye Vecchione * Greg Walinski

1566 Main Street, Chatham, MA 02633 (508)945-2432 info@capecodfishermen.org



August 10, 2015

Mr. Kevin Anson, Chair

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
2203 North Lois Ave.

Tampa, FL 33607

Dear Mr. Anson:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on Gulf of Mexico fisheries. We recommend that the Gulf
Council move past the false promise of reallocation by choosing “No Action” as the preferred alternative
in Amendment 28, and instead clear the way for meaningful recreational red snapper and reef fish
management reform. The Council can do this by continuing the progress being made with Reef Fish
Amendments 41 and 42, developing successful allocation-based management models for the Gulf's
charter and headboat industries, and by tailoring Amendment 39 to meet the needs of private anglers.

Here are our recommendations:

1. Choose “No Action” as the preferred alternative in Amendment 28.

The recent addition of Alternatives 8 and 9 to Amendment 28 and the revision of its purpose and need
suggest that the Council is determined to pursue reallocation to the recreational sector and is searching
for justification. The Council has appropriately dismissed its prior emphasis on net benefits. Yet despite
completely re-writing the proposed amendment’s purpose and need as a result of that change, the
Council has nevertheless retained all of the same management alternatives. The Council has now added
two new reallocation alternatives that would also reallocate more quota to the recreational sector on
the basis of recent MRIP recreational landings calibration and stock projections, but both of these
alternatives are flawed and should be rejected.

The Council should choose “No Action” in Amendment 28 for these reasons:

o The rationale offered for Alternatives 8 and 9 is not credible.
e Reallocating red snapper quota is projected to cause a further decline in the spawning potential
ratio in the eastern Gulf and may contribute to localized depletion in that region.
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Mr. Kevin Anson, Chair
August 10, 2015
Page 2 of 7

o Reallocating red snapper quota will not bring stability to the recreational fishing season or
reduce the likelihood of recreational overages, but it will undermine the successful IFQ program
in the commercial sector.

e Reallocating red snapper quota will not increase economic benefits of red snapper fishing.

The rationale provided for Alternatives 8 and 9 is not credible.

Reject Alternative 8: The current preliminary MRIP calibration method suggests that recreational red
snapper harvest in recent years is greater than what previously was estimated using the MRFSS
methodology. We agree that MRIP presents the best available scientific information on recreational
catch accounting at this time. That rebuilding has progressed since 2007 in spite of recreational
overages that were larger than previously estimated suggests that the red snapper stock could have
sustained higher ABC levels in recent years. This means the commercial/recreational sectors could have
been allocated 51%/49% of higher catch limits. In contrast, to reallocate on the basis of recently revised
recreational landings as estimated by MRIP showing even larger overages would be inconsistent with
the Magnuson-Stevens Act’s requirement that allocations ensure that quotas “do not reflect any
harvests in excess of such allocations.”*

It is not clear whether the Council is attempting to justify Alternatives 8 and 9 on the basis of the impact
of recent recreational overharvests on stock projections — which Alternatives 8 and 9 would shift
entirely to the recreational sector — or on the basis of landings trends taken into account when initial
allocations were established in 1990.> For example, the Amendment 28 DEIS analysis explains
Alternatives 8 and 9 on the basis of the three most recent years of recreational landings and size
selectivity, whereas Council discussion has emphasized the implications of calibration on historical
landings.?

Some have suggested that the difference in recreational red snapper landings estimated by MRFSS vs.
MRIP methodology in recent years is consistent with long-term trends and may reflect the state of the
fishery when commercial and recreational allocations were established. However, given the changes in
management institutions, demographics, and data collection since that time, the usefulness of the
calibration estimates decreases considerably for any comparison beyond very recent years. Research
from NOAA Fisheries scientists supports this. Thunberg & Fulcher 2005 find marine recreational fishing
participation rates are not stable over time, and therefore recreational fishing participation is

! Magnuson-Stevens Act, 16 U.S.C. § 1883(d)(2).

> GMFMC (2015). Red Snapper Allocation. op. cit.. p 11.

* See comments from NOAA Fisheries Southeast Regional Administrator Dr. Roy Crabtree: “Our allocations are
mostly all based on our perception of what the historic mix in the fishery is and one of the problems with red
snapper, and a number of other species, is those allocations were put in place in Amendment 1, way back in 1990,
and they’re based on a landings back from | think 1970 to 1986 and that’s a problem for us now, because it’s hard
to correct all those landings that far back... somewhere we need to find a better basis for deciding what the
optimal allocation is other than what we think it looked like forty years ago, because | don’t think anybody is really
going to be happy with that kind of thing.” Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council (2015). Meeting of the Gulf
of Mexico Fishery Management Council, 251" Meeting, Full Council Session. January 28-29, 2015.
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unpredictable: “Even subtle changes in participation probabilities among demographic cohorts can lead

to an unreliable understanding of the composition of the fishing public.”*

This suggests that recent
changes in estimated recreational fishing effort and landings are unrelated to recreational fishing trends

in the past.

The MRIP calibration approach incorporated in the Amendment 28 DEIS does not recognize these
limitations. Instead, “it is based on an assumption that the ratio of catch in the peak period to total

catch is stable over time.””

This means the relative distribution of catch throughout a day is assumed to
be constant for all years and identical to that distribution estimated for the year 2013. Using this
untenable assumption, NOAA Fisheries has extended red snapper calibrations back at least to 1981 on
the basis of the distribution of trips throughout a day in the year 2013 alone.® This calibration has
changed stock projections, and the Council now is using these stock projections to justify reallocation in

Alternatives 8 and 9.

The MRIP calibration workshop report states about the calibration approach being used: “We are not
It is alarming that NOAA Fisheries and the
Council propose moving forward with a significant and potentially destabilizing institutional change such

sure if this is defensible from a scientific point of view.”

as reallocation from the successful red snapper IFQ program on the basis of this interim calibration
approach that apparently is not scientifically defensible, is subject to “substantial criticisms,”® and is
likely to be revised numerous times in the near future.

Reject Alternative 9:  Fishery allocations should not be changed on the basis of recent changes in
selectivity. According to a recent SSC report, “there is some evidence that recreational fishing selectivity
in recent years has been shifting toward larger and older red snapper.”® This shift in selectivity reflects a
change in angler behavior, and “this behavior could change in response to changing allocations.”*°
There is no way of knowing if reallocation might cause recreational selectivity to stay constant, shift
even higher, or shift toward smaller fish. These changes could have dramatic impacts on stock
projections and allocations. To establish a precedent where allocations fluctuate with preliminary
selectivity data would increase management uncertainty and could incentivize high-grading and

increased discarding.

With such a precedent established, it would be impossible for future allocation changes to respond to
selectivity shifts in a timely way. Future changes in selectivity would take a number of years to be
detected through the scientific process and altered through the management process. Moreover, the

4Thunberg, E.M. and C.M. Fulcher (2006). “Testing the stability of recreational fishing probabilities.” In Sumaila,
U.R. and D.A. Marsden (eds.) 2005 North American Association of Fisheries Economists Forum Proceedings.
Fisheries Centre Research Reports 14(1). Fisheries Centre, the University of British Columbia, Vancouver, Canada.
> Carmichael, J. and D. Van Vorhees (2015). “MRIP Calibration Workshop Il — Final Report.” March 2015. p. 17.

® NOAA SEFSC (2015). “2014 Update, Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper.” Presentation to the Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council. Point Clear, AL. January 26, 2015.

7 Carmichael, J. and D. Van Vorhees (2015). op cit.. p 19.

® Ibid., p. 19.

® GMFMC (2015). Standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Meeting Summary. May 20, 2015. p.5.

19 GMFMC (2015). Red Snapper Allocation. op. cit. p.75.
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Amendment 28 DEIS analysis is internally inconsistent about how future allocations will be determined.
The analysis states: “Percentages of the red snapper quota allocated to each sector would also not be
fixed under Preferred Alternative 8 and Alternative 9 but would vary based on the quota and on the
amounts attributed to the recalibration and to the change in size selectivity in the recreational sector.”!
Elsewhere in the document, also with respect to Alternatives 8 and 9, the analysis states: “Resulting
percentages allocated to each sector will remain until changed by the Council.”*> Apparently, NOAA
Fisheries and the Gulf Council have no clear plan for how future allocations would be established on the

basis of Alternatives 8 and 9.

Reallocating red snapper quota is projected to cause a further decline in the spawning potential ratio in

the eastern Gulf and may contribute to localized depletion in that region.

We caution the Council to consider the impact of red snapper reallocation on the eastern Gulf of Mexico
red snapper stock. In recent years, increasing catch limits have been sustained by rebuilding progress in
the western Gulf of Mexico, as measured by the spawning potential ratio (SPR). According to the recent
SSC report, “SPR in the western Gulf continues to increase, but the SPR in the eastern Gulf declines, and

»13

the decline is exacerbated by increasing allocation to the recreational sector. Every reallocation

alternative proposed for Amendment 28 contributes to further SPR decline in the Eastern Gulf of
Mexico."* The size of the projected decline increases with the size of proposed reallocation. This is
because most recreational fishing occurs in the eastern Gulf of Mexico. Increasing fishing effort in the
eastern Gulf — where red snapper SPR is only 11% and has been in decline — while relying on continued
western Gulf SPR increases to sustain overall rebuilding progress could contribute to localized depletion

and does not appear “reasonably calculated to promote conservation.”*

Reallocating red snapper quota will not bring stability to the recreational fishing season or reduce the

likelihood of recreational overages, but it will undermine the successful IFQ program in the commercial

sector.

The Amendment 28 DEIS analysis states: “Alternatives 2-9 will not increase the stability of red snapper

716

fishing for the recreational sector... Season length projections are not included, but “the season is

17 and it is reasonable to conclude the increase in red snapper private angler

extended only nominally
and for-hire EEZ seasons would be a fraction of a day or a day or two at the most. On the other hand,

the analysis claims reallocation would destabilize the commercial red snapper fishery that is thriving

" bid., p. 82.
2 1bid., p. 10.
B GMFMC (2015). Standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Meeting Summary. op. cit. p.7.
Y Ibid., p. 7.
B Magnuson-Stevens Act, 16 U.S.C. § 1851(a)(4).
* GMFMC (2015). Red Snapper Allocation. op. cit., p.78
17 .
Ibid., p.76.
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with individual fishing quota (IFQ) management: “A reallocation from the commercial quota would be

expected to negatively affect the stability of the commercial sector in terms of long term access to red
718

snapper allocation and confidence in the IFQ program.”™ The Council should not undertake an action

that will destabilize one sector for marginal (if any) benefit to another sector. We strongly caution the
Council to consider the destabilizing impact of red snapper reallocation on the commercial fishery,
including the fishermen, suppliers, processors, markets, and consumers that depend on it.

The DEIS analysis also states “...quota overages and shortened seasons would be expected to continue in

the recreational sector.”*®

In 2014 recreational red snapper harvest remained under its annual catch
target. In part this is due to a new 20% management uncertainty buffer, but this does not address our
concerns with Amendment 28. First, one season of successful quota compliance does not make a trend.
With status quo recreational management and inconsistent state waters regulations seemingly
unchecked (approximately half of the 2014 red snapper annual catch target was harvested in state
waters under inconsistent state regulations),” there is no reason to expect the trend of recreational
overharvests not to continue. Second, reallocating would undermine the conservation impact that a

buffer is intended to accomplish.

Without a fundamental change in management that incentivizes accountability instead of punishing
anglers and for-hire businesses with short seasons whenever the Council and NOAA Fisheries fail to
constrain recreational catch to quota, recreational quotas will continue to be subject to a large
management uncertainty buffer, fishing seasons will remain short, and anglers and for-hire businesses
will continue to be dissatisfied with management. Reallocation will not address these problems, as the
Amendment 28 DEIS itself makes clear.”*

Reallocating red snapper quota will not increase economic benefits of red snapper fishing.

The Council’s Socioeconomic SSC (SESSC) has advised that a new management approach for recreational
fishing should be a higher priority than any consideration of reallocating quota from the commercial to
recreational sector.”” We have provided detailed comments on the weak policy relevance of
Amendment 28 economic efficiency analysis in several previous letters to the Gulf Council and NOAA
Fisheries, and we incorporate those comments here by reference.

2. Develop meaningful management reform for Gulf of Mexico reef fish recreational fisheries.

The recent implementation of Amendment 40 is an important step toward developing management
models that suit the different needs of for-hire fishing businesses and private anglers. With recreational

8 Ibid., p.79.

 Ibid., p.79.

2 1bid., p.81

! Ibid., p. 76.

*2 Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council (2014). Socioeconomic SSC Meeting Summary. August 5, 2014.
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red snapper management now moving in the right direction, the Council can build on this first step by
developing effective management tools for the recreational reef fish quota and its sub-sectors. This
would offer far greater improvements to fishing seasons and conservation than any reallocation.

First, we recommend that accountability measures such as uncertainty buffers and overage payback
adjustments be sector-specific and tailored to management performance. That is, for-hire and private
angling sub-sectors should have unique accountability measures reflecting differences in management
uncertainty between the two groups.

We have recommended new management models for the Gulf’s for-hire and private angler recreational
sub-sectors in several previous letters to the Council. These tools could include individual fishing quotas
(IFQs) or cooperatives in the for-hire sectors and harvest tags and angler management organizations
(AMOs) in the private angler sector. The Council also has clear guidance from recent meetings of its ad

2324 \We encourage the Council to build on these

hoc charter for-hire and headboat advisory panels.
recommendations as it develops Reef Fish Amendments 41 and 42 and reconvene these advisory panels

for additional industry recommendations. Specifically we recommend that the Council:

e Develop allocation-based management models for the charter and headboat components of the
for-hire sector in Amendments 41 and 42.

e Dedicate regional management in Amendment 39 to the private angling component by selecting
Alternative 2 in Action 2 as preferred, and improve the plan by allowing states the flexibility to
manage using tools like tags and AMOs.

Develop allocation-based management plans for the charter and headboat components of the for-hire

sector in Amendments 41 and 42.

The Gulf Headboat Collaborative (GHC) pilot program has demonstrated that an allocation-based

management plan for headboats can be successful. According to recent reports to the Gulf Council,

allocated the same proportion of red snapper and gag their customers would normally catch in derby

seasons, headboats participating in the GHC pilot program have:**?

e Dramatically spread out their allocations of red snapper and gag over the year to increase the
number of fishing days

e Provided many more anglers with opportunities to fish for red snapper and gag

o Significantly reduced discards of red snapper and gag (by 43% and 59%, respectively)

> Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council (2015). Ad Hoc Red Snapper Charter For-Hire Advisory Panel
Summary. May 13, 2015.

** Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council (2015). Summary for the Ad Hoc Headboat Reef Fish Advisory Panel.
May 19, 2015.

% Abbott, J.K. (2015). The Gulf Headboat Collaborative: Preliminary Findings from Year 1. Presentation to the Gulf
of Mexico Fishery Management Council. Biloxi, MS. March 31, 2015.

2 NMFS Southeast Regional Office (2015). “Headboat Collaborative Pilot Program 2014 Annual Report.” March
2015.
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e Successfully stayed under catch limits and facilitated superior monitoring and enforcement by
using daily electronic logbooks, vessel monitoring systems, and quota transferability within the
pilot program

The pilot program is working well, and a similar management approach should be extended to all Gulf of
Mexico headboats participating in the reef fish fishery. The same benefits should also be extended to
charter component of the recreational reef fish fishery. We recommend the Council encourage the two
groups to move in the same direction but on distinct tracks via Amendments 41 and 42, which is
consistent with advice from both its ad hoc charter for-hire and headboat advisory panels.

Dedicate regional management in Amendment 39 to the private angling component by selecting

Alternative 2 in Action 2 as preferred, and improve the plan by allowing states the flexibility to manage
using tools like tags and AMOs.

We recommend that private angler recreational red snapper quota be managed under state authority
delegated by the existing Council process. States can establish angler management organizations
(AMOs) or manage allocations using harvest tags allocated by lottery, auction, or other systems. Using
these tools, states can cater to differences among their coastal communities, provide year-round fishing
opportunities, and effectively monitor fishery performance. Improved performance relative to
conservation goals would lead to reduced uncertainty buffers and therefore higher catch targets and
longer fishing seasons. We ask that the Council refine Amendment 39 so that it can provide these
benefits for anglers while granting for-hire operators the opportunity to continue pursuing allocation-
based management through Reef Fish Amendments 41 and 42. The Ad Hoc Private Angler Advisory
Panel created by the Council at the June 2015 meeting would be an ideal body to consider management
approaches that could reduce uncertainty and provide more flexibility for anglers.

Thank you for considering our comments and recommendations.

Sincerely,

{eyp—

Robert E. Jones
Director, Gulf of Mexico Oceans Program



August 9, 2015

Chairman Kevin Anson

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
2203 North Lois Ave, Suite 1100

Tampa, FL 33607

Dear Chairman Anson,

The Gulf Fishermen’s Association (GFA) supports Alternative 1 (Status Quo) in Reef Fish Amendment
28 for the following reasons:

1. Reallocation is Not Fair or Equitable.

a. Reallocation unfairly penalizes commercial fishermen when it was their
sacrifices that have driven the rebuilding of the red snapper stock despite
chronic recreational sector overharvesting.

i. When quotas were cut to rebuild the red snapper stock, the commercial sector’s
landings dropped from 4.6 million pounds to 2.5 million pounds while the while
the recreational sector’s landings exceeded its quota.’

ii. The emergency increase in quota in 2011 was all given to the recreational
sector; yet due to recreational overharvesting in 2012, the 2013 quota was
reduced and the commercial sector lost access to 51% of that reduction.?

ii. Inthe Guindon v. Pritzker case, the court agreed that the National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) de facto reallocated to the recreational sector when it
failed to hold the recreational sector to its quota. This is a violation of Section
407(d), National Standard 4, and the fishery management plan’s requirements.®
Recalibration of recreational landings data only shows that this illegal de facto
reallocation was even more egregious that anyone previously thought.

iv. There is no “fair and equitable” basis for allocating the recalibration increases to
the recreational sector (Alternative 8 and 9) because the recreational sector
was never harmed by the error that recalibration supposedly corrects.

v. Amendment 28 is founded upon the baseless assumption that the only “fair and
equitable” allocation is one that shifts more quota to the recreational sector.

vi. Recalibration demonstrates that the red snapper allowable biological catch
(ABC) should have been higher, not that the 51%/49% commercial/recreational
allocation formula should be changed - commercial fishermen should have had

1 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at p. 31 (Table 2.1.2).

