From: Devin O'Dea < >
Sent: Thursday, February 1, 2024 04:10 PM
To: FGC <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>

Cc: Mark Smith < >; Wayne Kotow < >; Keely
Hopkins < >; California Chapter
< >

Subject: Discussion Item 10 - Regulation change petitions (marine)

Dear Commission Staff,

Please accept the attached comment letter on behalf of Backcountry Hunters & Anglers, the Coastal
Conservation Association of California, and the Congressional Sportsman’s Foundation pertaining to
Discussion Item 10 at the upcoming Fish & Game Commission meeting.

Thank you,

Devin O’Dea | Western Policy & Conservation Manager

Backcountry Hunters & Anglers
Phone: (415) 246-5329
www.backcountryhunters.org
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February 1, 2024

California Fish and Game Commission
715 P Street, 16th Floor,
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Discussion Item 10 - Regulation change petitions (marine)
Dear President Sklar, Vice President Zavaleta & Commissioners,

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the numerous petitions under consideration at the February
meeting of the California Fish & Game Commission, and we offer the perspective of the many hundred
thousand supporters of our organizations to the Commission. We express grave concerns regarding
several of the proposals to eliminate fishing access along large stretches of the California coast and argue
that many of the petitions lack adequate scientific support and documentation to substantiate their
positions.

The Decadal Management Review (DMR) of the Marine Protected Area Network (MPA) has offered
important insights for MPA managers to help shape the adaptive management of MPA regulations,
including promising research that MPAs may increase biomass and provide resiliency against the impacts
of a changing climate for some species. The intent of the Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) and the
stewardship of our coastal resources are of paramount importance to California’s heritage. However,
these laudable goals and conservation benchmarks should not preclude access to harvest coastal foods
where state and federal fisheries managers have demonstrated robust and resilient fish stocks without any
current threat of overfishing, nor for those species where targeted fishing and active management would
benefit the overall ecosystem balance.

There are numerous, seemingly well-intentioned petitions currently before the Fish & Game Commission
that seek to preserve California’s coastal waters citing anthropogenic impacts to biodiversity and
ecosystems such as pollution, rising sea temperatures, disease, development and overfishing. While we
support the intent to safeguard our fish stocks, biodiversity, and ecosystem integrity, we strongly disagree
with the all-or-nothing approach adopted by many of the petitioners who proffer the wholesale
elimination of fishing access without adequate scientific rationale or the acknowledgement of regulatory
mechanisms already in place such as those established by the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation
and Management Act working through the Pacific Fisheries Management Council, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW),
the Fish & Game Commission, and the additional state/federal laws and agencies dedicated to this task.
Simply put, many of the petitions referenced below seek to advance preservation at all costs, pushing for
wholesale closures that circumvent the regulatory processes already in place, ultimately bludgeoning
access for the diverse angling communities that have revered these coastal traditions for generations.

Anglers and consumptive users will often be the first and loudest voices to advocate for restrictions or
even closures to ensure the sustainability of a fishery, as evidenced by the numerous fishing groups and
organizations advocating for the closure of the 2023 salmon season following the data and dismal
projections provided by the Pacific Fisheries Management Council and CDFW. However, a Californian



constitutional right to fish seems to stand in conflict with the presumption that restriction of access is
permissible where there is a lack of scientific evidence or data to justify the closure. Section 1, Article 25
of the California Constitution states, “the people shall have the right to fish upon and from the public
lands of the State and in the waters thereof,” and the courts in re Quinn (1973) defined “public lands of
the state” referenced in this article to include “access to fish in the inland streams and coastal waters of
the state.”

Shore fishing, diving/spearfishing, kayak/boat fishing and coastal gathering are low impact activities that
reflect the broad spectrum of California’s diverse community and constitute a valuable resource for
individuals across the economic divide to access nature and provide food for their families. We encourage
the Commission and MPA managers to consider the numerous communities that enjoy the state’s many
sustainable food resources when considering protections and recommendations that might unnecessarily
exclude these groups. We feel that these considerations are in line with the California Natural Resources
Agency’s Outdoors for All initiative and its commitment in the Pathways to 30x30 document to
“implement projects that do no further harm or pose unintended consequences to historically marginalized
communities.”* Specifically, we wish to highlight this issue with regards to the expansion of California’s
MPA network which restricts shore-based diving, foraging, and fishing access for all Californians —
especially historically marginalized communities, communities of color and Native American tribes.
From California’s Constitutional Right to Fish:

Anglers from historically marginalized communities may be less able to travel to fishing
locations and are more likely to require shore access, as opposed to access from a boat.
Anglers in communities like this need accessible shore-fishing, particularly given the
importance of subsistence fishing in poorer communities. Moreover, fishing opportunities
offer physical and psychological benefits to disadvantaged communities, not just access
to fish as food.2

It is within this context that we urge the Commission to take the following actions with regards to the
petitions they have received.

Petition 2023-14MPA: Allow commercial take of red sea urchins in nine state marine conservation
areas (SMCAs)

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-15MPA: Reclassify three northern Channel Islands state marine reserves (SMRs) to
SMCAs and allow take of highly migratory species, pelagic finfish, and/or coastal pelagic finfish

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation, but are encouraged by the proposal and the potential opportunity to gather more data on
limited take MPAs and long-term MPA monitoring at the Channels Islands.

1 https://resources.ca.gov/-/media/CNRA-Website/Files/Initiatives/30-by-
30/Final_Pathwaysto30x30_042022_508.pdf

2 Coats, Francis, and Karrigan Bork. “CALIFORNIA’S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO FISH.” Environmental Law, vol. 51,
no. 4, 2021, pp. 1085-147. JSTOR, https://www.jstor.org/stable/48647570. Accessed 22 Mar. 2023.



Petition 2023-16 MPA: Reclassify Stewarts Point and Bodega Head SMRs to SMCAs and allow
commercial take of salmon.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-18MPA: Modify allowed uses for four marine protected areas (MPAs) in Santa Barbara
Channel and eliminate two special closures.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-19MPA: Designate new "Chitgawi" SMCA near Morro Bay for California-Chumash co-
management

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-20MPA: Reclassify and rename Point Buchon SMR to "Chumash SMCA" for co-
management with tribal take exemption.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-21MPA: Modify Pyramid Point SMCA to remove recreational take of surf smelt and allow
tribal take exemption for Tolowa Dee-ni' Nation.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-22MPA: Define "rocky intertidal zone," add research, monitoring, restoration and
education allowance, and clarify protections in several Orange County MPAs.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-23MPA: Reclassify three SMCAs to SMRs, designate one new SMR in Monterey, and make
various changes related to kelp restoration.

We recommend the Commission deny this petition.

While the petitioner’s intent to restore kelp forests and ecosystem integrity at tankers reef and in the
surrounding waters is laudable, this broadly proscriptive petition would unnecessarily restrict access for
anglers where there is no clear scientific rationale. In fact, the petitioner submitted a very similar petition
seeking to close access for groundfish along a large stretch of the coast in this region in 2023 which the
Department of Fish & Wildlife rejected citing a lack of scientific evidence to support the claim. We
support the ongoing efforts to restore kelp forests through urchin culling and other means, however we
oppose reclassifying these SMCAs to SMRs and the establishment of a new SMR in Monterey.



Petition 2023-24MPA: Expand Laguna Beach no-take SMCA southward to border of City of Laguna
Beach and modify Dana Point SMCA boundaries

We recommend the Commission deny this petition.

We oppose this petition on the basis that it lacks scientific documentation or justification to eliminate
fishing access in the proposed area. The petitioner argues primarily for administrative ease that the no-
take closure be extended to the edge of city limits. During the implementation of the MLPA, MPAs were
sited utilizing careful selection criteria based on habitat type, proximity from other MPAs, impact to
communities and more. The petitioner argues that all beaches within the City of Laguna Beach should be
no-take MPAs in order to streamline enforcement and that homeowners “feel that it is not equitable to
have only the north and central beaches protected.” It should be noted that the petitioner also states
clearly in the Economic or Fiscal Impact section of the petition that “estimated resident property values
gain an increase of 20% from proximity to a fully protected MPA” which may explain more robust
support from the city and homeowners.

The petitioner also cites kelp forest health as justification for eliminating fishing access, however the 100
+ page report included with the petition doesn’t reference fishing pressure or boat activity with regards to
kelp forest health and instead focuses on water temperature, nutrients, wave height, upwelling, rainfall
and other stressors. As such, we recommend the Commission deny this petition since there is no scientific
documentation to support its claims, and it would only negatively impact anglers who would be forced to
travel further to reach fishing grounds.

Petition 2023-27MPA: Reclassify a portion or all of Anacapa SMCA to an SMR to protect eelgrass

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation. We recognize the value of eelgrass beds for overall ecosystem health and habitat;
however, it should be noted that many recreational anglers who target pelagic fish do not anchor and
instead prefer to drift fish or troll instead which would have zero impact on the bottom habitat and
eelgrass.

Petition 2023-28MPA: Designate a new SMR at Point Sal, or designate as an SMCA with a tribal take
exemption based on tribal consultation

We recommend the Commission deny this petition.

While the petitioner takes time to identify the important habitat types, larval transport zones, and cultural
significance of the Point Sal area, and they reference potential threats to the region from coastal
development and industry, they fail to elaborate in any substantive way why fishing access should be
removed from this wild and iconic central coast fishing destination. The petitioner states: “current
[commercial] fishing in the proposed area is limited, likely due to its considerable distance from nearest
port areas of Morro Bay and Santa Barbara.” They also admit that they have no data or analysis with
regards to recreational fishing and state, “our request to CDFW for recreational fishing data from this area
was being processed at time of submission; we will evaluate the potential impact to recreational fishers
and submit it to the state following receipt of the requested data.”

A limited google search of “Point Sal fishing” also uncovers a large number of recreational fishing blogs
and videos detailing the remote and adventurous hike to fish this area from a diverse population of
anglers. In 2023 one blogger wrote, “had a great time hiking miles and miles and miles to fish Point Sal
with Martin Mansera from Mansera Outdoors...It's such a remote location and so difficult to access, it



makes for a really rad adventure.” Recreational fishing trips to the area by boat are also common, and
fishing is noted in nearly every travel guide or city/county website that talks about visiting Point Sal.

Regarding access and disadvantaged communities, the petitioner writes, “the California Environmental
Protection Agency identifies the adjacent city of Guadalupe as “disadvantaged” under CA Senate Bill
535, and their synthesis of environmental and socioeconomic indicators further reveals that Guadalupe —
alongside Santa Maria and Lompoc — are underprivileged communities that experience significant
cumulative impacts from pollution. Given these communities’ close proximity to Point Sal, implementing
an SMR at the proposed site could enhance access for disadvantaged populations to valuable coastal
resources and fishing opportunities.”

To justify this confounding claim that removing fishing access could somehow enhance fishing
opportunities for disadvantaged communities, the petitioner cites a study of commercial lobster fishing
and the concept of “spillover.” They write, “California’s MPAs have been shown to increase the biomass
of fishery-targeted species and promote “spillover” into nearby coastal areas, benefitting nearby fishing
grounds.”

Spillover and the positive impacts to fisheries located in waters adjacent to MPAs are often referenced in
association with the MPA network, and the limited, initial science has demonstrated some positive
correlations with spillover of invertebrates like lobsters to adjacent fishing grounds in select study areas
and commercial fishing for tuna in Hawaii. However, there remains an opportunity to further study this
hypothesis and to promote scientific research that successfully documents spillover of targeted finfish
across the MPA network in California. Some data from MPA monitoring along the Central California
Coast indicated limited evidence of spillover from targeted finfish that were tagged and recaptured at a
later point during the study period as evidenced from the Starr et al study: Variation in Responses of
Fishes across Multiple Reserves within a Network of Marine Protected Areas in Temperate Waters:

As of July 2014, a total of 251 individual tag recaptures have been reported (Table 8).
Tagged fishes were recaptured by commercial and recreational hook-and-line fishermen,
commercial trap fishermen, SCUBA divers, and during our fishing surveys. Of all the
tagged fishes recapture and reported, 71% were recaptured in the same site and grid cell
as they were released, and 22% of recaptured fishes were caught within the same site but
outside the original grid cell where they were released. Only 18 fish, or 7% of the
recaptured fishes, were recaptured beyond the boundaries of the MPA or REF site in
which they were released. The mean net distance moved by eight of nine species
recaptured was less than half the length of the MPAs we studied.?

While we do not seek to draw conclusions regarding the overall merits of spillover to adjacent fisheries
from the results of one study, we do encourage additional research to evaluate the impacts that MPAs
have on local fisheries and fisheries as a whole, especially within the context of varied siting and
disparate habitat types evidenced across the MPA network. As the Forcada study indicated, “We conclude
that spillover effects are not a universal consequence of siting MPAs in temperate waters and they are
related to the distribution of habitats inside and around MPAs.” (Forcada et al., 2009).

