Marine Life Protection Act Initiative
Public Comments Submitted
through April 14, 2010

From: Brook Hoalton
Sent: Sunday, April 11, 2010 6:53 PM
To: MLPAComments
Subject: ATTN: MLPA initiative

To: Marine Life Protection Act Initiative
c/o California Resources Agency
RE: Proposed MPA at Punta Gorda,
To whom it may concern,
I am writing in regards to the proposed MPA at Punta Gorda in Petrolia, CA. I strongly
urge you to reconsider this proposal. As a landowner in Petrolia, and a steward of the
land; who utilizes this area for fishing, Abalone-diving and seaweed harvesting, I feel it is
not right to take away our ability to provide subsistence for ourselves and future
generations. Please consider moving the protection area south along the king range/ lost
coast.
Punta Gorda has been use for subsistence for a long time. Indigenous people and early
settlers used this area, and even now you can see remains of shells from the indigenous
peoples habitations. At the recent meeting here in Petrolia there were 7th generation
people present, who have used this area for fishing, muscling, Abalone diving, ect.
Taking away our ability and tradition to provide food for our families is a tragic loss for
our community and future generations.
According to surveys, sport fishing provides less than one percent of the take, prohibiting
the small amount of fishing at Punta Gorda will have no effect on fish populations. Do
not punish those who are not harming the water and land. Time and time again, it has
been shown that outdoor enthusiasts protect the land & are the stewards of the land. Dont
take a way our way of life and responsible use of the water and its creatures.
I feel Punta Gorda was chosen due to geographic conveniences and under representation
during the RSG. In fact after researching other attempts at establishing MPAs in
California, I came across a scientific article which reconfirmed my feelings. In 2006 Dr.
Ray Hilgard, a professor at the School of Aquatic and Fishery Sciences at the University
of Washington, and others reviewed the MLPA model for size and spacing of MPAs and
found: It appears to us that those prescriptions were pulled out of the air, based on
intuitive reasoning. In the Science Magazine article Rebuilding Global Fisheries (July
2009), Boris Worm, Ray Hilborn et al conclude: 1) California and New Zealand have the
least over-exploited fisheries in the world. 2) Existing fisheries management tools (e.g.,
catch limits) are sufficient to rebuild these fisheries without MPAs. 3) Closure via marine
protected areas will result in increased abundance of species with low mobility, rather
than the larval dispersal panacea touted by MLPA
Please hear our concerns! During the Petrolia meeting, we came up with several
alternatives to the proposed MPA: General consensus in Petrolia is to change the
location. I urge you to consider relocating the protection area 2-4 miles south of Four
Mile Creek. This compromise will be agreeable to all, as it is the lost coast area.
Thank you for taking the time to read and consider my letter. This issue is so important to
our whole community.
Sincerely,
Brook Hoalton

From: Marva Jacobs
Sent: Friday, April 09, 2010 2:58 PM
To: Melissa Miller-Henson
Subject: public input from Point Arena

Hi Melissa,
I am a member of the City of Point Arena’s MLPA Committee. It has become my responsibility
to forward the attached “Resolution No, 2010-03” to the appropriate individuals and entities. This
resolution, which was approved by the Point Arena City Council at their regular March 23rd meeting, is a
formal document of public input to the MLPAI process and we expect it to be disseminated as such.
Would you please forward copies of this resolution to the appropriate MLPAI staff, including the Blue
Ribbon Task Force members, and other agencies and personnel who are directly involved in the North
Coast MLPA Process. If you or any others would prefer a signed copy with seals, rather than the
attached electronic copy, please send me the addresses of contact persons and I will arrange the delivery
of an official hard copy.
Thank you for your help,
Allan Jacobs
Point Arena, Ca 95468

RESOLUTION NO. 2010-03
Resolution of Position Regarding the Establishment of New MPAs
On the Coast of Mendocino County
March 22, 2010
Whereas, the City of Point Arena recognizes the need for responsible Marine Resource
Management; and
Whereas, the City of Point Arena recognizes the government agencies of the State of
California have already been successfully managing the marine resources adjacent to
Mendocino County, at sustainable levels, without the use of additional MPAs; and
Whereas, the Science Advisory Team’s Science Guidelines for size and spacing of
MPAs and the MLPA Masterplan goals and objectives, recommend that MPAs should be
placed between 31 and 62 miles apart, as documented in the January 13, 2010 updated
summary to the BRTF from the MLPA Staff on page 7 of the “Appendix B”; and
Whereas, the “Tri-County Group” has adopted a policy of including a “Small Craft
Safety Buffer Zone” with no MPAs within a ten miles radius around ports, and
experienced local experts agree that this safety zone is necessary due to the nature of
North Coast weather and sea conditions; and
Whereas, the MPAs already approved during the North Central Coast MLPA process
include an area of over 20 square miles within a ten mile radius of Arena Cove; and,
Whereas, the MLPAI, in the Ecotrust report of May 13, 2008, has already projected a
loss to the Commercial Fishermen alone from Arena Cove of 16.5% of their income; and,
Whereas, the City’s main income for maintaining and operating the Arena Cove Harbor
facilities comes from fishing activities; and
Whereas, due to the existing MPAs as of April 1, 2010, the fishermen from Arena Cove
already will be subjected to longer trips, greater hazards and greater expenses in order to
expand their range; and,
Whereas, the ports of Mendocino County have historically shared marine resources,
infrastructure, search and rescue, enforcement, and navigational aides and they expect to
continue this practice;
Now, therefore, the City of Point Arena resolves that it is in the best interests of the
City, the Port of Arena Cove, local citizens, local fishermen and sea food gatherers, and
all mariners in general: that no new MPAs should be added to the coast, estuaries or bays

within a distance of 31 miles northward from the Point Arena SMR, and not closer than
ten miles to any of the historic neighboring Ports of Albion River and Noyo River.
Further be it resolved that in the North Coast MLPA Study Region, all socioeconomic
data will include references to Point Arena and the Port of Arena Cove and that all maps
of Proposed MPA Arrays will include the Four Existing MPAS near Arena Cove.
The only exceptions to this resolution are the following:
1. We recognize the necessity for the currently proposed Navarro River Estuary SMR.
Although the spacing of Estuarine MPAs is less critical, the Navarro River Estuary is the
closest estuary to the Russian River SMR to our south (at a distance of about 65 miles)
that meets the MLPAI Guidelines.
2. We recommend the continued existence of the Point Cabrillo MPA(s) with only minor
adjustments to the size and shape (not to exceed 10%) and changes to the existing
regulations for the sole scientific purpose of setting up controlled experiments to study
the interactions of Red Sea Urchins, Red Abalone, and Kelp and the sustainable harvest
of these species by humans.

Of the recently released eight “Round 1 – North Coast External Proposed Arrays” the
following four arrays meet the above standards: Array B from the Mendocino County
Community Alliance (MOCA), Array F from the Albion Harbor Regional Alliance
(AHRA), Array G from North Coast Local interest MPA Work Group (formerly The TriCounty Group), and Array H from the California Fisheries Coalition (CFC).
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 23rd day of March, 2010 by the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Councilmembers Ingham, Riboli, Sinnott
None
Councilmember Oropeza, Riehl

________________________________________
Lauren Sinnott, MAYOR
ATTEST:

_____________________________
Claudia B. Hillary, CITY CLERK
(SEAL)

Submitted March 24, 2010