2 See 77 Fed. Reg. 64960, 64961 (Oct. 24, 2012); 78 Fed. Reg. 32179, 32181 (May 29, 2013)

3 See Guindon v. Pritzker, 31 F. Supp. 3d. 169, 193, 201 (2014) (“At a certain point NMFS was obligated to acknowledge
that its strategy of incrementally shortening the [recreational] season was not working. Administrative discretion is not a
license to engage in Einstein’s definition of folly—doing the same thing over and over again and expecting a different
result.... NMFS essentially guaranteed that the actual catch allocation would skew widely from the 51/49 allocation, as
indeed it did. This violated MSA Section 304(b).... When an agency blinds itself to the high likelihood that its actions will
cause overharvesting, the Court cannot characterize those actions as ‘reasonably calculated to promote conservation.””
(quoting National Standard 4)).



access to 51% of a higher ABC, not that their proportion of the total catch
should now be reduced.
b. Reallocation will unfairly harm the commercial sector without providing any
benefit to the recreational sector.

i. Amendment 28 acknowledges that reallocation will harm the commercial sector,
but will provide no benefit to the recreational sector because it does nothing to
solve that sector’s problems.*

i. Amendment 28 makes clear that shortened recreational fishing seasons in
federal waters are primarily caused by Gulf states, which deliberately® set
fishing seasons in their state waters to conflict with federal regulations.

iii. We disagree that the recreational sector has suffered a “loss in fishing
opportunities.® The very problem is that the recreational sector has had too
many fishing opportunities relative to the health of the red snapper population,
as seen by the fact that it has landed several millions of pounds of fish more
than it was supposed to.

c. Reallocation unfairly penalizes seafood consumers across the country to reward
a small segment of recreational anglers.

i. Over 80% of Americans access their red snapper as seafood consumers, not
by catching it themselves.” Taking access to this fishery from 80% of the public
and giving it to 10% is not fair or equitable. The same two red snapper that
provide one private angler’s access can provide access for 18 (or more)
seafood consumers. Taking access from 18 (or more) consumers and giving it
to 1 recreational angler is not fair or equitable.

d. Reallocation is unfair for a number of other reasons.

i. The “purpose and need” of Amendment 28 has fundamentally changed, but the
action alternatives that were developed under the old “purpose and need”
(which was based on a now-discredited economic theory) haven’t been updated
to meet the new “purpose and need.”

ii. Most allocations in the Gulf already favor recreational anglers. Recreational
allocations exceed commercial allocations in eight of 11 (73%)® important Gulf
fisheries, including two with zero allocation to commercial fishermen.®
Recreational fishermen land 79% of these species while commercial fishermen
land 21%.

4 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 17.

5 “Alabama announces state red snapper/triggerfish season in July,”
http://www.al.com/outdoors/index.ssf/2015/05/alabama_announces_state red sn.html; “Red snapper debate: Gulf
coast anglers at odds over new rules,”

http://www.gulflive.com/news/index.ssf/2015/05/red _snapper debate gulf coast.html; “State Red Snapper Season
Open as ‘Thank You’ to Recreational Fishermen,” http://www.fishla.org/articles/14698/;“ “Louisiana red snapper limits
may increase in state waters, assistant secretary says,” http://www.nola.com/outdoors/index.ssf/2015/03/louisiana_red-
snapper_limits_m.html; “State waters red snapper season to be 70 days,”
http://www.pnj.com/story/sports/outdoors/fishing/2015/04/22/red-snapper-season-days/26208513/; “Mississippi red
snapper season starts Thursday; here is what you need to know,”
http://www.gulflive.com/sports/index.ssf/2015/07/mississippi_red_snapper_season.html; “Mississippi offers anglers a
chance to harvest red snapper,” http://www.gulflive.com/sports/index.ssf/2015/06/mississippi_offers anglers a c.html;
“Anglers may face red snapper season that lasts less than a week,”
http://www.chron.com/sports/outdoors/article/Anglers-may-face-red-snapper-season-that-lasts-6121498.php;

5 Amendment 28 (June 2014) at p. 30.

760 million US anglers in a population of 317.3 million, in 2013; http://asafishing.org/newsroom/news-releases/new-
report-highlights-recreational-fishings-broad-economic-and-conservation/; http://www.census.gov/popclock/.

8 Share the Gulf, personal communication, August 5, 2015.

% No federal fishery; limited commercial harvest in state waters for grandfathered permits.




iii. Reallocation sets a dangerous precedent where any fishery, commercial or
otherwise, could be destabilized under the guise of recalibrating historical
landings estimates.°

iv. The public doesn’t want reallocation. Of the 54 scoping comments that were
received by NMFS during the Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS (11/7/2013-
12/9/2013), 54% (29) supported Alternative 1 (Status Quo)."" In fact, we think
that there has been unanimous public testimony from commercial fishermen
and nearly-unanimous public testimony from charter industry opposing
reallocation. Also, it's our understanding that over 12,500 public comments
have been submitted to the Gulf Council, Gulf state Governors, and Congress
that oppose reallocation.'?

2. Reallocation does not promote conservation.
a. Reallocation could exacerbate the problem of recreational overharvesting.

i. Amendment 28 clearly acknowledges that “it is not clear that the proposed
reallocation alternatives would promote conservation, in light of the repeated
and sizeable harvest overages recorded for the recreational sector”’® and
therefore Amendment 28 violates National Standard 4. The recreational sector
has gone over its allocation in 21 of the 23 years (91%) between 1991 and
2013 by almost 43 million pounds.** Between 2007 and 2013, the recreational
sector has exceeded its quota in every year but one, and by an average of
about 560% per year.'® In 2013, the recreational sector caught more 208% of its
quota.’

b. Reallocation is projected to force the stock of red snapper in the eastern Gulf
into a permanently and severely overfished position.

i. According to the Science and Statistical Committee (SSC), the spawning
potential ratio (SPR) “in the western Gulf continues to increase, but the SPR in
the eastern Gulf declines, and the decline is exacerbated by increasing
allocation to the recreational sector.”"” Under the reallocation alternatives in
Amendment 28, spawning stock biomass (SSB) in the eastern Gulf declines to
just four to six percent of an unfished condition.™

ii. The SSC unanimously concluded that “if the Council changes the allocation
between the two sectors, this would prompt the need to reevaluate the OFL
[overfishing limit] and ABC projections.”®

c. Theimpacts of reallocation are based upon several bold assumptions that are
conclusory and contradicted by record evidence and which, if indeed are wrong,
could mean that the rebuilding schedule will be jeopardized by reallocation.

i. Reallocation is based on the assumption that recreational discard mortality is
only 10%.%° This assumption is outdated, no longer valid, and must be re-
evaluated because it assumes use of a venting tool (which is no longer required
“due to questions of its efficacy,”?') and it fails to acknowledge that faster and
more seaworthy recreational fishing vessels using sophisticated navigational

10 Allocation of Fishery Harvests Under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, NOAA
Technical Memorandum NMFS-NWFSC-115, February 2012, P. 34

11 Amendment 28 (July 2015) at p. 206.

12 share the Gulf, personal communication, August 6, 2015.

13 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 108.

4 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 40.

15 d.

16 1d.

17 standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Report to the Gulf Council (May 20, 2015) at p.7.
18 d.

19 standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Report to the Gulf Council (May 20, 2015) at p.8.
24,
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and fish-finding electronics, recreational anglers may also be fishing in deeper
water than previously estimated?? (which could be one possible explanation for
the late-day landings observed in the revised Marine Recreational Information
Program (MRIP) sampling methodology), which could increase discard mortality
rates due to barotrauma.?®* Rebuilding the snapper resource should encourage
a general change towards targeting larger, older fish in deeper water. That
would be positive for resource conservation, leading to higher long-term
optimum yields — if its benefits are not offset by an increase in dead discards.?*

ii. There is no documentation or support in Amendment 28 that confirms
“Selectivity,” or the assumption that anglers are targeting larger fish. To the
contrary, several scientists have indicated that, rather than a shift in targeting
behavior, selectivity is more likely a function of anglers encountering the larger
fish of strong year classes moving through the fishery, combined with recent
poor recruitment in the eastern Gulf.?> In other words, anglers are catching
larger fish not because they are targeting them, but because those fish are
relatively more available.

iii. Recreational fishermen may be targeting larger red snapper because smaller
red snapper just aren’t there, which is supported by the Southeast Data,
Assessment, and Review (SEDAR) 31 analysis showing low recruitment in
recent years.?® These “recruitment gaps” are being covered up in the MRIP
data due to selectivity. As they work their way through the fishery, we can
expect the average size of red snapper to decline and along with it, the
“selectivity” of the recreational fleet.

iv. Selectivity is a function of fishermen's behavior, which directly correlates to
management decisions and biological implications. We can assess this looking
backwards but can’t accurately predict it moving forward because of the
changing conditions of the fishery. It just doesn't make sense to make
permanent allocation changes based on something that will continue to shift.

3. Reallocation is not sufficiently supported by economic justification.
a. The existing reallocation alternatives come from a now-discredited economic
theory.

i. The “purpose and need” of Amendment 28 has fundamentally changed, but the
action alternatives that were developed under the old “purpose and need”
(which was based on a now-discredited economic theory) haven’t been updated
to meet the new “purpose and need.” On August 5, 2014, the Gulf Council’s
Socio-Economic SSC (SESSC) voted 6-1 to overwhelmingly approve a critique
of the Agar and Carter economic analysis by Dr. Dennis King and Larry Buc.
Subsequent papers, including those by Holzer and McConnell (2014) an Abbott
(2015) now referenced in Amendment 282" , showed that because the quota is
not efficiently allocated across the recreational sector, it could not be shown
that reallocation would produce net economic benefits.

b. Reallocation imposes economic harm on the commercial sector.

22 “Get ready to shap up red snapper during June 1-10 season,”

http://www.bradenton.com/2015/05/30/5826606/outdoors-get-ready-to-snap-up.html; “Red snapper time short but
sweet,” http://tbo.com/sports/go-fishing/red-snapper-time-short-but-sweet-20150607/.

23 Red snapper time short but sweet,” http://tbo.com/sports/go-fishing/red-snapper-time-short-but-sweet-20150607/.
24 Comments on Scientific Issues Relating to Re-Allocation in the Red Snapper Fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico, Dr. Trevor
Kenchington (July, 2015) at p. 3.

25 See Kenchington, at pp. 17-18; Letter to Gulf Council from James H. Cowan, Louisiana State University, dated August 7,
2015, at pp. 6-8.

26 See Id. at 9; see also Standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Report to the Gulf Council (May 20, 2015) at Fig. 8.

27 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 17, 107.




i. Amendment 28 clearly states that any reallocation alternative “would be
expected to result in economic losses to the commercial sector.”?® Reallocation
imposes direct and indirect financial costs and disruptions on the commercial
sector and the seafood supply chain with direct economic losses to the
shareholders and also to the captains, crew, shoreside infrastructure,
wholesaler, retailer, and consumers of the red snapper harvested with that
allocation. The commercial sector will also risk foregone revenue and the
stranding investments that were made in vessels and shoreside infrastructure
based upon the rebuilding red snapper stock and the prospect for constant or
increased future catches.

ii. According to the MRIP recalibration, the recreational sector caught 18 million
pounds of red snapper more than they were allowed in recent years.?® Based
on the current 51%/49% commercial/recreational split between commercial and
recreational allocations, commercial fishermen should’ve had access to 51% of
that allocation (9.2 million pounds), valued at over $35 million dollars.*

4. The analysis of the MRIP recalibration methodology is incomplete and not available for public

a. The MRIP recalibration analysis has been identified as a “preliminary, interim

approach.”' The authors of that approach stressed that their calculations assume that
the ratio of peak-period to total catch has remained constant across time, which they
acknowledged may not be “defensible from a scientific point of view.”*? That approach
was apparently applied in the 2014 update assessment but it was only relevant to
landings estimates for 2004—12. How the estimates for 1950-2003 were adjusted
remains unknown.3?

That recommendation was based on the simplest of three approaches considered by
the workshop, apparently for no better reason than that the other two were not fully
developed, while the simple one would be easier to explain. Restating their concern
multiple times throughout the report, the MRIP workshop participants offered the
following conclusion: “We recommend that investigation continue on the remaining two
methods. It is possible that one of them will be determined to be better at some future
date.”* To our knowledge, this recommendation has not been followed and additional
investigation has not formally continued on the two remaining methods. This should
occur before recalibration can be formally considered for reallocation purposes.
Recalibration is a broad concept (retroactively accounting for unaccounted for
mortality) but it's only being used for a specific purpose in Amendment 28 and to
benefit one user group by harming the other. Recalibration should be considered in
the broader fishery context, including but not limited to unreported red snapper bycatch
in the shrimp fishery, unreported commercial landings of red snapper, unaccounted
mortality due to the Deepwater Horizon disaster and other oil spills, unaccounted
mortality associated with the removal of oil rigs, and so on. If recalibration is a tool that
managers choose to use, it should be used in a comprehensive and fair manner to
more accurately account for missing mortality fishery-wide.

Alternatives 8 and 9 in Amendment 28 are based upon the results of the 2014 update
stock assessment. However, it does not appear that any written report of that
assessment is publicly available, nor does it appear that it has undergone any peer

28 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. xii.

2% Table 1.1.1, Framework Action to Adjust Recreational Charter-for-Hire Red Snapper Management Measures (Jan. 15, 2015). Values
for quotas, landings, overages and de facto reallocation are expressed in millions of pounds.

30 /g,

31 MRIP Calibration Workshop Il — Final Report, SEDAR41-RD55, March 24, 2015, p.6

21d.

33 Comments on Scientific Issues Relating to Re-Allocation in the Red Snapper Fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico, Dr. Trevor
Kenchington (July, 2015) at p. 2.
34 MRIP Calibration Workshop Il — Final Report, SEDAR41-RD55, March 24, 2015, p.19.



review. Nothing more than a PowerPoint presentation was available when the work

was reviewed by the Gulf Council’'s SSC early in January 2015 and nothing more

formal has been found on the SEDAR, SEFSC or Gulf Council websites. Therefore,

although it was accepted by the SSC for the biennial setting of allowable catches, the

update assessment cannot be said to have been subjected to meaningful peer review.
5. Alternatives 8 and 9 Violate MSA Section 407(d)(2).

a. Finally, we believe the new Alternatives in Amendment 28 do not promote conservation
because they could violate Section 407(d)(2) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (MSA). The implicit premise underlying Amendment
28, including the stated purpose of Alternatives 8 and 9, is to increase the recreational
quota to reflect its prior harvests in excess of the recreational allocation. The MSA
prohibits this - Section 407(d)(2) requires the Council to ensure that red snapper “quotas
reflect allocations among such [commercial and recreational] sectors and do not reflect
any harvests in excess of such allocations.”® Alternatives 8 and 9 would shift the entire
increase in the annual catch limit (ACL) attributable to MRIP recalibration to the
recreational sector.

In conclusion, GFA believes that the rationale for supporting Alternative 1 (Status Quo) is now
overwhelming. Reallocation harms commercial fishermen, their businesses, the seafood supply
chain, the American seafood consumer, and red snapper themselves. Reallocation is not the solution
to shortening recreational red snapper seasons in federal waters and unfairly penalizes the
commercial sector for adhering to its quota every year since the IFQ program started in 2007.
Commercial fishermen, charter fishermen, and seafood supply chain turn out to every Council
meeting and show their overwhelming support for Alternative 1. Reallocation may not be legal under
federal fishery law. And the MRIP recalibration methodology and the concept of “selectivity” should
not be used to make reallocation decisions since they are incomplete, inappropriate, and not available
in their entirety for public and peer review.

It's for these and other reasons that we urge you to support the only viable alternative in Amendment
28 — Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

Thank you for considering our position.

Sincerely,

Glen Brooks, President

Gulf Fishermen’s Association
941-920-7302
brooks3glen@yahoo.com

35 Section 407(d)(2) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act.



Gulf of Mexico Reef Fish Shareholders’ Alliance

Comments supporting Alternative 1 (Status Quo)
in Reef Fish Amendment 28

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
August 10-14, 2015 (New Orleans, LA)

Executive Summary

— Reallocation of red snapper from the commercial sector to the recreational sector isn’t
justified when evaluated against biological, social, and economic criteria. Reallocation is
not fair or equitable, does not promote conservation, lacks sufficient economic and
biological analysis, and relies on conclusory assumptions and incomplete methodologies
that are not available for public or peer review.

— Reallocation will do nothing to solve the problem of declining fishing season lengths in the
federal recreational red snapper fishery, but will cause substantial harm to the commercial
fishing sector.

— Amendment 28 violates a number of National Standards and other provisions of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act.

— Substantial public input demonstrates a strong desire for Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

— Due to the overwhelming evidence before you, the only viable Amendment 28 alternative
for the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council to approve is Alternative 1 (Status

Quo).

Introduction

The Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council (Gulf Council) is considering whether or not to
reallocate red snapper from the commercial sector to the recreational sector. This reallocation
amendment (Amendment 28) to the Reef Fish Fishery Management Plan (FMP) is scheduled for
Final Action at the August meeting of the Gulf Council on Thursday, August 13, 2015 at the Hilton
Riverside in New Orleans, Louisiana.

The Gulf of Mexico Reef Fish Shareholders’ Alliance (Shareholders’ Alliance) submits these
comments on Amendment 28. The Shareholders’ Alliance is a non-profit organization that
represents the interests of commercial reef fish fishermen and other stakeholders in the Gulf of
Mexico. We work hard to maintain accountability and conservation-based management for our
region’s fisheries for today and future generations. By working closely with regional managers,
state agencies, and federal representatives, we strive to stabilize and improve fishery management
to ensure that we can continue to provide the American public with a sustainable source of
domestically-caught Gulf of Mexico seafood. Everything we do is founded in our belief that
conservation and stewardship protect fish populations and fishermen’s businesses.