Due to the limited scientific understanding of spillover as it relates to the Marine Protected Area Network
as a whole, especially with regards to finfish which would be the primary target of recreational shore and

3 4 Starr RM, Wendt DE, Barnes CL, Marks Cl, Malone D, et al. (2015) Variation in Responses of Fishes across
Multiple Reserves within a Network of Marine Protected Areas in Temperate Waters. PLOS ONE 10(3): e0118502.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0118502



boat-based anglers at Point Sal, we disagree with the petitioner’s logical assumptions and the argument as
a whole. In fact, when considered in the context presented from the Constitutional Right to Fish article,
the discussion is turned on its head entirely. “Anglers from historically marginalized communities may be
less able to travel to fishing locations and are more likely to require shore access, as opposed to access
from a boat. Anglers in communities like this need accessible shore-fishing, particularly given the
importance of subsistence fishing in poorer communities.”

With the two large no-take SMRs located just South of this newly proposed MPA (Vandenberg SMR &
Point Conception SMR) and Point Buchon to the North, it would seem the opportunities to fish and
forage the coast for residents of Guadalupe, Lompoc and Santa Maria are already few and far between. In
fact, in 2022 the City of Lompoc petitioned the Fish & Game Commission to allow for shore-fishing
access along a ¥ mile stretch of beach with in the Vandenberg SMR, citing a lack of access to historic
fishing grounds for the local communities.

We share the petitioner’s concerns regarding habitat disruption from off-shore energy production and the
associated infrastructure, however, we note the likely establishment of the Chumash Heritage National
Marine Sanctuary (CHNMS) designation which would effectively curtail any development or offshore
energy production in this region. Planning for the CHNMS has included fishing access as a key
component of the proposed designation.

As a result, we recommend the Commission deny this petition.

Petition 2023-29MPA: Designate a new SMCA with a tribal take exemption for and co-management with
Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians in Santa Barbara

We recommend the Commission deny this petition.

We oppose the petitioner’s request to designate a new, no-take SMCA in Carpinteria for several reasons.
First, the petitioner argues that spacing and connectivity is a key concern in this location with the distance
between the Campus Point and Point Dume SMCAs at 64 nautical miles (nm) instead of the
recommended 54 nm to ensure ecological connectivity. When this request is examined within the broader
context of MPA siting, it is clear that the target spacing between MPAs could be easily achieved by
moving the Campus Point SMCA South or the Point Dume SMCA North, since both are located well-
within the recommended 54nm from adjacent MPAs on either side.

Additionally, the petitioner cites the location as important nursery habitat for juvenile great white sharks
as justification for establishing a no-take SMR. They write, “Research conducted in the Southern
California Bight has found that fisheries bycatch is likely the main source of mortality for JWS.”
However, the article they cite to support this claim, John F. Benson et. al., discloses that for great white
sharks they captured and tagged, “mortality risk was substantially greater off the coast of Baja, Mexico
compared with California.” Importantly, the research paper also states, “that incidental gillnet capture
continues to be the primary source of mortality for juveniles. The lower mortality risk we documented in
California waters suggests that full closure of gillnet fishing close to shore is a more effective
management strategy than simply banning targeted fishing to reduce mortality risk due to bycatch.”®

4 Coats, Francis, and Karrigan Bork. “CALIFORNIA’S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO FISH.” Environmental Law, vol. 51,
no. 4, 2021, pp. 1085-147. JSTOR, https://www.jstor.org/stable/48647570. Accessed 22 Mar. 2023.

5 Benson JF, Jorgensen SJ, O'Sullivan JB, et al. Juvenile survival, competing risks, and spatial variation in mortality
risk of a marine apex predator. J Appl Ecol. 2018; 55: 2888-2897. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.13158
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As the petitioner is undoubtedly aware, gillnet fishing is banned in state waters and therefore the proposed
MPA would have no impact on the gillnet fishery or likely the mortality risk to great white sharks.

The petitioner notes the location’s popularity with recreational lobster divers and the likely opposition
from stakeholders who would oppose the additional loss of access. The mortality risk to great white
sharks from the recreational lobster fishery is zero, similar to the risk from spearfishing, yet the petitioner
seeks to eliminate access entirely without providing any scientific rationale for the closure. As a result, we
request that the Commission deny this petition.

Petition 2023-31MPA: Reclassify Drakes Estero SMCA to an SMR and combine with Estero de
Limantour SMR as a single SMR:

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation but encourage the Commission to maintain access for clamming unless there is a clear
threat to the fishery or surrounding ecosystem.

It is worth noting that the National Park Service mentions in their comment letter that the area is now
Congressionally Designated Wilderness and that “recreational take of shellfish appears to be very rare,
[and] requires long kayak trips in wilderness area.” Just because something is difficult doesn’t mean it
should be illegal.

Petition 2023-32MPA: Reclassify Duxbury Reef SMCA as an SMR and expand northern and southern
boundaries

We recommend that the Commission deny or refer this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for
review and recommendation but emphasize maintaining fishing access for local communities at Duxbury
Reef. The vast majority of complaints regarding Duxbury reef are related to enforcement and compliance,
rather than a scientific justification for eliminating access. Shore fishing is an important past-time for the
diverse communities that comprise the North Bay Area, and removing access to a popular fishing
destination should not be justified simply based on the actions of a few bad apples.

Petition 2023-33MPA: Expand the boundaries of five SMRs and one SMCA, and designate a new SMR
off Pleasure Point, in Santa Cruz

We recommend that this petition be denied or referred to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review
and recommendation due to its broad scope and complexity. The petitioner seeks to enhance protections
for kelp forests, but does so with an overly broad brush. Rather than advocating for reducing fishing
pressure for predators of kelp grazers, like lobster and sheepshead, the petition advocates for the closure
of all fishing, including the harvest of grazer species like urchins that have been documented to decimate
kelp forests.

The petitioner argues that eliminating fishing pressure within the proposed MPA areas would somehow
bolster kelp populations, but the claim is not well documented by scientific research in this petition. A
noteworthy case study, by comparison, is the ongoing Tanker’s Reef kelp restoration project, where
volunteers have been culling purple urchins within study plots and tracking kelp recovery within the study
area and a control site nearby. The initial data for the last three years shows a clear correlation between
the removal of purple urchins and kelp recovery in the study plot with no kelp recovery in the adjacent
control where urchins were not removed. Fishing is permitted in the Tanker’s reef area, however, in
adjacent MPA’s that have not permitted active restoration and where fishing is not allowed, urchin barons
persist and kelp recovery remains minimal.



Kelp forest health and resiliency is a complex and multi-variable equation that can be impacted by
numerous factors including water temperature, disease, pollution, algal blooms, wave energy, commercial
harvest and more. We support efforts to restore kelp forests across the coast and recognize the role they
play in the overall ecosystem health of fisheries, especially the abalone fishery that remains closed until
2026. We urge caution, however where broad fishing closures are enacted in the attempt to solve a
problem that requires a more nuanced and carefully crafted multidisciplinary approach.

It should also be noted that the petitioner indicates support for recreational hook and line fishing and
spearfishing as an acceptable alternative in several of the MPAs referenced in the petition.

Petition 2023-34MPA: Reclassify Point Buchon SMCA to an SMR and modify take at Farnsworth
Onshore and Offshore SMCAs to only allow recreational spearfishing.

We recommend that the Commission deny this petition and we emphasize the substantial impacts to
current fishing access. The petitioner argues that since the salmon season was closed in 2023 it will likely
be closed in perpetuity, which would justify eliminating salmon and albacore fishing access at the Point
Buchon SMCA. Salmon populations often decrease during drought years and can rebound with increased
precipitation or water allocation as was the case in 2008 and 2009 when the fishery was closed and then
reopened. We are cautiously optimistic that the salmon numbers will once again bounce back following
the increased precipitation received over the past two years.

In the draft Pathways to 30x30 document, the CNRA writes: “It should be noted that limited-take State
MPAs provide an excellent model for other jurisdictions looking to balance biodiversity conservation
with sustainable well-managed commercial and recreational fishing.” We feel that reclassifying the Point
Buchon SMCA as an SMR and eliminating fishing in this area would be inappropriate; however, we
support any attempts to improve enforcement and compliance with existing regulations.

Furthermore, the proposal to modify take at Farnsworth Onshore and Offshore SMCAs would
disproportionately impact a broad variety and collection of user groups who may not be physically able or
inclined to spearfish. For this reason and the lack of concrete scientific data to justify the additional
restrictions, we recommend the Commission deny this petition.

Sincerely,

Devin O’Dea
Western Policy & Conservation Manager
Backcountry Hunters & Anglers

Wayne Kotow
Executive Director
Coastal Conservation Association California

Keely Hopkins
Western States Manager
Congressional Sportsman’s Foundation



FGC@FGC

From: Rick Duenas < >

Sent: Friday, February 2, 2024 8:41 AM

To: FGC

Subject: Public comment on several 2023-MPA petitions

Dear Members of the Commission,

My name is Rick Duenas. | reside in Pacifica, CA but recreate up and down the coast. | write to you as an
avid angler and spearfisherman expressing concern and opposition regarding several of the 2023 MPA
petitions that impact areas for which | am both a consumptive stakeholder and steward. Many of these
petitions will exclude and alienate consumptive stakeholders from participating in the MPA network,
whether through designation changes or boundary expansions. | urge you to please reject petitions 2023-
23MPA, 2023-24MPA, 2023-26MPA, 2023- 27MPA, 2023-29MPA, 2023-32MPA, 2023-33MPA, and 2023-
34MPA for the reasons enumerated below.

2023-23MPA: This petition will effectively ban fishing and spearfishing from the entire north side of
the Monterey Peninsula by converting existing SMCAs to no-take SMRs. These SMCAs provide
important nearshore opportunities for various consumptive stakeholders. The petitioner, as they
attempted in a prior petition rejected by FGC (petition 2023-02), incorrectly claims eliminating
finfish take will benefit kelp. In fact, the literature cited by the petition itself even states
"[population and mean biomass responses] in the Central Coast MPAs were highly variable" and
"kelp canopy monitoring from Landsat remote sensing did not detect a strong effect of MPA
protection on average kelp canopy area." (Carr, et al.) This petition is not grounded in scientific
reasoning or sound fisheries management and should be rejected.

2023-24MPA: This petition will effectively ban fishing, spearfishing, and all other take in the
entirety of Laguna Beach. The petitioner cites ease of enforcement and anecdotal overharvesting
and substrate degradation as rationale. This is unfair to consumptive stakeholders, essentially
saying "it is too hard for city enforcement to learn the different regulations between different
areas, so we want to impose a blanket ban on all consumptive stakeholders rather than
addressing the root problem of educating the public." Frankly, this petition proposes lazy, non-
adaptive management and should be rejected.

2023-26MPA: This petition aims to protect intertidal habitat and simplify enforcement but will
effectively ban lobster diving from the productive reef at the southern end of Cardiff State Beach.
This petition should be rejected and the petitioner advised to propose a smaller, intertidal-take-
specific MPA in its place if that truly is the concern.

2023- 27MPA: This petition aims to protect eel grass against anchor and lobster trap damage by
converting Anacapa SMCA to a no-take SMR but will effectively ban consumptive take on the
entire northern side of Anacapa Island. Why not simply address these threats via regulation
change instead of designation change? This petition should be rejected and the petitioner advised
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to propose a regulation change that prohibits lobster trapping and anchoring shallower than 20
meters; this will allow anglers and divers to drift through or swim in, the intention of the original
regulations.

e 2023-29MPA: This petition will effectively ban all take off Carpinteria in Santa Barbara County.
This is a popular and important nearshore access opportunity for lobster diving, which is limited
to shallow reefs like those found here. This petition should be rejected or revised to make an
exemption for low impact take like lobster diving and shore angling.

e 2023-32MPA: This petition will severely limit shore angling opportunities off the Marin coastline.
This is an equity issue in that shore-based anglers cannot simply motor to other areas in boats.
This petition should be rejected in favor of public education and outreach.

e 2023-33MPA: This petition will severely limit consumptive stakeholder opportunities in several
important kelp forests in Southern and Central California, kelp forests that provide equitable
access to nearshore activities like angling, lobster diving, and spearfishing. It is inappropriate for a
single petition to propose changes to seven unrelated areas; this petition should be split into
seven distinct petitions to weigh stakeholder input for each specific area. These expansions are
unnecessary in that they target kelp forests that have done particularly well the last decade
without MPA intervention. The petition cites warm water events and pollution as threats to kelp
forests, yet expanding MPA areas do nothing to mitigate these threats. Itis also important to
manage these areas in the status quo to serve as a scientific control to compare the efficacy of
other MPAs against. This petition should be rejected. Particularly egregious proposals therein:

o Expanding Cabrillo SMR as proposed will result in divers and anglers losing access to 100%
of nearshore reefs and kelp in San Diego.

o Expanding South Point SMR as proposed will result in divers and anglers losing access to
50% of the south coastline of Santa Rosa Island.

o Expanding Natural Bridges SMR (and intertidal-focused MPA) to 3nm offshore will
eliminate large swaths of groundfish and salmon opportunity from anglers, completely
unrelated to the inshore kelp.

o Designating the Pleasure Point SMR as proposed will result in divers and anglers losing
access to importantinshore reefs and kelp in eastern Santa Cruz County.

e 2023-34MPA: This petition aims to ease enforcement and compliance by converting Point Buchon
SMCA to a no-take SMR. Again, this is throwing the baby out with the bath water. Moreover, the
petitioner justifies prohibiting take of salmon because there is a temporary statewide salmon
closure, leaving no room for this to change in the future with better recruitment conditions. This
petition should be rejected in favor of public education, outreach, and increase enforcement
emphasis on the existing MPA.

