
Mr. Lindsey Graham
Senator
290 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Graham,
I am an Environmental Studies student at the University of South Carolina, and I am writing to
you to persuade you to implement more Marine Protected Areas in the waters surrounding
South Carolina. Marine Protected Areas, also known as MPAs, are an area where one or more
human activities, especially fishing, is restricted or prohibited. They have an emphasis on
conservation, and are designed as a precautionary method to preserve marine ecosystems and
restore ecological integrity. The 1992 Convention on Biological Diversity created a target of
making ten percent of global marine areas MPAs by 2010, but currently, only two percent of
marine areas are MPAs.

One of the primary goals of MPAs is to combat overfishing, which is becoming an incredibly
large concern for states and countries that thrive off of the commercial fishing industry.
Overfishing is the depletion of fish stock as a result of too much fishing in an area, and is
severely harmful to all levels of an ecosystem. If one level of an ecosystem is overfished, both
the fish that prey on that species and the fish that species eats will have unbalanced population
levels, and will also die out. If more efforts are not taken to stop overfishing, South Carolina will
have no fish left to base the industry off of. I believe that if the state makes more waters of
South Carolina Marine Protected Areas, fish species will have enough freedom to sustain their
populations, and have stable numbers so fishing is able to continue in areas that are not
protected.

Studies have shown that Marine Protected Areas are only worthwhile if they make up greater
than 8.5% of a country’s exclusive economic zone, and therefore many politicians are not willing
to create more MPAs because they believe this goal is pointless and achievable. However, the
costs of implementation of more Marine Protected Areas in the United States benefits tourism
and fishing industries. If marine environments are well preserved, more people will be willing to
pay money to visit and tour these areas, which brings in revenue to the state. For example, if
the Charleston Harbor watershed was not so well maintained, tourism to the area would be
significantly less. Therefore, if more areas of the South Carolina coastline become Marine
Protected Areas, the state could run government-led, safe tours that allowed tourists to enjoy
the beauty of the watershed, while keeping it protected.

Another argument for the creation of Marine Protected Areas is the benefit to the fishing
industry. Opponents to Marine Protected Areas believe that banning fishing in Marine Protected
Areas will cause the fishing industry to lose money, however it is actually in fishermans' best
interest to fish sustainably, so populations are sufficient enough for them to continue fishing. If
the waters of South Carolina are overfished, there will be no fish for fishermen to sell. However,
if portions are made Marine Protected Areas, the fish populations will be able to sustain and
support themselves, and still have enough numbers to be fished sustainably.



One of the most important aspects to consider when considering the implementation of Marine
Protected Areas is their scale. In this case it is necessary to look beyond exclusive economic
zones, and recognize the interlinkages between MPAs and various state functions, such as
tourism and industry, as well as the challenges climate change will pose on South Carolina
marine ecosystems if they are not preemptively preserved. I urge you to consider how valuable
South Carolina marine environments are to both you, and the various different departments of
your state government. Healthy marine ecosystems are vital to the core of South Carolina, and I
hope you utilize Marine Protected Areas in order to preserve these special habitats for future
generations.

Sincerely,

Isabelle Paris
Student at the University of South Carolina