The Shareholders’ Alliance has consistently advocated for the approval of Alternative 1 (Status
Quo) in Amendment 28 for a lengthy list of reasons that are supported by biological, social, and
economic data; as well as by process and procedure. The following letter and appendices restates
our historical concerns for the record and provides additional support for our position against
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reallocation. We encourage you to read this document and, when the time comes, cast your vote
for the only viable and legitimate alternative in Amendment 28 — Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

I. Reallocation is Not Fair or Equitable.

A. Reallocation unfairly penalizes commercial fishermen when was their sacrifices that
have driven rebuilding of the red snapper stock despite chronic recreational sector
overharvesting.

Section 303(a)(14) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA)
requires that:

to the extent that rebuilding plans or other conservation and management measures
which reduce the overall harvest in a fishery are necessary, [any FMP shall]
allocate, taking into consideration the economic impact of the harvest restrictions
or recovery benefits on the fishery participants in each sector, any harvest
restrictions or recovery benefits fairly and equitably among the commercial,
recreational, and charter fishing sectors in the fishery.

Amendment 28 to the Gulf of Mexico Reef Fish Fishery Management Plan (FMP) (Amendment
28) insufficiently analyzes the “economic impact of the harvest restrictions” necessary to rebuild
the red snapper stock on the fishery participants in each sector. If that analysis was conducted, it
would show that participants in the commercial sector bore almost the entire the brunt of the
economic impacts of the harvest restrictions necessary to rebuild the stock.

For example, between 2006 and 2009, when the annual quota was substantially reduced in
response to a court decision striking down the prior rebuilding plan as incompatible with MSA
requirements,! the commercial sector’s landings steadily dropped from 4.649 million pounds (in
2006) to 2.484 million pounds (in 2008 and 2009).> By contrast, the recreational sector did not
reduce its landings at all but instead drastically exceeded its quota during this period, landing 4.131
million pounds in 2006, 5.809 million pounds in 2007, 4.506 million pounds in 2008 and 5.597
million pounds in 2009.3

In short, the catch reductions required by the new rebuilding program had no impact on the
recreational sector, because it failed to comply with those reductions. Thus, during these critical
years of the rebuilding plan, when the spawning stock actually started showing signs of
rebuilding,* it was the commercial sector alone that paid the price for rebuilding. See Figure 1
below.

1 See Coastal Conserv. Ass’n v. Gutierrez, 512 F. Supp. 2d 896 (S.D. Tex. 2007).
2 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at p. 31 (Table 2.1.2).

3d.

4 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at p. 289 (Figure 3).



Figure 1. Annual estimates of spawning stock biomass relative to unfished levels during recent years.

Moreover, persistent overharvesting by the recreational sector reduced the annual yields the stock
could produce to stay on track to rebuild by 2032. To cite just one example, in 2013, the quota
was reduced from 8.69 million pounds to 8.46 million pounds because of recreational
overharvesting in 2012,%> which meant that the commercial sector lost out on 115,000 pounds of
quota (51% of the reduction) that year. So the catch reductions the commercial sector alone
complied with to rebuild the stock were even more severe than they otherwise would have been
because of recreational overharvesting. And in 2011, when an update stock assessment showed
that the annual quota could be increased due to early signs of rebuilding success, the Gulf Council
requested and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) implemented an emergency action
that gave the entire increase to the recreational sector, despite its persistent overharvesting and in
contravention of the 51%/49% commercial/recreational split adopted by Amendment 1.

All this time the recreational sector was given a free pass while the commercial sector buckled
down, implemented a management system with full accountability, and suffered the economic
impacts associated with stock rebuilding and implementation of the individual fishing quota (IFQ)
program (such as vessel monitoring systems (VMS) and increased reporting obligations). By
contrast, the recreational sector did not suffer such impacts because its landings did not decrease
and there was no limitation on participation. Participants in the private angler component of the
recreational sector in particular suffered no economic impacts whatsoever.

In the Guindon v. Pritzker case, the court held that NMFS’ failure to hold the recreational sector
to its quota effectuated a de facto reallocation that violated Section 407(d), National Standard 4,

5 See 77 Fed. Reg. 64960, 64961 (Oct. 24, 2012) (explaining that the 8.69 mp quota for 2013 “was contingent upon
the stock ABC not being exceeded in 2012” but that “[p]reliminary estimates indicate that the 2012 recreational
red snapper quota (3.959 mp) will be exceeded by 440,000-840,000 pounds, which will result in the 2012 ABC
being exceeded. As a result, the National Marine Fisheries Service Southeast Fisheries Science Center will evaluate
the effect of this overharvest on the red snapper rebuilding plan.”); 78 Fed. Reg. 32179, 32181 (May 29, 2013)
(setting reduced 8.46mp quota).

6 See 76 Fed. Reg. 50143 (Aug. 12, 2011) (“the Council requested that NMFS publish an emergency rule to assign
the entire 345,000 Ib (156,489 kg) of additional TAC to the recreational sector and suspend the October 1 closure
date of the recreational fishing season”).



and the FMP’s requirements.” The recent recalibration of recreational landings data only shows
that this unlawful de facto reallocation was even more egregious that anyone previously thought.
See Figure 2 below.
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Figure 2. Comparison between the proportions of red snapper landed by each sector and the
commercial/recreational split of the quota (established allocation of 51% and 49% to the commercial and
recreational sectors, respectively.)

The purported failure to accurately estimate recreational landings, necessitating “recalibration” of
recreational landings estimates, only harmed the commercial sector. To the extent that the stock
withstood these higher levels of landings, the commercial sector should have been entitled to 51%
of those higher levels pursuant to Amendment 1. Instead, the recreational sector caught 100% of
those higher levels through an unlawful management regime. Thus, there is no “fair and equitable”
basis for allocating the ACL increases attributable to recalibration of recreational landings
estimates to the recreational sector as Alternatives 8 and 9 would do, because the recreational
sector was never harmed by the error that recalibration purportedly corrects. Instead, it was the
commercial sector that was harmed, to the tune of $35 million dollars in forgone direct revenues
(see below, p. 15-16) and untold indirect revenues up the supply chain.

7 See Guindon v. Pritzker, 31 F. Supp. 3d. 169, 193, 201 (D.D.C.2014) (“At a certain point NMFS was obligated to
acknowledge that its strategy of incrementally shortening the [recreational] season was not working.
Administrative discretion is not a license to engage in Einstein’s definition of folly—doing the same thing over and
over again and expecting a different result.... NMFS essentially guaranteed that the actual catch allocation would
skew widely from the 51/49 allocation, as indeed it did. This violated MSA Section 304(b).... When an agency blinds
itself to the high likelihood that its actions will cause overharvesting, the Court cannot characterize those actions
as ‘reasonably calculated to promote conservation.”” (quoting National Standard 4)).



Proponents of recreational fishing complain about a lack of fishing opportunities for red snapper,
a complaint that is echoed in Amendment 28 itself,® but the fundamental problem in this fishery
has been too many fishing opportunities by the recreational sector, whether through prolonged
non-compliant state water seasons or federal seasons that were set too long and allowed chronic
overharvesting.

Amendment 28 fails to contain the analysis required by Section 303(a)(14) of the MSA, and all its
reallocation alternatives arbitrarily benefit the recreational sector for a purported error that did not
harm the recreational sector at all, but did harm the commercial sector which uniquely suffered the
impacts of the harvest restrictions necessary to rebuild the stock. The Gulf Council’s reallocation
alternatives do not take into consideration the full economic impacts the commercial sector
endured to rebuild the stock.

Not only does Amendment 28 fail to contain the requisite analysis, it is founded upon the baseless
predicate assumption that the only “fair and equitable” allocation is one that shifts more quota to
the recreational sector. This is untenable. In light of the comparative contributions to stock
rebuilding between the sectors and the economic impacts that the participants in the commercial
sector endured to rebuild the stock, there is absolutely no basis for the premise underlying
Amendment 28 that “fairness and equity” require penalizing the commercial sector and rewarding
the recreational sector. To the contrary, if there is to be any reallocation, the recovery benefits
should inure to the benefit of the commercial sector, not the recreational sector.

In fact, given the belief that recalibration of recreational landings estimates indicates that the red
snapper population was larger than estimated and could have historically withstood increased
fishing pressure (i.e. higher ABCs and OFLs), recalibration demonstrates only that the ABC should
have been higher, not that the 51%/49% commercial/recreational allocation formula should be
changed. The point is that commercial fishermen should have had access to 51% of a higher ABC,
not that their proportion of the total catch should now be reduced.

Preferred Alternative 8 would shift approximately 2.5% of the quota from the commercial to
recreational sector based on a purported recalibration of historical recreational landings estimates.
There is no basis for the implication that the recreational sector has been unfairly “wronged” by
not getting 2.5% more than their 49% allocation when they’ve actually been catching more than
that in 18 of the last 20 years.’ The allocation split may be 49%/51%, recreational/commercial but
the landings have been 60%/40% recreational/commercial in favor of the recreational sector -
which is much greater than the 51.5%/48.5% recreational/commercial split that would be
implemented by Preferred Alternative 8. See Table 1 below.

8 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at p. 30.
% Amendment 28 (August 2015) at p. 30.



Years Eecreational | Commercial

1986-2013 55. 7% 443%
1991-2013 58.3% 41.7%
1995-2013 57.0% 43.0%
2001-2013 58.5% 41.5%
2006-2013 60.1% 39 9%

Table 1. Red snapper average percentages landed by the commercial and recreational sectors.

B. Reallocation will unfairly harm the commercial sector without providing any benefit
to the recreational sector.

NMEFS’ guidelines for National Standard 4, which also requires an allocation of fishing privileges
to be “fair and equitable,”!? explain that an “allocation of fishing privileges may impose a hardship
on one group if it is outweighed by the total benefits received by another group or groups.”!! In
contravention of this standard, Amendment 28 acknowledges that reallocation will harm the
commercial sector, but will provide no benefit to the recreational sector because it does nothing to
solve that sector’s problems.'? Indeed, past history has proven conclusively that increasing the
recreational quota provides no relief whatsoever to the problem of shortened recreational fishing
seasons. The recreational quota has increased by nearly 1.5 million pounds in the last two years
alone (from 4.15 million pounds in 2013 to a 5.61 million pound catch target in 2015), an increase
of 35%, while the recreational season shortened from 42 days to 9 days (for the private angler
component in 2015). A further increase of 2.5% for the recreational sector under Preferred
Alternative 8 is nugatory.

Amendment 28 makes clear that shortened recreational fishing seasons in federal waters are
primarily caused by Gulf states, which deliberately'* set fishing seasons in their state waters to
conflict with federal regulations. In 2014 all five Gulf states allowed additional fishing days for
red snapper in state waters'* and half of the entire recreational quota (2 million pounds of the 4.3

1016 U.S.C. § 1851(a)(4).

1150 C.F.R. § 600.325(c)(3)(i)(B).

12 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 17.

13 “Alabama announces state red snapper/triggerfish season in July,”
http://www.al.com/outdoors/index.ssf/2015/05/alabama_announces state red sn.html; “Red snapper debate:
Gulf coast anglers at odds over new rules,”
http://www.gulflive.com/news/index.ssf/2015/05/red_snapper_debate gulf coast.html; “State Red Snapper
Season Open as ‘Thank You’ to Recreational Fishermen,” http://www.fishla.org/articles/14698/;“Louisiana red
snapper limits may increase in state waters, assistant secretary says,”
http://www.nola.com/outdoors/index.ssf/2015/03/louisiana red-snapper limits m.html; “State waters red
snapper season to be 70 days,” http://www.pnj.com/story/sports/outdoors/fishing/2015/04/22/red-snapper-
season-days/26208513/; “Mississippi red snapper season starts Thursday; here is what you need to know,”
http://www.gulflive.com/sports/index.ssf/2015/07/mississippi_red snapper_season.html; “Mississippi offers
anglers a chance to harvest red snapper,”
http://www.gulflive.com/sports/index.ssf/2015/06/mississippi_offers_anglers_a_c.html; “Anglers may face red
snapper season that lasts less than a week,” http://www.chron.com/sports/outdoors/article/Anglers-may-face-
red-snapper-season-that-lasts-6121498.php;

4 Amendment 28 (June 2014) at p. 104.




million pound catch target) was caught in state waters under these non-compliant regulations.!’
Amendment 28 acknowledges that reallocation will have little-to-no effect on the problem of
shortened recreational fishing seasons'®, in part because Amendment 28 does nothing to address
state non-compliance. Whatever amount of quota is reallocated to the recreational sector could be
absorbed completely by additional fishing in state waters from non-compliant state seasons.
Amendment 28 acknowledges that an “increasing proportion of the total recreational quota has
been landed outside of the federal season under less restrictive state regulations.”!” Nothing in
Amendment 28 arrests this trend. Amendment 28 thus guarantees harm to the commercial sector,
but cannot guarantee any benefit whatsoever to the recreational sector. This does not comport
with National Standard 4.

The commercial sector should not be unfairly penalized because the Gulf states make deliberate
decisions to undermine the federal management regime for the stated purpose of benefitting
recreational anglers in their states. We reject outright any notion that the recreational sector has
suffered a “loss in fishing opportunities.'® The very problem is that the recreational sector has had
too many fishing opportunities relative to the health of the red snapper population, as seen by the
fact that it has landed several millions of pounds of fish more than it was supposed to in recent
years.

C. Reallocation unfairly penalizes seafood consumers across the country to reward a
small segment of recreational anglers.

Fundamental to the MSA is the recognition that fishery resources contribute to the “food
supply...of the Nation.”!” Thus, considerations of “fairness and equity” extend beyond the
commercial fishing sector to the seafood supply chain and seafood consumers throughout the
United States as well. Over 80% of Americans access their red snapper as seafood consumers, not
by catching it themselves.?’ Taking access to this fishery from 80% of the public and giving it to
10% is neither fair nor equitable. Furthermore, when comparing access between the recreational
sector and the seafood consumer, one must examine the “unit” by which access is measured. For
the recreational sector, an appropriate unit is the number of red snapper anglers are allowed to keep
on a recreational trip in federal waters (2)*!. For the seafood consumer, the appropriate unit is an
average serving size. For example:

15 Amendment 28
16 Amendment 28

June 2015) at p. 104-5.

June 2014) at p. 17.

17 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at p 69.

18 Amendment 28 (June 2014) at p. 30.

1916 U.S.C. § 1801(a)(1).

20 60 million US anglers in a population of 317.3 million, in 2013; http://asafishing.org/newsroom/news-
releases/new-report-highlights-recreational-fishings-broad-economic-and-conservation/;
http://www.census.gov/popclock/.

21 Recreational Fishing Regulations for Gulf of Mexico Federal Water (May 2015) at p. 3.
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Recreational Access
1 recreational angler = two red snapper.

Consumer Access
Two red snapper * 7.07 pounds apiece (average)?? = 14 pounds of red snapper;
14 pounds of red snapper * 47%23 yield off the knife = 6.6 pounds of skin-on fillets (approx.);
6.6 pounds of skin-on fillets * 16 ounces/pound = 106 ounces of skin-on fillets (approx.);
106 ounces of skin-on fillets / 6 ounces per average serving portion = 18 servings.?*

As such, the same two red snapper that provide one angler’s access can provide access for 18 (or
more) seafood consumers. Taking access from 18 (or more) consumers and giving it to 1
recreational angler is not fair or equitable.

D. Reallocation is unfair for several other reasons.

The commercial sector is further penalized because the range of Alternatives in Amendment 28 is
too narrow. All of the action alternatives in Amendment 28 would shift quota from the commercial
sector to the recreational sector; none of the alternatives would shift more quota to the commercial
sector. This is an artifact of prior versions of Amendment 28, premised on now-discredited
economic theory, in which the “purpose and need” was to increase “net benefits.” Now the
“purpose and need” for Amendment 28 has been completely revised to ensure a “fair and
equitable” allocation, but all of the same old management alternatives remain in the document.
This is a solution looking for a problem.

Most allocations in the Gulf already favor recreational anglers. All told, recreational allocations
exceed commercial allocations in eight of 11 (73%)” important Gulf fisheries, including
amberjack, cobia, red drum, gag grouper, red grouper, king mackerel, speckled seatrout, snook,
and triggerfish; of these 8 species, two maintain allocations of 100% recreational (0% commercial)
— red drum and speckled sea trout .>® See Table 2 below. All told, recreational fishermen land
79% of these species while commercial fishermen land 21%. These figures should not be further
skewed towards recreational angling.

22 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at p. 20.

23 David Krebs, President of Ariel Seafoods, Destin, Florida, personal communication.

24 These calculations do not take into consideration >47% utilization of red snapper, which frequently occurs when
throats, heads, cheeks, and the remaining carcass is used for gumbo or stock. This would increase the number of
servings, potentially by a substantial amount.

%5 Share the Gulf, personal communication, August 5, 2015.

26 No federal fishery; limited commercial harvest in state waters for grandfathered permits.



Table 2. 2013 Statistics For Recreational and Commercial Catch of Popular Gulf of Mexico Species.?’

It is reasonable to expect that proponents of recreational fishing will continue to push for
reallocation using “recalibration” of historical recreational landings data as the purported
justification. Reallocation based upon recalibration of recreational landings estimates must be
considered a precedent for recalibration in other fisheries here in the Gulf and nationwide. There
is inherent risk and intrinsic challenge to fairness and equity in setting a precedent where any
fishery, commercial or otherwise, could be destabilized under the guise of recalibrating historical
landings estimates.?®

Finally, fairness and equity should also be considered in the context of public opinion on
Amendment 28. A vast majority of public comment has been opposed to reallocation. Of the 54
scoping comments that were received by NMFS during the Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS
(11/7/2013-12/9/2013), 54% (29) supported Alternative 1 (Status Quo).? In fact, we believe there
to be unanimous public testimony from commercial fishermen and nearly-unanimous public
testimony from charter industry all opposing reallocation. Also, it’s our understanding that over
12,500 public comments have been submitted to the Gulf Council, Gulf state Governors, and
Congress that oppose reallocation.

Based on the wealth of data that confirm that reallocation is neither fair nor equitable, the only
viable and legitimate alternative that the Gulf Council should choose in Amendment 28 is
Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

27 MRIP Recreational Landings Database; NOAA Fisheries; Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.

28 Allocation of Fishery Harvests Under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, NOAA
Technical Memorandum NMFS-NWFSC-115, February 2012, P. 34

2% Amendment 28 (July 2015) at p. 206.

30 Share the Gulf, personal communication, August 6, 2015.



I1. Reallocation does not promote conservation.