In summary, the aforementioned petitions alienate and restrict opportunity for a large cohort of
consumptive stakeholders across the state in an uncompromising and blanket manner. These petitions
should be rejected and the petitioners advised to re-group and bring to the table more specific solutions
that address root causes to the compliance, enforcement and protection gaps identified as rationale.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Rick Duenas



FGC@FGC

From: Michael Eberhardt < >

Sent: Sunday, February 4, 2024 11:33 AM

To: FGC

Subject: Subject: Opposition to Proposed MPAs - Petitions 2023-23MPA, 2023-24MPA,

2023-26MPA, 2023-29MPA, 2023-32MPA, and 2023-33MPA

Michael Eberhardt

San Francisco, CA

2.4.24

Fish and Game Commission
715 P Street, 16th floor,

Sacramento, 95814

Subject: Opposition to Proposed MPAs - Petitions 2023-23MPA, 2023-24MPA, 2023-26MPA, 2023-
29MPA, 2023-32MPA, and 2023-33MPA

Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the series of Marine Protected Area (MPA) petitions
currently under consideration, specifically 2023-23MPA, 2023-24MPA, 2023-26MPA, 2023-29MPA, 2023-
32MPA, and 2023-33MPA. These proposed changes, | believe, are not only detrimental to the rights and

1



interests of consumptive stakeholders but are also lacking in scientific rationale, equitable enforcement
strategies, and fail to directly address the purported environmental concerns.

**2023-23MPA** seeks to convert existing State Marine Conservation Areas (SMCAs) on the north side of
the Monterey Peninsula into no-take State Marine Reserves (SMRs), effectively banning all fishing and
spearfishing activities. This proposal disregards the importance of these areas for consumptive users
and is based on the unfounded claim that prohibiting finfish take will benefit kelp forests. This approach
is not supported by scientific evidence and overlooks the need for sound fisheries management
practices.

**2023-24MPA** proposes a complete ban on fishing, spearfishing, and all other take activities in
Laguna Beach. The justification for this sweeping prohibition—citing enforcement difficulties and
anecdotal evidence of overharvesting—overlooks the fundamental issue of public education on existing
regulations. This blanket approach unfairly penalizes law-abiding stakeholders and is an example of
regulatory overreach based on convenience rather than necessity.

**2023-26MPA** aims to protect intertidal habitats at Cardiff State Beach but in doing so would unjustly
prohibit lobster diving in one of the area's most productive reefs. This proposal is an overextension of
enforcement simplification that sacrifices valuable recreational opportunities without considering more
targeted and reasonable restrictions.

**2023-29MPA** seeks to eliminate all take activities off Carpinteria, impacting essential access for low-
impact recreation such as lobster diving. This area is crucial for sustainable nearshore activities, and the
proposed ban disregards the socio-economic benefits derived from these practices.

**2023-32MPA** would significantly restrict shore angling and some kayak fishing opportunities off the
Marin coastline by expanding the Duxbury Reef SMCA. This change is proposed under the guise of
enforcement ease but in reality, would severely limit public access to marine resources without a clear
environmental justification.

**2023-33MPA** proposes broad restrictions across several key kelp forest areas in Southern and
Central California. The sweeping nature of this petition fails to consider localized stakeholder input and
does not effectively address the cited threats of warm water events and pollution. Instead, it would
indiscriminately restrict access to valuable fishing grounds and recreational areas.



In summary, these petitions lack a balanced consideration of ecological preservation, stakeholder
interests, and the socio-economic impact on local communities. They also fail to provide compelling
scientific evidence to justify such extensive prohibitions. | urge the Commission to reject these
proposals and to seek more targeted, science-based, and equitable solutions to marine conservation
challenges.

Thank you for considering my views on this matter. | trust that the Commission will make decisions that
are in the best interest of both our marine ecosystems and the communities that rely on them.

Sincerely,

Michael Eberhardt



FGC@FGC

From: Joe Huettl < >
Sent: Sunday, February 4, 2024 4:12 PM
To: FGC

Subject: MPA

Dear President Sklar and Honorable Members of the Commission,

| am writing to oppose the following petitions under consideration at this month’s Fish and Game
Commission meeting.

2023-23MPA - Eliminating Tanker’s Reef would remove an important area from a popular kayak
fishing destination for rockfish, California halibut, sardines, and other fin fish. Kayak fishing has little
or no impact on kelp beds. Changing three SMCAs to SMRs would also eliminate areas that are
currently available and popular to catch squid recreationally. The petitioner makes statements
regarding recreational fishing effects on both kelp health and diver safety that are not backed by
science. The culling of urchins is listed as the primary strategy of kelp restoration and they do not
make a good case for recreational fishing having much of an affect on that.

2023-33MPA - Expanding Natural Bridges SMR three nautical miles out goes far beyond the goals of
the petition and severely negatively affects recreational fishing. Recreational fishing has little to no
affect on kelp forests. Creating a new SMR at Pleasure Point would have a huge impact on
recreational fishing with very little benefit to kelp restoration. This is a popular fishing area for non-
motorized vessels and small boats. At some point these restrictions would eliminate Santa Cruz as a
fishing destination, with local economic impacts to follow. In one of their letters they state that the
proposed MPA is not subject to any significant commercial take. So the designation would affect sport
fishing and diving for the most part.

2023-32MPA - Changing Duxbury Reef SMCA to an SMR will eliminate local shore fishing
opportunities. Expanding the proposed SMR could have a negative affect on kayak and boat fishing.

2023-20MPA - Expanding Point Buchon North would eliminate one of the few ocean kayak fishing
opportunities on the Central Coast.

Please take into account the loss of recreational fishing opportunities and their effect on local
economies and morale.

This current barrage of petitions to expand the MPA network is meant to overwhelm the opposition
and disregards the thousands of Californians who fish recreationally.

Sincerely,



Joseph Huettl

Walnut Creek , CA



FGC@FGC

From: Rachel Lucine <rlucine@environmentcalifornia.org>

Sent: Thursday, February 1, 2024 5:19 PM

To: FGC

Cc: Laura Deehan

Subject: Supplemental Materials for Petitions 2023-33MPA and 2023-34MPA
Attachments: 2.1.24 Fish & Wildlife MPA Letter.docx; 2.14.24 Marine Protected Areas_CFGC LOS

(1).pdf; Local Elected Official - CA 30x30 MPA Letter of Support.pdf; eNGO Letter of
Support- Kelp Forest Petition (2023-33MPA).pdf; eNGO Letter of Support- Strengthen
MPA (2023-34MPA).pdf

Hello Fish and Game Commission,

Attached are additional supplemental materials for Environment California's and Azul's petitions (2023-
33MPA and 2023-34MPA). We are pleased to share letters of support from State Senators Laird and
Wiener, along with signatures from 16 local elected officials. Additionally, we have garnered 25
signatures from eNGOs for petition 2023-33MPA and 28 signatures from eNGOS for petition 2023-
34MPA.

We are actively gathering more support and plan to submit additional materials and updates to these
numbers before the February 9th deadline. Please feel free to reach out if you have any questions or
need further information.

Best regards,

Rachel Lucine (she/her)
Ocean Conservation Campaign Associate, Environment California
Phone: (707) 241-5082
rlucine@environmentcalifornia.org

Linkedln | Twitter

I
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February 2, 2024

California Fish and Game Commission
P.O. Box 944209
Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

Re: Petitions to Modify the CA Marine Protected Area Network to Enhance Protections
Dear President Sklar and Honorable Commissioners,

As a state senator and advocate for the health and vitality of California's coastal ecosystems, | am
writing to express my unwavering support for the expansion of the state's network of Marine
Protected Areas (MPASs). Implementing new highly or fully protected areas and increasing the
rigor of existing marine protected areas are crucial steps in safeguarding our diverse marine
species and ensuring the long-term well-being of the ecosystems off our shores.

The state of our ocean is at a critical juncture, with escalating global temperatures, declining
biodiversity, and a growing number of endangered marine species. Northern California has lost
more than 95% of its kelp forests since 2014, and kelp forests statewide have experienced
declines over the past decade!. Pollution, overfishing, offshore drilling and other human
activities are threatening ocean habitats and marine species, while the changing climate increases
the risk of extreme weather events and puts even greater stress on ocean ecosystems.23

In the face of these mounting threats, California has a unique opportunity to take bold and
effective action to conserve ocean habitats and ensure a greater abundance of life off our coast.

! Meredith McPhersonet al, Large-scale shiftin the structure of a kelp forest ecosystem co-occurs with anepizootic
and marine heatwave, Communications Biology, March 5, 2021

2 James Horrox, Steve Blackledge and Kelsey Lamp, “New Life for the Ocean: How marine protections keep our
waters wild,” Environment America Research and policy Center & Frontier Group, February 2021

3 Arafeh-Dalmau etal., Integrating climate adaptationand transboundary management: Guildenes for designing
climate smart marine protected areas, One Earth 6, 1-19 November 17,2023



President Sklar
February 2, 2024
Page 2

Over two decades ago, the state passed the groundbreaking Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA),
which called on the state to use one of the most powerful tools for ocean conservation: marine
protected areas (MPAS).

MPAs, like state parks on land, protect unique and important ocean habitats from activities that
can damage ocean life. Areas that are strongly protected have been shown to be highly effective
in conserving biodiversity, enhancing ecosystem resilience, and mitigating the impacts of climate
change on our oceans.*

California’s network of MPAs, foreseen in the MLPA, celebrated its tenth-anniversary last year,
and the state’s decadal management review showed that marine life in existing reserves better
withstood recent marine heatwaves, and reserves across the state had higher biomass of
commercially caught fish than areas lacking protection.®

Now, we need to build on this system and maintain California’s role as a leader, both nationally
and globally, in the fight to protect more ocean habitats.

That’s why [ urge you to strengthen and expand our state’s network of MPAs within the adaptive
management process of the Decadal Management Review. In particular, I am writing in support
of the petitions calling to expand Natural Bridges SMR, Point Conception SMR, South Point
SMR, Gull Island SMR, Cabrillo SMR, and Point Dume SMCA, strengthen the protections at
Point Buchon SMCA and Farnsworth SMCA, and implement a new SMR at Pleasure Point.

We, as Californians, have a deep love for our ocean and feel a profound responsibility to
participate in decisions that impact our state's coastal waters. Our ocean is not just a source of
clean air, wildlife, and natural beauty but also a mystery that beckons exploration and discovery.

It is our moral imperative to lead the nation and the world in taking bold actions to preserve the
sea in our own backyard, ensuring its future and the well-being of the communities that rely on it
for their survival and prosperity.

In conclusion, I strongly urge you, Honorable Commissioners, to expand and strengthen
California's MPA network to encompass and protect more critical ocean habitats. By doing so,
you will leave a lasting legacy of environmental stewardship.

Thank you for your unwavering commitment to the welfare of our ocean and for considering this
proposal. Together, we can ensure a healthier, more abundant future for the unique marine
ecosystems that define California.

4 James Horrox, Steve Blackledge and Kelsey Lamp, “New Life for the Ocean: How marine protections keep our
waters wild,” Environment America Research and policy Center & Frontier Group, February 2021

> California Department of Fish and Wildlife, 2022 California’s Marine Protected Area Network Decadal
Management Review



President Sklar
February 2, 2024
Page 3

Sincerely,

St Wiere

Scott Wiener
Senator, 11th District
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February 14, 2024

California Fish and Game Commission
P.O. Box 944209
Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

Subject: Petition to Increase Enhance Protections and Streamline Enforcement for
Specified California State MPAs

Dear President Sklar and Honorable Commissioners:

As the Senator representing the Central Coast and the entire Monterey Bay shoreline, | am
writing to express my strong support for the expansion of California’s network of Marine
Protected Areas (MPAS) to include the expansion of Natural Bridges State Marine Reserve,
increased protection of Point Buchon State Marine Reserve/State Marine Conservation Area
and the creation of a new MPA at Pleasure Point. Protecting critical marine habitat (including
stable kelp forests) and increasing protections for existing MPAs are crucial steps in ensuring
the long-term health of the state’s treasured marine ecosystems.

Over two decades ago, the California legislature passed the groundbreaking Marine Life
Protection Act (MLPA), which facilitated the creation of MPAs in California waters. According
to the Environment America Research and Policy Center, MPAs have proven highly effective
in conserving biodiversity, enhancing ecosystem resilience, and mitigating the impacts of
climate change on our oceans. California’s network of MPAs celebrated its tenth anniversary
last year, and the state’s Decadal Management Review revealed that marine life in existing
reserves exhibited increased tolerance to recent marine heatwaves, and reserves across
the state produced higher biomass commercially caught fish than did areas that lack that
protection.

