
RMA S-65:  
Nominate SEFCRI region for consideration as a National Marine Sanctuary to engender protection and benefits, a legal forum, discussion, understanding and collaboration, and balance uses towards sustainable resources. 

Submitted Name Interests in reef 
interest 
if other county 

county 
if other 

RMA 
improve 
reef 
ecosystem? 

RMA 
improve 
life? 

support this 
RMA? support or change to support? other comments? Ref # 

2016-03-03 
16:16:16  N.P.F.  

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING       Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So 

Absolutely! This is the single best idea that I can think 
of to protect our local coral reefs!!   1507 

2016-03-03 
16:14:35  Stephanie DIVING, PROTECTION   BROWARD   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So     1505 

2016-03-01 
23:05:34    

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So     1445 

2016-03-01 
19:32:52  Stephen Trbovich 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

MIAMI-
DADE   Not Sure Not Sure Likely Not 

The issue I have with this RMA is that there are 
already draft RMAs put forth by OFR aimed at 
establishing No-Take Marine Protected Areas and 
implementing fishing or boating restrictions; however 
these are intended to be placed before voters at the 
state and local levels. A National Marine Sanctuary 
however would be designated at the federal level, 
possibly without public or legislative input. While this 
can in some circumstances be a necessary and positive 
action, it would not go over well directly off the coast 
of a major metropolitan area hosting upwards of 6 
million residents, a number of whom use the waters 
for recreational or commercial purposes. This may be 
perceived (correctly or not) as a "nuclear option" for 
conservation interests to override a rejection of RMAs 
that would be approved at the state and local level.   1403 

2016-03-01 
17:25:46    FISHING, DIVING       Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So     1358 
2016-02-29 
17:21:53    DIVING, PROTECTION       Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So Full support for this   1291 
2016-02-29 
16:36:37    

DIVING, BOATING, 
PROTECTION   MARTIN   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So GREAT IDEA!   1284 

2016-02-29 
15:24:40  Michael Kennedy 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING   

PALM 
BEACH   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

STRONGLY OPPOSE 
 
The State is best suited to manage our nearshore 
waters. 
 
 
The NMS process is an unnecessary level of 
bureaucracy largely populated preservationists and 
academia , not fisheries managers. 
The FKNMS has proven to be angler unfriendly and its 
has wallowed in its own mess, 
The meetings times favor paid NGO staff and not 
average citizens.  
    1279 

2016-02-29 
15:09:47  Jenny lilley DIVING, PROTECTION   

MIAMI-
DADE   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So   I fully support this action. 1274 

2016-02-29 
14:37:56  

Coastal 
Conservation 
Association Florida FISHING       

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

S-65 is an unnecessary delegation of state authority 
over its sovereign waters to a Federal agency. The 
state has an excellent record of managing its fisheries 
and resources. The sanctuary process is cumbersome   1260 



and there are existing procedures for state action 
when needed. 

2016-02-28 
21:22:31  Jack Harari DIVING   BROWARD   Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

I do NOT support the proposed designation as a 
National Marine Sanctuary/Marine Protected Area.  
This designation would allow removal of areas from 
use by residents of SE Florida.  One needs only to look 
at the Florida Keys and Dry Tortugas for examples of 
areas where residents are not allowed to fish, dive or 
use the areas for any purposes.  If there is a proposal 
to restrict usage of a particular area then we can 
consider the pros vs cons of that particular 
designation.  This RMA is too broad and gives far too 
much authority to designate areas as off limits without 
public input or participation.  I would prefer to have 
local control of our reefs and NOT national (NOAA) or 
internations (UNESCO) control over our reef tracts.   1169 

2016-02-28 
12:39:28  Jenny DIVING, OTHER 

sea 
turtle 
resuce BROWARD   Not Sure Not Sure Definitely So   

Agree that our reefs need protection. And the 
protection has to be strong enough to limit land 
based activities (namely beach renourishment and 
building on the barrier island) from continuing  to 
destroy what ever protections are already in place 
for our reefs.  
 