A. Reallocation could exacerbate the problem of recreational overharvesting.

National Standard 4 also requires that management measures must be “reasonably calculated to
promote conservation.” >! Amendment 28 candidly acknowledges that “it is not clear that the
proposed reallocation alternatives would promote conservation, in light of the repeated and
sizeable harvest overages recorded for the recreational sector.”?? Indeed, the recreational sector
has exceeded its allocation in 21 of the 23 years (91%) between 1991 and 2013 by almost 43
million pounds.>> Between 2007 and 2013, the recreational sector has exceeded its quota in every
year but one, and by an average of about 50% per year.>* In 2013, the recreational sector caught
more 208% of its quota.’® See Figure 3 below. As such, based on this historical record, if
reallocation happens, we can expect 1.5 to 2 pounds of red snapper are going to be landed for every
pound reallocated. Since all nine action alternatives in Amendment 28 would reallocate from the
commercial to the recreational sector, all nine action items are not reasonably calculated to
promote conservation. As such, the only viable and legitimate alternative that the Gulf Council
should choose in Amendment 28 is Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

Figure 3. Differences between annual red snapper landings and quotas by sector, 1990-2013. For each sector,
positive values indicate that landings are greater than the quota; negative values indicate that landings are less
than the quota.

31 National Standard Guidelines, NOAA Fisheries,
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/sfa/laws policies/national standards/, 06/10/2015.
32 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 108.

33 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 40.

34 d.

35 d.
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We acknowledge that recently enacted accountability measures required by the Guindon decision
may curb the likelihood and mitigate effects of quota overruns, but only one year of data exists
(2014) to evaluate their performance. This is not a sufficient time series upon which to make a
permanent allocation change given the recreational sector’s history of chronic overharvesting.

B. Reallocation is projected to force the stock of red snapper in the eastern Gulf into a
permanently and severely overfished condition.

Amendment 28 is also not “reasonably calculated to promote conservation” because it is projected
to cause a decline in the spawning stock biomass in the eastern Gulf to near historically low levels.
The Science and Statistical Committee (SSC) recently determined that the spawning potential ratio
(SPR) “in the western Gulf continues to increase, but the SPR in the eastern Gulf declines, and the
decline is exacerbated by increasing allocation to the recreational sector.”*® Under the various
reallocation alternatives, SSB in the eastern Gulf declines to just four to six percent of an unfished
condition.’” Reallocation risks managing the resource in the eastern Gulf into a permanently, and
severely, overfished state. This would be accompanied by substantial under-fishing of a fully-
rebuilt resource in the western Gulf, inevitably leading to a failure to achieve optimum yield from
either area. See Table 3 and Figure 4 below.

OFL (Eetained Yield Million of Pounds Whole Weight)
YEAR Fec 49% [Rec 51.5%(Rec 55% [Rec 60% [Rec 65% |[Rec 70%

2013 1610 mp [16.33 16.70 17.19 17.69 18.17
2016 1531 15.50 1572 16.06 1639 16.71
2017 1479 1496 15.12 15.38 15.64 15.89
2018 1425 14.40 1454 14.77 15.00 1523
2019 13.60 13.73 1387 14.09 14.31 1432

2020 13.17 1329 1343 13.63 13.36 14.07
Equil 12.91 13.00 13.11 1327 13.42 13.57

Table 3. Red snapper overfishing level yield streams and equilibrium yield for several allocations of recreational
harvest and target of 26% spawning potential ratio by 2032.38

36 Standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Report to the Gulf Council (May 20, 2015) at p.7.
37 d.
38 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 52.
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Figure 4. Regional trends in west and east red snapper spawning potential ratio under various recreational
allocations.

To that end, the SSC unanimously concluded that “if the Council changes the allocation between
the two sectors, this would prompt the need to reevaluate the OFL and ABC projections.”*
Amendment 28 confirms this by stating, “Increasing the recreational allocation disproportionately
increases the fishing effort in the east (where most recreational fishing occurs) leading to an
increased fraction of the population removed in the east as the recreational allocation increases
thus leading to a depressed stock size. In addition, the selectivity patterns differ, which the
recreational sector in the east selecting larger fish than the commercial sector.”*! The SSC'’s
recommended re-evaluation of overfishing limit (OFL) and ABC projections should occur before
the Gulf Council makes a final determination on reallocation, not after, so that the Gulf Council
is aware of the potential stock impacts resulting from its decision. There is no reason this analysis
cannot be performed now.

C. The impacts of reallocation are based upon several bold assumptions that are
conclusory and contradicted by record evidence and which, if indeed are wrong, could
mean that the rebuilding schedule will be jeopardized by reallocation.

The SEFSC’s projections about stock yields under the reallocation scenarios are based upon
several “strong” (i.e., bold) assumptions that selectivity, discarding, retention and recruitment
would continue unchanged into the future at levels observed in the recent past.** The SEFSC
acknowledged that if any of these bold assumptions are violated, the projected yields could be
“higher than those required to permit recovery of the red snapper stock by 2032.”* This is
troubling because those assumptions are conclusory and contradicted by record evidence.

In particular, “selectivity,” or the assumption that anglers are targeting larger fish, is conclusory;
no documentation or support is provided in Amendment 28 to support the contention that anglers
are “targeting” larger fish. To the contrary, several scientists have indicated that, rather than a
shift in targeting behavior, selectivity is more likely a function of anglers encountering the larger

39 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 53.

40 standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Report to the Gulf Council (May 20, 2015) at p.8.

41 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 50.

42 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at Appendix H; SEFSC, The Effect of Alternative Allocations for the Recreational
and Commercial Red Snapper Fisheries in the U.S. Gulf of Mexico (Mar. 9, 2015), at pp. 1-2.

$1d. at p. 2.
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fish of strong year classes moving through the fishery, combined with recent poor recruitment in
the eastern Gulf.** In other words, anglers are catching larger fish not because they are targeting
them, but because those fish are relatively more available. As those strong year classes exit the
fishery by around 2020, selectivity will likely change and revert to smaller fish.** The
consequences to the stock from this change could thwart stock rebuilding, as the SEFSC
acknowledged.*¢

Even assuming against this evidence that selectivity is indeed a reflection of anglers’ targeting
behavior, that behavior is not static and is constantly changing. Retrospective conclusions can
be drawn about selectivity because they have the benefit of hindsight; however, current or future
selectivities cannot be determined with any reasonable accuracy because fishery and management
conditions are constantly in flux. It is irrational to make permanent allocation changes based on
an assumption that something that is constantly shifting, as a result of the individual choices my
millions of recreational anglers choosing which fish to retain on any given day, will somehow
remain static into the future.

The SEFSC’s assumption that recreational discarding will continue at prior estimated levels is also
flawed. The impacts analysis in Amendment 28 is predicated on the assumption that recreational
discard mortality is only 10%.*” This assumption is outdated, no longer valid, and must be re-
evaluated. The 10% mortality rate assumes use of a venting tool, which is no longer required “due
to questions of its efficacy.”*® Moreover, with an increase in faster and more seaworthy
recreational fishing vessels using sophisticated navigational and fish-finding electronics,
recreational anglers may also be fishing in deeper water than previously estimated*’ (which could
be one possible explanation for the late-day landings observed in the revised MRIP sampling
methodology), which could increase discard mortality rates due to barotrauma.>® Rebuilding the
snapper resource should encourage a general change towards targeting larger, older fish in deeper
water. That would be positive for resource conservation, leading to higher long-term optimum
yields — if its benefits are not offset by an increase in dead discards.”!

It’s our understanding that the MRIP data does not prove depth, so the assessment must assume
depth ranges from the headboat observer and logbook data. According to the Southeast Data,
Assessment, and Review (SEDAR) 31, the average depths (and associated discard mortality rates)
for recreational discards of red snapper in the Gulf of Mexico were assumed to be between 108

4 See Kenchington, at pp. 17-18; Letter to Gulf Council from James H. Cowan, Louisiana State University, dated
August 7, 2015, at pp. 6-8.

45 Kenchington, at pp. 18. 20-21, 24-29, 31.

4 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at Appendix H; SEFSC, The Effect of Alternative Allocations for the Recreational
and Commercial Red Snapper Fisheries in the U.S. Gulf of Mexico (Mar. 9, 2015), at p. 2.

47 1d.

48 d.

4 “Get ready to snap up red snapper during June 1-10 season,”
http://www.bradenton.com/2015/05/30/5826606/outdoors-get-ready-to-snap-up.html; “Red snapper time short
but sweet,” http://tbo.com/sports/go-fishing/red-snapper-time-short-but-sweet-20150607/.

50 Red snapper time short but sweet,” http://tbo.com/sports/go-fishing/red-snapper-time-short-but-sweet-
20150607/.

51 Comments on Scientific Issues Relating to Re-Allocation in the Red Snapper Fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico, Dr.
Trevor Kenchington (July, 2015) at p. 3.
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and 118 feet.”> We question whether this depth range accurately and precisely captures the
appropriate depth of the comprehensive recent Gulf-wide recreational red snapper effort today.
Improvements to vessels (larger and faster boats, larger outboard motors), technology (global
positioning systems, radar, fish finders), and weather forecasting, as well as other social and
economic indicators like fuel costs and the desire for private anglers to maximize their trip limit
with “trophy” red snapper, have likely facilitated a shift in recreational effort farther offshore and
that the associated implications with discards and discard mortality haven’t been adequately
analyzed. We know discards are a problem for the recreational fleet, as evidenced by the Figure
5 below,> but the true impact on red snapper mortality may be currently underestimated given
the lack of comprehensive understanding of recreational discards and discard mortality.

Moreover, discarding is also likely affected by “selectivity,” if indeed selectivity is a reflection of
anglers’ targeting behavior. If anglers are high-grading in order to retain larger snapper, then their
discard rates have likely increased. But the SEFSC assumed otherwise for purposes of projecting
yields as a result of reallocation. The SEFSC’s projections thus assume that there has been a
change in targeting behavior, but fail to take into account the negative implications of such a
change in behavior. The recreational sector should not obtain all the benefits but escape the
negative implications of this purported behavioral change.

Figure 5. Effect of Rescaling MRIP Estimates for Discards

52 Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper Stock Assessment Report, SEDAR 31 (June 2013) at p. 26
53 SSC Report Presentation to the Gulf Council (Revised), Dr. Patterson, (January 2015) at p. 1.
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According to SEDAR 31, red snapper recruitment in the eastern Gulf has been low in recent years,
especially since 2008.>* With the dearth of young year classes, recreational fishermen may be
targeting larger red snapper because smaller red snapper just aren’t there. These “recruitment
gaps” are being covered in the MRIP data due to selectivity. As they work their way through the
fishery, we can expect the average size of red snapper to decline and along with it, the “selectivity”
of the recreational fleet. If recreational fishermen had taken to targeting larger and older snapper
because rebuilding has made those classes more abundant and so more attractive, the change in
“selectivity” might be expected to persist and indeed progress further. However, if the altered
targeting was simply a short-term response to the progression of year-classes briefly making older-
age fish more available than younger and smaller ones, recreational “selectivity” may already have
reverted to its pre-2011 values and, if not, will soon do so.>

Based on the wealth of data that confirm that reallocation is not reasonably calculated to promote
conservation, the only viable alternative that the Gulf Council may choose in Amendment 28 is
Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

I11. Reallocation is not sufficiently supported by economic
justification.

A. The existing reallocation alternatives are borne from a now-discredited economic
theory.

Prior versions of Amendment 28 identified that the Purpose of the document as was to “reallocate,
in a fair and equitable manner, red snapper resources between the commercial and recreational
sectors to increase the net benefits from red snapper fishing and increase the stability of red snapper
fishing, particularly for the recreational sector that has experienced shorter and shorter seasons.”®
The support for this purpose statement came from an analysis from Dr. Juan Agar and Dr. David
Carter that concluded that the only way to increase net benefits to the nation was to reallocate red
snapper from the commercial to the recreational sector. On August 5, 2014, the Gulf Council’s
Socio-Economic SSC (SESSC) voted 6-1 to overwhelmingly approve a critique of the Agar and
Carter economic analysis by Dr. Dennis King and Larry Buc. Subsequent papers, including those
by Holzer and McConnell (2014) an Abbott (2015) now referenced in Amendment 28,°” showed
that because the quota is not efficiently allocated across the recreational sector, it could not be
shown that reallocation would produce net economic benefits. As a result, the purpose of
increasing net benefits was stricken from the document because there is no assurance that an
increase in net benefits can be achieved by reallocation fish to the recreational sector.

B. Reallocation imposes economic harm on the commercial sector.

54 See Id. at 9; see also Standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Report to the Gulf Council (May 20, 2015) at Fig. 8.

55 Comments on Scientific Issues Relating to Re-Allocation in the Red Snapper Fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico, Dr.
Trevor Kenchington (July, 2015) at p. 16.

56 Amendment 28 (June 2014) at p. x.

57 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. 17, 107.
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Reallocation also imposes direct and indirect financial costs on the commercial sector and the
seafood supply chain. Amendment 28 clearly states that any reallocation alternative “would be
expected to result in economic losses to the commercial sector.”*® This will be realized through
direct economic losses to the shareholders and also to the captains, crew, shoreside infrastructure,
wholesalers, retailers, and consumers of the red snapper harvested with that allocation. Foregone
revenue also exists with the loss of non-target species harvested while harvesting red snapper —
i.e. the removal of 100 pounds of red snapper allocation also removes the ability for the captain to
harvest groupers and tilefishes he traditionally catches along with that 100 pounds of red snapper.

Reducing the commercial sector’s allocation risks stranding investments that were made in vessels
and shoreside infrastructure based upon the rebuilding red snapper stock and the prospect for
constant or increased future catches. Reallocation would be highly disruptive to the commercial
sector, fishing communities, distribution channels, end user outlets (restaurants and grocery stores)
and the development of domestic markets that are operating on an expectation of constant or
increasing commercial quotas. National Standard 8 requires that measures shall “take into account
the importance of fishery resources to fishing communities” in order to “provide for the sustained
participation of such communities” and “to the extent practicable, minimize adverse economic
impacts on such communities.” To that end, reallocation violates this National Standard.

As stated before, the de facto reallocation that has already occurred due to the unlawful recreational
overages in previous years has already cost the commercial sector millions of dollars in foregone
revenue. According to the MRIP recalibration, the recreational sector caught 18 million pounds
of red snapper more than they were allowed.®® Based on the current 51%/49%
commercial/recreational split between commercial and recreational allocations, commercial
fishermen should’ve had access to 51% of that allocation (9.2 million pounds), valued at over $35
million dollars. See Table 4 below.

Recreational Actual Recreational De facto Average Ex- Commercial
Quota Recreational Overage Reallocation* Vessel Price Sector Direct
Landings Per Pound** Economic Losses
2007 3.185 5.809 2.654 1.35354 $4.10 $5,453,540
2008 2.45 4.056 1.606 0.81906 $4.36 $5,179,060
2009 2.45 5.597 3.147 1.60497 $4.40 $6,004,970
2010 3.403 2.651 -0.752 N/A*** N/A*** N/A***
2011 3.866 6.734 2.868 1.46268 $4.40 $5,862,680
2012 3.959 7.524 3.565 1.81815 $4.51 $6,328,150
2013 5.39 9.639 4.249 2.16699 $4.46 $6,626,990
TOTAL 9.22539 $35,455,390

. * This column assumes the catch limit could have been set at the level of total landings for that year, and that the commercial
sector could have taken 51% of the total pursuant to the 51/49 commercial/recreational split established by the FMP.

58 Amendment 28 (June 2015) at p. xii.

59 National Standard Guidelines, NOAA Fisheries,

http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/sfa/laws_policies/national standards/, 06/10/2015.

60 Table 1.1.1, Framework Action to Adjust Recreational Charter-for-Hire Red Snapper Management Measures (Jan. 15, 2015).
Values for quotas, landings, overages and de facto reallocation are expressed in millions of pounds.
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** Average ex-vessel prices are taken from the 2013 Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper Individual Fishing Quota Annual Report (July 8,
2014) at p. 25.
**% 2010 is excluded because of fishing disruptions caused by the Deepwater Horizon oil spill.

Table 4. Commercial sector direct economic losses from de facto reallocation.®!

Based on the wealth of data that confirm that reallocation is not sufficiently supported by economic
justification, the only viable and legitimate alternative that the Gulf Council should choose in
Amendment 28 is Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

IV. The analysis of the MRIP recalibration methodology is
incomplete and not available for public review.

In 2014, a SEDAR workshop was held to calibrate the MRIP data from 2004 through 2012 to
match the 2013 methodology, despite there being only the one year’s data from the modified
survey protocols available to work with. The outcome of that workshop was an explicitly
“preliminary, interim approach.”®® The authors of that approach stressed that their calculations
assume that the ratio of peak-period to total catch has remained constant across time, which they
acknowledged may not be “defensible from a scientific point of view.”%* That approach was
apparently applied in the 2014 update assessment but it was only relevant to landings estimates for
2004-12. How the estimates for 1950-2003 were adjusted remains unknown.%*

That recommendation was based on the simplest of three approaches considered by the workshop,
apparently for no better reason than that the other two were not fully developed, while the simple
one would be easier to explain. Restating their concern multiple times throughout the report, the
workshop participants offered the following conclusion: “We recommend that investigation
continue on the remaining two methods. It is possible that one of them will be determined to be
better at some future date.”®> To our knowledge, this recommendation has not been followed and
additional investigation has not formally continued on the two remaining methods. This should
occur before recalibration can be formally considered for reallocation purposes.

We acknowledge that the MRIP recalibration has already been used for management purposes, as
it directly contributed to the increase in red snapper OFL/ABC in 2015. However, representatives
from the commercial sector expressed concern with these increases as they appeared too risky from
a conservation standpoint, and instead offered their support for conservative, constant-catch
allocations. During the webinar, the Deputy Director of the Shareholders’ Alliance stated that
“Constant catch helps hedge our bets against the scientific and management uncertainty that you
talked about earlier. We feel that it promotes better commercial and charter business stability, and
increased recreational access in the long term.”® Three months earlier, the Shareholders’ Alliance

61 /d.

62 MRIP Calibration Workshop Il — Final Report, SEDAR41-RD55, March 24, 2015, p.6

83 1d.

64 Comments on Scientific Issues Relating to Re-Allocation in the Red Snapper Fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico, Dr.
Trevor Kenchington (July, 2015) at p. 2.

