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~ Wednesday, June 1, 2016 ~ 

 

8:45 – 9:00am  Welcome, Review of Agenda, and Introductions 

 

Francisco P: Welcome back everyone thank you for coming. Last meeting you all reviewed the 
comments on RMAs, made edits. And today you will look at the prioritization and review and make edits 
if necessary. Thank you all for joining us on the last 2 days. 

Ann W: Heidi and I facilitating today. I will review the agenda and then we will get started. We still have 
some RMAs to review. We asked DEP staff to modify some RMA bodies to match title revisions so we 
will review those. Then we will start to review the prioritization and make edits if necessary. Then we 
will ask CWGs to be volunteer point of contacts for RMAS. Then when the process is over we will have 
point of contacts to make sure the RMAs are implemented in the spirit of the RMA. Tomorrow 
afternoon we will have next steps and wrap up. We will go over ground rules. We want to ensure we 
complete the mission of OFR. Please be respectful of the people speaking. We will ask that outside 
conversations go outside the room. Stay on point and be respectful of time. If primary CWG is present, 
the alternate will please sit in the back with the audience. TAC or SEFCRI can give input if requested. 
Public comment will be at 9:30. Can we approve April meeting minutes? 32 votes – approved. We will 
count off 1-5 so that we can randomize the groups at tables. There should be 6-7 people at each table.  

 

9:00 – 9:30am  Recent or Upcoming Events 

 

Ann W: we will provide an opportunity to share recent and upcoming events.  

James B: Update on coastal oceans forum- Last month Martin country passed resolution supporting all 
recommendations. Broward county and Palm Beach and Miami-Dade all are drafting resolutions to 
move forward. At the last meeting we talked about the primary focus of the meeting over the 
timeframe. They came up with 4 recommendations to focus on 1) support reauthorization of NCRCA 
which provides funding for agency’s supporting coral conservation 2) support new social economic study 
for coral reef ecosystems in SE FL. A new grant will be coming online and will need financial and 
technical support 3) enhance water quality monitoring. 4) top priority – development of holistic 
management plan for the reef tract in getting special designation for the reef tract, from S Biscayne 
National Park to St. Lucie inlet. In the proposal it says it will be state led, multi-agency, take into account 
all other planning efforts including OFR, FWC will be leadership for fisheries issues. One key thing there 
is getting the area formal designation to give it legal standing to address water quality and other issues 
for the area. Taking their recommendation originally and including comment from other stakeholders. 
Next meeting is June 17th and then break until September.  

Dana WM: I mentioned at the last meeting that NOAAs CRCP is releasing a result of a socioeconomic 
survey of residents and uses and perceptions of coral reef ecosystems. There is a poster with detailed 
information about the study methods and the participants. Also brought some small poster handouts if 
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you want to take them with infographics that simplify the data, of the 1200 residents that they surveyed 
in the 5 county area about how they use, where they get their information, what the biggest threats are, 
and what types of management they would support. It was encouraging to see the high level of support 
for taking action. People do understand that there are a lot of threats to the reef and there’s a good 
understanding of the approaches that might work. The actual publication of the data is in review 
currently but will come out as a NOAA technical memo. If you want that I’ll send to anyone.  

Jim B: I sent everyone a copy of my analysis of N-146 comments. And I printed out if anyone wants 
copies. Also wrote about fish and how they relate to coral health.  

Dan C: Current management of reefs is not supporting a healthy ecosystems. FWC and DEP say they 
can’t do anything about it which is why we need a management plan. At TAC meeting topics were coral 
disease – SECREMP sites and reef resiliency sites. The monitoring is grossly inadequate to capture the 
current disease outbreak. They have no idea how much we have loss. The TAC also looked at coral 
disease issue- this group shelved that. They get it that we are losing corals to disease. Lake O water 
levels are high and they are dumping out of conservation areas expect more green water out there. 
Rachel Silverstein is here they put out a letter of intent that they will sue port everglades, Miami water 
keeper. The lawyers will be getting involved.  

April P: We have a lionfish roundup in Martin County this weekend, we need divers and people to 
remove lionfish looking to break last year’s record. Big cash prizes for winners. There will be a great dock 
party. MIA is hosting its 9th annual treasure coast beach cleanup. We have been getting about 6 tons of 
trash every year. July 23rd. Then Peck Lake reef cleanup. Room for everyone to pitch in.  

Jane F: FWC had second annual lionfish removal day. Huge success in state waters 14000 lionfish 
removed. Largest lionfish ever caught. Also festival in Pensacola with 7000 attendees. Publix and whole 
foods are now selling lionfish. In Pompano Beach they were selling it with spines on and we let them 
know that was a bad idea. Shout out to Lisa M with Stoked on Salt had earth day cleanup at Lauderdale-
by-the-sea 400 lbs. of debris collected from beach and under pier. Nurse shark released. Next cleanup 
June 26 in Dania, same thing. Shark conservation walk during Lauderdale-by-the-sea fun fest activities. 
The public can get involved and make a difference.  

