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| Background | Research Questions | Initial Flndlngs

Preliminary results suggest pinto abalone may be occurring in
densities sufficient for successful fertilization; however, our sample

Commercial harvest of pinto abalone throughout Southeast Alaska

declined rapidly prior to fishery closure in 1996 (Fig. 1). A historical lack ™ What are densities of pinto abalone within aggregations

Total Southeast Alaska Commercial Abalone Harvest

of population assessments was cited in the 2014 decision by the National in Sitka Sound and how do they change over time? unit size differed from other studies and needs to be manipulated

Marine Fisheries Service as a reason to not list pinto abalone under the ~ Are local aggregations of pinto abalone in sufficient post-hoc for direct comparisons. Though surveyors focused searches

Endangered Species Act.! To this day, the true status and trajectory of - e e R - on abalone >50 mm, opportunistic finds of many juvenile abalone

pinto abalone stocks in Southeast Alaska remain unknown. ensities Tor rertiization success: suggests successful recruitment may be occurring at some locations.
= ~ What is the population size structure of pinto abalone, We have not yet captured a density estimate during a verified

spawning episode.

. Including Harvest Guidelines and is there evidence of recruitment?
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