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Drew Martin, Paul Davis, Jerome Small 

 

Key points are highlighted in yellow  

Action items are highlighted in yellow and will be labeled as Action Item  

Group decisions are highlighted in yellow and will be labeled as Decision 

9:05 AM – Welcome & Meeting Overview 

Meeting Objectives (Ann): 

• Work in small groups to incorporate feedback and make stronger RMA’s.  
• South Community Working Group (SCWG) saw them last week so we can know what they 

decided last week.  
• Big Task of the day- work in small groups to review & combine management actions 

(RMA’s) and a large group to review & combine place-based specific RMA’s.  
• Revisit the OFR time line 
• Review SEFCRI Team/TAC and additional reviewers feedback 
• Discuss spatial planning  

Homework Note: Today we will focus on combining. Not every RMA was suggested to be combined, 
however, other feedback, such as needs more info or consider archive may apply to the other RMA’s. For 

3/18/2015 1 SCWG 
 



homework you will review the RMA’s that are in these additional categories. All RMA’s that were created 
will still be compiled in an appendix at the end of the process- no information or RMA’s will be lost.   

9:10 AM: Continuation of Meeting Summary (Meghan): 

Coastal/Ocean Use Survey: Final push to begin and finish surveys. The survey will still be open, however, 
the information will begin to be compiled at the end of March. Amanda Costaregni has the specific 
numbers of people who have started and completed the survey and more detailed information about who 
is taking the survey. Need more participants in Miami-Dade and from commercial fisherman! Distribute 
flyers please.  

Presentation Overview: 

• SEFCRI Team/TAC members are present, please utilize them when working today. Ed T, John F, & 
Kurtis G.  

• Review approved work plan:  
o March/April: focus on feedback and refining RMA’s  
o May/June: Use spatial planning tool to further support/develop appropriate RMA’s. 

Produce a more refined and comprehensive list of MA’s to move forward. 
o July/August: No OFR meetings. 2nd SEFCRI Team/TAC review of the refined RMA’s.  
o September: First combined meeting with SCWG and NCWG on the 3rd Wednesday of the 

month.  
o January/February 2016: Public Meetings 
o May: RMA Report 

• Updates over break: 
o SEFCRI Team/TAC and FDEP staff reviewed the RMA’s and provided feedback.  
o SEFCRI Team/TAC feedback was placed in 4 groups:   

1. Combine 
2. Needs more information/clarification 
3. Archive 
4. FYI 

o FDEP organized this information in order to better tackle the extensive amount of RMA’s 
and feedback from reviewers.  

o Everything is still recommendations, so it is ultimately up to CWG if they want to take and 
implement the feedback.  

• Organization of RMA’s: 
o Worksheets: Strategic coral reef mgmt. goals and objectives; MPA background and terms; 

Jim Bohnsack suggested place-based breakdown. 
o Packets: Stack of RMA’s for your focus area and subtopic (top worksheet) with a 

corresponding synthesis document each proposed combination; a long-title reference 
sheet; master comprehensive spreadsheet of all RMA’s.  

o Today you only have the RMA’s that were suggested to be combined (#1). There are still 
RMA’s that fall in the other groups (#2-4). 

o Reasons why reviewers suggested action.  
• Synthesis Documents: 

3/18/2015 2 SCWG 
 



o Created to compile supporting information for why the reviewers thought the RMA’s 
should be combined.  

o Provides very basic information. It may be necessary to look further in to the Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 to get more details.  

o Provides an area at the bottom to make your decision as a CWG focus team. 
  

• Comprehensive Spreadsheet: 
o RMA’s listed numerically. Colors indicate SEFCRI Team/TAC feedback group 

1. Green- Combine (working on today) 
2. Blue- More info/clarify 
3. Orange- Archive 
4. Gray- FYI 

HOMEWORK (Ann): ACTION ITEM 
Electronic copies of PDF’s w/feedback can be found at www.ourfloridareefs.org/review  
 

1. Review the RMAs for which feedback was to consider archiving, identify any you 
would like to review/augment and keep, and develop information to explain why in 
Tier 1 worksheet from the website.  