Because I am so fond of turtles and have 
volunteered for years with hatchling rescue, I see 
first hand how the lack of enforcement of existing 
ordinances, the looking away by authorities at the 
local, state, and federal levels have allowed 
developers, businesses, and home owners to 
continue to conduct business as if the beaches are 
only for the almighty tourist dollar.  
 
I became a sea turtle rescue volunteer because I am 
a diver. I've been diving for over 20 years on these 
reefs. I've seen the destruction of the reef in 
Hollywood when they last did the beach 
renourishment. I fear for the inner reefs of Ft. 
Lauderdale as they will be smothered by the current 
beach renourishment project. I see the slow death of 
Hollywoods reefs (one of my favorite beach diving 
places) as the outfall pipe spews its waste and it 
washes toward shore, and the red algae covers the 
reefs. It's a wasteland in most areas.  
 
A very thorough and extensive campaign will need 
to be implemented to help change the attitudes of 
the locals and tourism trade of the importance of 
our reefs and beach habitat. Unfortunately, the 
government agencies involved seem to cater to 
those with the most money instead of protecting the 
oceans as they were hired to do.  
 
It's a sad time for the reefs. I hope Our Florida Reefs 
will change that.  1149 



2016-02-25 
21:39:06  Lisa Miceli PROTECTION   BROWARD   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So 

Our Florida Reefs efforts need to be commended for 
without their efforts the coral reef structures in South 
Florida waters would not stand a chance.    1075 

2016-02-24 
14:37:18  Daryl Gillich DIVING, PROTECTION   BROWARD   Definitely So Likely Definitely So     1054 

2016-02-21 
23:02:31  Curtis Brown FISHING, DIVING   OTHER 

Monro
e Likely Not Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Education of users to insure their actions do nothing 
to injure the reef structure or growths thereon. The 
reefs are important to the people who have chosen to 
live near the waters where the reefs exist. They are 
also important to the many visitors who like to 
vacation in our climate and geographic location. Much 
of our economy is dependent on being attractive to 
people who migrate to our location and those who 
visit. If we restrict use of, or visitation to our valuable 
environment, we will destroy our attraction. I wonder 
if the stewards charged with protecting our reefs just 
want to take the easy way to manage. Close it, restrict 
it, prohibit the use of it, to the extent they can remain 
in their air conditioned offices, do nothing to educate 
people to allow the proper use of the area, and 
continue to collect salary. Closing everything is easy. 
Managing is difficult, but much more valuable.      1026 

2016-02-21 
09:46:12  Valerie Wright  DIVING, PROTECTION   MARTIN   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So     996 
2016-02-16 
16:45:16    FISHING, PROTECTION   OTHER 

Monro
e Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not Far too limiting and encompassing!   916 

2016-02-16 
12:10:45  Tom Smith 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

My grandkids are only young for a short time and I 
want them to have full use of the ocean to fish or dive 
as I did.  Stop the commercial interests and we will all 
be better off!   912 

2016-02-16 
09:55:49  Mike Ryan FISHING   

PALM 
BEACH   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

I can't support any total shut down of fishing in any 
area of southeast Florida. Closing a area to fishing only 
puts more pressure on the other areas that are not 
closed. Once a closure goes into effect it will never be 
rescinded regardless of the data. Conservation groups 
will not be satisfied until all areas are closed to fishing.   909 

2016-02-16 
06:09:50  Bruce Halle FISHING   OTHER 

Monro
e 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Close fishing for specific spices during spawning and 
limit total take at other times   904 

2016-02-15 
15:10:24  Mark Carter FISHING, PROTECTION   OTHER Orange Not Sure Likely Not Likely Not 

It really doesn't do any good to make areas off limits 
to fishing without dealing with waste and storm water 
run-off or dealing with the discharges from Lake 
Okeechobee.  This is like putting cows in a corral so 
they can't get out and no one can get in and then 
machine gunning them from a distance.  Fisherman 
are responsible and rules should be sought that still 
allows them to use the resource.  In fact fisherman are 
probably do less harm and far less evasive than SCUBA 
divers whose boats anchor damage reefs, they touch 
living coral and reef material that can permanently 
damage these living rocks and organisms, they slit 
over living rock with poor buoyancy control and scare 
away organisms that create a healthy symbiotic 
relationship with the rock and coral.        896 