Angela S: Sylvia Earl is a hero of our time – I tell people all the time that people are taking notice of what 
we are doing. Mission Blue has sent us a letter – they applaud us for creating the RMAs. And hope that 
they can go ahead with MPAs and zoning framework. No take zones create more fish and grow healthier 
ecosystems. Reef resilience is a direct result of non-extractive processes. They support N-146. You can 
read it online.  

Mason S: Lionfish is a fish that is tied to coral ecosystems. Important for the awareness aspect. 
Supporting the commercial market of lionfish even if you aren’t a diver. The lionfish challenge is still 
ongoing – if you harvest 50 lionfish you can send us a photo of it and you will get a t-shirt and a coin. If 
you do it before lobster mini season you will get one extra lobster over the bag limit during mini season. 
Goes on thru September 30th. You will also get into drawings for prizes. Lionfish king/queen, whoever 
harvests the most lionfish. Anything over the 50 that you take in you will have to take to the checkpoint. 
Commission meeting June 22-23. We’ve been working on barracuda, this will be a draft rule, we had 
public outreach and we are proposing a slot limit with one over allowance. This has worked well with 
spotted seatrout. Draft for mutton snapper. It is important to note that this is proactive, mutton snapper 



4 
 

is not overfished or undergoing overfishing, but we’ve been hearing local concerns for some time. So 
this is some sensible management to avoid overfishing. Meeting will be in Apalachicola. Final public 
hearing will be in St. Petersburg. You can send us comments and letters or talk to me if you have 
questions about that. We try to ensure that things we are working on are in the area but we need to hit 
the whole state.  

Tom W: I’ve been out of the country but I understand that there is a new algae bloom in Martin County 
so I’d ask for someone to speak to that. My announcement is about marine debris – sea to shore alliance 
out of Palm Beach County. This is a crowdfunding effort and it will go to educational motorhome which 
they have already purchased. They will take it to all their beach cleanups and they will bring it to schools 
to have kids learn about this. You can google it to see what they are doing, nonprofit volunteer effort.  

Kathy F: for Martin County we know water quality is bad, the south fork of St Lucie. We’ve got water 
quality warnings, no swimming west of Roosevelt Bridge. Lake level is rising; they are letting water out. 
It will be a bad summer 

John S: it is muddy water, like a puddle, there is some green algae in the south port but a lot of it is 
down. We had an update at our meeting in Key West a month ago, someone said ten years minimum 
before we get any relieve in the Caloosahatchee.  

Kathy F: there is a level that becomes toxic, my understanding is that the overall has been reached in 
Okeechobee. But no swimming is based on overall water quality. Problem with microalgae is that they 
move a lot and you can’t get them out of the water.  

Jane F: Ana has an education and outreach program to educate divers on lionfish and safe collection. For 
those of you who are on top of the water fishing. Under the water dive operators are doing a great job 
getting them out at recreational depths. They are still abundant on deeper reefs.  

 

9:30 – 10:30am  Public Comment  

 

Heidi S: Good morning everyone, as you can see we have a great crowd today. If we do our 3 minutes 
we will run over time so we have agreed to do 2 minutes per person. I’ll go over ground rules for those 
of you who may not have missed them this morning.  If you don’t have time to cover everything you 
want to say today, you can type it up and submit it online at OFR.org, or send it to Meghan.  

George Poveromo: Good morning thanks for coming out, I’m host of saltwater fishing show. I’ve been 
on saltwater sportsman, I’ve been involved in the reefs for decades. True recreational anglers and 
conservationists. We are always fighting for water quality and ecosystems. There is no reason to close 
down the reefs, we have FWC who is doing a great job of keeping gamefish at sustainable levels. If we 
need to tweak something with fisheries go back to FWC. Allow people to catch and release and manage 
fisheries like that. There is no scientific evidence to show that MPAs work, they will hurt the economy. 
As a last resort we would support it but we are not at that level. Please keep everyone’s right to fish 
accessible.  
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Charles Berkley: native to Ft. Lauderdale captain diving since 1975 and fishermen. I’ve attended many 
meetings, I’ve heard blue shirts mention that if we get into fisheries management that it will take 
forever. Mentioned that we should have never gotten into that. Water quality, beach nourishment, 
freshwater dumps. All kinds of problems. A millennial said we have to do something, “something” 
brought you Iraq and Obamacare. You guys have way over reached from reef management to fisheries 
management. The girl who said we got to do something – focus your efforts, this is nothing new. Focus 
your efforts on water quality etc. everyone in this room with have your back. These comments only 
allow one person to talk. So it would have been easier to do a petition (drops large stack of paper on the 
desk). 

