




































































































































































































































































































June 12, 2012                                                                                     Agenda Item Th 17b 
                                                                                                           Bob Bertelli 
                                                                                                               OPPOSE 
Mary Shallenberger 
Chair 
California Coastal Commission 
P.O. Box 354 
Clements, CA 95227-0354 
 
RE: Agenda Item Th 17b- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services Consistency Determination 
NO. CD-019-12 
 
Dear Chairwoman Shallenberger: 
 
My name is Bob Bertelli, and I am the current Chair of the California Sea Urchin 
Commission, (CSUC), as well as an Ex-Officio board member of the California Lobster 
and Trap Fishermen’s Association, (CLTFA), and the Southern California Trustee for the 
California Fisheries Coalition, (CFC), who’s membership includes a diverse group of 
sport and commercial fishing interests, ocean dependent businesses, and entities. 
 
I was also a member of the Stakeholders Advisory Group for the South Coast Marine 
Life Protection Act Initiative, and served as a stakeholder on the recently completed 
California Fish and Wildlife Strategic Vision Process, as one of the three Marine 
Resources Interests positions, as opposed to one of the fishing appointments. 
 
I am giving you (and the other Commissioners), this recent biography of myself, so you 
might better judge the weight of the following comments on the issue before you. 
 
One of the things that has been a constant through out the entire California MPA process, 
the Strategic Vision process, The West Coast Governors agreement on managing marine 
resources, and our National Oceans Policy, has been the science based foundational 
principal of Ecosystem Based Management (EBM), where the failed idea of single 
species management, has been replaced by holistic ecological principals of resources 
management. By applying rigorous science from all the related disciplines, including 
economics and social science, management strategies can be developed, for various 
ecosystems, some like the current sea otter range, where otters are allowed to dominate, 
some for man and shell fish, and some that are protected from any take: by otters or man, 
(no take MPA’s). 
 
However, what the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), and some Environmental 
NGO’s are advocating for, is the simplistic, and misleading notion, that by declaring P.L. 
99-625,( the sea otter translocation), a failure, and adopting a non-plan, that fails to 
address the known water quality issues in the current range, that are responsible for the 
vast majority of otter strandings each year, and allowing them (otters) to expand into an 
area, the Southern California Coast, that has even poorer water quality, will somehow  be 
good for otters. 



 
The FWS tell us that the translocation to San Nichols Island (SNI) has been a failure, but 
they are only partially right. While by their own admission, they have failed to carry out 
their own translocation plan, due to their own mistakes, and miscalculations, the sea otter 
has somehow managed to establish a small, but healthy and growing colony at SNI!  
 
It is not a failure when nature, in this case sea otters, does not follow mans plan, but 
instead finds its’ own way. It should be pointed out that the number of otters at SNI, per 
the 2012 survey, is 58 animals, including 10 pups. A very similar number of otters that 
was discovered over 100 years ago at Big Sur, which has grown to over 2,700 animals in 
the parent range ! Yes, there was failure here, and it was the FWS that failed, not the sea 
otter.  
 
This number, 58, is 80% of the initial goal of 70 animals, as a breeding nucleus. It is 
currently estimated that the SNI population is expanding at an annual rate of 10%. At this 
rate, the otters will soon reach that goal. 
 
Now the FWS, and some others, are coming before you, to ask the Coastal Commission 
to rubber stamp their failure. However, in doing so, they are also asking you to violate 
sections 30230, 30234, 30234.5 and 30220 of the California Coastal Act. The are asking 
you to violate your own policies and laws, but also those many other state agencies who 
have a role in marine management, e.g. the California Department of Fish and Game 
(DFG), and the California Fish and Game Commission (FGC). 
 
I would recommend the C.C.C. do two things: First reject the Consistency Determination 
CD-019-12, by the FWS; second request that the FWS, after the FINAL EIS has been 
published, consult with all Sate and Federal Agencies that have a role to play, along with 
stakeholders, and develop basic outline of the process to develop EBM? for the Southern 
Sea Otter that protects otters and shell fish. 
 
Please reject single species management; it is just bad public policy. 
 
Thank you for considering my views on this item. 
 
Bob Bertelli 
PO Box 1001 Seal Beach CA 90740  
 
 
 
  
 
 