2. Review the RMAs for which feedback was to clarify and/or add information, read the 
detailed feedback for those of interest to you, and begin developing information to 
augment these RMAs in Tier 1 worksheet from the website. 

3. Someone to further develop 2 RMA’S without Tier 1’s?  
• Dave B. (SCWG) will do S-125 
• Dana W. (NCWG) will do N-19  

4. Respond about spatial planner workshop 
 

5. Marine Planner Workshop: Gauging interest for another training. This one is 
DIFFERENT from before. It will look at the grid filtering that will help with many of the 
place-based RMA’s. Surveys are on the table to gauge interest.  

9:30 AM Current Events (Ann): 

Ten minute current event? 

How many would like to do this? (Unanimous vote) 

Martin co conservation alliance- spring time growth mgmt. forum. All sorts of people come in and lobbyist 
etc. ~80 people were able to hear his talk ~15minute. Many people interested but not actual reef users. 
Not sure how helpful it will be for the survey. Jenny and Meghan provided the PowerPoint presentation 
and many pictures were useful (outfall) 

Loxahatchee river center to have a lionfish learning clinic April 24th and 25th. Lionfish.com to register. 
Stickers available. Watching legislative process about Indian River lagoon to see what is going to happen 
and the mooring and anchoring issue.  
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Stuart is having Stuart sailfish marina may 15-17th. She is helping with the manatee watch effort. Looking 
for volunteers, training to learn how to spot them and can stop boats during the event. Good time to set 
up a booth for OFR.  

www.Gumbolimbo.org to see where they are tracking sea turtles and the work from there.  

9:40 AM Instructions for small group work (Ann): 

• Huge volume of feedback. Today we will tackle those recommended to be combined. Next 
meeting for archive/need more info.  

• We are now looking at both N&S RMA’s so we are starting to work together. Chose the ones 
you want to start with and whatever you do not get to, NCWG will look at next week. The staff 
facilitators will help inform each CWG what occurred at the other meeting.  

• The one page colored document has asterisk next to the one’s that the SCWG looked at, so if 
you can start with the ones that the SCWG did not get to.  

• As a group you will: 
1. Decide if you want to take the feedback and combine some or all of the 

RMA’s.  
2. Chose one RMA to continue building and merging information from other 

agreed RMA’s. No new RMA’s will be created, just editing of existing.   
3. Keep or edit the title of that RMA. 
4. Decide what to do with the remaining RMA’s if you decided not to combine 

them all.  
5. Provide any vital reasoning for decisions. 
6. Add in any information from the Tier 1 & 2 in to one of RMA’s.   

• Facilitator will report out the progress and decisions of the group. The entire CWG can provide 
comments or feedback regarding decisions.  

BREAK (9:50-10AM) 

10:50 AM REPORT OUTS: 

FDOU: 

• Parrotfish: SCWG recommended combining. NCWG agreed but with title amended. New title will 
include other herbivores in addition to parrotfish.  

o  Does that include the sale of parrotfish in food trade? 
o It was discussed to add that in the detailed information 
o Suggesting that this RMA include not selling to food industries 
o They are not allowed >12inches. 
o Can we reduce the size even more? 
o Think we are recommending to restrict the removal of parrotfish from the system. 

Already illegal to catch Parrotfish under 12inches.  
o Parrotfish must be alive on the boat already.  
o A certain amount can be kept as by-catch so that may be an amendment to this RMA as 

well.  
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• Lobster: Combine all of them under S-97. NCWG recommends the same but amend the title to 
add a required education license to alleviate “not knowing” 

• Net fishing ban: SCWG recommended combing. Title amend- to address cast net loophole to use 
modifies cast nets as gill nets on the reef.   

