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Meeting Date, Time and Place
Wednesday, May 12, 2010
9:30 a.m.
Via teleconference and webinar
Public onsite access was provided at the following locations:
C.V. Starr Community Center*
300 South Lincoln Street
Fort Bragg, CA 95437

Resources Building *
1416 Ninth Street, Room 1320
Sacramento, CA 95814

Humboldt Bay Aquatic Center*
921 Waterfront Drive, Room 211
Eureka, CA 95501

California Department of Fish and Game *
4665 Lampson Avenue, Suite C
Los Alamitos, CA 90720

Flynn Center*
Multipurpose Room
981 H Street
Crescent City, CA 95531

UCSB Marine Science Institute
Marine Science Research Building*
Room 3322
Santa Barbara, CA 93106-6150

SAT members attending: Larry Allen, Eric Bjorkstedt, Mark Carr, Kevin Fleming, Steve
Gaines, Dawn Goley, Dominic Gregorio, David Hankin, John Largier, Ron LeValley, Phillip
Levin, Steven Morgan, Steven Murray, Karina Nielsen, Pete Raimondi, Steven Rumrill, Astrid
Scholz, Craig Strong, Steve Wertz, and Will White.
SAT members absent: Chris Costello.
Meeting Objectives
•

Receive MLPA Initiative process updates

•

Review and potentially adopt draft responses to science questions from the public and
external array proponents

•

Review and potentially adopt water quality guidance for the north coast study region

•

Review and potentially adopt updates to the MLPA Master Plan Science Advisory Team
(SAT) evaluations of habitat representation and replication and marine birds and
mammals

•

Review and potentially adopt science guidance for designing MPAs to inform adaptive
management
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Both audio and video recordings of this meeting are available on the MLPA website at
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/mlpa/meetings_n.asp.
Executive Summary
On May 12, 2010, the sixth meeting of the Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) Master Plan
Science Advisory Team (SAT) for the MLPA North Coast Study Region (NCSR) was held via
teleconference and webinar. Members of the public were invited to various locations
throughout the study region and California to hear and view the meeting.
The SAT engaged in spirited conversations throughout the meeting on a wide variety of topics.
SAT members voted to:
•

Approve draft responses to science questions (Briefing Document D.1, pending some
changes)

•

Approve new components of the evaluation methods for marine birds and marine
mammals (Agenda Item E)

•

Approve new replication thresholds for soft bottom habitats and a new method of
evaluating habitats in MPAs that straddle the bioregion boundary (Briefing Document
F.2)

•

Forward the document on adaptive management (Briefing Document G.1) to the
stakeholders as a draft document that has not yet received full approval of the SAT

•

Approve the revised water quality guidance document and maps (Briefing Documents
H.1 and H.2)

