Moo CONFIDENTIAL

To: Inspector Storm
From: Chief Superintendent V.A. Lour

Re: Marine Protected Areas

e

Inspector:

Please check into the allegations in this article
and get back to me ASAP

o

Respectfully,
Chief Superintendent V.A. Lour
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This form hereby authorizes

{0 launch an investigation on behalf of the Living Oceans Society of Sointula and Vancouver, BC .

into:
29 commercial fisheries on Canada's Pacific Coast.

Form: LOS209
Inspector C. Storm

Congruence petween 161 Marine Protected Areas MPAs) and the closures to

Background:

In 2008, investigators at Living Oceans Society conducted a careful review of the existing
161 Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) on Canada’s Pacific coast. They concluded that a
thorough investigation is warranted to determine whether these MPAs are protecting the

ocean ecosystem as they were established to do.

Scope of Investigation:

...ask Penelope

Dear Penny:
I'm confused. Can 1 fishina MPA?
~E. Morey

Dear Mr. Morey:

Fishing is allowed in some MPAs. A
MPA that is closed to fishing becomes
arefuge where species can survive and
multiply. In Canada’s Pacific, we have
one small MPA, Whytec\iff Park,
which is completely closed to fishing.
There are also parts of three others,
Porteau Cove park and Portealt Cove
Recreation Area and the larger Sgaan
K'mghlas—Bowie Marine Protected
Area, that are partially closed to
commercial fisheries. Although
individually, these no-take areas are an
accomplishment, together they add up
to less than 1 percent of the Canadian
Pacific ocean-

Dear Penny:

Arent all the MPAs in Canada’s
Pacific supposed 10 be closed 1o
commercialﬁshing??

~Confused in Comox

pmtected” which means that fisheries
should not occur- Our investigation
found that some fisheries ~ are
permitted in almost all of these MPAS.

Dear Penny:

Why is fishing permitted in MPAs that
are supposed to be closed?

_Incensed in Tofino

Dear Incensed:

Most evidence points t0 & lack of
coordination between the government
agency responsible for fisheries
management and those responsible for
MPA designations. ‘When @
government agency establishes @
MPA, they need Fisheries and Oceans
Canada to close some or all fishing
within the boundaries. More often than
not, this coordination does not happen
and the MPAs fail to make it into the
fisheries management plans.

Dear Penny:

What's the big deal if someone does
fishina MPA??

~Big Al

Dear Al:

While not all MPAs need to be
completely closed o fisheries
(no-take), the benefits of no-take
MPAs include more and larger fish’
which is good for the ocean and good
for fishermen.

Dear Penny:
The fuss over fishing and MPAs seems
made up to me. Does anyone actually

The boundaries of all 161 MPAs will be compared with the poundaries of closures for 29
commercial fisheries!. The intent is to pinpoint which fisheries are permitted within which
MPAS.

The IUCN category assigned to each MPA by its Canadian manager will also be recorded. A
science report detailing methods and findings will be published online in 20102. See

nttp:// dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/. j.marpol.ZO‘lO.l0.0lO for the complete report.

Notes:
1. 29 fisheries should be analyzed because they have year—round fishery closures:
Anchovy; Intertidal Clam; Crab; Eulachon; Euphausiid; Geoduck; Bottom Trawl

Groundfish; Midwater Trawl Groundfish; Halibut; Herring Food and Bait; Herring Roe;
Herring Spawn on Kelp; Herring Special Use; Octopus; Opal Squid; Prawn Trap;
Rockfish Hook and Line; Sablefish; Sardine; Scallop by Dive; Scallop by Trawl;
Schedule 11 Species; Sea Cucumber; Shrimp Trawl; Surfperch; Surf Smelt. Tuna; Green
Urchin; and Red Urchin.

2. Robb, CK,, Bodtker, K.M., Wright, K., Lash, J. Commercial Fisheries Closures in
Marine Protected Areas on Canada's Pacific Coast: The exception, not the rule.
Marine Policy 2011; 35(3): 309-316. http:// dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j .marpol.2010.10‘0104

One MPA

no fishing i )
permitt

no [UCN classificafio:d

assigned

DFO perwmits fishing in MPAs
classified by IUCN as
| “STRICTLY PROTECTED”
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17 MPAs: fishing permitted
but classified as IUCN
«some fishing may be allowed” -

Dear Confused: . fishin MPAs anyway?
Canada has adopted the International —Love my Rock ish

Union for the Conservation of Nature
(IUCN) system for classifying
protected areas. According t0 this
system, 109 MPAs are “strictly

Dear Love:

The public does not have access 10 the
information showing where fishermen
fish, so there is no way to know for
sure. BUT, if fishing is not prohibited,
then fishermen are allowed to fish
there. The only way {o ensure a MPA is
strictly protected is to prohibit fishing
within the MPA boundaries.
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Commercial fisheries are an important part of our
coastal economy and culture. For generations
commercial fishermen have been seeking out the
best fishing grounds for salmon, halibut, ground
fish, crabs, shrimp and other species. Each fishery
has an Integrated Fisheries Management Plan
(IFMP) that outlines when, where and how fisher-
men can fish. Every fishery has closures—areas
where fishing is not allowed-to protect spawning

areas, critical habitat, or to avoid contaminated
areas.
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To: Inspector Storm
From: C. Coldwater

Re: Scott Islands area
Map Area 2

These three provincial ecological reserves

and one provincial park should be “strictly
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Healthy Oceans. Healthy Communities.

inate efforts to call upon Fishe!

Living Oceans Society grew out of Sointula, a fishing
village on the Central Coast of B.C. Fishing had been a
way of life in Sointula until changes in available
resources forced more and more residents to give it up.
Living Oceans was founded in 1998 with the idea that
we need to protect some areas of the ocean as safe
havens if we hope to continue depending on marine food
webs for food and employment. We believe that people
are part of the environment. We support and encourage
sustainable commercial fishing, ecosystem based
management and marine planning processes where
people from coastal communities can have their say.

or Chester Storm
en by _

i ————

PAs) and the closures to

(109 of 161) of the MPAs on Canada’s

cific MPAs do not meet Canada’s

esponsible for where and when fisheries

icipal, provincial and federal)

ries and Oceans Canada to:
urrently classified as “strictly protected”.
protected in MPAs.

the Pacific North Coast Integrated

g between government

Hhot MPAS
axound the world has proven :
Povkav&o:;o\s Lor ocean heodkih and For Fisheries

enk. A plan 4o use owr 0 '
v«wx\sa;t plan Jcﬁak includes maxine pvobwiswt Qreas

er
prot0 S1OVE ZedeX

AppeHzers

1
Form: LOS331

reserves versus p:

artially pr i
2008; 367:49-56 ¥ protected areas. Marin,
fforts to make effective MPAS.

Ho Por

Rice

guide for

networks. Non-techn,
National Oceanic ay
Conservancy 2007; 118 p.

* House speciaty,

ovean Sushainablyy

i/ Madom
is o citizen of o nation suvrounded
by brvee oceans, T am distressed
ook Lishingy is adlowed in amost all
of Canada's Pacific MPAs,
includingg those olassified as
shricklyy probeched T implov% you 4o
iW\lech the app\rop\r(a;be Lishing”
closures ...Lor e heakth of our
oceons now and in the Ludbure.

Contact LOS

Living Oceans Society

Sointula Office

T 250-973-6580 | F 250-973-6581
Box 320 | Sointula, BC VON 3E0
Vancouver Office

T 604-696-5044 | F 604-696-5045
207 W Hastings St., Suite 1405
Vancouver, BC V6B 1H7

www.livingoceans.org | info@livingoceans.org
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