However, the state of our ocean is at a critical juncture, with escalating global sea surface
temperatures, declining biodiversity, and a growing number of endangered marine species.
Northern California has lost more than 95% of its kelp forests since 2014, and kelp forests
statewide have experienced drastic declines in biomass over the past decade. Pollution,
overfishing, offshore drilling, and other human activities are threatening marine habitat, and



climate change increases risk of extreme weather events and enhances stress on ocean
ecosystems. In the face of these mounting threats, California has a unique opportunity to
take bold and effective action to conserve ocean habitats.

| urge you to expand California's MPA network to encompass areas of persistent kelp
forests, according to the scope of the adaptive management process of the Decadal
Management Review. In particular, | am writing in support of the expansion and
strengthening of the Point Buchon and Natural Bridges State Marine Reserves (SMRs) off
the coast of my Senate district. It is our moral imperative to lead the nation and the world in
taking bold actions to preserve marine habitat, starting in our own backyard, by ensuring its
future and the well-being of the communities that rely on it for their survival and prosperity.

Thank you for your steadfast commitment to environmental stewardship and the welfare of
our ocean. Together, we can ensure a healthier, more abundant future for the unique marine
ecosystems that define California’s coast.

Sincerely,
Sd““ Land

John Laird
Senator, 17t District



California Fish and Game Commission
P.O. Box 944209
Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

February 1, 2024
Re: Petitions to Modify the CA Marine Protected Area Network to Enhance Protections
Dear President Sklar and Honorable Commissioners,

As a local elected official and advocate for the health and vitality of California's coastal
ecosystems, | am writing to express my unwavering support for the expansion of the state's
network of Marine Protected Areas (MPAs). Implementing new highly or fully protected areas
and increasing the rigor of existing marine protected areas are crucial steps in safeguarding our
diverse marine species and ensuring the long-term well-being of the ecosystems off our shores.

The state of our ocean is at a critical juncture, with escalating global temperatures, declining
biodiversity, and a growing number of endangered marine species. Northern California has lost
more than 95% of its kelp forests since 2014, and kelp forests statewide have experienced
declines over the past decade." Pollution, overfishing, offshore drilling and other human
activities are threatening ocean habitats and marine species, while the changing climate
increases the risk of extreme weather events and puts even greater stress on ocean
ecosystems.? 3

In the face of these mounting threats, California has a unique opportunity to take bold and
effective action to conserve ocean habitats and ensure a greater abundance of life off our coast.
Over two decades ago, the state passed the groundbreaking Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA),
which called on the state to use one of the most powerful tools for ocean conservation: marine
protected areas (MPAS).

MPAs, like state parks on land, protect unique and important ocean habitats from activities that
can damage ocean life. Areas that are strongly protected have been shown to be highly
effective in conserving biodiversity, enhancing ecosystem resilience, and mitigating the impacts
of climate change on our oceans.*

" Meredith McPherson et. al, Large-scale shift in the structure of a kelp forest ecosystem co-occurs with
an epizootic and marine heatwave, Communications Biology, March 5, 2021
2 James Horrox, Steve Blackledge and Kelsey Lamp, “New Life for th n: How marine pr ion

keep our waters wild,” Environment America Research and Policy Center & Frontier Group, February
2021.

3 Arafeh-Dalmau et al., Integrating climate adaptation and transboundary management: Guidelines for
designing climate smart marine protected areas, One Earth 6, 1-19 November 17, 2023 2 2023 Published
by Elsevier Inc.

4 James Horrox, Steve Blackledge and Kelsey Lamp, “New Life for the Ocean: How marine protections
keep our waters wild,” Environment America Research and Policy Center & Frontier Group, February
2021.
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https://www.nature.com/articles/s42003-021-01827-6

California’s network of MPAs, foreseen in the MLPA, celebrated its tenth-anniversary last year,
and the state’s decadal management review showed that marine life in existing reserves better
withstood recent marine heatwaves, and reserves across the state had higher biomass of
commercially caught fish than areas lacking protection.®

Now, we need to build on this system and maintain California’s role as a leader, both nationally
and globally, in the fight to protect more ocean habitats.

That’s why | urge you to strengthen and expand our state’s network of MPAs within the adaptive
management process of the Decadal Management Review. In particular, | am writing in support
of the petitions calling to expand Natural Bridges SMR, Point Conception SMR, South Point
SMR, Gull Island SMR, Cabrillo SMR, and Point Dume SMCA, strengthen the protections at
Point Buchon SMCA and Farnsworth SMCA, and implement a new SMR at Pleasure Point.

We, as Californians, have a deep love for our ocean and feel a profound responsibility to
participate in decisions that impact our state's coastal waters. Our ocean is not just a source of
clean air, wildlife, and natural beauty but also a mystery that beckons exploration and discovery.
It is our moral imperative to lead the nation and the world in taking bold actions to preserve the
sea in our own backyard, ensuring its future and the well-being of the communities that rely on it
for their survival and prosperity.

In conclusion, | strongly urge you, Honorable Commissioners, to expand and strengthen
California's MPA network to encompass and protect more critical ocean habitats. By doing so,
you will leave a lasting legacy of environmental stewardship.

Thank you for your unwavering commitment to the welfare of our ocean and for considering this
proposal. Together, we can ensure a healthier, more abundant future for the unique marine
ecosystems that define California.

Sincerely,

Alex Miller, Council Member, City of Seaside

Teresa Acosta, Councilmember, City of Carlsbad

Yvette Brooks, Vice Mayor, City of Capitola

Andrea Marr, Council Member, City of Costa Mesa

Joaquin Jimenez, Mayor, City of Half Moon Bay

® California Department of Fish and Wildlife. (2022). California’s Marine Protected Area Network Decadal
Management Review.
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Lisa Nash, Mayor, City of San Mateo

Christine Parra, Council Member, City of Santa Monica

Dan Kalmick, Council Member, City of Huntington Beach

Justin Massey, Mayor, City of Hermosa Beach

Angie Reyes English, Mayor Pro Tem, City of Hawthorne

Joan Hartmann, 3rd District Supervisor, City of Santa Barbara

Joy Lyndes, Council Member, City of Encinitas

Phil Brock, Mayor, City of Santa Monica

Jose Sanchez, Mayor, City of Monterey Park

Joel Torrez, Environment Deputy, LA County, Supervisor Janice Hahn

Anissa Raja, Legislative Director, Office of Councilmember Tim McOsker
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California Fish and Game Commission
715 P Street, 16th floor,
Sacramento, CA 95814

February 14, 2024

RE: Petition to Modify CA Marine Protected Area Network to Enhance Protections for California’s Most
Resilient Kelp Forests

Dear President Sklar and Honorable Commissioners:



Northern California has lost more than 95% of its kelp forests since 2014, and kelp forests
statewide have experienced declines over the past decade.! California sea otters are still listed as
threatened under the Endangered Species Act, and one of the biggest barriers to this species’
recovery and range expansion is increased shark bites from a lack of kelp forest cover. Marine
heatwaves have doubled over the last 30 years, and have become more intense and longer in
duration, putting stress on California’s marine species and ecosystems.?

In the face of these mounting threats, California has a unique opportunity to take bold and
effective action to conserve ocean habitats and ensure a greater abundance of life off our coast.
Over two decades ago, the state passed the groundbreaking Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA),
which called on the state to use one of the most powerful tools for ocean conservation: marine
protected areas (MPAs).

MPA:s, like state parks on land, protect unique and important ocean habitats from activities that
can damage ocean life. Areas that are strongly protected have been shown to be highly effective
in conserving biodiversity, enhancing ecosystem resilience, and mitigating the impacts of climate
change on our oceans.’ By providing areas that serve as buffers against climate change, fully
protected MPAs adapt to changing environmental conditions because they better preserve natural
interactions within ecosystems, allowing for greater resiliency .*

California’s network of MPAs, foreseen in the MLPA, celebrated its tenth anniversary last year,
and the state’s decadal management review showed that MPAs effectively protect ocean habitats
and increase fishery-targeted species' biomass. Now, we need to build on this system and
maintain California’s role as a national and global leader in the fight to protect more ocean
habitats.

Protecting specific habitat areas, including the remaining areas of stable kelp forests is a crucial
step in safeguarding our diverse marine species and ensuring the long-term well-being of our
ocean environments.

We support the expansion of the MPA Network to include some of the most resilient kelp forests
along California’s coastline, by expanding Cabrillo State Marine Reserve, Point Dume State
Marine Conservation Area, South Point State Marine Reserve, Gull Island State Marine Reserve,

' Meredith McPherson et. al, Large-scale shift in the structure of a kelp forest ecosystem co-occurs with an epizootic
and marine heatwave, Communications Biology, March 5, 2021

% Garcia-Reyes, Marisol, Andrew Leising, Rebecca Asch, Steven Bograd, and Tessa M Hill. Rep. Indicators of

Climate Change in California, “Coastal Ocean Temperature”, California Office of Environmental Health Hazard

Assessment, 2022.

* Arafeh-Dalmau et al., Integrating climate adaptation and transboundary management: Guidelines for designing
i i , One Earth 6, 1-19 November 17,2023 # 2023 Published by Elsevier Inc.

climate smart marine protected areas
4 Jankowska, Emilia, et al. "Climate Benefits from Establishing Marine Protected Areas Targeted at Blue Carbon
Solutions." Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, vol. 119, no. 23, 2022.
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Point Conception State Marine Reserve, Natural Bridges State Marine Reserve, and by creating a
new MPA around the beautiful kelp forest off Pleasure Point near Santa Cruz. While kelp forests
have faced declines statewide in recent years, in these areas they have persisted or bounced back
quickly in the face of marine heatwaves and other disturbances.’ By expanding protections for
these resilient forests under the MLPA, the state can minimize direct human impacts in these
relatively healthy areas, helping to ensure their continued persistence and enhancing the
effectiveness of restoration efforts for declining kelp ecosystems nearby.

Enhancing the protection of California's kelp forests strongly aligns with Goals 1, 2, 3, and 4 of
the MLPA by preserving natural diversity, sustaining marine life populations, protecting marine
habitats for their intrinsic value, and improving recreational and educational opportunities while
minimizing human disturbance. ¢ Safeguarding resilient kelp ecosystems will ensure critical
habitat preservation for diverse marine species, including endangered sea otters and
commercially valuable fish.

Our ocean is a source of clean air, wildlife, and natural beauty, but also a mystery that beckons
preservation and exploration. California has the opportunity to lead the nation and the world in
taking bold action to preserve the sea, ensuring its future and the well-being of the communities
that rely on it for their survival and prosperity.

Sincerely,

Laura Deehan
State Director
Environment California Research and Policy Center

Tomas Valadez
CA Policy Associate
Azul

Robert Vergara
Roger Arliner Young (RAY) Ocean Conservation Fellow
Natural Resources Defense Council

Clara Castronovo
Board Chair

3 California Department of Fish and Wildlife. (2022). California’s Marine Protected Area Network Decadal
Management Review.
6 “Marine Life Protection Act.” CDFW. https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Marine/MPAs/MLPA.
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California Fish and Game Commission
715 P Street, 16th floor,
Sacramento, CA 95814

February 14, 2024

RE: Petition to Increase Level of Protection and Streamline Enforcement for Several California
State MPAs

Dear President Sklar and Honorable Commissioners:
Our ocean is at a critical juncture, with escalating global temperatures, declining biodiversity,

and a growing number of endangered marine species. Only 50 Pacific leatherback turtles are now
found foraging off California’s coast, a notable decrease from the 178 Pacific leatherbacks



observed from 1990 to 2003." Marine heatwaves have doubled over the last 30 years and have
become more intense and longer in duration, putting stress on California’s marine species and
ecosystems. *

In the face of these mounting threats, California has a unique opportunity to take bold and
effective action to conserve ocean habitats and ensure a greater abundance of life off our coast.
Over two decades ago, the state passed the groundbreaking Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA),
which called on the state to use one of the most powerful tools for ocean conservation: marine
protected areas (MPAs).

MPA:s, like state parks on land, protect unique and important ocean habitats from activities that
can damage ocean life. Areas that are strongly protected have been shown to be highly effective
in conserving biodiversity, enhancing ecosystem resilience, and mitigating the impacts of climate
change on our oceans.’ By providing areas that serve as buffers against climate change, fully
protected MPAs adapt to changing environmental conditions because they better preserve natural
interactions within ecosystems, allowing for greater resiliency .*

California’s network of MPAs, foreseen in the MLPA, celebrated its tenth anniversary last year,
and the state’s decadal management review showed that MPAs effectively protect ocean habitats
and increase fishery-targeted species' biomass. Now, we need to build on this system and
maintain California’s role as a national and global leader in the fight to protect more ocean
habitats.

Protecting specific habitat areas and increasing the rigor of existing marine protected areas are
crucial steps in safeguarding our diverse marine species and ensuring the long-term well-being of
our ocean environments.

It is vital that existing California MPAs are able to achieve their stated goals of conserving
biodiversity and ecosystem health. We encourage the state to consider increasing protections for
MPAs that are currently only lightly or minimally protected, especially in places where weaker

! Benson, Scott R., Karin A. Forney, Jeffrey E. Moore, Erin L. LaCasella, James T. Harvey, and James V. Carretta.

3

‘A Long-Term Decline in the Abundance of Endangered Leatherback Turtles. Dermochelys Coriacea, at a Foraging
Ground in the California Current Ecosystem.” Global Ecology and Conservation 24 (November 2020).

2 Teri E. Nicholson, Karl A. Mayer, Michelle M. Staedler, Jessica A. Fujii, Michael J. Murray, Andrew B. Johnson,
M. Tim Tinker, Kyle S. Van Houtan, Gaps in kelp cover may threaten the recovery of California sea otters,
Ecography, a Journal of Space and Time in Ecology, (February, 2018).