2016-02-15 
14:47:21  Richard Moore 

FISHING, BOATING, 
PROTECTION   OTHER 

Manat
ee 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not   I agree with CCA's criticisms of this proposal 895 



2016-02-15 
11:41:10  Susan Del Fante 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING     

Monro
e Likely Not Likely Not Likely Not 

Why not build artificial reefs along the coast. This 
would jump start fish habitats. More habitat, more fish 
M   892 

2016-02-15 
09:53:24    

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING   BROWARD   Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Education and Boating Seamanship Liscence  as a 
requirements for all existing and special  NEW boaters, 
for the respect and proper use of the vessels. 
This alone will protect in a more sensitive, I dive over 
100 times a year and more damage to our reef can be 
observe by improper anchoring techniques, abusive 
boating over sensitive shadow areas, accumulative 
trash from boaters and beach goers... also the usage 
of marine fishing gear and traps over LIVE reef areas 
instead of at the sand edges of the reef. 
 
Abandoned fishing gear and ropes from Commercial 
fishermen all end in our beautiful reef and they 
become a demolition recking machine for years , as 
they get tangle and wrap around our hard and soft 
corals and beat on and around the reef for very long 
time.   891 

2016-02-15 
09:52:00    FISHING, BOATING   

MIAMI-
DADE   Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not   

FWC has the charter to ensure that Marine life is 
protected and that we continue to maintain 
sustainable fisheries stock.  I get the no anchor 
zones to protect coral, but the 'no take' is simply the 
draconian, lazy way to accomplish the stated goal of 
protecting reefs.   Dramatically up the penalties for 
infractions (udersized catch, over limit catch, illegal 
spearig, anchoring) to include mandatory 
confiscation of boat, trailer and vehicle.  Hefty fines 
and some jail time would also be appropriate.  If 
FWC deems stocks to be low, they can, and do, alter 
fishing dates until stocks rebound.  This is a tried and 
true method used by staqtes nationwide with very 
good results. 890 

2016-02-12 
15:56:04  Jim Higgins 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   BROWARD   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

So many other things can be addressed, run off, beach 
renourishment, air shows, education! Before taking 
away these reefs from users that actually try to 
protect it! Dumb move!!!   886 

2016-02-11 
07:56:43  David Pressler PROTECTION   BROWARD   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So 

Living in South Florida since 1953 I have seen the 
oceans off Florida go dead 
 
Revive our oceans 

Florida spends 2 million to remove 700,000 tires 
from the ocean puts out a bid to remove all the tires 
based on price per tire NO MINIMUM number to be 
removed!  LUDICROUS  leaving 600,000 tires in the 
ocean after 2 years and 2 million spent! 
NOAA begins commercial shark killing off Jupiter, 
Florida   LUDICROUS 

870 
2016-02-10 
20:07:47    DIVING   OTHER   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

there is no peer reviewed biomass and economic data 
presented by SEFCRI. RMA S-65 should be eliminated   867 

2016-02-06 
06:58:47  Ovidio Verona  

FISHING, BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

MIAMI-
DADE   Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Those of us that use the reef responsibly should not be 
penalized and restricted from enjoying it in order to 
appease those that do not understand and have never 
even visited our reefs.    850 

2016-02-05 
18:19:47    FISHING   OTHER 

Warren
, KY 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not   

This will negatively impact tourism while doing 
nothing to protect the reef habitat 846 

2016-02-05 
16:15:08    FISHING   OTHER St Lucie Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not Cannot be changed must be dropped all together.   845 



2016-02-04 
12:58:59  blaine dickenson 

FISHING, BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

MPAs will not help the reef or help fish stocks recover. 
Recreational fisherman are not the problem but can 
help in the solution. Closing the reef to fishing will only 
alienate recreational fishermen. Concentrate on  
closing the outfalls, freshwater discharges from Lake 
O, fertilizer leaching, and other sources which cause 
harm to the reef. There are a number of angler based 
organizations who would love to help but you are 
already alienating us. We should all be attacking the 
ACOE together.      829 