•

Keep the level of protection (LOP) for redtail surfperch at Moderate

Meeting Summary
Welcome, Introductions and Review of Agenda
On May 12, 2010, the sixth meeting of the MLPA Master Plan Science Advisory Team (SAT)
for the MLPA North Coast Study Region (NCSR) was held via teleconference and webinar.
Members of the public were invited to locations throughout the study region and California to
hear and view the meeting.
I. MLPA Initiative North Coast Process Updates
A. North Coast planning progress
Ken Wiseman gave an update on the NCSR planning progress, focusing on the recent
guidance from the MLPA Blue Ribbon Task Force (BRTF) to the MLPA North Coast Regional
Stakeholder Group (NCRSG). One component of this guidance is that the BRTF reconfirmed
that the proposed MPA arrays should meet the science guidelines. Ken Wiseman also
described a potential motion by BRTF member Meg Caldwell regarding tribal uses that will be
discussed by the BRTF via conference call on May 17, 2010. The SAT discussed the potential
language, especially with regard to how levels of protection are assigned. Two SAT members,
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Mark Carr and Ron LeValley, volunteered to convey this information to the BRTF during their
teleconference next Monday.
II. SAT Work Group Updates
B. Bioeconomic modeling
Satie Airamé presented an update on the progress made by the modeling work group since
the last SAT meeting. The modeling work group has integrated three new species into the
model (brown rockfish, red abalone, and Dungeness crab). Due to the unique nature of the
males-only Dungeness crab fishery, the model has been modified for that species and the
results will be presented separately from the averaged model results. The three new species
have been included in model runs for the Round 1 marine protected area (MPA) proposals,
and those results will be posted to the website soon, along with the results from the genetic
connectivity model. During Round 2, the modeling work group will compare the two models to
ensure they produce consistent results; the models will then be integrated for future rounds.
C. SAT tribal work group
Satie Airamé and Ken Wiseman gave an update on the progress of the SAT tribal work group.
Ken described the process so far and noted that all parties are working together to provide the
MLPA Initiative with the best information about tribal issues in the north coast study region.
Satie informed the SAT that the tribal work group has been moving forward to develop a plan
for incorporating tribal information. A letter was sent to tribes in the north coast study region
explaining the MLPA process and requesting assistance in determining what kind of
information is important and how to collect that information. Feedback from the letter has led to
the development of a new proposal on how to incorporate tribal information, which will be
presented to the NCRSG and SAT for feedback. The proposal aims to take the Round 2 MPA
proposals to tribes for discussion; the tribes would identify geographies of importance and
discuss activities they would like to see allowed in proposed MPAs. Satie would then present
an aggregated list of proposed allowed uses to the NCRSG at their July meeting for
consideration. The work group is developing a datasheet for use during this process, and the
meetings with tribes could start as soon as May 21 after the Round 2 NCRSG proposals are
submitted.
III. Science Guidance Questions from the Public and External Array Proponents
D. Review and discuss SAT responses to science questions
Satie Airamé presented the draft SAT responses to science questions. SAT members decided
that one question (Question 10, addressing the stock status of rockfish) should not come from
the SAT because the response was developed by the California Department of Fish and Game
and the reported stock assessment information was not a SAT product. Pending some minor
edits and the inclusion of Question 10 in a separate document, the SAT voted to approve the
responses to science questions.
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IV. MPA Design Guidelines and Evaluation Methods for the MLPA North Coast Study
Region
E. Review and discuss updates to the marine birds and marine mammals evaluation methods
Craig Strong and Ron LeValley presented the updates to the marine birds and marine
mammals evaluation methods. The new evaluation components include the neritic foraging
analysis, waterfowl analysis and data regarding the shorebird use of Humboldt Bay. The SAT
voted to approve these new evaluation components, and the work group will revise the
evaluation methods chapter for potential approval at the next SAT meeting.
F. Review and discuss updates to the habitat representation and replication evaluation
methods
Emily Saarman updated the SAT on the progress of the habitat work group. Major upwelling
centers and river plumes are now mapped, rocky shore and offshore rocks data has been
updated, and the 0-30m proxy line has been modified. Karina Nielsen presented new
information about how MPAs that straddle the bioregion boundary will be included in the
habitat replication evaluation. For Round 2, MPAs that straddle the bioregion boundary and
meet the habitat representation requirements will count for one-half of a habitat replicate in
each bioregion. Karina showed a graph of how these replicates would be presented, which
included existing habitat replicates from the north central coast study region. The SAT voted to
approve this approach.
Pete Raimondi presented information on the habitat representation requirements for soft
bottom habitats. SAT members engaged in a robust discussion of the topic, including a
reassurance that the best available data showed that these habitat numbers are appropriate
and not artificially high. Based on their discussion and public input, the SAT decided to
eliminate two of the six methods for counting soft bottom habitats, as they were determined to
be redundant. The SAT voted to approve the habitat representation requirements for soft
bottom habitats, pending the removal of the counting methods for deeper than 100m and 03000m habitats.
G. Designing MPAs to inform adaptive management
Mark Carr gave a presentation detailing draft guidance to stakeholders on how to design
experimental MPAs to inform management. The presentation gave two options for how
stakeholders could design MPA arrays to provide opportunities to study the potential impacts
of species removal. SAT members had a long discussion on the topic, with some members
feeling that there was too much detail in the presentation or that the second design option was
too complicated to be feasible. Others felt that the information provided in the presentation was
important to forward to the NCRSG regardless of the level of detail or potential complexity of
the design process. A motion was made to approve the presentation and associated document
as draft products with the caveats that some members of the SAT felt there was too much
detail and the work group will revisit the issue to develop broader guidance. The SAT voted to
approve forwarding the presentation and associated document to the NCRSG as draft
products.
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H. Review and discuss water quality considerations for MPAs in the MLPA North Coast Study
Region
Dominic Gregorio presented the updated water quality document and reviewed its changes.
The water quality work group added information including clarification of sources of data,
elaboration on mussel watch data, more data from the Eel River watershed, and additional
comments on the benthic impacts of sedimentation. The work group also modified the maps
included in the document. The SAT voted to approve the document.
I. Review new levels of protection
Larry Allen presented information regarding the level of protection (LOP) for redtail surfperch.
Some members of the work group felt that given the low fishing effort in the NCSR and the
uncertainties about the size of retail surfperch home ranges, the species’ LOP should be
raised to Moderate-High. Other members of the work group felt that since one of the
assumptions when assigning LOPs is that maximum effort could occur, and that the redtail
surfperch home ranges could be relatively small, the LOP should remain at Moderate. After a
thorough discussion, the majority of SAT members voted to keep the redtail surfperch LOP at
Moderate.
Wrap-up and Next Steps
J. Other items
Jason Vasques gave a brief update on the evaluation timeline for Round 2 MPA proposals; by
June 3 the data should be ready to distribute to members of the SAT evaluation work groups,
and the evaluations should be conducted by the next SAT meeting on June 29-30 in Eureka.
Public Comments
Members of the public commented on the proceedings both via individual phone lines and from
three “nodes” in Fort Bragg, Eureka, and Crescent City. Comments included clarifying
questions, statements about how using local knowledge could be beneficial to the process,
and requests to review certain levels of protection. Members of the public also praised staff for
the timely posting of meeting materials online and provided some information about what MPA
proposals might look like in Round 2.
Briefing Documents
C.1:

Letter from the MLPA Initiative to Tribes and Tribal Communities Requesting
Information on Tribal Uses of Marine Resources (April 2, 2010)

D.1:

Draft Responses to Science Questions Posed during MLPA Public Meetings from
March 1 to March 25, 2010 (May 10, 2010 Draft)

E.1:

PowerPoint Presentation: Marine Birds and Marine Mammals Evaluation Updates and
New Approaches for Round 2

F.1:

PowerPoint Presentation: Updates to Habitat Data and Habitat Replication and
Representation Evaluation Methods
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F.2:

Draft Methods Used to Evaluate Marine Protected Area Proposals in the MLPA North
Coast Study Region, Chapters 4 & 5: Habitat Representation Analyses and Habitat
Replication Analyses (Revised May 10, 2010)

G.1:

Draft Proposed Concepts for Designing Experimental MPAs to Inform Adaptive
Management (May 10, 2010 Draft)

G.2:

PowerPoint Presentation: Designing Experimental MPAs to Inform Adaptive
Management- in the North Coast Study Region

H.1:

Draft Recommendations for Considering Water Quality and Marine Protected Areas in
the MLPA North Coast Study Region (Draft revised March 16, 2010)

H.2:

Water Quality Guidance Maps for the MLPA North Coast Study Region (March 18,
2010)

I.1:

PowerPoint Presentation: Levels of Protection in the MLPA North Coast Study Region

J.1:

California MLPA Master Plan Science Advisory Team Summary of the March 16-17,
2010 Meeting (revised April 5, 2010)
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