Garcia-Reyes, Marisol, Andrew Leising, Rebecca Asch, Steven Bograd, and Tessa M Hill. Rep. Indicators of
Climate Change in California, “Coastal Ocean Temperature”, California Office of Environmental Health Hazard
Assessment, 2022.

3 Arafeh-Dalmau et al., Integrating climate adaptation and transboundary management: Guidelines for designing

i i , One Earth 6, 1-19 November 17,2023 # 2023 Published by Elsevier Inc.

climate smart marine protected areas
4 Jankowska, Emilia, et al. "Climate Benefits from Establishing Marine Protected Areas Targeted at Blue Carbon
Solutions." Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, vol. 119, no. 23, 2022.
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or more complicated regulations lead to poor compliance and enforcement. We are proposing
stronger protections for Point Buchon SMCA and the Farnsworth Onshore and Offshore
SMCAs. Research has shown that highly and fully protected areas, where few if any destructive
or extractive activities are allowed, provide greater ecological benefits than lightly or minimally
protected areas.’

Enhancing the protection of California's critical ocean habitats strongly aligns with Goals 1, 2, 3,
and 4 of the MLPA by preserving natural diversity, sustaining marine life populations, protecting
marine habitats for their intrinsic value, and improving recreational and educational opportunities
while minimizing human disturbance. ¢ Safeguarding and further protecting critical marine
habitats will ensure critical habitat preservation for diverse marine species, including endangered
sea otters and commercially valuable fish.

In summary, we encourage you, Fish and Game Commissioners, to actively support
strengthening and expanding California's Marine Protected Areas.

We appreciate your steadfast dedication to our ocean's well-being and consideration of this
pressing issue. Working together, we can secure a more robust future for California's distinctive
marine ecosystems.

Sincerely,

Laura Deehan
State Director
Environment California Research and Policy Center

Tomas Valadez
CA Policy Associate
Azul

Robert Vergara
Roger Arliner Young (RAY) Ocean Conservation Fellow
Natural Resources Defense Council

Clara Castronovo
Board Chair
CALPIRG Students

Kirsten Grorud-Colvert et al., The MPA Guide: A framework to achieve global goals for the ocean. Science 373
,eabf0861(2021). DOI:10.1126/science.abf0861
6 “Marine Life Protection Act.” CDFW. https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Marine/MPAs/MLPA.
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February 8, 2024

California Fish and Game Commission
715 P Street, 16th Floor,
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Discussion Item 10 - Regulation change petitions (marine)
Dear President Sklar, Vice President Zavaleta & Commissioners,

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the numerous petitions under consideration at the February
meeting of the California Fish & Game Commission, and we offer the perspective of the many hundred
thousand supporters of our organizations to the Commission. We express grave concerns regarding
several of the proposals to eliminate fishing access along large stretches of the California coast and argue
that many of the petitions lack adequate scientific support and documentation to substantiate their
positions.

The Decadal Management Review (DMR) of the Marine Protected Area Network (MPA) has offered
important insights for MPA managers to help shape the adaptive management of MPA regulations,
including promising research that MPAs may increase biomass and provide resiliency against the impacts
of a changing climate for some species. The intent of the Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) and the
stewardship of our coastal resources are of paramount importance to California’s heritage. However,
these laudable goals and conservation benchmarks should not preclude access to harvest coastal foods
where state and federal fisheries managers have demonstrated robust and resilient fish stocks without any
current threat of overfishing, nor for those species where targeted fishing and active management would
benefit the overall ecosystem balance.

There are numerous, seemingly well-intentioned petitions currently before the Fish & Game Commission
that seek to preserve California’s coastal waters citing anthropogenic impacts to biodiversity and
ecosystems such as pollution, rising sea temperatures, disease, development and overfishing. While we
support the intent to safeguard our fish stocks, biodiversity, and ecosystem integrity, we strongly disagree
with the all-or-nothing approach adopted by many of the petitioners who proffer the wholesale
elimination of fishing access without adequate scientific rationale or the acknowledgement of regulatory
mechanisms already in place such as those established by the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation
and Management Act working through the Pacific Fisheries Management Council, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW),
the Fish & Game Commission, and the additional state/federal laws and agencies dedicated to this task.
Simply put, many of the petitions referenced below seek to advance preservation at all costs, pushing for
wholesale closures that circumvent the regulatory processes already in place, ultimately bludgeoning
access for the diverse angling communities that have revered these coastal traditions for generations.

Anglers and consumptive users will often be the first and loudest voices to advocate for restrictions or
even closures to ensure the sustainability of a fishery, as evidenced by the numerous fishing groups and
organizations advocating for the closure of the 2023 salmon season following the data and dismal
projections provided by the Pacific Fisheries Management Council and CDFW. However, a Californian



constitutional right to fish seems to stand in conflict with the presumption that restriction of access is
permissible where there is a lack of scientific evidence or data to justify the closure. Section 1, Article 25
of the California Constitution states, “the people shall have the right to fish upon and from the public
lands of the State and in the waters thereof,” and the courts in re Quinn (1973) defined “public lands of
the state” referenced in this article to include “access to fish in the inland streams and coastal waters of
the state.”

Shore fishing, diving/spearfishing, kayak/boat fishing and coastal gathering are low impact activities that
reflect the broad spectrum of California’s diverse community and constitute a valuable resource for
individuals across the economic divide to access nature and provide food for their families. We encourage
the Commission and MPA managers to consider the numerous communities that enjoy the state’s many
sustainable food resources when considering protections and recommendations that might unnecessarily
exclude these groups. We feel that these considerations are in line with the California Natural Resources
Agency’s Outdoors for All initiative and its commitment in the Pathways to 30x30 document to
“implement projects that do no further harm or pose unintended consequences to historically marginalized
communities.”* Specifically, we wish to highlight this issue with regards to the expansion of California’s
MPA network which restricts shore-based diving, foraging, and fishing access for all Californians —
especially historically marginalized communities, communities of color and Native American tribes.
From California’s Constitutional Right to Fish:

Anglers from historically marginalized communities may be less able to travel to fishing
locations and are more likely to require shore access, as opposed to access from a boat.
Anglers in communities like this need accessible shore-fishing, particularly given the
importance of subsistence fishing in poorer communities. Moreover, fishing opportunities
offer physical and psychological benefits to disadvantaged communities, not just access
to fish as food.2

It is within this context that we urge the Commission to take the following actions with regards to the
petitions they have received.

Petition 2023-14MPA: Allow commercial take of red sea urchins in nine state marine conservation
areas (SMCAs)

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-15MPA: Reclassify three northern Channel Islands state marine reserves (SMRs) to
SMCAs and allow take of highly migratory species, pelagic finfish, and/or coastal pelagic finfish

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation, but are encouraged by the proposal and the potential opportunity to gather more data on
limited take MPAs and long-term MPA monitoring at the Channels Islands.

1 https://resources.ca.gov/-/media/CNRA-Website/Files/Initiatives/30-by-
30/Final_Pathwaysto30x30_042022_508.pdf

2 Coats, Francis, and Karrigan Bork. “CALIFORNIA’S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO FISH.” Environmental Law, vol. 51,
no. 4, 2021, pp. 1085-147. JSTOR, https://www.jstor.org/stable/48647570. Accessed 22 Mar. 2023.



Petition 2023-16 MPA: Reclassify Stewarts Point and Bodega Head SMRs to SMCAs and allow
commercial take of salmon.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-18MPA: Modify allowed uses for four marine protected areas (MPAs) in Santa Barbara
Channel and eliminate two special closures.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-19MPA: Designate new "Chitgawi" SMCA near Morro Bay for California-Chumash co-
management

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-20MPA: Reclassify and rename Point Buchon SMR to "Chumash SMCA" for co-
management with tribal take exemption.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-21MPA: Modify Pyramid Point SMCA to remove recreational take of surf smelt and allow
tribal take exemption for Tolowa Dee-ni' Nation.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-22MPA: Define "rocky intertidal zone," add research, monitoring, restoration and
education allowance, and clarify protections in several Orange County MPAs.

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation.

Petition 2023-23MPA: Reclassify three SMCAs to SMRs, designate one new SMR in Monterey, and make
various changes related to kelp restoration.

We recommend the Commission deny this petition.

While the petitioner’s intent to restore kelp forests and ecosystem integrity at tankers reef and in the
surrounding waters is laudable, this broadly proscriptive petition would unnecessarily restrict access for
anglers where there is no clear scientific rationale. In fact, the petitioner submitted a very similar petition
seeking to close access for groundfish along a large stretch of the coast in this region in 2023 which the
Department of Fish & Wildlife rejected citing a lack of scientific evidence to support the claim. We
support the ongoing efforts to restore kelp forests through urchin culling and other means, however we
oppose reclassifying these SMCAs to SMRs and the establishment of a new SMR in Monterey.



Petition 2023-24MPA: Expand Laguna Beach no-take SMCA southward to border of City of Laguna
Beach and modify Dana Point SMCA boundaries

We recommend the Commission deny this petition.

We oppose this petition on the basis that it lacks scientific documentation or justification to eliminate
fishing access in the proposed area. The petitioner argues primarily for administrative ease that the no-
take closure be extended to the edge of city limits. During the implementation of the MLPA, MPAs were
sited utilizing careful selection criteria based on habitat type, proximity from other MPAs, impact to
communities and more. The petitioner argues that all beaches within the City of Laguna Beach should be
no-take MPAs in order to streamline enforcement and that homeowners “feel that it is not equitable to
have only the north and central beaches protected.” It should be noted that the petitioner also states
clearly in the Economic or Fiscal Impact section of the petition that “estimated resident property values
gain an increase of 20% from proximity to a fully protected MPA” which may explain more robust
support from the city and homeowners.

The petitioner also cites kelp forest health as justification for eliminating fishing access, however the 100
+ page report included with the petition doesn’t reference fishing pressure or boat activity with regards to
kelp forest health and instead focuses on water temperature, nutrients, wave height, upwelling, rainfall
and other stressors. As such, we recommend the Commission deny this petition since there is no scientific
documentation to support its claims, and it would only negatively impact anglers who would be forced to
travel further to reach fishing grounds.

Petition 2023-27MPA: Reclassify a portion or all of Anacapa SMCA to an SMR to protect eelgrass

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation. We recognize the value of eelgrass beds for overall ecosystem health and habitat;
however, it should be noted that many recreational anglers who target pelagic fish do not anchor and
instead prefer to drift fish or troll instead which would have zero impact on the bottom habitat and
eelgrass.

Petition 2023-28MPA: Designate a new SMR at Point Sal, or designate as an SMCA with a tribal take
exemption based on tribal consultation

We recommend the Commission deny this petition.

While the petitioner takes time to identify the important habitat types, larval transport zones, and cultural
significance of the Point Sal area, and they reference potential threats to the region from coastal
development and industry, they fail to elaborate in any substantive way why fishing access should be
removed from this wild and iconic central coast fishing destination. The petitioner states: “current
[commercial] fishing in the proposed area is limited, likely due to its considerable distance from nearest
port areas of Morro Bay and Santa Barbara.” They also admit that they have no data or analysis with
regards to recreational fishing and state, “our request to CDFW for recreational fishing data from this area
was being processed at time of submission; we will evaluate the potential impact to recreational fishers
and submit it to the state following receipt of the requested data.”

A limited google search of “Point Sal fishing” also uncovers a large number of recreational fishing blogs
and videos detailing the remote and adventurous hike to fish this area from a diverse population of
anglers. In 2023 one blogger wrote, “had a great time hiking miles and miles and miles to fish Point Sal
with Martin Mansera from Mansera Outdoors...It's such a remote location and so difficult to access, it



makes for a really rad adventure.” Recreational fishing trips to the area by boat are also common, and
fishing is noted in nearly every travel guide or city/county website that talks about visiting Point Sal.

Regarding access and disadvantaged communities, the petitioner writes, “the California Environmental
Protection Agency identifies the adjacent city of Guadalupe as “disadvantaged” under CA Senate Bill
535, and their synthesis of environmental and socioeconomic indicators further reveals that Guadalupe —
alongside Santa Maria and Lompoc — are underprivileged communities that experience significant
cumulative impacts from pollution. Given these communities’ close proximity to Point Sal, implementing
an SMR at the proposed site could enhance access for disadvantaged populations to valuable coastal
resources and fishing opportunities.”

To justify this confounding claim that removing fishing access could somehow enhance fishing
opportunities for disadvantaged communities, the petitioner cites a study of commercial lobster fishing
and the concept of “spillover.” They write, “California’s MPAs have been shown to increase the biomass
of fishery-targeted species and promote “spillover” into nearby coastal areas, benefitting nearby fishing
grounds.”