Jeff Weakly: Editor of Florida sportsman magazine. I’ve personally been fishing and reporting on these 
reefs for 2 decades. I want to thank OFR for coming together to work on improving habitat. It is not 
appropriate to close waters to fisheries access. The fisheries that undergo reefs are already benefiting 
from fisheries management. Black and gag grouper for example are recovering because of sensible 
management. Faster growing species recover much quicker. NMFS says that we are in a ten-year trend 
of recovering fisheries. This is because of aggressive fisheries management policies. Pelagic catch levels 
are being increased by the federal govt. no reason to restrict access. Removal of large gill and seine nets 
have increased keystone species. There is a burgeoning sportfishery, it is important to economics of this 
region to not be bound to arbitrary zones 

Dennis O’Hern: Thanks for the opportunity to give up a third of my time to do a 600 mile roundtrip drive 
today to come talk to you guys. I am the president of Fishing Rights Alliance, recreational fishermen, I’ve 
killed fish all over the state, the Gulf and Atlantic. One of 3 million residents who do. I’d like to thank all 
of you especially those of you who are unpaid. I know what it’s like to come up with an idea and think 
it’s great and everyone hates me for it. I commend you on your work on the water quality issues. One 
thing you don’t know is recreational fishing is on the decline. Current management practices work. Dr. 
Bohnsack worked on the science so I’m surprised this is going down with him in the room. I was mad 
about the green dots at community meetings. You should google Delphi technique and see how it was 
used. I’m disappointed to see you saying that was public comment.  

Captain Billy Soringer: represent charter fishermen. Have a 100-ton master license, we have 3 boats run 
500 boats a year on each boat. 12000 charter customers a year. They come and see a sailfish and want 
to catch it. If we shut down our reefs this is the prime area. If we shut down the reefs, then it will make 
it very difficult to keep the clients into town. These are high end clients who keep us working. They 
make money by people coming to fish. The economics of this will hurt our business. It’s not about the 
money it’s about keeping people fishing. I grew up here when there were seagrasses here. The water 
quality is horrendous. Every day you can go out front and see the sewer where they are pumping that 
water into the ocean. We need to talk about water quality before closures.  

Rachel Silverstein: Executive director of Miami Waterkeeper, dedicated to water quality issues, 
ecosystem protection, and sea-level rise resiliency. Dan mentioned that yesterday we filed a notice of 
intent to sue the ACOE for dredge in pt. everglades. We just had a deepening and widening project at 
port Miami that buried in sediment over 200 football fields of reef. The biological opinion explains that 
that plans don’t need to change. Based on what happened in Miami we feel that this is unacceptable. 
This letter gives 60 days for the ACOE to change its plans before we will be filing a lawsuit. I’m happy to 
answer questions about that later. We’ve had a lot of support from sportfishing and diving. I have a PhD 
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studying resiliency of these reefs, last few years we have seen back to back bleaching and disease, it 
think it is time to keep an open mind and look at all actions on the table. Some of the recommendations 
that would affect the sportfishing community it is not blame to them it is just one of the tools that we 
know works. If we lose our reefs we also lose our fishing opportunities.  

Kelly Ralston: (the following has been transcribed from written comment as per request of the 
commenter)   

“We recognize there are significant issues affecting the coral reef tract in southeast Florida. Water 
quality, temperature, acidification and sedimentation from beach re-nourishment and construction are 
all contributing factors to the decline of our reefs and require immediate attention. We appreciate your 
recommendations directed towards these problems, and our industry is actively engaged in finding 
solutions.  

But you have been only given one side of the story about MPAs. Overfishing has been linked to coral 
reef declines only in areas of the world without the extensive fishing regulations and management that 
we have here in Florida. If there is an issue with our fisheries, and that has not been shown either, then 
other, proven options should be tried first, like additional size and bag limits and seasons, before 
completely closing access to a public resource. Hogfish is the only species that is currently undergoing 
overfishing and FWC is actively working on new regulations that would reduce harvest dramatically and 
rebuild the stock quickly. Shockingly enough, all of this will be done without eliminating access to the 
resource. 

To be clear, we do support the closure of areas to fishing when it is proven that recreational 
fishing poses a clear threat to sustainable fisheries, but only after all other management options have 
been exhausted and when the area will undergo continued monitoring to determine the effectiveness of 
any closures. 

There has been a lot of discussion about why it "matters" whether a closure is needed or will 
work. Just close it, you say. Mason's response to the email string summed it up perfectly. Florida is the 
Fishing Capital of the World. Recreational fishing and boating contribute over $9 billion to our state's 
economy (much of that concentrated here in SE FL) and over 120K jobs. Anglers from around the world 
come here to spend their money and to fish. Anglers are great supporters of conservation in our state, 
generating $46 million to support those efforts. Closing up to 30% of the reef and making it more 
difficult for our state agencies to do their job is not going to protect the coral here, but it will 
significantly impact our culture and economy. 