o Is the loophole in the constitutional amendment? If it is, it may be difficult to change.  
o Worried that it is too general. If you are thinking about mgmt. plan you need something 

that is effective.  
o Current RMA is to target commercial fisherman with cast nets however recreational are 

more likely to leave nets or people are fishing illegally.  
o Who is the author? 
o I think I wrote N-53.  
o Concerned that it is targeting only commercial.  
o Also wrote that all commercial fishing gear should be registered.  
o Even without the word commercial this is still directed towards commercial b/c they are 

the only ones that modify the nets: 

LBSP 

• Plastic Bags: SCWG added Styrofoam language so did NCWG. N-120 with amended title adding 
local ordinances in combination with legislative because it would be a loop hole in the ban loop-
hole. Also, added the term to restrict in order to keep options open (eg. Charging folks to have 
plastic bags). NCWG also wanted to add an educational campaign that could piggy back off of 
surfrider.  

• Outfalls: SCWG went through 4 of 6 RMA’s. NCWG talked about S-26 and N-79. NCWG decided to 
keep them separate and move forward with both. Agreed that S-26 needs to keep going forward. 
There needs to be clarification of verbiage. Include ocean outfall in all of the titles.  

o Word “timely” is subjective 
o Timely was before the current deadline of 2020.  

MICCI 

• Mitigation: NCWG N-99 did not want to merge now for various reasons because of potential 
legislative action and implementing may be very difficult while the others spoke to the permitting. 
N-99 was re-titled so that it was for non-permitted impacts, no option for mitigation banks. N-117 
could be an umbrella with a new title to incorporate the other four RMA. How to do activities and 
how to monitor them. 

o Do we get rid of no net loss? 
o This term is old that doesn’t really get you to the intended result.  
o Much of the information will be incorporated in the combined MA. 

Enforcement: 

• Agency coordination: Came to the same conclusions as the SCWG.  
• Citizen Support: NCWG did not want to combine any even though they have some similarities. N-

2 to improve upon it. N-27 is to establish formal protocols. Some of these exist already but they 
lack funding. S-94 needs reworded and edited to move forward.  
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o Isn’t there a phone number to report? A great number of FWC reports that they were 
contacted 

o *FWC is the number 

E&O: 

• SCWG S-63 and N-23 AND S-55, N-24, S-51. N-62 should remain on its own. NCWG thinks to 
combine in 4 and 2 OR if the title can be amended then combining all 6.  

o The word required is in there, would it be required? 
o We have not gotten that far, was thinking voluntary.  
o N-23 and S-63 are trying to go beyond the dive industries. Want to make sure that there 

is something for the other industries.  

12:15 PM – 1:00 PM: LUNCH 

1:00 PM – 1:45 PM: SMALL GROUP WORK & REPORT OUT (ADDITIONAL NOTES TAKEN ON SYNTHESIS 
DOCUMENTS)  

1:45 PM Public Comment 

Drew Martin: Should have more than 3 minutes when there are not many public comments. Didn’t see 
many on plastic. Are there any of plastic? Looking at development- engineer for county said no to green 
landscape. Every infrastructure should have way to treat water, C51 has no cleaning zone. West Gate has 
a lake that is cleaned through a stream that cycles. Wellington has a lot of horses in a concentrated 
location and they only have to put it on a cement platform that eventually washes. Sea walls need to be 
removed and not helping WQ. 

1:48 Report Out #2 

FDOU: 

• Net Fishing Bans: N-53 will be archived. N-63 will be amended to basically a new RMA that 
addresses all of the concerns from before. Focuses on certain location.  

• Restoration & Artificial Reefs: SCWG wanted to combine all except S-15 which would be 
developed separately. Develop combined under S-8. NCWG wanted to combine ALL with an 
amended title to include the S-15 as well. 

o Corals can basically produce as many corals as you want. BUT the habitat is not there 
because the other issues are not solved.  

• Restoring Habitat: SCWG and NCWG combine all three with taking parts from each to encompass 
all. Build N-70. 

o This is similar to others, why are they not included? 
o Meghan B: It is in another group 

• Mooring Buoys: SCWG had all of these combined. NCWG thinks N-143 should stand alone and 
remove mooring buoys. Develop under S-2. Archive N-145.  

o It was suggested to make Mooring Balls reflective.  
o  Also mentioned at rod and reel club 

LBSP: 
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• Outfalls: Revisited and realized there were similarities and added revisions to encompass more in 
title.  