Spillover and the positive impacts to fisheries located in waters adjacent to MPAs are often referenced in
association with the MPA network, and the limited, initial science has demonstrated some positive
correlations with spillover of invertebrates like lobsters to adjacent fishing grounds in select study areas
and commercial fishing for tuna in Hawaii. However, there remains an opportunity to further study this
hypothesis and to promote scientific research that successfully documents spillover of targeted finfish
across the MPA network in California. Some data from MPA monitoring along the Central California
Coast indicated limited evidence of spillover from targeted finfish that were tagged and recaptured at a
later point during the study period as evidenced from the Starr et al study: Variation in Responses of
Fishes across Multiple Reserves within a Network of Marine Protected Areas in Temperate Waters:

As of July 2014, a total of 251 individual tag recaptures have been reported (Table 8).
Tagged fishes were recaptured by commercial and recreational hook-and-line fishermen,
commercial trap fishermen, SCUBA divers, and during our fishing surveys. Of all the
tagged fishes recapture and reported, 71% were recaptured in the same site and grid cell
as they were released, and 22% of recaptured fishes were caught within the same site but
outside the original grid cell where they were released. Only 18 fish, or 7% of the
recaptured fishes, were recaptured beyond the boundaries of the MPA or REF site in
which they were released. The mean net distance moved by eight of nine species
recaptured was less than half the length of the MPAs we studied.?

While we do not seek to draw conclusions regarding the overall merits of spillover to adjacent fisheries
from the results of one study, we do encourage additional research to evaluate the impacts that MPAs
have on local fisheries and fisheries as a whole, especially within the context of varied siting and
disparate habitat types evidenced across the MPA network. As the Forcada study indicated, “We conclude
that spillover effects are not a universal consequence of siting MPAs in temperate waters and they are
related to the distribution of habitats inside and around MPAs.” (Forcada et al., 2009).

Due to the limited scientific understanding of spillover as it relates to the Marine Protected Area Network
as a whole, especially with regards to finfish which would be the primary target of recreational shore and

3 4 Starr RM, Wendt DE, Barnes CL, Marks Cl, Malone D, et al. (2015) Variation in Responses of Fishes across
Multiple Reserves within a Network of Marine Protected Areas in Temperate Waters. PLOS ONE 10(3): e0118502.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0118502



boat-based anglers at Point Sal, we disagree with the petitioner’s logical assumptions and the argument as
a whole. In fact, when considered in the context presented from the Constitutional Right to Fish article,
the discussion is turned on its head entirely. “Anglers from historically marginalized communities may be
less able to travel to fishing locations and are more likely to require shore access, as opposed to access
from a boat. Anglers in communities like this need accessible shore-fishing, particularly given the
importance of subsistence fishing in poorer communities.”

With the two large no-take SMRs located just South of this newly proposed MPA (Vandenberg SMR &
Point Conception SMR) and Point Buchon to the North, it would seem the opportunities to fish and
forage the coast for residents of Guadalupe, Lompoc and Santa Maria are already few and far between. In
fact, in 2022 the City of Lompoc petitioned the Fish & Game Commission to allow for shore-fishing
access along a ¥ mile stretch of beach with in the Vandenberg SMR, citing a lack of access to historic
fishing grounds for the local communities.

We share the petitioner’s concerns regarding habitat disruption from off-shore energy production and the
associated infrastructure, however, we note the likely establishment of the Chumash Heritage National
Marine Sanctuary (CHNMS) designation which would effectively curtail any development or offshore
energy production in this region. Planning for the CHNMS has included fishing access as a key
component of the proposed designation.

As a result, we recommend the Commission deny this petition.

Petition 2023-29MPA: Designate a new SMCA with a tribal take exemption for and co-management with
Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians in Santa Barbara

We recommend the Commission deny this petition.

We oppose the petitioner’s request to designate a new, no-take SMCA in Carpinteria for several reasons.
First, the petitioner argues that spacing and connectivity is a key concern in this location with the distance
between the Campus Point and Point Dume SMCAs at 64 nautical miles (nm) instead of the
recommended 54 nm to ensure ecological connectivity. When this request is examined within the broader
context of MPA siting, it is clear that the target spacing between MPAs could be easily achieved by
moving the Campus Point SMCA South or the Point Dume SMCA North, since both are located well-
within the recommended 54nm from adjacent MPAs on either side.

Additionally, the petitioner cites the location as important nursery habitat for juvenile great white sharks
as justification for establishing a no-take SMR. They write, “Research conducted in the Southern
California Bight has found that fisheries bycatch is likely the main source of mortality for JWS.”
However, the article they cite to support this claim, John F. Benson et. al., discloses that for great white
sharks they captured and tagged, “mortality risk was substantially greater off the coast of Baja, Mexico
compared with California.” Importantly, the research paper also states, “that incidental gillnet capture
continues to be the primary source of mortality for juveniles. The lower mortality risk we documented in
California waters suggests that full closure of gillnet fishing close to shore is a more effective
management strategy than simply banning targeted fishing to reduce mortality risk due to bycatch.”®

4 Coats, Francis, and Karrigan Bork. “CALIFORNIA’S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO FISH.” Environmental Law, vol. 51,
no. 4, 2021, pp. 1085-147. JSTOR, https://www.jstor.org/stable/48647570. Accessed 22 Mar. 2023.

5 Benson JF, Jorgensen SJ, O'Sullivan JB, et al. Juvenile survival, competing risks, and spatial variation in mortality
risk of a marine apex predator. J Appl Ecol. 2018; 55: 2888-2897. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.13158
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As the petitioner is undoubtedly aware, gillnet fishing is banned in state waters and therefore the proposed
MPA would have no impact on the gillnet fishery or likely the mortality risk to great white sharks.

The petitioner notes the location’s popularity with recreational lobster divers and the likely opposition
from stakeholders who would oppose the additional loss of access. The mortality risk to great white
sharks from the recreational lobster fishery is zero, similar to the risk from spearfishing, yet the petitioner
seeks to eliminate access entirely without providing any scientific rationale for the closure. As a result, we
request that the Commission deny this petition.

Petition 2023-31MPA: Reclassify Drakes Estero SMCA to an SMR and combine with Estero de
Limantour SMR as a single SMR:

We recommend referring this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review and
recommendation but encourage the Commission to maintain access for clamming unless there is a clear
threat to the fishery or surrounding ecosystem.

It is worth noting that the National Park Service mentions in their comment letter that the area is now
Congressionally Designated Wilderness and that “recreational take of shellfish appears to be very rare,
[and] requires long kayak trips in wilderness area.” Just because something is difficult doesn’t mean it
should be illegal.

Petition 2023-32MPA: Reclassify Duxbury Reef SMCA as an SMR and expand northern and southern
boundaries

We recommend that the Commission deny or refer this petition to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for
review and recommendation but emphasize maintaining fishing access for local communities at Duxbury
Reef. The vast majority of complaints regarding Duxbury reef are related to enforcement and compliance,
rather than a scientific justification for eliminating access. Shore fishing is an important past-time for the
diverse communities that comprise the North Bay Area, and removing access to a popular fishing
destination should not be justified simply based on the actions of a few bad apples.

Petition 2023-33MPA: Expand the boundaries of five SMRs and one SMCA, and designate a new SMR
off Pleasure Point, in Santa Cruz

We recommend that this petition be denied or referred to the Department of Fish & Wildlife for review
and recommendation due to its broad scope and complexity. The petitioner seeks to enhance protections
for kelp forests, but does so with an overly broad brush. Rather than advocating for reducing fishing
pressure for predators of kelp grazers, like lobster and sheepshead, the petition advocates for the closure
of all fishing, including the harvest of grazer species like urchins that have been documented to decimate
kelp forests.

The petitioner argues that eliminating fishing pressure within the proposed MPA areas would somehow
bolster kelp populations, but the claim is not well documented by scientific research in this petition. A
noteworthy case study, by comparison, is the ongoing Tanker’s Reef kelp restoration project, where
volunteers have been culling purple urchins within study plots and tracking kelp recovery within the study
area and a control site nearby. The initial data for the last three years shows a clear correlation between
the removal of purple urchins and kelp recovery in the study plot with no kelp recovery in the adjacent
control where urchins were not removed. Fishing is permitted in the Tanker’s reef area, however, in
adjacent MPA’s that have not permitted active restoration and where fishing is not allowed, urchin barons
persist and kelp recovery remains minimal.



Kelp forest health and resiliency is a complex and multi-variable equation that can be impacted by
numerous factors including water temperature, disease, pollution, algal blooms, wave energy, commercial
harvest and more. We support efforts to restore kelp forests across the coast and recognize the role they
play in the overall ecosystem health of fisheries, especially the abalone fishery that remains closed until
2026. We urge caution, however where broad fishing closures are enacted in the attempt to solve a
problem that requires a more nuanced and carefully crafted multidisciplinary approach.

It should also be noted that the petitioner indicates support for recreational hook and line fishing and
spearfishing as an acceptable alternative in several of the MPAs referenced in the petition.

Petition 2023-34MPA: Reclassify Point Buchon SMCA to an SMR and modify take at Farnsworth
Onshore and Offshore SMCAs to only allow recreational spearfishing.

We recommend that the Commission deny this petition and we emphasize the substantial impacts to
current fishing access. The petitioner argues that since the salmon season was closed in 2023 it will likely
be closed in perpetuity, which would justify eliminating salmon and albacore fishing access at the Point
Buchon SMCA. Salmon populations often decrease during drought years and can rebound with increased
precipitation or water allocation as was the case in 2008 and 2009 when the fishery was closed and then
reopened. We are cautiously optimistic that the salmon numbers will once again bounce back following
the increased precipitation received over the past two years.

In the draft Pathways to 30x30 document, the CNRA writes: “It should be noted that limited-take State
MPAs provide an excellent model for other jurisdictions looking to balance biodiversity conservation
with sustainable well-managed commercial and recreational fishing.” We feel that reclassifying the Point
Buchon SMCA as an SMR and eliminating fishing in this area would be inappropriate; however, we
support any attempts to improve enforcement and compliance with existing regulations.

Furthermore, the proposal to modify take at Farnsworth Onshore and Offshore SMCAs would
disproportionately impact a broad variety and collection of user groups who may not be physically able or
inclined to spearfish. For this reason and the lack of concrete scientific data to justify the additional
restrictions, we recommend the Commission deny this petition.

Sincerely,

Devin O’Dea Rachel Fischer

Backcountry Hunters & Anglers National Marine Manufacturers Association
Wayne Kotow James Stone

Coastal Conservation Association California Nor-Cal Guides & Sportsman’s Association
Keely Hopkins Larry Phillips

Congressional Sportsman’s Foundation American Sportfishing Association



February 8, 2024

California Fish and Game Commission
715 P Street, 16th Floor,
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Discussion Item 10 - Regulation change petitions (marine)

Dear President Sklar, Vice President Zavaleta & Commissioners,

As an organization dedicated to ensuring our North American heritage of hunting and fishing in
a natural setting with over 350,000 supporters, Backcountry Hunters & Anglers expresses serious
concerns regarding several of the petitions currently before the California Fish & Game
Commission that would eliminate fishing access along large stretches of the California coast.

The intent of the Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) and the stewardship of our coastal
resources are of paramount importance to California's heritage. However, these laudable goals
and conservation benchmarks should not preclude access to harvest coastal foods where state and
federal fisheries managers have demonstrated robust and resilient fish stocks without any current
threat of overfishing, nor for those species where targeted fishing and active management would
benefit the overall ecosystem balance.

There are numerous, seemingly well-intentioned petitions currently before the Fish & Game
Commission that seek to preserve California's coastal waters citing anthropogenic impacts to
biodiversity and ecosystems, such as pollution, rising sea temperatures, disease, development
and fishing. While we support the intent to safeguard our fish stocks, biodiversity, and ecosystem
integrity, we strongly disagree with the all-or-nothing approach adopted by many of the
petitioners who proffer the wholesale elimination of fishing access without adequate scientific
rationale.

Simply put, many of the petitions seek to advance preservation at all costs, pushing for wholesale
closures that circumvent the regulatory processes already in place, ultimately bludgeoning access
for the diverse angling communities that have revered these coastal traditions for generations.

Shore fishing, diving/spearfishing, kayak/boat fishing and coastal gathering are low impact
activities that reflect the broad spectrum of California's diverse community and constitute a
valuable resource for individuals across the economic divide to access nature and provide food
for their families at the same time. We encourage the Commission and MPA managers to
consider the numerous communities that enjoy the state's many sustainable food resources when
considering protections and recommendations that might unnecessarily exclude these groups.

It is within this context that we urge the Commission to deny those petitions (outlined in our
detailed letter to the Commission on 2/1/24) that would unnecessarily erode our longstanding
coastal fishing and foraging traditions.