That is why you have received an outpouring of public comment opposing your MPA framework 
and National Marine Sanctuary recommendations. And as a reminder, you received more than 3,000 
comments opposing both-that is more than a 95% disapproval rating. You can't recommend taking that 
away without expecting a significant response. 

We appreciate efforts that we have heard about in this group to address the real problems 
affecting our reefs and are supportive of developing a state management plan and state designation for 
the area. Keeping this at the state level will ensure timely and appropriate responses for our reefs. 

We hope that you will take the comments you hear today to heart and amend your 
recommendations so that they will actually accomplish the goal of saving Our Florida Reefs.” 
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Ellen Peel: President of the Billfish Foundation (the following has been transcribed from written 
comment as per request of the commenter)   

“The Billfish Foundation (TBF) is a science-based, sportfishing conservation non-profit organization 
headquartered in Ft. Lauderdale, Florida. We appreciate the opportunity for joining the discussions 
being advanced through the Our Florida Reefs process to develop Recommended Management 
Strategies for protecting Southeast Florida Coral Reefs.  

While we support, as I think most Floridians do, the need to responsibly conserve Florida's reef habitat 
and marine creatures and plants, we remind you of the balancing required to fairly manage and 
conserve a shared and multi-use resource. The three areas of greatest interest to TBF and our 
constituents include billfishing as a form of recreational fishing, recreational fishing as an important 
tourist industry and land based pollution.  

1.  Billfishing is a specific type of recreational fishing, which refers to surfacing trolling of natural 
baits, lures or a combination of the two for marlin, sailfish and spearfish in waters not linked specifically 
to reef habitat or its dependent marine life. Marlin species are more highly migratory in nature than 
sailfish, some making trans-Atlantic migrations; even so, sailfish are not reef bound nor dependent on 
reef prey or habitat. The stock structure identified for Atlantic marlin and sailfish exceeds the U.S. 
jurisdiction, and thus, the primary management and conservation falls under federal jurisdiction. Since 
billfish swim through the jurisdictions of many nations and into international waters the stocks of these 
fish require international management by the International commission for the Conservation of Atlantic 
Tunas (ICCAT). Billfish are pelagic in nature, they are not bottom fish. As you consider potential 
management recommendations for recreational fishing for different targeted species, we request that 
you distinguish surface trolling for billfish from other types of recreational fishing. In light of their 
international and national management since they are not reef dependent, we respectfully request you 
exempt marlin, sailfish and spearfish and fishing for them while surface trolling to be exempt from 
Recommended Management Actions for recreational fishing. 

2. Recreational fishing is an extremely important segment of Florida's tourist industry as well as 
millions of Florida citizens, who spend hundreds upon hundreds of thousands of dollars to fish each 
year. The responsibility for management recreational fishing for reef dependent fish species should rest 
with the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission. 

3. Land based pollution -With water quality central to the health of Florida's reef systems, why is 
the SEFCRI not focusing on the "elephant in the pond" -the government's discharge of toxic runoff from 
Lake Okeechobee into the Atlantic Ocean and rivers? In widely publicized reports and publications 
around the world, Florida appears either schizophrenic or hypocritical for on one hand you are saying 
Our Florida Reefs need protections and yet the government dumps 70,000 gallons of toxic water per 
second into Florida's east coast reefs.” 

Chuck Collins: Executive director of MIA PBC, you have done a lot of hard work, I used to be regional 
director of FWC and in charge of climate change for agency. We are in the middle of a warming cycle 
and we are contributing to it. As this progresses there are a lot of stressors on the reefs, climate change 
and water quality. There’s where you need to focus. Fisheries are managed by FWC. We need to battle 
these stressors with money and that comes from taxes. 11.5 billion dollars comes from marine 
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industries in SE Fl. Much of that money goes to conservation through taxes. Some of your proposals will 
negatively impact that.  

Mike Dixon: work for Engel Coolers in Jupiter. Grew up in FL keys and have worked in marine industry. 
You have heard a lot of profound and basic information and I hope all your good works don’t gloss over. 
The prioritization is very important. When I attended a meeting in April, the thing that seemed to be 
missing was the prioritization. Your group can be wonderfully successful on 95% of them, but if you 
don’t tackle one or two at the top, the impact of your group will be less than significant over time. 
Please don’t mistake activity for achievement. There are many different groups related to marine 
industry and recreational fishing. Instead of finding a corner and fighting, this group can reach out and 
get the support of all these groups to attack the issues at the very top. If we don’t address water quality, 
all these smaller things will not matter.  