• Storm water: NCWG kept S-110 separate and kept N-82 to build out combining the others. Kept 
the title broad so that new technology could be implemented and added as it becomes available. 
S-110 was very specific to erosion on beaches.  

• Fertilizers: SCWG decided to combine 2 seasonal and 2 that were general and amended the title. 
Will apply language from Indian River Lagoon for these MA’s.  

E&O:   

• Blue Star: Revisited, develop title that would encompass all 6 into N-23.  
o Blue Star is also to provide an incentive to operators to have an edge.  
o Individual could be “reef star” and commercial could be “reef galaxy!”  

• Funding Sources: Make N-3 part of N-15.  
o N-123 author. Wants a sustainable finance plan. A suit of activities included in a plan (as 

listed as example). Could see this one being an umbrella.  
o SEFCRI could hire a professional/consultant to develop a sustainable finance plan.  
o Calls out N-149 with MPA funding so that is why it didn’t get combined easily. 
o N-123 could encompass N-15 and N-3 as tools for a sustainable finance plan.  
o RECAP: Want to hire an outside consultant to create a sustainable finance plan under N-

123. “Develop a sustainable finance plan. N-3 gets archived. N-15 stands alone. N-149 
place-based.  

MICCI: 

• Certification Programs: 
o NCWG: agreed these should be combined. Would keep S-101 and incorporate parts of N-

17.  
• Compliance & Monitoring: NCWG wanted to leave N-119 separate and may even include FWC and 

NOAA. They wanted to combine the other two with a new title under N-114. In title take out 
reinstate and add capacity and funding and reinstate FDEP dive team.  

o By stating reinstate funding, it suggests that what was previous was adequate.  
o They eliminated the entire program before including funding.  
o There was never really any FDEP staff on the ground, so reinstating may not be 

appropriate for that one. Including the word “all” beach projects.  
•   Beach Nourishment: N-106 was the leading MA to build out. They thought all four could be 

combined with a new title.  
o In S-9 would it have to say when it does happen it would need protecting? 
o The title is a little misleading. It includes hot spots too.  
o One of the RMA specifically mentioned sand by-pass as well. N-110 mentioned sand 

transport.  
o Not trying to minimize beach nourishment, but also to improve areas that are impacted 

from beach nourishment but that was not a part of these particular MA. Is there one that 
covers beach mgmt.? 

o Yes there is one in the beach mgmt. group.  
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Enforcement 

• Fishing Cert: N-7 and N-45 will stand alone and also include new language in the titles. 
Took the recommendations of the south.  

o Providing additional questions and extensions (see S-97) 
• Land Based Fishing: SCWG said if you have more land based enforcement less on water. 

NCWG agreed with combining and use S-93 and merge and archive N-40 and keep the 
title from the SCWG. 

o The words tropical fish may be misleading.  
o We kept that because we didn’t know why the SCWG kept that  

3:20 PM Placed-Based RMA Group Discussion (Ann): 

• Task is to find easy ways to combine to narrow the number. We will look at the general 
ones and then the specific ones that may be needed when using the spatial tool in May 
and June. 

•  On table a new set of documents 
1. NMS 
2. General MPAs 
3. Specific MPA ideas 

  Specific may be less about combining but more about what elements we 
want to look at with the tool.  

• Not necessarily to say if you support or not but to narrow RMA and decide how to move 
forward. 

• Jim B also provided his own organizational spreadsheet for CWG consideration  
• Most restrictive to least restrictive MPA grouping (Meghan B). 

 Marine managed areas (temporary, not permanent- eg no anchoring 
during beach festivals).  

 Marine Protected Area- can be a low level protection. Many RMAs can be 
combined because they are very vague.  

 MPA and Marine Reserve- mixture of both. Sometimes unclear write up. 
Could put some MPA’s some reserves etc. 