55 MRIP Calibration Workshop Il — Final Report, SEDAR41-RD55, March 24, 2015, p.19.

56 public testimony of Eric Brazer, Deputy Director of the Gulf of Mexico Reef Fish Shareholders’ Alliance, Gulf of
Mexico Fishery Management Council Webinar, March 3, 2015.
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took the same position in the form of written comment submitted to the Gulf Council — “We are
encouraged by the SSC-recommended projected increase in ABC between 2015 and 2017, but we
are concerned with the projected decline in ABC between 2017 and 2020. We support setting
conservative ABCs that promote stable or measured, continual increases in catch limits over time
rather than declining yields.”®’

Recalibration has taken a very specific track in Amendment 28 as it focuses directly and solely on
accounting for recreational red snapper landings that occurred outside the time period and/or
sampling methodology of Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics Survey (MRFSS). However,
the concept of recalibration could be more widely applied. When thinking of recalibration in its
most simple form (i.e. “retrospective analysis of unaccounted for mortality”), recalibration should
be considered in the broader fishery context, including but not limited to unreported red snapper
bycatch in the shrimp fishery, unreported commercial landings of red snapper, unaccounted
mortality due to the Deepwater Horizon disaster and other oil spills, unaccounted mortality
associated with the removal of oil rigs, and so on. Simply put, if recalibration is a tool that
managers choose to use, it should be used in a comprehensive and fair manner to more accurately
account for missing mortality fishery-wide.

Alternatives 8 and 9 in Amendment 28 are based upon the results of the 2014 update stock
assessment. However, the written report of that assessment is not publicly available. Nothing
more than a PowerPoint presentation was available when the work was reviewed by the Gulf
Council’s SSC early in January 2015 and nothing more formal has been found on the SEDAR,
SEFSC or Gulf Council websites. Therefore, although it was accepted by the SSC for the biennial
setting of allowable catches, the update assessment cannot be said to have been subjected to
meaningful peer review.

Based on the wealth of data that confirm that reallocation is based on an incomplete and

unavailable methodology, the only viable and legitimate alternative that the Gulf Council should
choose in Amendment 28 is Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

V. Alternatives 8 and 9 Violate MSA Section 407(d)(2)

Section 407(d) of the MSA provides that:

Any fishery management plan, plan amendment, or regulation submitted by the
Gulf Council for the red snapper fishery after October 11, 1996, shall contain
conservation and management measures that—

(1) establish separate quotas for recreational fishing (which, for the purposes of
this subsection shall include charter fishing) and commercial fishing that, when
reached, result in a prohibition on the retention of fish caught during recreational
fishing and commercial fishing, respectively, for the remainder of the fishing year;
and

57 Written public comment of the Gulf of Mexico Reef Fish Shareholders’ Alliance, submitted to the Gulf Council on
January 25, 2015.
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(2) ensure that such quotas reflect allocations among such sectors and do not
reflect any harvests in excess of such allocations. 16 U.S.C. § 1883(d) (emphasis
added).

Alternatives 8 and 9 would reallocate quota to the recreational sector based on “the increase in the
annual catch limit projections attributed [to] using the calibrated MRIP catch estimates to the
recreational sector.”® Those “calibrated MRIP catch estimates” indicate that the recreational
sector exceeded its quota by even greater amounts that previously estimated. Specifically, “since
the allocation was established in 1990, in all but five years the recreational sector’s annual landings
have represented a larger proportion of total landings than their [49%] allocation.”®

The premise underlying Alternatives 8 and 9 is that the recreational sector caught more fish
historically than previously thought, and so that sector should be allocated more fish going
forward; specifically, the amount of the increase in catch limits attributable to revised estimates of
prior recreational overharvesting. Reallocation under these alternatives is thus justified on the
basis of prior recreational overharvesting. Under Alternatives 8 or 9, the recreational quota would
thus “reflect” recreational harvests “in excess of such [recreational sector] allocations,” in direct
violation of section 407(d)(2).

This is not to say that section 407(d)(2) would necessarily proscribe any reallocation of quota from
the commerecial to the recreational sectors, given a legitimate justification. But the specific manner
in which the recreational quota is “established” under Alternatives 8 or 9 would cause the
recreational quota to “reflect” prior recreational overharvesting, which section 407(d)(2) does not
allow.

Conclusion

Reallocation of red snapper from the commercial sector to the recreational sector cannot be
justified biologically, socially, or economically criteria. Reallocation, among other things, is not
fair or equitable, does not promote conservation, lacks sufficient economic analysis, and relies on
incomplete methodologies that are not available for public or peer review.

Reallocation raises procedural and management concerns, as the Science and Statistical
Committee has indicated it does not solve the problem of declining fishing season lengths in the
federal recreational red snapper fishery and harms the commercial sector. Furthermore, there is
concern by many that the reallocation proposal in Amendment 28 violates a number of National
Standards and provisions of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act.

Substantial public input, essential in the management of our natural fishery resources,
demonstrates a strong desire for Alternative 1 (Status Quo).

Therefore, due to the overwhelming evidence before you, the only viable Amendment 28
alternative for the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council to approve is Alternative 1 (Status

Quo ).

58 Amendment 28 (August 2015) at p. x.
59 /d. at p. 79.
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A1S - Jason DeLaCruz comments on Amendment 28 (June, 2013)

A16 - Buddy Guindon comments to the Gulf Council on Amendment 28 (February 5, 2013).
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From: newmoonpress@mobiletel.com [mailto:newmoonpress@mobiletel.com]
Sent: Sunday, August 9, 2015 10:30 AM

To: Doug Gregory <doug.gregory@gulfcouncil.org>

Subject: Amendment 28

August 8, 2015
Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
Re: Amendment 28

I hereby request that the Gulf Council vote NO on the proposal to re-allocate an increased share
of the red snapper resource from the commercial to the recreational fishery. (I support
Alternative 1—No

Action.) Such a re-allocation would prove a disappointing deviation from the superlative work the
council has accomplished in managing this species over the past 25 years.

The Gulf Council has come a long way since it first began to manage the red snapper fishery in
the late 1980s and early 1990s. Back then, the unregulated and open-access fishery was growth
overfished, at best, and after the council imposed its first restriction—a minimum size limit of 12
inches—landings abruptly declined because so many undersized fish had to be returned to the
water. The decline was viewed with alarm and prompted calls for a complete closure of the
fishery. In response, C&L Research—that would be Chickie and Linda, two women who worked at
J&L Seafood in Leeville—mined the fish house’s records and found that it had in fact purchased
more red snapper in one year than NMFS claimed to have been caught in the entire Gulf. That
the fishery back then was “data poor”

would be an understatement.

Fast forward to today and, as with most fisheries, data collection is much improved but could still
be better. Effort, however, has been reined in considerably, at least on the commercial side.
From those early days when most anyone could, and did, sell their catches, the commercial
fishery has, with considerable sacrifice, been rationalized to include only qualified professional
participants who harvest red snapper under a progressive state-of-the art system of individual
fishery quotas and real-time reporting of landings. Meanwhile, participation in the recreational
fishery has only expanded.

To accommodate that expansion, recreational industry members promote “solutions” that would
immediately increase their market share. The proposed re-allocation aside, such council
proposals as limiting recreational anglers to, for instance, a single red snapper per two or even
three anglers are disingenuous at best if it is supposed that high-grading will not occur, given the
effort and expense involved in offshore fishing.

Just as our national political system has of late devoted so much effort to the appeasement of
minority interests, rather than those of the majority, the council is wasting time in short-sighted
re-allocation efforts when it could be devoting time to more sustainable and progressive efforts
that would improve the quality of the recreational anglers’ sport.

For instance, when I wish to go bowhunting for mule deer in western states, I am not able to
just purchase a license and go hunting. Those days are long gone, for the same reason they are
past in the recreational fishery—there are too many participants. Those western states are zoned
into several different units, with so many permits allotted per unit—to obtain one I must enter a
lottery. If I am not successful I cant go hunting but must wait until the following year to apply.
If, however, I am picked, I am able to enjoy excellent sport, with an abundance of mature
animals and virtually no disturbance by other hunters because their numbers per unit are capped.

By all indications, the time when anyone who wishes to go sport fishing can simply go, without



even the purchase of a permit, is past. Not only would a lottery allow winning anglers to retain
generous enough bag limits to justify their effort and expense, funds generated by such a lottery
could be applied to improved research on the fishery.

Another, less innovative and more easily accomplished improvement is suggested by the
Maryland Model of striped bass allocation. In Maryland, the annual allocation is split evenly
between commercial and private recreational anglers, with each sector receiving 42.5% of the
TAC; the for-hire is allotted the remaining 15 percent. That this regime has been in effect since
the early 1990s, in the striped bass’s major Atlantic Coast spawning ground, attests to its
success.

In closing, I hope the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council will continue to evolve its
management of the red snapper by considering these or other progressive options for the
management of the recreational fishery, rather than acceding to the short-sighted demands of
industrial recreational interests.

Sincerely,

--Robert Fritchey



K&L GATES K&LGATESLLP

925 FOURTH AVENUE

SUITE 2900,

SEATTLE, WA 98104-1158

T +1206 623 7580 F +1 206 623 7022 klgates.com

J. Timothy Hobbs

tim.hobbs@klgates.com
T +1 206 370 7664

August 9, 2015

Kevin Anson, Chair

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
2203 North Lois Avenue, Suite 1100

Tampa, FL 33607

Re: Lack of Accessto Scientific Information Supporting Amendment 28
Dear Mr. Anson:

This law firm represents several commercial red snapper IFQ holders in the Gulf of
Mexico and their associated entities who have long been engaged in management of the red
snapper fishery.! The Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council (“Council”) is scheduled to
take final action on Amendment 28 at its upcoming meeting. Amendment 28 is legally and
substantively flawed, as explained in various letters and public comments submitted by our
individual clients and others. The purpose of this letter, however, is to advise the Council that it
is procedurally barred from taking final action on Amendment 28 because critical scientific
information supporting that amendment has not been made available to the public.

The Magnuson-Stevens Act (“MSA”) provides that “[i]nterested parties shall have a
reasonable opportunity to respond to new data or information before the Council takes final
action on conservation and management measures.” 16 U.S.C. 8§ 1852(i)(6) (emphasis added). In
addition, NMFS's National Standard Two guidelines explain that the MSA “provides broad
public and stakeholder access to the fishery conservation and management process, including
access to the scientific information upon which the process and management measures are
based.” 50 C.F.R. § 600.315(a)(6)(iv) (emphasis added). Data collection methods “are expected
to be subjected to appropriate review before providing data used to inform management
decisions.” Id. 8 600.315(a)(6)(v). The “data and procedures used to produce the scientific
information” must be “documented in sufficient detail to allow reproduction of the analysis by
others with an acceptable degree of precision. External reviewers of scientific information
require thislevel of documentation to conduct athorough review.” 1d. § 600.315(a)(6)(vi)(A).

These requirements have not been met with respect to the scientific information
supporting Amendment 28. In particular, Amendment 28 explains (at p. x) that:

! See plaintiffs listed in the Complaint for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief, Guindon, et al. v. Pritzker, No. 14-cv-45
(D.D.C. Jan. 10, 2014).
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Preferred Alternative 8 and Alternative 9 would base reallocation on the effects of
revised recreational data used in the [2014] update stock assessment that led to a
higher stock ACL. These revisions included calibrated Marine Recreational
Information Program (MRIP) catch estimates in the recreational sector and
changes in the recreational size selectivity due to recreational fishermen targeting
larger fish.

Unfortunately, although Alternatives 8 and 9 are based upon the 2014 update stock
assessment, the written report of that assessment is not publicly available. Amendment 28
explains (at p. viii, note 2) that “[t]he written report for the 2014 red snapper update assessment is
in preparation.” The public is instead directed to “[a] version of the PowerPoint presentation
describing the assessment [that] was presented to the Council at its January 2015 meeting.” But
the report itself, including a description of the assumptions relied upon and the underlying data
and methodologies, al of which are necessary to test its conclusions, is nowhere to be found.

Apart from the legal requirement to provide this new information “before the Council
takes final action”? on Amendment 28, its absence is troubling because the 2014 update
assessment evidently relied upon two newly applied methodologies -- “recalibration” and
“selectivity” -- to support its findings that catch limits could be raised. Those methodologies are
now the driving force behind Amendment 28 and Alternatives 8 and 9, but the way in which they
were implemented lacks publicly available documentation and rai ses conservation concerns.

First, it appears that the Southeast Fisheries Science Center (“SEFSC”) “recalibrated”
recreational landings estimates going back over half a century to 1950, apparently based upon a
“preliminary, interim approach” developed by a working group using one year of data from 2013
and assumptions that they admit are subject to “substantial criticisms’ and may not be “defensible
from a scientific point of view.”® While the working group’s report is available,* the SEFSC's
working papers showing how it applied the working group’s methodology to recalibrate 60+
years of landings estimates are not available. Without the 2014 update stock assessment report
and the SEFSC’s working papers, there is no way for the public to understand the underlying
assumptions and methodologies, or to reproduce the findings. Alternatives 8 and 9 of
Amendment 28 are thus based entirely upon conclusory and undocumented assertions about
recalibration and its effects upon the 2014 update stock assessment.

216 U.S.C. § 1852(i)(6). The 2014 update assessment report is being prepared by Southeast Data, Assessment and
Review (“SEDAR"), which “is a Council process, governed by the rules and regulations of the [Councils].” See
http://sedarweb.org/docs/page/ SEDAR%20FAQs J3 updatelB 2.26.2015.pdf.  Accordingly, the 2014 update
assessment report constitutes “new information” from a“ Council advisory body” under § 1852(i)(6).

3 See Carmichael and Van Vorhees, MRIP Calibration Workshop |1 - Fina Report (Mar. 24, 2015), at p. 19
(emphasis added).

* Seeid.
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Similarly, Alternative 9 is aso based upon “selectivity,” or the assumption that
recreational anglers are targeting larger fish and the effects of that assumption on the 2014 update
stock assessment. Alternative 9 presumes that there have been “changes in the recreational size
selectivity due to recreational fishermen targeting larger fish,”® but again no support is provided
for the conclusory assertion that recreational anglers are “targeting” larger fish. This is
particularly troubling because that assumption about anglers behavior apparently triggered a
substantial increase in stock yields under the 2014 update assessment. The SEFSC acknowledged
that if this “strong” (i.e., bold) assumption about anglers behavior (among other “strong
assumptions” it relied upon) is wrong, projected yields after reallocation could be “higher than
those required to permit recovery of the red snapper stock by 2032.”°

A recent analysis by Dr. Trevor Kenchington concluded that this perceived “ selectivity”
might not be a behavioral change at all, but simply a reflection of anglers encountering the older
fish from a few prior strong year classes moving through the fishery, coupled with recent poor
recruitment in the eastern Gulf where the recreational fishery is focused.” In other words, anglers
were catching larger fish because they were relatively more available, and the catch makeup
could change as those strong year classes exit the fishery. Dr. Jm Cowan with Louisiana State
University has raised similar concerns.® Moreover, even if this perceived behavioral changeisin
fact real, a shift back to anglers targeting behavior of just a few years ago could have severe
negative implications for the stock,” as the SEFSC also acknowledged.™

Before potentially exacerbating these problems by redlocating more fish to the
recreational sector, which the SEFSC projects will only hasten the depletion of the spawning
stock in the eastern Gulf to near record lows,™ the Council and the public need a more thorough
understanding of “selectivity.” Neither Amendment 28 nor any other document we can find
adequately explains how “selectivity” was applied in this context, how it was measured, what
observations were relied upon, how this purported change in angler behavior resulted in
substantial increases in the ABC/OFL levels, how those increases were calculated, or what the
effects would be if the assumption that anglers are “targeting” larger fish is wrong or changes
over time.

®> Amendment 28 at p. x (emphasis added).

® NMFS, Southeast Fisheries Science Center, Selectivity Runs to Evaluate the Effect of Recalibrated Recreational
Removals and Recreational Selectivity on Estimates of OFL, ABC and MSY for Gulf Red Snapper (Mar. 9, 2015), at
p. 2.

" See Dr. Trevor J. Kenchington, Comments on Scientific Issues Relating to Re-Allocation in the Red Snapper
Fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico (Aug. 2015), at p. 16.

® See Letter from Dr. Jim Cowan to Gulf Council dated August 9, 2015 at pp. 6-8.

9 See Kenchington, supra note 7, at pp. 18-20, 24-30.

10 5ee NMFS, SEFSC, supra note 6, at p. 2.

1 See Standing and Specia Reef Fish SSC Meeting Summary, New Orleans, Louisiana (May 20, 2015), at Figure 5,
p. 7 (showing that the SSB in the eastern Gulf declines to just 4-6% of unfished levels under the reallocation
aternatives).
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“[T]o meet their statutory and regulatory mandate, [NMFS] must have a ‘fairly high level
of confidence’ the regulatory provisions they recommend will rebuild red snapper stocks within
the statutorily required period.” Coastal Conserv. Ass'n v. Gutierrez, 512 F. Supp. 2d 896, 901
(S.D. Tex. 2007) (quoting Natural Res. Defense Council v. Daley, 209 F.3d 747, 754 (D.C. Cir.
2000)). Thisrequisite “fairly high level of confidence” cannot be achieved given the significant
doubts about “selectivity” as applied in the 2014 update assessment and by the SEFSC in
projecting the impacts to the stock from reallocation.

* k% * % %

NMFS's National Standard Two guidelines define “emergent science” as “relatively new
knowledge that is still evolving and being verified, [and] therefore, may potentially be uncertain
and controversia.” 50 C.F.R. § 600.315(a)(4). Emergent science must accordingly “be
considered more thoroughly.” Id. There is no question that “recalibration” and “selectivity,” as
they were invoked in the update assessment, constitute “emergent science” and thus deserve more
thorough documentation and review before being relied upon to make permanent management
changes in this fishery that would cause significant harm to the commercia sector and potentially
to the stock.