2016-02-04 
12:36:29  Sherrie Facchine DIVING, PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   Definitely So Likely Definitely So 

You might look to the island of Bonaire as an example 
of the success of this.  (Many countries/islands have 
copied Bonaire's example).  If SEFCRI could become a 
NMS then all scuba/free divers wishing to dive within 
it would have to pay a nominal "tag" fee purchased 
from the local dive shops, the tag is displayed on your 
buoyancy compensator or other gear.  This money 
could be used to maintain the mooring buoys or for 
other needs.   826 

2016-02-04 
08:57:01  trip aukeman FISHING   OTHER   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

We do not need another Marine Sanctuary. There are 
other ways to go about this.    818 

2016-02-01 
16:14:22  Kirk Kilfoyle 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION, OTHER 

Researc
h BROWARD   Definitely So Likely Definitely So 

I support establishment of a Marine Protected Area in 
the SEFCRI region for the purposes of conserving our 
marine resources. As with the Florida Keys National 
Marine Sanctuary, Special Use Areas would need to be 
established, creating a range of protection within the 
overall sanctuary footprint. It is important that people 
are still granted access to the reef, and can continue to 
fish, dive, and boat relatively freely. It is assumed that 
creating an MPA will promote better usage practices 
for all of the above, while only restricting or more 
firmly regulating activities within a very small portion 
of the resource (if at all). Granting certain sensitive 
and/or highly productive areas greater protection will 
likely have beneficial ecological spillover effects onto 
the entire reef system. And even if it does not produce 
the desired ecological spillover effects, the condition 
of the reef resources within the protected areas 
should be improved, which can create spillover effects 
into the economy in the form of increased diving 
tourism. The general trend of coral reef health in the 
SEFCRI region has been steadily decreasing as the local 
human population and influence on our marine 
ecosystems increase. I have been watching this 
happen with a critical eye on reef resources with my 
own eyes over the last 10 years while doing >1,500 
dives in the SEFCRI region. There are only going to be 
more people in Southeast Florida, and therefore even 
greater pressure applied to the already struggling reef 
system. Granting greater protection to this resource in 
order to maintain its economic usefulness and 
ecological function, even at the risk of telling a few 
people that they can't fish everywhere they want, 
seems like a very small price to pay. The good of the 
many outweighs the good of the few. 

KEEP AMERICA FISHING has released a set of talking 
points for its supporters to use in voicing their 
opposition to any level of protection suggested for 
the SEFCRI region. After reviewing these talking 
points, I believe most of them have been formed 
around shaky arguments and some leftover bad 
blood from creation of the sanctuary in the Florida 
Keys. What follows is a direct quotation from their 
material, followed by my personal comments: 
 
"We all want to ensure that our coral reefs continue 
to thrive but this shouldn’t come at the expense of 
access to our fishing resources. In some cases, 
limiting fishing can be an effective management 
tool. But that’s not necessary here!"  
--- Local fisheries resources are not inexhaustible. 
Some of the supply comes from upstream, but much 
of it comes from right here. There are many hooks 
and lines in the water, every day, rain or shine. More 
and more people are moving to South Florida, and 
this will undoubtedly result in even greater fishing 
pressure. For fishermen, including myself, to say that 
they deserve free and open access to 100% of the 
reef and to balk at any suggestion of taking steps to 
preserve/conserve/protect it seems a bit selfish.    
 
"Because they are they are so extreme, “no-take 
zones” should be considered only when recreational 
fishing poses a clear and demonstrated threat to the 
sustainability of fisheries resources and only after 
conventional fisheries management measures, like 
seasons and bag and size limits, have failed. Neither 
of these is true for the proposed Marine Protected 
Areas (MPAs)." 
---MPA creation implies several options along a 786 



gradient of protection. It doesn't mean "no-take" 
right out of the gate. This process will be a lengthy 
one and both sides will have to concede something 
for the greater good.  
 