Date Prefix First Last Title Address City State Zip Country Action Taken

2024-02-09 00:56:52.913 George Day Us Petition Signed
2024-02-09 00:42:11.303 Mark Ginsberg Us Petition Signed
2024-02-09 00:28:34.06 Ryan Murray Us Petition Signed
2024-02-09 00:14:18.207 Vincent Doyle Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 23:10:18.873 Steve Rodriguez quijano Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 22:52:30.193 Darrin Gambelin San Mateo CA Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 22:33:50.663 Mark Sanders Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 21:30:32.08 Tim McPherson Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 21:26:32.267 Donna Butler Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 21:09:16.39 Julian escalera Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 18:30:10.123 Chris DeHaven Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 18:15:57.91 Daniel Marthey Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 18:04:03.19 Matthew DeAmico Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 17:05:41.52 Tim Harris Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 16:04:04.57 Dana Wilburn Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 14:33:46.347 Robert Del secco Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 14:26:31.143 Domingo Escamilla IIT Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 13:27:58.967 Tim Martin Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 13:24:19.56 Kyle Pruett Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 12:43:45.757 John Mattimoe Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 11:50:07.073 Robert Moore Wake Forest NC Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 11:41:11.183 Gage Smolko Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 11:16:29.523 Jacob Pickett Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 10:38:39.953 roger lees Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 09:44:48.333 Alin Tacob Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 09:41:02.807 Mr. Stone Miller Indianapolis IN Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 09:02:19.913 John Logan Chico CA Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 08:24:12.98 Andrew' Collins Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 07:29:39.647 Michael Chastain Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 01:25:33.743 Brian Crawford Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 01:04:24.787 Kris Green Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 01:03:22.4 Lance Bauer Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 00:46:49.423 Reid Coultas Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 00:23:25.5 Wesley Vetter Corte Madera | CA Us Petition Signed
2024-02-08 00:04:40.683 Richard Koziol Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 23:12:25.23 Erik Rivas Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 23:03:48.227 Jason McKay Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 22:48:43.453 Jason Hohlt Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 22:47:38.227 Eric Shipley Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 22:45:00.32 Richard Estes Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 22:28:52.857 Michael Sugar Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 22:24:02.453 Manuel Gil Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 22:23:34.157 Kyle Carroll Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 21:59:09.033 Mr. Ed Fiedler Austin X Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 21:33:02.84 Wes Smith uUs Petition Signed
2024-02-07 21:31:05.667 Edgar Albarracin Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 20:52:30.057 Jeffrey White Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 20:00:12.467 Stephen Duke Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 19:56:31.663 Collin Ewing Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 18:59:25.567 Joshua Ott Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 18:23:11.943 Mary Ann | Viveros Mayfield Hts. | OH Us Petition Signed
2024-02-07 18:18:48.657 David Valle Us Petition Signed




2024-02-07 16:52:22.8
2024-02-07 16:43:06.197
2024-02-07 16:41:02.873
2024-02-07 16:38:30.61
2024-02-07 16:24:15.533
2024-02-07 16:20:00.137
2024-02-07 16:13:52.693
2024-02-07 15:56:35.417
2024-02-07 15:55:00.86
2024-02-07 15:54:42.383
2024-02-07 15:34:04.533
2024-02-07 15:33:15.917
2024-02-07 15:16:51.377
2024-02-07 15:16:24.077
2024-02-07 15:15:28.717
2024-02-07 15:14:02.737
2024-02-07 15:09:56.223
2024-02-07 14:48:18.43
2024-02-07 14:46:57.947
2024-02-07 14:44:10.777
2024-02-07 14:41:53.697
2024-02-07 14:36:27.69
2024-02-07 14:33:19.19
2024-02-07 14:30:25.737
2024-02-07 14:19:39.017
2024-02-07 14:13:25.997
2024-02-07 14:10:45.87
2024-02-07 13:59:41.177
2024-02-07 13:50:21.237
2024-02-07 13:40:31.47
2024-02-07 13:38:03.147
2024-02-07 13:31:45.813
2024-02-07 13:30:19.807
2024-02-07 13:29:40.317
2024-02-07 13:26:50.6
2024-02-07 13:26:29.103
2024-02-07 13:23:29.913
2024-02-07 13:21:14.497
2024-02-07 13:19:49.873
2024-02-07 13:18:18.17
2024-02-07 13:18:01.783
2024-02-07 13:14:36.687
2024-02-07 13:06:01.387
2024-02-07 13:00:30.55
2024-02-07 12:42:39.177
2024-02-07 12:09:45.937
2024-02-07 12:07:32.37
2024-02-07 12:06:22.803
2024-02-07 11:34:55.863
2024-02-07 11:18:44.323
2024-02-07 09:50:04.153
2024-02-07 08:35:27.967
2024-02-07 02:26:38.997
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2024-02-07 01:38:59.427
2024-02-07 01:22:30.553
2024-02-07 01:13:14.493
2024-02-07 01:05:08.047
2024-02-07 00:48:48.113
2024-02-07 00:48:07.717
2024-02-07 00:42:13.463
2024-02-07 00:25:58.217
2024-02-07 00:25:57.153
2024-02-07 00:16:07.467
2024-02-07 00:13:31.42

2024-02-07 00:02:53.417
2024-02-06 23:52:53.24

2024-02-06 23:48:16.81

2024-02-06 23:47:39.043
2024-02-06 23:30:28.58

2024-02-06 23:24:58.29

2024-02-06 23:21:13.883
2024-02-06 23:18:35.523
2024-02-06 23:18:19.403
2024-02-06 23:08:08.18

2024-02-06 22:59:47.283
2024-02-06 22:46:13.777
2024-02-06 22:43:35.74

2024-02-06 22:31:04.18

2024-02-06 22:31:00.077
2024-02-06 22:29:37.493
2024-02-06 22:28:42.567
2024-02-06 22:28:22.03

2024-02-06 22:27:16.673
2024-02-06 22:26:27.623
2024-02-06 22:25:31.447
2024-02-06 22:19:05.267
2024-02-06 22:10:02.02

2024-02-06 21:58:17.843
2024-02-06 21:55:48.797
2024-02-06 21:55:31.353
2024-02-06 21:41:16.223
2024-02-06 21:13:18.143
2024-02-06 20:43:42.677
2024-02-06 20:40:45.01

2024-02-06 20:37:29.073
2024-02-06 19:45:48.477
2024-02-06 19:36:33.647
2024-02-06 18:27:29.883
2024-02-06 18:25:22.76

2024-02-06 16:41:32.783
2024-02-06 16:07:35.737
2024-02-06 15:59:11.313
2024-02-06 15:57:15.343
2024-02-06 15:56:55.95

2024-02-06 15:55:20.943
2024-02-06 15:50:14.67
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2024-02-06 14:59:11.993
2024-02-06 14:59:08.457
2024-02-06 14:57:48.367
2024-02-06 14:57:37.017
2024-02-06 14:56:17.723
2024-02-06 14:54:08.027
2024-02-06 14:52:12.663
2024-02-06 13:53:13.577
2024-02-06 13:11:37.763
2024-02-06 13:10:55.767
2024-02-06 13:03:56.36
2024-02-06 12:59:08.01
2024-02-06 11:56:11.097
2024-02-06 11:55:20.147
2024-02-06 11:42:00.463
2024-02-06 11:19:15.203
2024-02-06 11:17:19.78
2024-02-06 11:13:52.127
2024-02-06 10:59:43.553
2024-02-06 10:48:12.397
2024-02-06 10:42:47.153
2024-02-06 10:40:29.997
2024-02-06 10:22:29.563
2024-02-06 10:09:14.03
2024-02-06 10:08:16.16
2024-02-06 09:38:41.047
2024-02-06 09:29:41.297
2024-02-06 09:20:42.84
2024-02-06 09:18:52.147
2024-02-06 09:18:40.833
2024-02-06 08:34:44.223
2024-02-06 08:34:38.913
2024-02-06 08:20:58.27
2024-02-06 03:37:38.083
2024-02-06 02:41:03.593
2024-02-06 01:31:57.063
2024-02-06 00:23:23.253
2024-02-06 00:18:02.463
2024-02-06 00:11:44.033
2024-02-06 00:06:56.907
2024-02-05 23:50:53.107
2024-02-05 23:27:03.35
2024-02-05 23:20:30.843
2024-02-05 23:18:20.8
2024-02-05 23:17:47.65
2024-02-05 23:07:45.24
2024-02-05 22:57:33.25
2024-02-05 22:56:46.81
2024-02-05 22:56:01.86
2024-02-05 22:44:52.897
2024-02-05 22:32:59.22
2024-02-05 22:26:53.147
2024-02-05 22:14:29.21
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David
Robert
Aaron
Taylor
Albert
Brian
Philip
Robert
Sandra
Kyle

Matthew

Nim
Guentert
Reed
Velazquez
Lamson
Zagaris
Gorski
Blackamore
Bilhorn
Garcia
Sepeda
Zeren
miller
Corvello
Stewart
Reioux
Lofftus
Orsini
Maridon
Prevette
Cable
Fonseca
Alexander
Clem
McNicoll
Seidenglanz
Dillavou
Harris
Johnson
Gothard
Westerman
Davis
Coleman
C Brown
Maud
Frick
Bautista
Mercado
Simi
Nezzer
Burnside
Hopkins
Simpson
Johnson
Hurtado
Dahlke
LaShell
Dotterer
Benson
Poortinga
Harris
Brandt

Schafer

San Diego

Auburn

Yorba Linda

Sacramento

Watsonville

Rosamond

Pioneer

Altadena

Carlsbad

CA

CA

CA

CA

CA

CA
CA

CA

CA
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Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed

Petition Signed



2024-02-05 17:03:34.317
2024-02-05 17:00:23.393
2024-02-05 16:59:40.937
2024-02-05 16:58:15.78
2024-02-05 16:56:51.77
2024-02-05 16:56:36.61
2024-02-05 16:56:27.427
2024-02-05 16:55:56.143
2024-02-05 16:55:41.43
2024-02-05 16:51:24.707
2024-02-05 16:51:13.203
2024-02-05 16:48:28.343
2024-02-05 16:46:26.21
2024-02-05 16:44:24.037
2024-02-05 16:42:21.76
2024-02-05 16:40:06.743
2024-02-05 16:39:19.947
2024-02-05 16:33:56.157
2024-02-05 16:33:41.11
2024-02-05 16:33:35.907
2024-02-05 16:31:18.907
2024-02-05 16:29:57.6
2024-02-05 16:29:23.29
2024-02-05 16:24:57.227
2024-02-05 16:24:24.593
2024-02-05 16:23:41.713
2024-02-05 16:23:25.797
2024-02-05 16:22:19.39
2024-02-05 16:20:23.813
2024-02-05 16:19:11.763
2024-02-05 16:19:08.64
2024-02-05 16:17:33.19
2024-02-05 16:16:10.61
2024-02-05 16:15:20.363
2024-02-05 16:14:53.573
2024-02-05 16:13:47.013
2024-02-05 16:11:16.917
2024-02-05 16:05:00.073
2024-02-05 16:04:32.18
2024-02-05 16:04:24.48
2024-02-05 16:03:35.96
2024-02-05 16:01:27.507
2024-02-05 16:00:52.377
2024-02-05 16:00:41.42
2024-02-05 16:00:23.037
2024-02-05 16:00:20.97
2024-02-05 15:57:43.77
2024-02-05 15:57:21.897
2024-02-05 15:57:11.98
2024-02-05 15:57:05.07
2024-02-05 15:56:57.14
2024-02-05 15:55:32.103
2024-02-05 15:54:33.543

Mark
Robert
Michael
Jamie
Jeffrey
Garrett
Eric

Evan
Carson
Jon
Gabriel
John
SCOTT
Ryan
Zachary
Christian
Jeremy
Kyle
Aaron
John
Shaun
Benjamin
Carlos
Dennis
Robert
Isa

Daniel
Stan

Gary

Josh
Christopher
LAWRENCE
Mark
Gregory
KENNETH
Daniel
James
Eric

Ryan
Joshua
William
Lawrence
BRANDON
James
Blake
sawyer
Joseph
Hutchison
Patrick
Aaron
Daniel
Nicole

Matthew

Debasitis
Meriales
Fordham
Snyder
Spear
Mann
Hanson
Davis
Dicicco
McArthur
Thompson
Bahorski
EVELD
Javier
Bowman
Ruiz
Camacho
Frost

Deal
Kalinowski
Dolan
Woody
Perez
Davenport
Ripley
Dolan
Delaney
Huncilman
Bennett
Brann
Knutsen
MATRAS
Martin
Scoles
MURRAY
Epperson
Reksc
Gfeller
Pitts
Martin
Murphy
Webster
HATFIELD
Peifer
Anderson
fischer
Armas
Meltzer
Nurisso
Jauregui
Martinez Muniz
Nurisso

Nurisso

Banning CA

RIO DELL CA
Lakewood CA

SACRAMENTO CA

Stockton CA
Riverside CA
Carlsbad CA
Belmont CA

uUs
Us
uUs
us
Us
uUs
us
Us
uUs
Us
Us
us
Us
Us
uUs
Us
uUs
us
Us
Us
us
Us
Us
Us
Us
uUs
Us
Us
uUs
Us
uUs
us
Us
uUs
us
Us
uUs
Us
Us
uUs
Us
Us
uUs
Us
uUs
us
Us
uUs
us
Us
us
Us
Us

Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
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Petition Signed