Jamie Bunn: I am SFL native been fishing over 35 years. Here for the grave concerns I have for the 
recommendation of fishing closures and the lack of data to support doing this. We understand how 
important it is to protect our resource. My org has worked with many of these organizations to support 
and protect initiatives. But our focus is definitely off. We need to be focusing on responsible 
management. We have assembled catch data that would speak to the opposite of what we see here. 
Our fisheries are in a great place. 2015 FL vessel registrations 80% of boats registered are under 20 ft. in 
length many of them are recreational fishermen. What happens to those people if we say they can no 
longer fish in these areas? These boats and that business Is going to disappear. We need to focus on 
water quality.  

Libby Yransky: national marine manufacturing association. We encourage the community process, but 
we have serious concerns of the lack of input from fishing. You ignored the KFF 3000-person petition. 
I’m sure you won’t be able to ignore Charles Berkeley’s petition. MMA has been very supportive of FWC 
and their management. OFR is yet to introduce any scientific evidence of any fisheries problems within 
managed waters. We do not believe that federal control and will strongly oppose fishing closures or 
MPAs. We do not believe federal control will ensure better management but instead create an arduous 
process. MMA will continue to support FWCs management goals. Please focus on water quality and not 
just shutting down fishing.  

Captain Anthony DeGiulian: (the following has been transcribed from written comment as per request of 
the commenter)   

“1. I have been a professional fisherman for 36 years, and a resident of south Florida for 31 of those 
years. I am the owner of Saltwater Professional Consulting, the IGFA School of Sportfishing’s co-founder 
and TBF conservation ambassador. I have spoken around the globe on conservation and socio economic 
impact of recreational fishing and professional sportfishing including being the lead speaker at the 2011 
Asia Marine Conference in South Korea and as a guest professor at the King Abdullah University of 
science and technology in Jeddah Saudi Arabia in 2010. 

2. Sport fishing and recreational angling is a 7.6 billion dollars a year industry and creates between 
80,000 and 150,000 American jobs both directly and indirectly in the state of Florida. It is curious that 
these meetings are scheduled in strange locations, away from the coast and at very inconvenient times. 
I responded to a request to speak at this meeting on the Save our Reefs web site and never received a 
response. I am extremely educated on this issue and the whole thing reeks of purposeful silence and 
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lack of true desire to let fishermen and women be a part of the discussion on how to best take on this 
issue. I do not like being treated like I am stupid.  

3. I believe the closers of areas to fishing is too drastic a measure and will do little to help the problem 
as there are many other issues that negatively affect the reefs more than fishing. Issues that if 
confronted and solved would have a much greater impact on the health of the reefs that we all want to 
see protected and cared for. Let me be clear that I and many fishermen like me are conservationists and 
are very concerned with the health of our reefs. We are passionate about protecting our environment 
and our natural resources. And if we close these areas who will enforce these closed areas to make sure 
they are not being poached. It would take a whole bunch of manpower and tax dollars to do so and the 
money and resources to do so just aren’t there. Nor have I ever heard anyone from the save our reefs 
initiative address this issue specifically. 

4. lssues: a. continued release of millions of gallons a day of polluted, toxic water from Lake Okeechobee 
into the St, Lucie and Caloosahatchee river. 10 billion gallons of polluted water have been pumped into 
Lake O. This water runs directly out our inlets and kills spawning grounds for a multitude of fish species 
and marine birds and mammals and kills our reefs. Big sugar creates 12,5OO jobs in Florida many for 
undocumented workers. Sugar has a 2 billion dollar a year economic impact. Solley from an economic 
perspective, fishing is far more important to our communities and jobs than big sugar is. 

b. sewage outflows pump 360 million gallons of semi treated water a day into the ocean and on top of 
our reefs. Human feces, weed killer, fertilizer, plastics and phosphates from laundry detergent & dish 
soap are just a few of the lovely ingredients that come in contact with and kill our reefs every day. In 
Seattle Washington and in Oregon they have made a law that prohibits the selling of laundry detergents 
and dish soap with phosphates in them. Since the law was in acted in 2010, there has been a 
measurable improvement to the water quality of the Puget Sound. The number of fish and mammals 
living in the Sound has vastly improved. No ban on fishing! How about we ban round up weed killer from 
being used? Or any other fertilizer or weed killer that is toxic to both human and marine life? 

c. Commercial fishing like lobster fishing allows lobster fisherman to set their traps right on the reef. 
Dropping them on the reefs destroys the coral & retrieving them drags the traps over the coral and 
destroys them. Small commercial shrimping operations drag their nets over our reefs causing 
irreversible harm to the corals and fish habitat. Make it illegal for this type of fishing to occur. 

d. Anchoring by ships, dive boats and fishing vessels does huge damage to our reefs. Create more 
permanent fixed anchoring spots and ban anchoring on the reefs. 

c. sunscreen contains a chemical ingredient called OXYBENZONE. This chemical has been shown to 
disrupt coral reproduction, cause coral bleaching and disrupts coral DNA in very small amounts. As little 
as 1 drop into the size of 6.5 Olympic swimming pools. Ban this chemical in all sunscreen sold and used 
in Florida. Millions of gallons of sunscreen are washed off into the ocean every year in our state. These 
are just a few of the issues facing our reefs and I am sure you will hear many more from my fellow 
fishermen and women that are here today. 

