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Letters from our readers

A bailout plan
for ocean ecosystems

To the Editor:

All bailout plans, whether economic or
ecological, require a leap of faith. But the
risk of inaction is usually higher. Even
when the price tag for shoring up our
national economy runs to the hundreds of
billions of dollars, we must invest in its
future. :

Our marine ecosystems, ]ﬁeptl&m-
my, are strongly influenced ¥ reg-
ulated human activities. In the ocean, the
result of poor regulation is environmental
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in the Pacific: emncnnnﬁuf the Steller
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to the first invertebrate ever placed on the

endangered species list, white abalone.

And the collapse of a single species often -
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the ecosystem, much like when a si
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So how can we stop repeating history -
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_our ocean? Will an ocean bailout plan -

belp? Luckily we have much more sciea-

tific evidence upon which to stake our
hopes for a positive outcome in =~ - -,
&hfmmasmnmymbmﬂﬂu
ﬂ:mmhav:for:mm'tpgemnm
alent. The Marine Life Protection Act
Initiative is a common senise, science- .
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Although you wouldn't learn this from. -~
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the goals of the MLPA, namely: protecting
marine life, habitats, ecosystems, and nat-

ural heritage, improving recreational, edu-
cational and research opportunities provid-:
ed by marine ecosystems that are subject

" to minimal human disturbance. A diverse
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abalone divers, Native
Americans, and conservationists) con-
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for the north central coast.

That pro ‘network, currently under
consideration by the Fish & Game
Commission, was designed to maximize
ecological benefits while minimizing
socioeconomic impacts. Local stakehold-
ers. worked together for over a year, with
guidance from the science advisory team
and others,

Their intent was not to prohibit fisher-
men and others from making a living, but
to protect ecosystems proactively, before
ﬂmygctinwmhe]pprm;m
populations overexploitation due to
inadequate. regulation. One predicted ben-
efit of an appropriately designed network
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posed MPAs (and remain virtually unregs- .~ 9c¢ans, and it will, provide an excellent
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