2024-02-05 15:54:10.667
2024-02-05 15:53:21.577
2024-02-05 15:53:19.947
2024-02-05 15:53:13.5
2024-02-05 15:52:54.933
2024-02-05 15:51:07.6
2024-02-05 15:51:04.22
2024-02-05 15:50:46.567
2024-02-05 15:50:27.62
2024-02-05 15:49:36.357
2024-02-05 15:49:19.257
2024-02-05 15:49:18.067
2024-02-05 15:48:48.247
2024-02-05 15:48:34.35
2024-02-05 15:47:02.943
2024-02-05 15:23:24.397
2024-02-05 11:51:07.227
2024-02-05 09:56:05.27
2024-02-05 03:43:55.11
2024-02-05 02:32:44.073
2024-02-05 00:28:27.217
2024-02-05 00:28:08.577
2024-02-04 21:10:06.577
2024-02-04 21:03:57.02
2024-02-04 20:56:36.923
2024-02-04 19:58:50.267
2024-02-04 18:57:58.19
2024-02-04 15:50:16.343
2024-02-04 15:11:37.17
2024-02-04 15:03:21.603
2024-02-04 14:56:42.12
2024-02-04 14:54:20.397
2024-02-04 14:33:32.377
2024-02-04 14:06:16.267
2024-02-04 13:45:52.443
2024-02-04 13:31:21.537
2024-02-04 13:19:35.56
2024-02-04 13:16:19.453
2024-02-04 12:44:54.5
2024-02-04 11:58:34.803
2024-02-04 11:34:47.057
2024-02-04 11:31:34.293
2024-02-04 11:16:26.06
2024-02-04 10:52:34.367
2024-02-04 10:50:23.263
2024-02-04 10:42:16.947
2024-02-04 09:05:17.933
2024-02-04 08:09:46.76
2024-02-04 03:21:00.19
2024-02-04 02:08:05.057
2024-02-04 01:22:59.597
2024-02-04 01:21:34.463
2024-02-04 00:39:37.56

Daniel
Duncan
Ted
Phillip
Mike
Bradford
Brian
Chase
Michael
josh
Daniel
Steve
Joel
Billy
Ryan
Dain
James
Craig
Fred
Nora
Chris
Lorenzo
James
Dave
Matt
Sajjad
Ahmad
Zachary
Oliver
Monica
Mark
Israel
michelle
Johan
Zachery
Cody
Adolfo
Concepcion
Noah
Jonathan
Kyle
Juanito
Brian
Sean
Wayne
Felipe
Luke
Daniel
Tom
Rob
Jason

Ed

James

Schwartz
Barber
Thomas
Wasz
Potter
Hanson
Andersen
Mendoza
Marsden
restad
Dwelley
Vasquez
Rink
Patterson
Havens
Verret
Galliver
Jay
Flores
Martin-Hall
Olivolo
Noto

Fey

Zilch
Carleton
Shah
Abdeljabbar
Seibert
Heffron
Perez
Antalan
Palomares
gracy

G

Ranck
Jeske
Medrano
Olivares
Ranck
Howell
Soutar
Guerrero
Reagan
Rubino
Haskins
Flores
Holsen
McCarty
Ryugo
McMahon
Fitzgibbon
Hobbs

Tregembo

Martinez
Davis

Ladera ranch

RATHDRUM

CA
CA
CA
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Petition Signed

Petition Signed



2024-02-03 23:56:53.447
2024-02-03 22:36:47.323
2024-02-03 22:13:07.423
2024-02-03 21:04:23.823
2024-02-03 20:34:57.753
2024-02-03 20:02:32.65
2024-02-03 19:52:17.087
2024-02-03 19:19:31.487
2024-02-03 19:17:18.01
2024-02-03 19:04:40.757
2024-02-03 18:56:03.143
2024-02-03 18:46:40.147
2024-02-03 18:38:07.283
2024-02-03 18:16:11.547
2024-02-03 18:07:46.917
2024-02-03 17:55:22.687
2024-02-03 17:53:51.817
2024-02-03 17:52:10.473
2024-02-03 17:45:34.163
2024-02-03 17:27:50.223
2024-02-03 17:18:03.18
2024-02-03 16:58:29.703
2024-02-03 16:44:19.967
2024-02-03 15:48:35.097
2024-02-03 15:41:54.56
2024-02-03 14:58:20.36
2024-02-03 14:00:13.89
2024-02-03 13:27:50.02
2024-02-03 13:25:47.0
2024-02-03 13:21:33.573
2024-02-03 13:20:41.387
2024-02-03 13:16:03.28
2024-02-03 13:15:26.283
2024-02-03 13:04:39.467
2024-02-03 12:59:07.173
2024-02-03 12:58:03.97
2024-02-03 12:37:16.943
2024-02-03 12:35:33.723
2024-02-03 12:13:53.08
2024-02-03 11:57:45.247
2024-02-03 11:50:06.25
2024-02-03 11:42:34.637
2024-02-03 11:29:37.853
2024-02-03 11:23:11.003
2024-02-03 10:47:10.197
2024-02-03 10:44:25.037
2024-02-03 10:43:14.297
2024-02-03 10:39:46.707
2024-02-03 10:22:42.447
2024-02-03 10:00:36.227
2024-02-03 09:41:14.653
2024-02-03 09:14:12.427
2024-02-03 09:10:51.607

Frank
Kyle
Michael
Carl
Callie
Harrie
Jacob
Dale
Sterling
Reece
Adam
Jesus
John
Charles
Kenneth
Cameron
Brian
Chase
Nestor
John
Aaron
Christopher
David
Christopher 1
Chris
Ryan
Jack
Jacob
Daniel
William
Caleb
David
Tyler
Ryan
Victor
Jack
Trevor
Zachary
Charles
Mike
Ismael Max
jeff
Bryce
Sandra
Ryan
Jacob
David
Bryan
Evan
Steve
James
Ethan
Ralph

Cunningham
Rempe
Skehen
Hancock
Warne
Dennison
Jensen
Parsons
Coberly
Reber
Bloomer
Juarez gama
Shimmick
Stanton
Ply

Dobbs
Phipps
Ascari
Albances
Towers
Pittman
Agacite
Rosenthal
Lincoln
Killen
Lamke
Cliff
Sandoval
Gross
Armstrong
Warrick
Zachry
Blackburn
Schultz
Flores
Van Nieulande
La Presle
Matters
Toney
Garske
Villegas
chisdak
Carnehl
Sanchez
Houge
Rantz
Allen
Maiorca
Livadas
Broadley
Derington
Hall

Puett

Arroyo Grande | CA
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Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed
Petition Signed

Petition Signed



2024-02-03 08:59:33.513
2024-02-03 06:43:50.977
2024-02-03 04:27:27.593
2024-02-03 03:29:29.203
2024-02-03 03:16:19.52
2024-02-03 02:50:01.12
2024-02-03 02:12:16.923
2024-02-03 01:59:51.773
2024-02-03 01:28:13.503
2024-02-03 00:57:44.12
2024-02-03 00:44:29.22
2024-02-03 00:04:29.733
2024-02-02 23:54:08.423
2024-02-02 23:42:54.683
2024-02-02 23:37:53.183
2024-02-02 23:35:41.747
2024-02-02 23:34:49.057
2024-02-02 23:18:58.11
2024-02-02 23:14:05.52
2024-02-02 22:31:18.197
2024-02-02 22:22:27.137
2024-02-02 21:27:23.713
2024-02-02 21:22:05.84
2024-02-02 21:08:03.4
2024-02-02 21:05:54.64
2024-02-02 21:04:37.32
2024-02-02 21:01:20.403
2024-02-02 20:58:02.777
2024-02-02 20:56:18.6
2024-02-02 20:44:54.14
2024-02-02 20:42:57.203
2024-02-02 20:31:49.4
2024-02-02 20:21:30.41
2024-02-02 20:20:07.45
2024-02-02 20:18:56.503
2024-02-02 20:10:44.193
2024-02-02 19:56:09.143
2024-02-02 19:43:54.443
2024-02-02 19:43:17.527
2024-02-02 19:40:58.32
2024-02-02 19:29:09.317
2024-02-02 19:27:36.86
2024-02-02 19:15:32.903
2024-02-02 19:15:13.213
2024-02-02 19:06:32.177
2024-02-02 18:56:00.567
2024-02-02 18:55:34.027
2024-02-02 18:43:33.243
2024-02-02 18:05:26.83
2024-02-02 17:46:21.643
2024-02-02 17:45:06.907
2024-02-02 17:30:47.033
2024-02-02 17:16:16.94

Trace
Mike
Arthur
Ben
Philip
David
Andrew
Michael
Jeft
Scott
Rosa
Adam
Daniel
Joshua
Dave
John
Landon
Patrick
Mark
Ryan
Timothy
Timothy
Matthew
Ryan
Jose
Erick
Adrian
Shaun
Tom
Rafael
Alex
Zane
Jeremy
Eric
Marcus
Dave
Dave
Gabriel
Eric
Jesus
Jaime
Darren
SynKae
Daniel
Matthew
Cole
Nick
Cecilia
Isaac
Clayton
Travis
Eric

Benjamin

Pena
Barats
Frick
Carter
Trompke
Modena
Law

Hale
Kafka
Brichan
Zapata
Schaar
Crouch
Mann
Huebner
Aronson
Baggaley
Young
Walline
McGaffin
Watson
Padilla
Broadley
Tracey
Camarena
Burres
Silveira
Ayers
Stubbs
Santillan
Selman
Murphy
Kerekes
Manahan
LeBlanc
Gifford
Rechel
Silveira
Bodjanac
Padiernos
Gutierrez
Gertler
NG
Silveira
Bond
Pickford
DeFerrari
Giddings
Beck
Beaver
Craven
Tye

Kaslin

Middle Grove

Hollis

Grover beach

NY

ME
CA
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Petition Signed

Petition Signed



2024-02-02 16:25:01.977
2024-02-02 16:10:12.253
2024-02-02 15:56:10.45
2024-02-02 15:55:01.117
2024-02-02 15:38:15.073
2024-02-02 15:34:39.867
2024-02-02 14:57:10.573
2024-02-02 14:52:04.667
2024-02-02 14:48:19.837
2024-02-02 14:44:36.137
2024-02-02 14:40:14.187
2024-02-02 14:29:39.883
2024-02-02 14:25:41.613
2024-02-02 14:09:39.14
2024-02-02 14:09:23.547
2024-02-02 14:03:34.583
2024-02-02 14:02:35.91
2024-02-02 13:58:56.873
2024-02-02 13:58:51.957
2024-02-02 13:56:33.713
2024-02-02 13:55:22.597
2024-02-02 13:51:26.967
2024-02-02 13:50:04.897
2024-02-02 13:48:43.423
2024-02-02 13:48:06.903
2024-02-02 13:47:17.947
2024-02-02 13:45:51.557
2024-02-02 13:45:40.09
2024-02-02 13:40:12.057
2024-02-02 13:37:41.607
2024-02-02 13:36:49.903
2024-02-02 13:35:29.397
2024-02-02 13:31:21.977
2024-02-02 13:29:17.553
2024-02-02 13:23:58.117
2024-02-02 13:17:26.583
2024-02-02 13:16:58.097
2024-02-02 13:15:13.017
2024-02-02 13:14:01.07
2024-02-02 13:12:08.623
2024-02-02 13:10:44.163
2024-02-02 13:10:37.263
2024-02-02 13:09:39.617
2024-02-01 21:14:07.19
2024-02-01 19:52:19.6
2024-02-01 19:31:26.837

Matt
Kevin
Charlie
Nicholas
Nick
Artin
Sam
Jacob
Jonathan
Mitchell
Logan
Josef
Leif
JESSE
Mike
Hunter
Jordan
Gilberto
Rod
Andrew
Micah
Jacob
Chris
Jerry
Clayton
Christopher
John
James
Richard
Blane
Connor
Logan
Dennis
Daniel
Phillip
Derrik
Craig
Valerie
Elijah
Philip
owen
Steve
Nick
Keynan
Allen

Devin

Rose
Vella

de la Rosa
Angus
Ippolito
Marootian
Narveson
Morris
Hoang
Ward
Little
Sanchez
Bierer
STOVALL
Costello
Miller
Germyn
Garcia
Kazempour
Miller
Dungey
Weber
Chun
Chang
Thornton
James
Phillips
Killiany
Owens
Markham
Weber
Gillingham
Kilian
Collins
Sanders
Kapalla
Simes
Bednarski
Black
Adornato
shapiro
Dolan
Garcia
Hobbs
Noren

O'Dea

10

Fiddletown

Kuna

Carmel
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Petition Signed



From: CaliforniaFishermengResiliencyAssociatior<californiafishermensresiliency@gmail.com>
Sent:Wednesday,July3, 202406:44PM
To:FG&FGC@fgc.ca.gov>

Cc: SteveScheiblauer
< >: DaveColker
< >: JakeMitchell < >;

Subject:MPAPetitionsSupport/Object

CALIFORNIA FISHERMEN'’S RESILIENCY ASSOCIATION

1118 6th St.
Eureka, CA 95501

California Fish and Game Commission
PO Box 944209

1416 Ninth Street Suite 1320
Sacramento, California 94244-2090

July 3, 2024
Re: MPA Petitions/Support/Object
Commissioners:

The California Fisherman's Resiliency Association (CFRA) expresses its support for the
following Marine Protected Area (MPA) petitions:

2023 - 14 MPA
2023 - 15 MPA
2023 - 16 MPA
2023 - 18 MPA
2023 - 30 MPA

Our support is based on research conducted by the University of Washington (sustainable
fisheries- us.org) which exactly states that 0 3 $ fhave no positive affect on threats to marine

life posed by ocean acidification, global warming, coastal development, terrestrial and urban
run-off and human pollution of the world environment. 35 H F HeQi®Ws of the extensive MPA
network in California have concluded there is no evidence for a regional increase in biodiversity,

or targeted fish abundance, nor is there evidence for 0 3 $ fproviding climate UHVLOLHQF\~



