Marine Life Protection Act Initiative

Developing a System of Marine Protected
Areas in California: An Introduction to the
MLPA and MLPA Initiative

Presented to the MLPA North Coast Regional Stakeholder Group
February 8, 2010 « Eureka, CA

Melissa Miller-Henson « Program Manager, MLPA Initiative
Susan Ashcraft « MPAs Project Supervisor, California Department of Fish and Game
Kelly Sayce « Public Outreach and Education Coordinator, MLPA Initiative

|
' Overview
|

* Introduction to the Marine Life Protection Act
(MLPA) and marine protected areas

* Introduction to the MLPA Initiative, California’s
marine protected area planning process

« MLPA Initiative participants and their roles

 Important process adaptations for the MLPA
North Coast Study Region
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+ Signed into California law
in 1999

— Redesign California’s system of ‘\

‘ Mean high tide to

marine protected areas (MPAs);
increase coherence and
effectiveness at protecting the
state's marine life, habitat, and
ecosystems

— Achieve six goals
* Requires, in part:
— Use of “best readily available science
— Involvement of stakeholders and
other interested parties
- Master plan for MPAs and master
plan “science” team

3 nautical miles
offshore

» State marine conservation
area (SMCA)

— Prohibits some recreational
and/or commercial extractive
activities

 State marine park (SMP)

— Prohibits all commercial
extractive activities and
potentially some recreational
activities.

« State marine reserve (SMR)
— Prohibits all extractive activities




 Public-private partnership among the CA
Natural Resources Agency, California
Department of Fish and Game, and
Resources Legacy Fund Foundation
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* MLPA Initiative Groups
— Blue ribbon task force
— Regional stakeholder group
— Science advisory team
— Staff and contractors

 Stakeholders and general
public




' North Coast Regional Stakeholder Group

« 32 stakeholders appointed by BRTF chair and
DFG director to represent the diversity of
interests, perspectives and geographies

— Provide local knowledge and expertise

— Share information (including to help refine and
revise regional profile)

— Conduct outreach to constituencies
— Evaluate existing MPAs
—Develop alternative MPA proposals

Information Flow

Proposal
Development
~ The California Fish and Game
Commission Is the decision-
making body under MLPA

Guidance

Califernia
Department of

FISH AND

Blue Ribbon
Task Force

California citizens: The public provides input throughout the | March 15, 2008




« Attend public workshops and
meetings

* Provide comment on
documents

* Provide comment at
meetings and/or in writing

* Individual conversations with
stakeholder group members,
staff

* Review video and audio
recordings on website

* Visit website at
www.dfg.ca.gov/mlpa

* To fully integrate robust
local knowledge

* Lessons learned from
past study regions
» Unique characteristics

of north coast study
region




| Adaptation: Round 1 MPA Arrays

Planning Process 2004 to Present

— Marine Protected Area (MPA) Planning Processes in Past
Study Regions
- Three iterations (rounds) to develop MPA proposals
- Regional stakeholder group (RSG) process for all three
rounds
— External MPA proposals developed parallel to RSG proposals in
first two rounds
— Adaptation Made to MLPA North Coast Study Region in
Response to Community Needs
— Process for first round to develop external proposed MPA
arrays from community groups

- RSG process in second and third rounds informed by the
external proposed MPA arrays

Guidance ' b nd 1

BRTF
State Parks
SAT MLPA I-Team g Round 2

DFG
BRTF
State Parks
SAT  MLPA I-Team — Round 3
o dll SRTF state Parks
MLPA |-Team

BRTF develops final
recommendations, including
preferred alternative

California Fish and Game
Commission makes final decision

PUb“C Comment on MPAs for the study region




*No designated alternates = = ;
Smaller group size helps . .~

T e PR R e
ensure effective meetings =~~~
and discussions : Ty

* Builds on relationships
and networks that already

exists in the north coast

« If absent, work through
other NCRSG members
to make sure ideas are
introduced

iAdaptation: Goals & Regional Objectives

* NCRSG will review, rather than develop and
adopt, goals and regional objectives

—Not effective use of time, given role of regional goals
and objectives

—DFG will develop draft regional goals and objectives
to ensure consistent across study regions

—NCRSG will have an opportunity to review draft goals
and objectives

— Critical information for MPA monitoring comes from
site specific rationale




Timeline: June 2009 - December 2010

Publicinvolvement is encouraged throughout the process

Public planning process :

begins. Joint fact-finding and Develop and_l:_-vqew draft
evaluation of existing marin¢ marine 5"“[“‘-“—“ area
protected areas begins. propasals,

External proposed MPA

arrays developed.

June - December 2009 January - September 2010

Marine protected area
proposals are recommended
and a preferred alternative is
selected.

September - October 2010

A marine protected area
proposal is recommended
and the regulatory and
environmental review
processes begin.

November - December 2010

* Diverse interests
« Competing uses
« Different expectations

» Sophisticated scientific
and policy framework

* Volumes of material




Not Why We're Here

* Not to debate merits of the MLPA
* Not to debate usefulness of MPAs
* Not to consider MPAs in federal waters

* Not to identify a specific percentage target of
MPAs in the study region

* Not to focus on MPAs as a fishery management
tool — MPAs are complementary

* Not to make a final, binding decision

* Collaborative
» Co-inventive
* Transparent
« Iterative and interactive
- Accessible L
» Responsive

* Encouraging mutual
gains