"In Florida, our state fisheries are in great shape due 
to effective state management." 
---The coral reefs of the SEFCRI region are not 
managed on a holistic level. They are barely, if at all, 
managed on a local scale. Many of our fisheries are 
severely overexploited, even with species-specific 
regulations in place for many years. My team of fish 
counters only encountered a handful of Red 
Groupers over the past 4 years while doing >2,500 
fish surveys. The true state of the reefs of Southeast 
Florida look almost nothing like the sportfish-laden 
posters and t-shirts of local celebrity marine artists. 
Most people who spend their time fishing from their 
boats on the surface of the ocean have a very 
limited understanding of what is actually going on 
below. I have seen fewer and fewer commercially 
and recreationally important species during my 10 
years of diving here. Our fisheries are distinctly NOT 
in great shape.   
 
"The main threats to our coral reefs in Florida come 
from increased water temperatures, water quality, 
and sedimentation - not fishing activities." 
---Water temperature, water quality, sedimentation, 
nutrient loading, undesirable boating practices, 
pollution, the list goes on and on and on...Yes, these 
are all definitely having negative impacts on our 
marine environment. However, they are not alone in 
their role as degraders of reef health and 
sustainability. All of these issues have a cumulative 
affect on the marine ecosystem, but fishing is also 
on this list. Fishing pressure is widely acknowledged 
as one of the most influential factors affecting reef 
fish communities in tropical seas worldwide - Florida 
is no exception. Removal of the upper-trophic level 
members of the fish population has a negative effect 
on the whole system. Healthy reef systems have a 
large constituency of apex predators and carnivores. 
Here in Southeast Florida they are becoming more 
and more scarce. Snappers and Groupers taste good. 
Everyone with a boat and a fishing pole wants to 
catch one for dinner when they go out, and they 
should always have that right. They should also have 
a reasonable chance of coming home with 
something to feed their family as a reward for their 
efforts after a long and expensive day on the water. 
Protecting part of the reef so that more fish are 
available over the entire region seems like a very 
small price to pay.     
 
 



"There are no fisheries resource issues identified in 
any of these proposals or any science-based 
reasoning behind their selection. The desire to 
exclude recreational fishing is coming from a select 
group of individuals with their own agendas." 
---Incorrect. I have been doing science-based and 
unbiased assessments of reef fish resources in the 
SEFCRI region for going on 5 years now, and have 
been working with others who have been doing it 
for even longer. We have seen first-hand what it 
looks like on the front lines below the waves. I also 
fish, dive, and boat for pleasure whenever I can. I 
have no desire to exclude recreational fishing any 
more than is necessary to maintain sustainability. I 
want to take my kids out on the water and let them 
catch a fish, and to dive with them and show an 
incredible underwater experience full of rich marine 
life. There is no reason that all of this and more 
cannot still be accomplished if some level of 
protection is granted to the reefs of our area. In fact, 
if something is not done to protect these declining 
resources, then I believe it will be far less likely that I 
will be able to take my kids out to catch a fish, and 
less likely that the underwater sights I want to show 
them will still exist as they do today. People already 
reminisce about the way the reef used to be. Think 
about what this area will look like 10, 20, or 50 years 
from now as more and more people pile into 
Southeast Florida. Everyone who values these 
resources should be jumping up and down in 
frustration that more has not already been done to 
improve our marine ecosystems, and if they are not 
then they have not been paying attention. If 
someone wants to pidgeon-hole me as a member of 
"a select group of individuals with their own 
agendas", then I will wear that badge with honor.        
 
"There is no plan to review whether these “no-take 
zones” are actually working and no plan to ever re-
open these areas to fishing." 
---As I understand it, the concept of an MPA in the 
SEFCRI area is still very much in the formative phase 
of development. I see no reason why continued 
and/or enhanced monitoring of marine resources 
cannot provide enough information to evaluate the 
effectiveness of these proposed management 
actions should they actually become implemented in 
the future.  
 
National Parks and Protected areas have historically 
put our natural terrestrial resources of particular 
value and concern further up in the collective 
consciousness of society. To put a name on 
something and declare it as worth saving draws 
attention for all the right reasons. This concept 
should be applied to our marine ecosystems more in 



the future. The ocean is a very large place. People 
shouldn't choke on the prospect of considering 
protection for a very small portion of it. We will all 
benefit from it in the long run.  

