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Overarching Considerations
· These proposed alternatives are aimed at prioritizing the protection of Western Alaska chum salmon stocks using the best data available. 
· The SBC should seek to review and improve Chinook salmon bycatch measures in addition to chum, and those measures already in place should remain in effect as minimum measures. 
· The SBC and Council should investigate ways to evolve any proposed alternatives to incorporate real-time genetics testing and information into in-season salmon avoidance, once the technology is viable for use.
· NOAA, ADF&G, and industry should improve data collection, analysis, and implementation (e.g., genetics composition data, abundance data, real-time genetics implementation, spatiotemporal modeling, etc.)
· The SBC and Council should also brainstorm how to address hatchery outputs into the Bering Sea marine ecosystem.
· The alternatives below are forwarded in acknowledgment of the long-standing chum stock problem in the western Alaska region and the need to set a cap significantly below the historical rate of bycatch, and with abundance goals significantly above ‘recent’ historical rates in AYK rivers, in order to attempt to effectuate the most meaningful positive impact on the problem. 


Alternative 1: PSC limit of zero chum salmon.

Alternative 2: PSC limit based on historical (32-year time series) bycatch rates.
· Alternative 2a: Closure of directed pollock fishery when bycatch exceeds 22,000 (10th percentile of 1991-2022 PSC levels).
· Alternative 4b: Closure of directed pollock fishery when bycatch exceeds 54,000 (25th percentile of 1991-2022 PSC levels).
· Implement ways for this alternative measure to evolve and be refined to protect W. Alaska/Upper and Middle Yukon stocks as real-time genetic sampling becomes available.

Alternative 3: Weighted, step-down PSC limit triggered by a three-river chum index (Kwiniuk, Yukon, Kuskokwim) that is linked to prior years’ chum abundance/ANS/escapement and weighted to account for variance in stock sizes across river systems.
· Option 3a: If the chum index is average/above average for 3/3 river systems, then the PSC limit is set at 54,000 (25th percentile of 1991-2022 PSC levels).
· Option 3b: If the chum index is average/above average for 2/3 river systems, then the PSC limit is set at 22,000 (10th percentile of 1991-2022 PSC levels).
· Option 3c: If the chum index is average/above average for 1/3 or 0/3 river systems, then the PSC limit is set at 0.
· Implement ways for this alternative measure to evolve and be refined to protect W. Alaska/Upper and Middle Yukon stocks as real-time genetic sampling becomes available.

Alternative 4: Implement area hard caps in genetic sampling Region 1 and/or implement entire area closures in genetic sampling Region 1 during the B-season.
· Alternative 4a: PSC limit of 10th percentile of Region 1 chum PSC during the B-Season in Region 1.
· Alternative 4b: PSC limit of 25th percentile of Region 1 chum PSC during the B-Season in Region 1.
· Alternative 4c: Area Closure of Region 1 during the entire B-Season (weeks 22-45). 
· Alternative 4d: Area Closure of Region 1 during the B-Season Early Weeks (weeks 22-32).
· Implement ways for this alternative measure to evolve and be refined to protect W. Alaska/Upper and Middle Yukon stocks as real-time genetic sampling becomes available.
	