Solutions: We are not unreasonable and are willing to discuss all types of solutions and are willing to do 
our part to help… including the discussion on decreased bag limits and increased size limits or slot 
management that protects breeding fish species. How about Seasonal closures for various species of 
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reef fish. Much like Grouper and Snook that are currently in place and working. Or release only fishing 
zones? Anchor bans. Help in fighting big sugar and the Army Corps of Engineers and corrupt politicians. 
Fighting for laws that will ban harmful pumping of polluted water into our reef system. Help in creating 
laws that would ban phosphates and other chemicals in sunscreen, laundry and dish washing 
detergents. ln closing, there is far too much at stake to close large areas to all fishing. I have seen the 
Pew Foundation try to ban all fishing in Australia and Bermuda. ln both countries, the closed areas were 
supposedly going to be small but because the hidden agenda was always to ban all fishing, that quickly 
changed once people, including fishermen supported it. We are sick of hidden agendas and being lied to. 
I strongly urge you to be honest with the fishing community and with yourselves. We are willing to help 
save our reefs and make compromises but the total closure to all fishing in these proposed areas is just 
not smart and is not acceptable.” 

Michael Curry: we are opposed to any closures, we are for science based recreational limits and would 
like FWC to be involved in that. We are not for any more federal oversight. You here in this room should 
stay within the role that this was designed for. For 200 years they have been trying to drain this state 
and water is going where it shouldn’t. There are regulations in place to protect from overfishing. We 
would like to say we will not stand for any closures to our fisheries.  

John Eastman: I have a house in Stiltsville and representing Miami springs harbor boat club. Miami 
native, with a family history on where the reefs have been and where they are going. We don’t need 
help from the federal government. We don’t all agree with catch and size limits but they seem to work. 
The Feds operating off our dime need to take note of that and back off. The problem is Monsanto 
dumping chemicals which is now interfering with coral growth. Glycosphate clouds. Big sugar would not 
exist without total federal subsidy; sugar would go away if it wasn’t paid for by the feds. The bloom in FL 
bay 20 years ago wiped out everything in the keys. Miami port dredging, developing to the water, 
destroyed 98% of the reef as I’ve seen in my life time. It is water quality which is where the federal 
government should be not with recreational fishermen. Panama Canal stuff, those boats are going up to 
Norfolk, this is just Obama make-work projects to make short term investment in the economy, and it 
has ruined the reef.  

Stephanie Clark: (the following has been transcribed from written comment as per request of the 
commenter) “In April the SEFCRI Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) had their bi-annual meeting. One 
of the discussions the scientist had was about the disease outbreak in Southeast Florida. They spoke 
about that the monitoring being done in the SEFCRI area is inadequate to capture the extent of the loss 
and damage to our coral reefs. We need a comprehensive monitoring effort in the SEFCRI area or we will 
not have reefs to monitor.” 
 

Dan Clark: (the following has been transcribed from written comment as per request of the commenter) 
“This video is of the anchor damage from the Ft. Lauderdale Tortuga Music Festival. I have brought this 
to the attention of the agencies. Diving I found overturned corals, boats come in and busted up the reef 
with their anchors. Everyone is saying that DEP and FWC are doing a fine job of managing the reefs. We 
knew when and where and exactly what was going to happen here with all these boats anchoring on the 
reef, they have been having this festival for multiple years in a row. No one in the agencies can do 
anything about it, how do you think they can manage the disease issue.   Ironically this festival is 
supposed to go to help coral reefs but the boats come in damage the reef.   
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Our state regulations and state management couldn’t do anything about it. Besides that we have all 
these diseases going on. This is what we all should be talking about. 
 
 I wish you all had been coming into to the room over the last couple of years and helps support me and 
the people who wanted to work on the disease issues.  Where were you? Suddenly now you are here. 
There is a lot we can do about it. Science has come a long ways and we needed your support. There are 
people out there that want to do dredge projects and beach projects, they don’t want to talk about the 
disease issue. If you care about the habitat get involved and stay involved, it’s not just about the fishing. 
We are not going to have the fish if we lose the habitat.  Many of the commenters stood up here and 
said how much we lost, we may have lost 80 to 90%.” 
  