Indeed, as courts have recognized, “it is not consonant with the purpose of a rule-making
proceeding to promulgate rules on the basis of inadequate data, or on data that, to a critical
degree, is known only to the agency.” American Radio Relay League, Inc. v. FCC, 524 F.3d 227,
237 (D.C. Cir. 2008) (internal quotations & alterations omitted). Similarly, courts do not uphold
agency actions that are “based on speculation,” nor do courts “defer to an agency’s conclusory or
unsupported suppositions.” Nat’'| Shooting Sports Foundation, Inc. v. Jones, 716 F.3d 200, 214
(D.C. Cir. 2013) (internal citations and quotations omitted). The MSA reflects these basic
principles of administrative law in requiring that “[i]nterested parties shall have a reasonable
opportunity to respond to new data or information before the Council takes final action on
conservation and management measures.” 16 U.S.C. 8§ 1852(i)(6) (emphasis added).

Apart from the legal and substantive flaws with Amendment 28, the Council is
procedurally barred from taking final action on Amendment 28 unless and until the public is
provided access to and a reasonable opportunity to comment upon at least the following scientific
information:

1) Thewritten report of the 2014 update stock assessment;

2) The SEFSC's working papers showing the methods, assumptions and calculations
used to recalibrate recreational landings data back to 1950, with sufficient detail to
allow reproduction of the analysis by others with an acceptable degree of precision;
and

3) To the extent not contained within #1, a quantifiable description and analysis of the
apparent recent changes in “selectivity” purportedly observed in the recreational
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sector, the effects of such “selectivity” on the 2014 update stock assessment, and the
potential effects on stock rebuilding if assumptions about “ selectivity” are wrong.

We ask that this letter be included in the administrative record for Amendment 28. Thank
you for your attention to this matter.

J. Timothy Hobbs

cc:

Dr. Roy Crabtree, Southeast Regional Administrator, National Marine Fisheries Service
MaraLevy, NOAA General Counsel

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council Members



Monday, August 10, 2015 8:42:44 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: RS ALLOCATION Charlene please make sure this gets to the council members and posted Thanks
Tom

Date: Sunday, August 9, 2015 12:57:35 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Tom Adams
To: Meetings, info@gilfcouncil.org, Charlene Ponce

Category: Charterboat, AP-Red Snapper

Gulf council members.

Please correct the wrong that was done when the original Red Snapper allocation was made. As all the
commercial fishermen will tell you—They are now making more money than they ever have off of the red
snapper fishery and this is at a cost; a very expensive cost—the shortening of the recreational season from 6
months a year to 9 days or whatever you decide this year.

The recreational season needs to be brought back to the original 6 month season before any more
allocation goes to the commercial sector. And if you are just going to go by percentages the split should be
60% rec and 40 % commercial ..

If you need a good reason why the allocation split should be changed---According to the NMFS --
-“Recreational fishing in the US generates 7.9 BILLION more than the commercial fishing industry”

Thanks,

Capt Tom Adams

Mexico Beach Charters

311 Nutmeg St

Port st Joe, Fl 32456
www.mexicobeachcharters.com
850-381-1313

Page 1 of1



To show that what I describe concerning truncated age structue is not restricted to red snapper, the next
few sections are taken largely from Hixon et al. (2014) in a paper entitled “BOFFFFs (big old fat fecund
female fish): on the importance of conserving old-growth age structure in fishery population”. They
state that fecundity generally increases with female age simply as a function of body size because a
larger body cavity allows development of larger ovaries. In fisheries applications, the increase in
fecundity with body size is accounted for by using the metric of SSB, which is an estimate of the total
weight of mature female fish in the population. Application of SSB in assessment models relies on the
assumption that females of different sizes produce the same number and quality of offspring per unit of
body weight. Here, we do not consider the increase in fecundity with body size to be a maternal effect
unless there is a difference in weight-specific or relative fecundity, the number of eggs per g of female
body weight. If relative fecundity differs with maternal traits, then SSB is not an adequate metric for the
reproductive potential of populations with different maternal age/size compositions.

Cooper et al. (2013) provide a clear example of the contrast between SSB and total egg production
(TEP) with increasing age truncation (the figure below of spotted seatrout). It can clearly be seen in the
figure that as F increases, the number of fish surviving to older age decreases and even modest increases
in F can cause extreme reductions in total egg production. Although, I have not included the information
in this brief white paper, Hixon et al. (2014) also provide a substantial review of literature showing that
larger, older females usually produce eggs of higher quality than those spawned by young con-specifics.



Figure 2. Modelled abundance, TEP, and SSB at three fishing mortality
rates (F) per recruit of spotted seatrout (Cynoscion nebulosus). Note the
extreme age truncation and decline in egg production caused by even
moderate fishing (Cooper et al, 2013).

While the figure above is for spotted seatrout, it is widely recognized that in long-lived species with low
natural mortality, females devote increasingly more energy into reproduction than growth as they age
(review by Rolf 1992). In fact, relative fecundity has been found to increase with maternal age, and most
especially, size in a wide range of species (Table 1). Stock assessments are increasingly incorporating
such size- and age-dependent effects on fecundity. The degree to which older females produce
disproportionate numbers of eggs and larvae varies greatly among species. In a review of 41 species of
rockfish (genus Sebastes), Dick (2009) found that some of these differences could be explained by
phylogeny. For example, species in the subgenus Acutomentum showed limited evidence of size-related
differences in relative fecundity. In contrast, species in the subgenera Rosicoh and Sebastomus
demonstrated strong increasing trends with size.



Table 1. Representative teleost species with relative (weight-specific)
fecundity documented to increase with female age and/or size.

Species

Reference

Clupea harengus
Clupea pallasi
Coregonus pidschian
Coregonus clupeaformis
Dicentrarchus labrax
Gadus morhua
Melanogrammus aeglefinus
Merluccius merluccius
Sebastes alutus
Sebastes brevispinis
Sebastes caurinus
Sebastes chlorostictus
Sebastes crameri
Sebastes dalli
Sebastes diploproa
Sebastes elongatus
Sebastes entomelas
Sebastes flavidus
Sebastes goodei
Sebastes melanops
Sebastes melanostomus
Sebastes miniatus
Sebastes mystinus
Sebastes ovalis
Sebastes paucispinis
Sebastes rosaceus
Sebastes rosenblatti
Sebastes rufus
Sebastes saxicola
Sebastes semicinctus
Sebastes serranoides
Seriphus politus
Tilapia zillii

Oskarsson and Taggart (2006)
Hay (1985)

Dupuis and Sutton (2011)
Johnston et al. (2012)

Mayer et al. (1990)
Marteinsdottir and Begg (2002)
Hislop (1988)

Mehault et al. (2010)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
Stanley and Kronlund (2005)
Dick (2009)

Haldorson and Love (1991)
Dick (2009)

Haldorson and Love (1991)
Dick (2009)

Haldorson and Love (1991)
Boehlert et al. (1982), Stafford (2012)
Sogard et al. (2008), Stafford (2012)
Stafford (2012)

Bobko and Berkeley (2004)
Beyer et al. (in press)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
Sogard et al. (2008)

Beyer et al. (in press)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
Haldorson and Love (1991)
DeMartini (1991)

Coward and Bromage (1999)

For multiple-batch spawners (fish that spawn multiple times in a season), total annual egg
production depends upon the number and size of batches released each season. In fisheries
applications, the common assumption is that batch number does not vary with female size or age.
A thorough review by Fitzhugh et al. (2012) reported 21 species in which the number of batches
increases with female age or size, four species that show a decrease, and nine species with no
differences. Based upon modeling studies of different hake (Merluccius) species, Field et al.
(2008) estimated a dramatic increase in batch number with age, from one batch per year at age 2
to fourteen batches per year at age 15. As with other aspects of maternal influences on
reproduction, there is a clear trend towards BOFFFFs contributing disproportionately to future
cohorts, but sufficient variability to indicate that such reproductive parameters must be evaluated
on a species-by-species basis. Such interspecific variability adds further complexity to the
development of management approaches that incorporate maternal effects.

In addition to exhibiting lower relative fecundity, younger, smaller females have been observed to
skip spawning altogether in some years. Evidence of this effect has been observed in Atlantic cod
(Rideout and Rose 2006), and the rockfish Sebastes alums (Hannah and Parker, 2007) and S.
aurora (Thompson and Hannah, 2010). Rideout ef al. (2006) demonstrated a clear relationship of
reduced energy stores in the liver associated with skipped spawning, harkening back to Hjort’s
(1914) prescient analysis of cod. Variation in the extent of skipped spawning among years may



also be associated with differences in the quality of the larval environment (Rideout ez al. 2006;
Hannah and Parker 2007). In the recent work we have done comparing natural versus artificial
habitats in the western Gulf of Mexico, Glenn (2014) collected data indicating that skip spawning
of same age red snapper occurred in fish collected on artificial habitats. She concluded that this
was likely do the lack of energy reserves of red snapper on standing and toppled platforms
compared to fish found on natural shelf edge reefs.

Finally, BOFFFFs often begin spawning earlier and/or over longer spawning seasons than smaller,
younger female fish, as documented in a variety of species (Table 3 below). Additionally, in multiple-
batch spawners, older fish may produce more batches of eggs over a longer period each season, as
documented in drum (DeMartini and Fountain 1981), anchovy (Parrish et al. 1986), striped bass (Secor,
2000a), haddock (Wright and Gibb, 2005), and sardine (Claramunt et al., 2007), among others. For
example, individual Atlantic cod can spawn over a range of 2 - 7 weeks, and by individuals spawning at
different times, a population may spawn over a range of 4 -15 weeks (Marteinsdottir and Bjornsson,
1999). This has been shown to be true for red snapper by several authors.

Table 3. Representative teleost species with the timing of annual
spawning or parturition documented to be earlier and/or longer
with increasing female age and/or size.

Species Reference
Clupea harengus Lambert (1987)
Engraulis encrasicolus Millan (1999)
Gadus morhua Hutchings and Myers (1993)
Hemiramphus balao Berkeley and Houde (1978)
Hemiramphus brasiliensis ~ Berkeley and Houde (1978)
Melanogrammus Wright and Gibb (2005)
aeglefinus
Morone saxatilis Cowan et al. (1993)
Pleuronectes platessa Rijnsdorp (1994)
Sebastes crameri Nichol and Pikitch (1994)
Sebastes entomelas Stafford (2012)
Sebastes flavidus Sogard et al. (2008)
Sebastes atrovirens Sogard et al. (2008)
Sebastes melanops Bobko and Berkeley (2004) and Sogard et al.
(2008)
Sebastes mystinus Sogard et al. (2008)
Trisopterus luscus Alonso-Fernandez and Saborido-Rey (2011)

Reviews by Miranda and Muncy (1987), Trippel et al. (1997), and Wright and
Trippel (2009) provide additional examples.

Based upon information already provided, it would seem obvious that mature female red snapper have
the potential to produce many batches of eggs over a lifetime and that older, especially larger red
snapper females, and that older females spawn more often, produce many more eggs per batch, and
over a longer period of time in during the spawning season. Annual fecundity estimates (AFE) also
are high. (Woods 2003; Woods et al. 2007) estimated that annual mean fecundity estimates of red
snapper off Alabama to be 13,401,861 ova based upon a mean batch fecundity (BFE) (N=197 fish) of
304,996 produced by 43.9 spawns per season. One 837 mm FL, 13 year old female captured off
Louisiana had an estimated BFE of more that 7.9 million ova per spawn obtained from an ovary that
weighed 2,020 g wet weight. With that female included, Louisiana females (N =100) produced a
mean BFE of 643,812 in 36.10 spawns per year for an AFE of 23,243,560. Excluding that female,
Louisiana annual mean BFE was 552,108 and AFE was 19,932,768. On average, Louisiana red
snapper annually produced 7-10 million more ova per individual that did fish collected off



Mississippi-Alabama; however, females up to 725 mm FL and 6.5 years had greater estimated annual
fecundities than similar sized and aged fish collected off Louisiana (Woods 2003; Woods et al. 2007,
Kulaw 2012, Glenn 2014). Similar results have been found in red snapper in the South Atlantic
(White and Palmer 2004; Lowerre-Barbieri et al. 2015) and in the extreme southern Gulf of Mexico
(Brulé et al. 2010).

This temporal spread of reproductive effort provides a bet-hedging life-history strategy helping to ensure
that some larvae are spawned at times of favorable environmental conditions, including high food
availability (Cushing 1990, as foreshadowed by Hjort 1914) and/or low predation intensity (Bailey and
Houde 1989; Winemiller and Rose 1992; 1993). Additionally, BOFFFFs may spawn in different
locations than younger, smaller fish (reviews by Wright and Trippel, 2009; Hsieh et al. 2010), providing
spatial as well as temporal bet-hedging. Empirical evidence for bet-hedging includes settlement of plaice
(Pleuronectes platessa) occurring over several weeks despite spawning occurring over several months
(Hovenkamp 1991). Likewise, the extensive occurrence of “sweepstakes reproductive success”
(Hedgecock and Pudovkin, 2011) demonstrates the rarity of each individual contributing to recruitment
in any given year. Evidence for the importance of BOFFFFs in bet-hedging includes the fact that first-
time, late-spawning female haddock (Melanogrammus aeglefimis) contribute little to recruitment
(Wright and Gibb, 2005; see also the state-based model of Wright and Trippel, 2009). Other empirical
examples are provided in Secor’s (2007) review. Thus, there is increasing evidence that old-growth age
structure is a better index of the reproductive potential of a stock than simply SSB alone (Marshall et al.,
2003; Lambert, 2008). Overall, age truncation due to fishing may alter the timing and duration of annual
reproduction by delaying and shortening the spawning season (Scott et al., 2006), contributing to the
observed increase in recruitment variability for stocks comprised of only younger spawners
(Marteinsdottir and Thorarinsson, 1998; Secor, 2000b; Wieland et al., 2000; Hsieh et al., 2006; Lowerre-
Barbieri et al. 2015).

Deleterious consequences of age truncation for fisheries stability

It is increasingly well documented that age-truncated fish stocks are more variable through time, and
thus more susceptible to collapse, than populations with more intact age structure. This pattern is
especially but not exclusively true for “periodic species” (Winemiller and Rose 1992) that exhibit
relatively low early survival, late maturation, and high individual fecundity (such as cods and rockfish).
In short, old-growth age structure fosters population stability, whereas age truncation often destabilizes
population dynamics (Rouyer ef al. 2012). In the most comprehensive reviews to date, Hsieh et al.
(2006, 2008), Anderson et al. (2008) and Hixon et al. (2014) found that fishing significantly increased
fluctuations of stocks in the southern California Current ecosystem. They used multiple species and
multiple stocks of the same species Anderson et al. (2008) tested three likely and non-mutually exclusive
mechanisms proposed to explain this pattern. First, variable fishing intensity may directly cause
population variability independent of any age-truncation effects (Jonzen et a., 2002). This hypothesis
was falsified. Second, unlike BOFFFFs, small, young fish in age-truncated populations may not buffer
environmental variability by “bet-hedging” reproductive output via a protracted spawning season
(Murphy 1968; Leaman and Beamish, 1984; Longhurst 2002; Berkeley et al. 2004a; Hutchings and
Reynolds 2004; Hsieh et al. 2005, 2006). Third, the demographic characteristics of age-truncated
populations (in particular, the per capita population growth rate) may be prone to unstable dynamics
(Dixon et al. 1999; Hsieh et al. 2005). Although both the second and third hypotheses are due to age
truncation, they generate subtly different predictions: the loss-of-bet-hedging hypothesis predicts that a
population will more linearly track environmental variation, whereas the demographic- alteration
hypothesis predicts clearly non-linear responses. For the CalCOFI data, the demographic-alteration
hypothesis provided the better fit, although there was also evidence for the loss-of-bet-hedging



hypothesis (Anderson et al. 2008).

Age truncation also inhibits stock resilience over time-scales longer than annual production. The
extremely high fecundity of teleost fish, the commonality of relatively long lifespans, and the high
variability of recruitment in annual cohorts all suggest that individual reproductive success is rare and
episodic (Winemiller and Rose 1992). Recent technological advances in genetics have allowed
quantification of effective population size (N,) and estimations of the proportion of adults that
successfully contribute to subsequent generations. Hauser and Carvalho (2008) report surprisingly low
N, in a taxonomically diverse range of marine species, suggesting that a large proportion of mature
adults are unsuccessful at producing surviving progeny. Based upon the evidence of maternal effects
outlined above, they suggest that only older spawners ready in years of excellent recruitment may have a
chance to become rare “sweepstake winners”. For a 28-year time-series of pelagic juvenile rockfish
surveys, Ralston et al. (2013) found a striking pattern of increased individual size, coherent among the
ten most common Sebastes species, in years of high abundance. This result suggests that, in
environmentally favorable years, larvae released earlier in the reproductive season had particularly high
survival. Because older, larger rockfish females tend to release larvae earlier than younger, smaller
females (Nichol and Pikitch 1994; Bobko and Berkeley 2004; Sogard ef al. 2008), it is likely that much
of the production in high- recruitment years came from BOFFFFs. Likewise Gold and Saillant (2007)
and Saillant and Gold (2010) provide evidence that red snapper N, in the eastern Gulf of Mexico is 10 to
100 fold lower than in the west; more recent results suggest that the effective population size off
Mississippi-Alabama is very low (Gold, pers. comm.). In contrast, when environmental conditions were
not favorable for early spawners, much of the production was likely derived from younger females, with
reduced offspring abundance despite the presumably greater amount of SSB compared with older
females.

Repeated spawning over many years increase the likelihood that an individual’s offspring will encounter
a favorable environment in at least one of those years. In a recent paper focused on red snapper from the
Florida east coast and the Carolinas, Lowerre-Barbieri et al. (2015) referred to this as reproductive
resilience and infers that fishing practices that cause and perpetuate age truncation should be avoided,
despite the observation that red snapper can occasionally produce strong year classes when spawning
stock biomass is low. In short, old-growth age structure fosters population stability, whereas age
truncation often destabilizes population stability and increases the probability of collapse.

I have concluded: 1) there is no justification for lowering the red snapper rebuilding target to Fago,spr in
the absence or management measures to lessen age-truncation, 2) benchmarks based upon biomass alone
for long-lived species like red snapper, are necessary but insufficient for successful management, 3)
management benchmarks should devised to include a measure of age truncation (AT) rather than on
simple spawning stock biomass (SSB). This is essentially what Phil Goodyear tried to tell us with SPR
in his early publications. Ideally, it would best to combine the two (SSB and AT) into a single
benchmark (like a much smarter P*), but this will be difficult to do; and 4) changes to reduce derby
(very short seasons) conditions in the for-hire and private recreational fisheries should be made via
development of a dedicated access program as was done for the commercial red snapper fishery in 2007.
It is time to admit that red snapper are still overfished (but may be starting to recover) and that fishing
power now is higher now than anytime in the history of the fishery.