 Marine Reserves- no extraction. Many are overlapped and can be 
combined. (eg 7 mile band along the coast- this may be very difficult for 
use but some concepts may be kept from that idea) 

 Holistic MPAs- regional approaches such as NMS. 
 Have to also consider uses and restrictions. If it’s too big may be too 

disruptive to people use, to small, may not account for overflow and 
connectivity. Activities to be regulated or may be effected by 
MPA/Reserve (y/n). 

 Design criteria for MPAs: 
1. Number of MPAs/replication 
2. Size  
3. Correct habitats 
4. Single large or multiple smalls/proximity 
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5. Public access 
6. Enforceability  
7. Activities allowed/restricted 

• Review of SCWG decisions 

1) National Marine Sanctuary N-148 & S-65. Combine? 

How do you feel about combining these? 

Group Response: YES, they are the same. Combine. 

Which one do you want to keep and make a title? 

Get rid of federal verbiage in N-148.  

What do you mean by “Broader”? It makes it sound like it is just an increase in area. 

Going to have to be prepared to defend what protection means. Doesn’t mean it is no-use.  

FINAL GROUP DECISION: Combine. N-148 “Nominate southeast Florida Reef Tract for National Marine 
Sanctuary to provide comprehensive protection and establish a mandate for ecosystem based 
management.” 

2) General MPA Place-Based. S-16, S-20, N-100, N-144, N-146. Combine? 

Do you all Agree N-146 to combine them all in to this title? 

Remember N-146 would be an umbrella with the other ones as tools to accomplish.  

FINAL GROUP DECISION: Keep everything from SCWG suggestion  

3) Specific MPA Place-Based. S-16, S-20, N-100, N-144. Combine? 

They are keeping all of these separate. Why did they do that? 

They wanted to be able to see the specificity.  

Concern is that you cannot do all of them together. They are all different criteria that should be considered 
when proceeding with N-146. These could all be bullet points for that one.  

If we are saying we want to create the framework, are we trying to tell them how or are we the ones that 
are supposed to do it? I do not necessarily think we are supposed to decide that right now.  

There are many of these that are separate ideas that you cannot encompass in to one.  

One thing that they wanted was incorporating other organisms (sponges, octos in S-20) 

FINAL GROUP DECISION: NCWG proposes to archive S-16, S-20, N-100, N-144 and should be discussion 
components including a list of these as considerations for N-146 in the Tier 1.    

Specific MPA’s to pull out that were very different: S-18 & N-137 

What exactly is a particularly sensitive sea areas (PSSA)? An area where ships could not entire in 
that area.  
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 Is S-18 a stand-alone or archive?  

 Think we should leave it alone since they made it 

Make a comment to the SCWG that they are not sure if the county could have jurisdiction.  

So what about N-137? 

(Read the definition of PSSA)- Many of them are coral reefs around the world. It is for ships that 
are international but they can be managed locally.   

HOMEWORK (Ann): 

1. Any questions about feedback that you got, write those to us 
and we will contact the reviewer. 

2. Review suggested to be archived, decide if you want to keep it 
and fill out the emailed blank Tier 1.  

Spatial Tool & RMA’s (Ann):  
Is there anything in here that should be looked at with the spatial tool? 

HOMEWORK (Ann): ACTION ITEM 
Electronic copies of PDF’s w/feedback can be found at www.ourfloridareefs.org/review  
 

1. Review the RMAs for which feedback was to consider archiving, identify any you would like to 
review/augment and keep, and develop information to explain why in Tier 1 worksheet from the 
website.  

2. Review the RMAs for which feedback was to clarify and/or add information, read the detailed 
feedback for those of interest to you, and begin developing information to augment these RMAs 
in Tier 1 worksheet from the website. 

3. Someone to further develop 2 RMA’S without Tier 1’s?  
 Dave B. (SCWG) will do S-125 
 Dana W. (NCWG) will do N-19  

4. Respond about spatial planner workshop 

April IRSC and demo with tool and finish these RMA’s up! 
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