Captain Davie Katz: I grew up here and I am a captain running diving and fishing boats. Who knows how 
much of the reef you are going to shut down, I’m just a guy trying to make a living and if you do the 
irresponsible thing and close this down. We all need to get together and do something about it. 9 billion 
dollars, south Florida is the place to be don’t kill it by putting out some ignorant public thing about 
shutting things down. We’ve got enough federal input. Do the research, get it right, we are going to get 
involved. Let’s get this thing done right because there are livelihoods at stake. 

Drew Martin: I am from the sierra club and don’t get paid, sympathize with the water quality issues, but 
can’t only do half. People are getting misinformation and being told this is going to shut down. I’ve 
studied this and it has been determined that you need areas where fish can recover. The best fishing is 
right along those areas. In areas like Australia fishermen are saying they didn’t like it originally but now 
they see the benefits. I was cochairman of the everglades coalition I agree with the water quality issues. 
But fishing is also a problem. Anchoring, ghost fishing, I want a fishery, a healthy one. We need bigger 
fish to produce more offspring. We will get better fishing in the long run, so open your eyes. We want to 
have your advocacy you are an important group so please stay on board. 

Travis Moore: From Gray Fishtag and Taxidermy – everyone here understands there are health threats 
to the reefs, we need to look at the management options and see who they will effect. We need to look 
at better options than a flat closure of fishing. We need to work on a better mode of communication. 
There is a lot of misinformation. We all need to know what the options are, we need to find a way to 
keep Florida fishing and protect the reefs.  

Jake Korthals: I work on a drift boat in Boynton Beach – there needs to be more communication and we 
need to focus on what’s really important – saving the reefs – water quality and climate change. Fishing 
isn’t hurting the reef. Closing the reefs will only hurt the economy, hurt your popularity. That anchor you 
showed has nothing to do with fishing. You need to figure out a way to regulate stupid. Everyone who 
knows the reef knows that you don’t anchor on the reef. Put up signs and buoys, send FWC guys out. It 
needs to be focused. We want the same things you want, but closing everything down is not going to 
help it. You will just alienate our support. Are you going to come and tell my kid that he can’t go to 
school because I can’t make the extra money I need to send him to school?  

Cris Castles: fishermen and diver, surprised to see video that Dan Clark showed. If it isn’t illegal to drop 
anchor on reef we should focus on that. Put buoys out on the reef and say no anchoring on this area and 
put more mooring buoys out there. Nobody should be anchoring on coral that doesn’t mean you should 
close the fishery. 
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Barry Neunzig: I grew up in Miami Beach, I was there when they pulled out the jetties and there went 
the reef. Then the sewer outfalls were put in, anyone who has seen that knows it’s not good. What is 
causing the disease, it is not my boat or my fishing lure. It’s the sewage and the sand coming out from 
on land. These are the problems you should all look at. Water quality is number one. If you do cut off 
the reefs, those people will all just pile up on each other and then those areas will be overfished and 
they will try to close more. Their goal is to stop fishing.  

Joe Schlegel: CCA representing recreational anglers, I support CCA to the max, and am also a disabled 
veteran, even though I can stand up in front of you and look normal. Some are not so fortunate. There 
are people who have supported our veterans, captains in here who have taken vets for free. I’ve heard a 
lot of great comments in here, even the anchoring. Don’t stop the fishing, there are too many things in 
advance of MPAs that we can practice on. We need to support FWC with more funding, and more 
officers. I will say if I had known about the anchoring situation, I would have gotten on that too. On 
anchoring, not stopping fishing. Fishing is important, I release almost everything I catch, but I don’t want 
to be restricted.  

Joe Hector: I run an extreme kayaking fishing tournament. From what I am hearing, this would 
singlehandedly destroy kayak fishing. 80% of our fishermen are kids. If we lose our next generation what 
are they going to do? Offshore kayak fishing is one of the largest growing industries in the country. I plea 
that we get something figured out, fishing is a livelihood and I enjoy it personally.  

Heidi S: Thank you everyone for coming out and speaking we appreciate hearing all your perspectives. 
We do capture your comments as you speak but if you would like to submit written comment feel free 
to do that. Comment tomorrow is at 10:45 am.  

 

 10:30 – 10:45am  Break 

 

 10:45 – 11:30am Finish Review of RMA Language Edits and Vote to Incorporate Public 
Feedback into RMAs (S-87 and S-97) 

Ann W: as you recall, we have already read and responded to all the comments on 66 of the RMAs, but 
we still need to finalize 2 of them. One of them S-87, which will just be reported out. S-97 you will 
review all the comments, and suggest any modifications to the group.  

Ana Z: So we will look as a large group at RMA S-87, whose comments have already been reviewed back 
in march by the FDOU group. FDOU group wanted to discuss that the first step should be an assessment 
of parrotfish population and to amend language to include all sale at markets and imposing fines on 
markets selling any such fish. Most bycatch is alive when collected and doesn’t have to be harvested. 
Group proposes a modification for the title.   