More information about reproductive potential in
the western Gulf

Figure 2 LSMean monthly gonadosomatic indices (GSI) for female red snapper
(Lutjanus campechanus) at both indvidual sites (A.) and



Figure 2 LSMean monthly gonadosomatic indices (GSI) for female red snapper
(Lutjanus campechanus) at both indvidual sites (A.) and habitats (B.); vertical
bars represent standard errors of monthly mean. * indicates a significant
difference in mean GSI between habitats at that month (ANOVA, p<.05)

Table 5 Descriptive fecundity variables of female red snapper (Lutjanus campechanus)
sampled during spawning season (June, July, August). Means N (% of total sample) or

+ SD (Standard Deviation).

Characteristic Artificial Habitat Natural Habitat
Ovaries with Hydrated Oocytes 7 (5%) 2 (3%)
Postovulatory Follicles in 5 (4%) 14 (22%)

ovaries

Batch Fecundity Estimate

(eggs/batch) 41,878+48,027

Annual Fecundity Estimates 1,369,334+1,600,920
(eggs/season)

704,563+£693,573

26,323,179+26,147,495































































































































August 10 2015
Dear Chairman Anson and Gulf Council members:

Thank you for the opportunity to address the council and a variety of issues facing gulf
fishermen and their businesses. There continues to be a resistance to working together and
moving towards realistic, meaningful solutions. Meanwhile, gulf fishermen, their businesses and
their families are paying the price.

Our organization represents federally permitted charter captains and their customers across the
Gulf of Mexico as well as across the country. We are the largest organization of federally
permitted vessels in the region and have the following recommendations for the Council's
consideration:

Amendment 39

The federally permitted charter fleet has made it abundantly clear that we want to be excluded
from Amendment 39 and see it proceed as a vehicle specifically for private anglers. The
charter for hire management Advisory Panel specifically requested to be removed from
Amendment 39.

Under federal management, the charter for hire fleet has a clearly defined management system,
recreational anglers without their own boats enjoy a secure level of access to these resources, and
all components of the recreational sector have the opportunity to develop tailored management to
fit meet their respective needs.

There are several reasons that the charter fleet does not want to be managed by the Gulf states,
and very strongly want to remain under federal management:

® Currently, all 5 Gulf States have adopted inconsistent seasons to specifically appease
their private anglers; these longer state seasons have directly harmed the charter industry
because we cannot participate in them.
4 of the 5 Gulf States voted against the charter for hire fleet being recognized as their
own entity under the federal management system despite the fact that charter vessels are
held to a separate, and higher standard than the remainder of the recreational sector. We
have no confidence that the states will recognize us as a separate sector under regional
management.
All 5 state representatives decided to bypass the stakeholders and established council
system because they've been unhappy with the fruits of their own labor at the council
level. They held a closed-door meeting to design a plan that codifies state management



and completely removes the ability of our industry and others to participate in the
regulatory process. They have partnered with private angler interest groups (who have
opposed us at every turn) to push this plan in the halls of Congress.

The charter industry has reached out across state lines to develop a Gulf-wide vision for
management that would give us more business stability, flexibility for our customers, and
accountability for the resource — to lump us into a state management scheme would make
this progress impossible.

Amendments 41 and Amendment 42

Both of the Advisory Panels associated with these amendments asked to be reconvened after
August meeting to resume working and developing management for their industries. As
demonstrated by the productive AP reports presented in June, the charter industry across the Gulf
has engaged in good faith to solve management problems from the ground up. We see no
legitimate reason at this time for the council to do anything but proceed with exploring the
options presented by Amendments 41 and 42. We want all options on the table.

Amendment 28

Each of the items listed above have opportunity to actually improve fishing opportunities, data
collection, and the stability of our business. We are concerned that Amendment 28 will set a
destabilizing precedent, hurt the health of the stock in the Eastern Gulf where our captains are
already seeing the signs of localized depletion, and unfairly punish the commercial sector for the
delay to fix recreational management that has been perpetuated by the Council and NOAA.

At this time, we see no reason to shift or reallocate any quota from the commercial fishery to the
recreational fishery as it will not yield any meaningful results for recreational fishermen. There is
significantly more to gain from accountability and shrinking the current 20% buffer by
eliminating management uncertainty in the recreational sector than any amount of allocation shift
being considered. We support moving forward With Alternative 1 - No Action. We also
recommend moving alternative 9 to considered but rejected because size selectivity is a
reflection of a short-term change in fishermen behavior due to management changes and should
not be used to justify a long-term change in allocation.

Gag Grouper
Based on the biological data, trends in the fishery and reports from our fishermen we would like

to see the council take the most conservative approach for Gag Grouper ACL, Action 1
Alternative 1 while removing the December season closure (Action 2 Alternative 2). During a
low effort time of year, fishermen need the opportunity to harvest these fish if the quota allows
for it. We also don't need to be forced to unnecessarily discard a legal sized fish when quota is
available.



Gray Triggerfish

Based on reports from Eastern Gulf fishermen, the Gray Triggerfish population is experiencing
serious issues and needs to be addressed quickly through a framework amendment starting in
October. The stock assessment data should be presented at the October meeting and we expect it
to confirm our observations on the water. We recommend taking a cautious approach moving
forward and would like to see council staff present options including but not limited to a
split season approach, considers increased minimum size lengths, and bag limit analysis on
season lengths.

Electronic Logbooks

This tool is a critically important part of providing data for managers and developing more
accountable management measures. If properly implemented, and paired with proper
management it should lead to reduced management uncertainty and to harvest of fish that are
currently held back in the buffer. We are ready to move forward with ELB development and ask
the council and NOAA to accelerate this improvement for the federally permitted charter fleet.

Sincerely,

Shane Cantrell, Executive Director
Charter Fisherman's Association
512-639-9188
shane.Cantrell@iCloud.com




Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Sunday, August 9, 2015 3:24:43 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: carol faga
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

carol faga

3613 coral springs dr.
coral springs, FL 33065
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Sunday, August 9, 2015 1:50:52 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Reid Bennett
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Thank you for preserving and sharing for the future of our Gulf and Families and Businesses.
Miss Leslie Bennett

Reid Bennett

us 1 MM96
Key Largo, FL 33037
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Sunday, August 9, 2015 6:56:52 AM Eastern Daylight Time
From: BARBARA HOSKINS

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

BARBARA HOSKINS

2821 JENKS AVENUE
PANAMA CITY, FL 32405
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 11:11:31 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Stacy Bouilland
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Stacy Bouilland
1016 SW 21st Avenue
Boca Raton, FL 33486
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 10:48:19 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: harold grubb
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

harold grubb

11500 westwod blvd#1116
orlando, FL 34109
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 9:41:44 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: juan rodriguez
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

juan rodriguez
NE 82nd St
Miami, FL 33138
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 9:18:45 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Ray Swiatkowski
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Ray Swiatkowski

10767 Camellia Dr
Dallas, TX 75230
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 9:18:28 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Ray Swiatkowski
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Ray Swiatkowski

10767 Camellia Dr
Dallas, TX 75230
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 5:55:29 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: James Flanagan
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

James Flanagan
181 Mamalu Dr.
Bastrop, TX 78602
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 11:03:57 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Robin Parigi
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Robin Parigi

13026 Manor Lake Ln
Sugar Land, TX 77498
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 7:56:30 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Deborah Conner
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Deborah Conner

1809 East Chapel Drive
Deltona, FL 32725
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 4:14:59 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Clyde Summerell
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Clyde Summerell
11536 Cricket Court
Jacksonwville, FL 32218
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 11:46:07 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Ruth Todd
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Ruth Todd

408 Northcross Rd
Georgetown, TX 78628
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 7:28:05 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Evgenia Vyatchanin
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Evgenia Vyatchanin

501 SW 75th Str.
Gainesville, FL 32607
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 6:37:23 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Sharon Frank
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Sharon Frank

2006 pheasant dr
Lewisville, TX 75077
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 4:00:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Peter Varney
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

I'm writing to lend my voice to the many people who depend on the fishing industry, in particular the Red Snapper. |
ask you to oppose Amendment 28 and to support the working families along the Gulf Coast. Thank you.

Pete Varney

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Peter Varney

5116 Stratemeyer Dr
Orlando, FL 32703
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:47:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 3:29:03 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: john Harris
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

john Harris

po box 1752
panama city, FL 32402
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:52:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Sunday, August 9, 2015 7:30:39 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Robyn Reichert

To: Gulf Council

Category:

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Robyn Reichert

6916 stoney creek circle
lake worth, FL 33467
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:52:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Sunday, August 9, 2015 3:37:24 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Karen Brinson
To: Gulf Council
Category:

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Karen Brinson

978 Wes Wilhite Road
Downsville, LA 71234
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:52:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Sunday, August 9, 2015 6:32:58 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: David Anderson
To: Gulf Council
Category:

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

David Anderson

6903 superior st. Cir.
Sarasota, FL 34243
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:52:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 3:14:50 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Steve Schafir
To: Gulf Council
Category:

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Steve Schafir

1709 Whitehall Dr #301
Davie, FL 33324
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:52:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Saturday, August 8, 2015 9:14:49 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: William Ingram
To: Gulf Council
Category:

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

William Ingram

301 County Road 2239
Cleveland, TX 77327
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:52:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 10:35:52 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Alice Pascale
To: Gulf Council
Category:

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Alice Pascale
1281 Stillwater Drive
Miami Beach, FL 33140
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:52:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 8:27:23 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Christine Redmond
To: Gulf Council
Category:

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Christine Redmond

922 La Salle Avenue Orlando FL
Orlando, FL 32803
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Monday, August 10, 2015 8:52:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 11:53:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Mary Protano
To: Gulf Council
Category:

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

| work in these restaurants along the Gulf of Mexico and we serve SO MANY people fresh caught fish. A new special
every night. And, | am proud to say we get it locally, caught by local fisherman. | KNOW captains and crew and their
families who DEPEND on this industry. OUR whole lives are centered around our capability to say we have local fresh
catches. People can stay in their own states to get mass produced, farm raised, imported seafood. Please do not kill
my career and kill our economy.

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Mary Protano

244 176th ave e
Redington Shores, FL 33708
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Friday, August 7,2015 1:16:27 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 12:43:43 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: helena hackel
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

helena hackel

1377 truett cir
bonifay, FL 32425
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Friday, August 7,2015 1:16:27 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 12:23:08 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Diana Warrendorf
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Diana Warrendorf

1805 Buschong
Houston, TX 77039
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Friday, August 7,2015 1:16:27 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 11:13:03 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Lorena Balint
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Lorena Balint

14518 Josair Drive
Orlando, FL 32826
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Friday, August 7,2015 1:16:27 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 10:28:42 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Leonora Icabalceta
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Leonora Icabalceta

1000 sw 136 place
Miami, FL 33184
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Friday, August 7,2015 1:16:27 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 10:12:35 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: terri hansell
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

terri hansell
19 SW 3rd Street Dania Bch. Fl
Dania Beach, FL 33004
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Friday, August 7,2015 1:02:19 PM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: FW: FRLA's Hospitality Hotline
Date: Friday, August 7, 2015 12:48:15 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Charlene Ponce

To: Charlene Ponce

Good Morning,

Kudos to the Florida Restaurant and Lodging Association for supporting fairness in the
allocation of Gulf of Mexico red snapper.

Texas and Louisiana fishery leaders are the primary movers to remove commercial fishing of
red snapper which means NO RED SNAPPER FOR RESTAURANTS or at retail for home
consumption.

The commercial fishermen are mandated to count every red snapper landed. The angler
lobbyists would like everyone to think that "a granddaddy and his grandson just want to catch
a red snapper or two for supper."

Pure heifer dust. Texas has had a year round red snapper open season for years and its
anyone's guess how many red snapper are caught and if any law enforcement takes place
outside the 9 mile state water line.

A federal judge has already ruled once that what the anglers are trying to do does no comply
with the Magnuson-Stevens Act. Do the red snapper fishermen have to go back to the same
judge if the Council votes to punish only those who cannot catch their own red snapper?

The anglers over fish their total allocation annually in the millions of pounds. They will not
accept accountability for what they take. Shouldn't accountability in that sector be the first
order of business for the Council?

Hopefully the members of the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council, sworn to be fair
and equitable in all matters, will not take red snapper from the only user group that accounts
for every red snapper harvested.

Cheers.

Bob Jones

Bob Jones, Executive Director
Southeastern Fisheries Association
http://www.SFAonline.org
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:19:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 6:57:56 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Kim Sanders George
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Kim Sanders George

330 Spinner
Desoto, TX 75115
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:14 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 9:55:15 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Stacey Menendez
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Stacey Menendez

7324 Members Place
Baton Rouge, LA 39560
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:14 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 9:29:51 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: RICHARD T. MEADOWS
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

RICHARD T. MEADOWS

1600 BIG TREE RD.S2
SO. DAYTONA, FL 32129
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:14 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 8:38:54 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Robyn Ball
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Robyn Ball

1030 Levi Parkway
Lorena, TX 76655
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:14 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 8:16:36 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: jeanette mayer
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

jeanette mayer
8160 44th st. north
pinellas park, FL 33781
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:15 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 7:27:05 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: mike vecchio
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

mike vecchio
123 windover
tittusville, FL 32780
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:15 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 6:57:56 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Kim Sanders George
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Kim Sanders George

330 Spinner
Desoto, TX 75115
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:15 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 6:57:56 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Kim Sanders George
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Kim Sanders George

330 Spinner
Desoto, TX 75115
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:15 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 5:53:46 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Mary Bobb
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Mary Bobb

47 NW 100 Terrace
Miami, FL 33150
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:16 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 5:16:00 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: josefaarana
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

josefa arana
13716 sw
MIAMI, FL 33175
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:16 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 4:58:44 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Denise Hunter
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Denise Hunter

1509 Gallier
New Orleans, LA 70117
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:16 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 4:45:16 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: JUDY SAVOY
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

JUDY SAVOY

5455 HIGHLAND RIDGE DRIVE
BATON ROUGE, LA 70817
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:16 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 4:44:34 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Keth Luke

To: Gulf Council

Aloha Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Keth Luke

5438 Tennessee Ave
New Port Richey
Florida, FL 34652
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 4:34:39 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: John Anderson
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

John Anderson
6707 North Lagoom Drive
Panama City Florida, FL 32408
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 3:09:52 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Margaret Crane
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Margaret Crane

7711 Broadway
San Antonio, TX 78209
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 2:36:09 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Carolyn F Wood
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Carolyn F Wood
739 Cadillac Avenue
Dauphin Island, AL 36528
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 2:31:59 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Gregory Chandler Jr.
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Gregory Chandler Jr.

2506 Guenevere Ave SE
Huntsville, AL 35803
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 1:29:16 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Marlene Hutchison
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Marlene Hutchison

2203 Franklin
Arlington, TX 76011
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 12:40:34 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: CF
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

CF

216 Marmandie Ave
Harahan, LA 70058
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 12:39:32 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: CF
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

CF

216 Marmandie Ave
Harahan, LA 70058
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 12:28:40 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: MIREYA RODRIGUEZ
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

MIREYA RODRIGUEZ

14831 sw 153 TERRACE
MIIAMI, FL 33187
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:19 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 12:10:05 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Alexander Hill
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Alexander Hill
2302 Dante St.
New Orleans, LA 70119
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:19 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 11:51:11 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Renee Carlson
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Renee Carlson

317 McLeods Way winter springs
Winter Springs, FL 32708
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:19 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 11:43:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Gregory Chandler Jr.
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Gregory Chandler Jr.

2506 Guenevere Ave SE
Huntsville, AL 35803
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:19 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 11:42:35 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: melina munoz
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

melina munoz

3385 mcallen rd
Brownsville, TX 78520
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:20 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 11:21:45 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: lisa fenity
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

lisa fenity

3000 oak ridge dr.
Horseshoe Bay, TX 78657
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:20 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 10:39:21 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Ryan Cunningham
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Governor Scott, | know you've never met me and you probably never will but I'm a 4th generation commercial
fisherman and this amendment will keep me from being able to survive. Please oppose this and keep Florida fishing.

Ryan Cunningham

1304 pass a grille way
St. Petersburg, FL 33704
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:20 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 10:19:34 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Christy De Voy
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Christy De Voy

1425 NW 4th Ave
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33311
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:20 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 10:05:55 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Jacob Martinez
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Jacob Martinez
301 W Riverside Dr.
Austin, TX 78741
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:20 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 9:55:50 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Cherryl Friedman
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Both commercial and recreational fisherman should be able to use our waters, and benefit from the bounty of the
Gulf.

Cherryl Friedman

16643 Seagull Bay Ct.
Bokeelia, FL 33922
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:21 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 9:42:56 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Nannette Lehr
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Nannette Lehr

5584 Sanibel Captiva Rd.
Sanibel, FL 33957
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:21 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 9:14:09 AM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Dianne Hughes

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

Fresh fish is an important commodity to our area for a reasonably inexpensive food source. Please don't make it
harder for those of us who enjoy eating healthfully to have fresh fish available. Don't prevent red snapper from
reaching the market place.