2016-02-01 
10:37:23  Peter Graef 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION, OTHER FL OTHER 

Indian 
river 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

This is another example of people trying to allow the 
government to over reach its authority. There are a 
number of other ways we can accomplish many of the 
same goals without having the government force it on 
the state of Florida and American people   777 

2016-02-01 
09:40:56  Michael Christiano 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not   

I vehemently oppose SE Florida to be nominated for 
a national marine sanctuary.  I am in favor of seeing 
our coral reefs continue to thrive but it should not 
come at the expense of denied access to our fishing 
areas.   774 

2016-01-30 
17:20:15  Joe Bartoszek DIVING, PROTECTION   OTHER 

Brevar
d Definitely So Likely Definitely So 

If the Sanctuary is managed well, it will be successful. 
The Keys Sanctuary is a perfect example   756 

2016-01-29 
11:33:23    DIVING   BROWARD   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not     724 

2016-01-28 
20:01:27    

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   MARTIN   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

The research is absolutely foolish. The lagoon is 
completely ruined and you want to protect a reef? 
Circle hooks and no mooring would be great. Lets have 
a talk about protecting our estuaries so we have fish 
to protect. Recreational fishing is NOT the problem. 

To protect coral and fish, we need to protect the 
water quality first. It's like wiping your butt before 
you poop, pointless. Also, we need to protect our 
baitfish, the mullet harvests are growing, and the 
menhadden are so far gone it may be too late. Your 
science and data are WAY off. Recreational fishing 
isn't the problem,  718 

2016-01-27 
23:28:07    

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   BROWARD   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not     701 

2016-01-26 
07:43:52    DIVING   

PALM 
BEACH   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So     632 

2016-01-23 
09:56:35  Craig Wood DIVING   

PALM 
BEACH   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So 

I am an avid scuba diver. More than 4 years ago, my 
wife and I bought a townhouse in Hypoluxo in order to 
enjoy the fabulous diving in SE Florida. I'm highly in 
favor of establishing SEFCRI as a NMS in order to 
improve and preserve the Florida reef system.    619 

2016-01-05 
14:28:29    

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   Likely 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not     464 

1/27/16 18:00   
DIVING, BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   Likely Likely 

Definitely 
Not 

this should not be allowed it has potentioal to become 
a tool to restrict peoples freedom   79 

1/27/16 18:00 Scott Hurley     
PALM 
BEACH   Likely Not Likely Not Likely Not   

control of state water should reside with the state of 
florida 90 

1/27/16 18:00 Kent 

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

foolish to invide federal government to get involved in 
our local resources. Those guys could mess up 
anything.  

1. leave management to FWC.    2. score/evaluate 
each of 68 ideas on effectiveness and efficiency (of 
implementation) stack rank by score.  101 

1/29/16 12:00       
PALM 
BEACH   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So this would strongly increase protection   111 

1/29/16 18:00       
PALM 
BEACH   Definitely So Likely Definitely So     138 

1/29/16 18:00   
DIVING, BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

PALM 
BEACH   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So 

the sealife comparison between palm beach and 
broward is so very sparce compared to the protected 
areas in the keys. The difference speaks loud and 
clear- we need more protected areas! We need SE FL 
to be a national marine sanctuary!   148 



2/17/16 12:00       
MIAMI-
DADE   Likely Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not     189 

2/17/16 18:00 ray 
FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING   

MIAMI-
DADE   

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

Definitely 
Not 

there are at least 4 levels of protection available 
before resorting to this action.    255 

2/18/16 18:00   

FISHING, DIVING, 
BOATING, 
PROTECTION   

MIAMI-
DADE   Definitely So Definitely So Definitely So 

I would like for it to include our deep-water reef 
systems as well   334 

2/18/16 18:00 robert mahoney 
DIVING, PROTECTION, 
BOATING   

MIAMI-
DADE   Definitely So Likely Definitely So 

I support S-65 the nomination of SE fl coral reef 
initiative as a national marine sanctuary as it would 
support reef protection for all concerned   343 

 


