This page outlines ideas for making a comment at the FWS meeting.  Mix and match the points as you see fit.  Please! – Add your own ideas!  Make it personal.

1) Say who you are and where you live.  The FWS is especially interested in hearing from people in the Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo and Ventura areas (the areas directly affected by their decision).
2) Begin your comment by saying what you want the US Fish and Wildlife Service to do.

I urge you to adopt the Preferred Alternative 3C of the Southern Sea Otter Final Draft SEIS

3) Briefly explain your connection to the ocean (surfing, kayaking, scuba diving, avid beach goer, walking on the beach, living near the ocean, etc) and why you care about sea otters (some of these ideas are more technical than others – find your comfort level):

a. Sea otters deserve their place in the ocean;
b. You enjoy the idea of complete and natural environments;
c. Sea otters once lived here and you just think they should be allowed to return;
d. Enjoy watching them in their natural habitat;
e. Southern California is part of the sea otters’ historic  habitat and  range expansion is natural and expected;
f. Some people care about sea otters for their ecological benefits.  Some of these include (you don’t have to use these) 

i. Sea otters increase the productivity and biodiversity of the ocean; 

ii. Sea otters are an ‘indicator’ species meaning they are a sign of a healthy ocean; 

g. Sea otter recovery is impossible with the no-otter zone and the science does not support zonal management.
4) Why the FWS should adopt Preferred Alternative 3C:
a. There is just no way we can tell sea otters where (or where not) they should live;
b. The no-otter zone does not make sense; sea otters can not understand boundaries in the ocean;
c. By the criteria set forth in the original agreement, the translocation program was a failure; the program did not result in a viable population around San Nicholas Island;
d. To restore full protections under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) to sea otters throughout all of California waters;
e. The no-otter zone is costly. It costs approximately $9,540 tax-payer dollars to remove each otter found in the zone if this practice were to resume;
f. The no-otter zone is unmaintainable. Since 2005, up to 100 otters have been seen in the no-otter zone and in the past few years otter pups have been seen suggesting a shift in the demography of the population from primarily male to now including females and pups;

g. In order for FWS to achieve their primary purpose of recovery and management goals for the species under the Endangered Species and Marine Mammal Protection Acts, they must terminate the program. 

5) End by restating that you fully support their decision and what you want the FWS to do (adopt preferred alternative 3C)

Thank you! We look forward to seeing you at the meetings. 