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Dianne Hughes

3506 92nd Ave E
Parrish, FL 34219
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:21 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 9:08:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Diana Horton
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Diana Horton

3159 North Lane Avenue
Jacksonville, FL 32254

Page 32 of 51



Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:21 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 8:36:30 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Jennifer Belcher
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Jennifer Belcher
709 23rd Ave NW
Center Point, AL 35215
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 7:43:30 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Cindy Frost
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Cindy Frost

12606 Fern Creek Tail
Humble, TX 77346
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 5:44:31 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Mechelle Fowler
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Mechelle Fowler

2224 lotus blossom
San Antonio, TX 78247
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 5:41:29 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Eric Hensgen
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Eric Hensgen

4632 W. Lamb Ave.
Tampa, FL 33629
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 5:26:06 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Amanda Etheridge
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Amanda Etheridge

526 Windsor Court
Alabaster, AL 35007
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:23 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 4:47:10 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Trish Dobereiner
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Trish Dobereiner

3624 ne 8 th pl
Cape Coral, FL 33909
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:23 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 4:45:35 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: carol trussell
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

carol trussell
2233 gum street
grenada, MS 38901
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:23 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 4:09:12 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Clifton McMillan Jr
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Clifton McMillan Jr

2016 Amberley Woods Trail
Helena, AL 35080
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:23 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 2:41:32 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Thomas Kruggel
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Thomas Kruggel
99 Knoll Wood Drive
Kissimmee, FL 34759
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 2:31:58 AM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Karen Laakaniemi

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Karen Laakaniemi

6765 Corporate Blvd, # 6205
PMB 22796

Baton Rouge, LA 32534
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 2:08:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Aaron Fruge
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Aaron Fruge
24 Rivage Court
Mandeville, LA 70471
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 2:04:58 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Mechelle Fowler
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Mechelle Fowler

2224 lotus blossom
San Antonio, TX 78247

Page 44 of 51



Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 1:37:57 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Nanciann Rogers
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Nanciann Rogers

2212 6th Ave.
Fort Worth, TX 76107
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 1:01:10 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Janet Dougherty
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Janet Dougherty
1065 Curtiss St
Schertz, TX 78154
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:25 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 1:00:56 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Stanley Pannaman
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Stanley Pannaman
7301 NW. 75th Court
Tamarac, FL 33321
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:25 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 12:40:16 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: diane lewis
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

diane lewis
70 colony trail drive
mandeville, LA 70448
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:25 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 12:27:04 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Adriana Contreras
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Adriana Contreras

9673 Riverside Drive J1
Coral Springs, FL 33071
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:25 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 12:12:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Deb Hughes
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Deb Hughes

933 Mountain Crest
Byram, MS 38672
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:39:26 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015 12:06:50 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Valerie Friedman
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Valerie Friedman

7948 Snowberry Circle
Orlando, FL 32819
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:08 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 11:58:41 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Elizabeth Miller

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.
Do the right thing here, your constituents are watching.

Elizabeth Miller

432 North First St
Cocoa Beach, FL 32931
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:09 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 10:58:02 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: charlie ehlen
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

charlie ehlen
5435 Downing St Apt 6E
Alexandria, LA 71303
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:10 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 10:48:30 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Patrice Johnson
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Patrice Johnson

3107 59th Street
Lubbock, TX 79413
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:10 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 10:46:07 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Drayton Miller
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Drayton Miller

3928 McGregor Court
Mobile, AL 36608
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:11 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 10:36:38 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Michael Yester
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Michael Yester

1301 58th St. So.
Birmingham, AL 35222
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:12 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 10:20:07 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: saul sanchez
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

saul sanchez
po box 2164
cedar hill, TX 75104

Page 6 of 142



Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:12 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 10:19:51 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Mary Bunk
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Mary Bunk

1216 Lake Piedmont Circle
Apopka, FL 32703
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:13 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 9:51:08 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: David Knight

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

David Knight

200 Avenue K Southeast
Apt. 170

Winter Haven, FL 33880
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:14 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 9:30:27 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Brian Mitchell
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Brian Mitchell

22915 Forest Ridge Drive
Estero, FL 33928
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:14 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 9:22:07 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Paul Verzosa
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Paul Verzosa

15404 Plantation Oaks Dr #12
Tampa, FL 33637

Page 10 of 142



Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:15 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 9:20:16 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: kathy watt
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

kathy watt

9622 Kilarney Dr.
Dallas, TX 75218
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:16 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 9:06:11 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Patricia McDonald
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Patricia McDonald

2348 Summerfield Road
Winter Park, FL 32792

Page 12 of 142



Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 8:53:44 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Rubis Castro
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Rubis Castro

10816 N Teegreen Rd
Tampa, FL 33612
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 8:42:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: virginia mendez
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

virginia mendez

NE 173 street
Miami, FL 33160
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 8:36:50 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Gwen Mehring
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Gwen Mehring

7701 Beechwood Drive
Pensacola, FL 32514
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:19 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 8:26:31 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Collen Pryor
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Collen Pryor

128 Bigelow Drive
Edgewater, FL 32132
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:19 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:56:56 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Mary Browne
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Mary Browne

1012 hanover lane
ponte vedra, FL 32081
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:20 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:56:36 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Mary Browne
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Mary Browne

1012 hanover lane
ponte vedra, FL 32081
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:21 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:53:04 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Jeanne Boyce-Taylor
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Jeanne Boyce-Taylor
190 Bristol Point
Longwood, FL 32746
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:21 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:50:16 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Gerald Bowen
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Gerald Bowen

1000 Timber Gap Crossing
Montgomery, AL 36117
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:47:15 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Buell S
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Buell S

4501 CR 34 #2
Angleton, TX 77584
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:23 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:42:23 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Art Roberts
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Art Roberts

4842 Glen Coe St.
Leesburg, FL 34748

Page 22 of 142



Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:37:56 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: John Waite
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

John Waite

1745 35th.
Vero Beach, FL 32960
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:25:36 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Pamela Horwath
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Pamela Horwath

35362 Ranchette Blvd
Webster, FL 33597
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:25 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:22:15 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: michael wills
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

michael wills

1425 Upshaw Terrace
Port Charlotte, FL 33952
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:26 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:21:48 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Bruce Burns
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Bruce Burns

11441 N IH-35 #19105
AUSTIN, TX 78753
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:26 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 7:15:17 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: K. Batterton
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

K. Batterton

3789 E. Arbor Lakes Dr.
Hernando, FL 34442
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:27 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:58:52 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Ronald W Brown
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Chefs, Restarants. Commercial Fisherman, Grocery Stores use this fish as a Florida way of life. It should be shared
and NOT LIMITED to only the Affluent who can afford there own recreational expensive Sea boats. THANK YOU

Ronald W Brown

1115 81st Street South
St Petersburg, FL 33707
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:28 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:56:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Pamela Evans
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Pamela Evans

PO Box 644
Kemp, TX 75143
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:28 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:55:54 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Pamela Evans
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Pamela Evans

PO Box 644
Kemp, TX 75143
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:29 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:55:54 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Pamela Evans
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Pamela Evans

PO Box 644
Kemp, TX 75143
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:30 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:53:53 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Kenneth Ingram
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Do what is right. Stop letting your vote being bought.
Kenneth Ingram

1091 Cedar Lane
Southside, AL 35907
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:31 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:47:59 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Lillian Hyland
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Lillian Hyland

9815 San Luca St
Lake Worth, FL 33467
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:31 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:46:13 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Robert White
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Robert White

17837 Hwy 63 Moss Point , MS
Moss Point, MS 39562
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:32 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:29:38 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Blake Soileau
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Blake Soileau

12259 A hwy 28 east
Pineville, LA 71360
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:33 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:29:08 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Dalton Goode
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Dalton Goode

1945 mt. view road
wellington, AL 36279
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:33 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:20:37 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Ralph Tobin
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Ralph Tobin
1745 Scenery Hill Road
Fort Worth, TX 76103
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:34 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 6:14:19 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Yasamin Sharifi
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor Scott and Gulf Council Members:
As your constituent and a student of Yale University, | am writing to express my concern regarding Amendment 28.

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast by shifting sustainably caught Red
Snapper to purely recreational fishing. Some versions of the proposal could cut more than one million pounds of
popular red snapper from the sustainable consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change, as it will likely only extend the season by one day. However, it will take millions of
consumer meals off the market and harms family businesses like mine across the Gulf coast. It is poor economics and
poor conservation policy as the commercial sector has been 100% sustainable since 2008 and helped red snapper
rebound from the brink of collapse just a few years ago.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the local seafood industry, consumers, and
conservation efforts.

Thank you for your attention to this pressing matter.
Yasamin Sharifi

Flowering Stream
Oviedo, FL 32766
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:35 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:56:21 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Jack Bush
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Jack Bush

1558 Fairway View Dr
Hoover, AL 35244
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:36 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:52:27 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Robert Il Hatfield

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Robert Il Hatfield

8787 Hammerly Blvd. Apt. 1224
Apt. 1224

Houston, TX 77255
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:36 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:47:19 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Lindsey Ring
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Lindsey Ring

1602 Manhattan Street
Birmingham, AL 35209
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:37 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:44:02 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Eric McDade
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Eric McDade

1040 Ockley Dr. Shreveport, LA
Shreveport, LA 71106
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:38 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:26:28 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Maggie Davidson
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Maggie Davidson

750 Pine Drive, Apt 11
Pompano Beach, FL 33060
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:38 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:16:57 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Derrick Heyward
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Derrick Heyward

26 Brighton Court
Missouri City, TX 77477
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:39 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:15:40 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: David Horn
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

David Horn

7355 Thomas St
Englewood, FL 34224
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:40 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:13:09 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Donna Lee Horn
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Donna Lee Horn

7355 Thomas St
Englwood, FL 34224
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:41 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:11:05 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: GERARD F. GAUDIN
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

GERARD F. GAUDIN

P.0.BOX 191
METAIRIE, LA 70004
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:41 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:05:49 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Nicholas Pappas
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Nicholas Pappas
9830 Equus Circle
Boynton Beach, FL 33472
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:42 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:01:07 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Ron Harder
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Ron Harder

23573 Siver Springs Drive
Abita Springs, LA 70420
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:43 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 5:01:04 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Barbara Dahms
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Barbara Dahms

P.O. Box 296
Bullard,, TX 75757
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:43 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:58:19 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Janis Courson
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Janis Courson
2539 Saint Augustine Road
Monticello, FL 32344
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:44 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:40:48 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Pamela Robinson
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Pamela Robinson

1437 1/2 Hamlet Ave.
Clearwater, FL 33756
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:45 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:36:52 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: India Waller
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

| can be reached at 225-953-9244
India Waller

1962 Inverness Parkway
Tuscaloosa, AL 35405
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:46 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:34:07 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Carla Gregg
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Carla Gregg

200 June Avenue
Hueytown, AL 35023
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:46 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:29:36 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Olin&Elaine Parker
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Olin&Elaine Parker

187 Oak St
Biloxi, MS 39530
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:47 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:27:09 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Kathy Flocco-McMaster
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Kathy Flocco-McMaster

6712 Bay City Bend
Austin, TX 78725
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:48 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:24:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Virginia Hitchcock
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than 1 million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair, and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Thank you for hearing my voice.
Virginia Hitchcock

1639 Peregrine Point Court
Sarasota, FL 34231
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:48 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:21:17 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Sheilla Johnson
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Sheilla Johnson
4427 Kelling St.
Houston, TX 77045
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:49 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:16:02 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Angela Smith
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Angela Smith
Tilford C
Deerfield Beach, FL 33442
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:50 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:07:19 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Debbi Coltharp
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Debbi Coltharp

1244 Rodney Drive
Baton Rouge, LA 70808
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:50 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:04:20 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Adelia Vachon
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Adelia Vachon

18851 NE 75th St.
Williston, FL 32696
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:51 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 4:02:13 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Katherine Dooley

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Katherine Dooley

8220 12th Way North

Apt. B

Saint Petersburg, FL 33702
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:52 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:54:57 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Angelika Altum
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Angelika Altum

902 Edwards St
Copperas Cove, TX 76522
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:53 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:47:24 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Anna Selby
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Anna Selby
908 Ramona Street
Austin, TX 78704
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:53 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:42:48 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Andrea Golanka
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Andrea Golanka

128 NW Baublits Drive
Pensacola, FL 32507
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:54 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:41:03 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Matthew Garden
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Matthew Garden

2026 Claremont Drive
Deltona, FL 32725
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:55 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:36:51 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: maryrey
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

mary rey

1825 s. ocean drive PH 7
hallandale, FL 33009
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:55 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:35:15 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Ezekiel Martin
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Ezekiel Martin

4600 S Tonti St
new orleans, LA 70125

Page 68 of 142



Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:56 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:26:53 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Raymond Smith
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Raymond Smith

10220 mills rd.
Houston, TX 77070
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:57 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:20:22 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Denise Wilkes
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor Scot tand Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Denise Wilkes

632 Casa Fuerta Ln
St Augustine, FL 32080
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:58 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:19:55 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Lee Ann Bazzell
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Lee Ann Bazzell

41 Arden Road
Montgomery, AL 36109
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:58 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:17:55 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Barbara Reynolds
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Barbara Reynolds

5593 Hancock Drive
Wildwood, FL 34785
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:40:59 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:17:55 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Barbara Reynolds
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Barbara Reynolds

5593 Hancock Drive
Wildwood, FL 34785
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:00 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:17:55 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Barbara Reynolds
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Barbara Reynolds

5593 Hancock Drive
Wildwood, FL 34785
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:01 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:11:38 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Andrea Presberg
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Andrea Presberg
232 Meadows Drive
Boynton Beach, FL 33436
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:01 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:09:32 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Cameron McCutcheon
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Cameron McCutcheon

1250 Ryan Street
Clermont, FL 34753
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:02 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 3:04:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Susan Campbell
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Susan Campbell
266 Arbella Loop
The Villages, FL 32162
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:03 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:58:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Lauren Tucker
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Lauren Tucker
1800 Miccosukee Common Drive
Tallahassee, FL 32308
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:03 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:51:32 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Marylordan Smith
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

MaryJordan Smith

3295 Albemarle Road
Jackson, MS 39213
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:04 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:48:23 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Marcia Bailey
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016. For those of who like
fish, that would be sad. Also we care about the families and businesses that sell fish as a living.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers. We need
to keep as many small businesses going as possible, and we need to have fish available for restaurant to serve to
Florida's many snow birds and other visitors.

Marcia Bailey

3301 Alt 19, #338
Dunedin, FL 34698
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:05 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:47:01 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Kinney Evitt
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Kinney Evitt

2514 Roper St.
Odessa, TX 79761
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:05 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:46:57 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: christena crane
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

christena crane

1619 11th st. se apt. #4
decatur, AL 35601
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:06 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:46:27 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Erik Melear
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Erik Melear

1401 Catalpa Lane
Orlando, FL 32806
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:07 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:46:15 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: christena crane
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

christena crane

1619 11th st. se apt. #4
decatur, AL 35601
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:08 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:35:23 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: James Bonnell
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

James Bonnell
117 Wall St.
Redington Shores, FL 33708
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:08 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:35:14 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Karma Whitehurst
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Karma Whitehurst

318 W Palm St
Lantana, FL 33462

Page 86 of 142



Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:09 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:33:32 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: James Bonnell
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

James Bonnell
117 Wall St.
Redington Shores, FL 33708
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:10 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:32:40 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Jean Cameron
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Jean Cameron
1517 Concord Circle
College Station, TX 77845
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:10 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:31:54 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Sherrie Shown
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Sherrie Shown

2313 Creekwood Dr.
Dothan, AL 36301
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:11 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:28:08 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: alex vlahodimitropoulos
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

alex vlahodimitropoulos

5402b martin ave
austin, TX 78701
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:12 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:26:17 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: James Skiles

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28"
These are the guys that support it.
http://2coolfishing.com/ttmbforum/attachment.php?attachmentid=2377962&stc=1&d=1438766427

VETO THIS ABOMINATION
James Skiles

8351 Glenwood Drive
Orange, TX 77630
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:12 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:20:39 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: hank plauche
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

hank plauche

1585 e 2nd st
pass christian, MS 39571
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:13 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:17:13 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: James Hartman
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

James Hartman
4800 s pine island
davie, FL 33328
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:14 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:17:02 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Minerva Lopez
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Minerva Lopez

2738 Carlson Cirlce
Melbourne, FL 32971
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:15 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:15:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Marilynn Pasden
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Marilynn Pasden

1910 Hunter Lane
Brandon, FL 33510
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:15 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:15:01 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Nathan Nielsen
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Nathan Nielsen

1107 S. Peters St, apt. 215
New Orleans, LA 70115
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:16 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:12:10 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Destiny Cierocke
To: Gulf Council

GAS AND OIL ARE DYING, DON'T KILL FISHING TOO. Louisiana will see very hard times if action isn't taen!

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Destiny Cierocke

585 Creek rd
River Ridge, LA 70068
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 2:06:54 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Vicky Lescody
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Vicky Lescody
13045 43rd Rd North
West Palm Beach, FL 33411
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:17 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:56:01 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Christopher Dowling
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Christopher Dowling

4009 Highland Dr.
Austin, TX 78734
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:18 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:55:54 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: randy lopez
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

randy lopez

118 greenshire
league city, TX 77573

Page 100 of 142



Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:19 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:54:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Richard MacMaster
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Richard MacMaster

4130 NW 19th Place
Gainesville, FL 32605
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:20 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:52:17 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Vera Love
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Vera Love
116 Boot Hill
Horseshoe Bay, TX 78657

Page 102 of 142



Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:20 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:51:09 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Sheree Le Mon

To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Sheree Le Mon
1100 Highway 98 E
Unit B802

Destin, FL 32541
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:21 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:47:02 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: CHARLES SULLIVAN
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

CHARLES SULLIVAN

6540 RENALDO WAY
SAINT PETERSBURG, FL 33707
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:41:37 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Brian Hamather
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Brian Hamather
1672 Woodmere Dr.
Jacksonwville, FL 32210
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:22 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:31:58 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: Michelle Haws
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

Michelle Haws

PO Box 952
Destrehan, LA 70047
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:23 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:31:04 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: harry a. yates
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" would hurt small businesses and families along the Gulf coast. Some versions of the proposal could
cut more than one million pounds of popular red snapper from the consumer market in 2016.

"Amendment 28" is a false promise to recreational fishermen who will not experience long-term stability or longer
seasons as a result of this change.

This "reallocation" proposal is divisive, unfair and comes at a time when demand for local and sustainable seafood is
at an all-time high.

Please oppose Amendment 28 and focus on real solutions for recreational fishermen that will actually extend
seasons for anglers over the long-term instead of schemes that hurt the seafood industry and consumers.

harry a. yates

7890 S.E. River Lane
Stuart, FL 34997
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:24 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Date: Wednesday, August 5, 2015 1:29:03 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: James Skiles
To: Gulf Council

Dear Governor and Gulf Council Members:

"Amendment 28" should be thrown in the garbage where it belongs.

Please, Governor Abbott, discard this and work with the TP&WD to bring Texas fishermen fair allowances of the Gulf
resources.

They do not belong to commercial interests!

James Skiles

8351 Glenwood Drive
Orange, TX 77630
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Friday, August 7,2015 8:41:25 AM Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: Oppose the Red Snapper Reallocation Scheme (Amendment 28)
Dat