Ann W: we have 33 voters.  

Steve E: you always seem to want to prohibit the sale of something, FWC can handle parrotfish, you 
don’t need to put language in they can handle it.  

Angela S: why would it exclude aquaria collecting?  
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Meghan B: the intent was as per the FWC marine life rule you can harvest a certain amount of 
ornamental fish. The original intent was to ban any parrotfish whatsoever, the bycatch was the loophole 
for those in lobster traps 

Mason S: I agree with the comment made that it seems that the prohibiting sales is too forward. I know 
that the market it quite low commercially, parrotfish are incredibly important to the reef system. If it 
needs to be looked into then we need to, but prohibiting sale when we don’t know if that’s the problem 
now, I don’t think we need to be that direct.  

Jane F: I worked on this originally, I want to remind everyone that these are just RMAs, anything that 
would require an agency rule change would have its own process. This is based directly from a number 
of vetted studies that described the importance of the parrotfish to the reef. This is not saying that we 
will look at banning every fish, this is specific to parrotfish, for ecosystem health. And we DO see 
parrotfish being sold in local markets.  

Dana WM: I think the original title sufficiently achieves the intent here to try to raise this as an issue. 
Something needs to be done because of the ecological significance of the fish. With a new title we may 
lose that mention of looking at the role or parrotfish on the reef. It is important to look at the most 
effective ways to increases protection for herbivores on the reef. So I like the original title.  

Mike B: in Miami, they do sell parrotfish. Especially Haitian and Jamaican populations. I couldn’t imagine 
anyone taking something that beautiful out of the water.  

Art S: can we put the adage in there to add FWCs influence.  

Ann W: That is given, it is in the 2 pager and they are the fisheries managers. 

Butch O: we all know parrotfish are important, but we haven’t seen any data that there is an overfishing 
of the species.  

Mason S: if you make this title prohibit the sale of parrotfish for consumption… there’s two different 
places parrotfish come from, much of what you see in markets is important, there is a small amount as 
bycatch in lobster traps, it is fairly small. You will still see parrotfish on the market, they will just be 
imported. If they are harvested as bycatch they still need a restrictive level of endorsement.  

Ann W: those in favor of new title raise hand – 2, it does not pass. We will carry the old title. You all have 
S-97 on your tables, you will review the comments, propose changes, and bring up any important 
comments you want to bring to the group.  

Ann W: Okay so now we will ask small groups to report out on the comments they wish to share, or 
proposed changes, and potential vote.  

Small Group Report Out S-97: 

Molly S: we didn’t get through everything, there was nothing specific to address to the group, some 
supportive comments had good ideas but off topic from this RMA.  

Ana Z: this group identified comments that are not applicable to RMA and does not propose changes.  

David C: mixed bag of votes, we have proponents and opponents of quiz, we have changing number, 
dropping number of bag.  
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Lauren W: generally concerned about destruction of habitat during lobstering. Concerned about how it 
would impact Monroe county, lots of positive comments about education. Suggested change 1) change 
license to “lobster stamp” to be more accurate 2) Put in title “in order to reduce habitat damage that 
occurs during lobster mini season”  

Kristi K: language change proposal – in response to concerns with management of lobster population. 
The language change is “protect reef habitat from direct impacts, and to be consistent reef tract-wide” 

Kathy F: I like leading with the reason for RMA, and staying consistent with the charge, I like reef tract-
wide and carries it on 

Jane F: ditto Kathy and also change lobster stamp 

Melissa R: the name is actually spiny lobster permit if you are looking for accuracy.  

Jim M: I’m not sure that reducing bag limit from 12-6 is going to impact the reef, I don’t see how that 
works. I understand the frenzy part, I have participated in probably 30 mini seasons, I don’t travel to the 
keys because you can only get 6. So staying here at 12 is a benefit, the original intent of that was to push 
everyone up here and reduce the frenzy. It used to be a weekend, they made it to Wednesday and 
Thursday so that less people could go. That didn’t slow anything down, and now they dive and fish the 
whole week. My point is that I think this is more of an educational thing, I’m not sure quiz is right, but 
this is an educational opportunity, ballpark 40,000 spiny lobster permit holders in the state, 90% are 
caught in the Florida Keys. 25% of us recreational divers catch that 7 million lbs. per year.  

April P: I agree; I think the intent of the difference in licensing was to take pressure off Monroe County. I 
think people are crazy for going out that day anyways. The 12 bag limit does reduce the pressure so I 
think it should stay the same.  

Ann W: option 3 which merges all changes. In favor of option 3 over original title – 23 people - does not 
pass 

Peter F: reducing the bag limit is not going to make a difference I have boats, most people come up with 
2-3 lobsters anyways, barely anyone gets to 12. It increases my business but that’s not the point, it will 
make no difference on population of lobsters or the ecosystem.  

Kathy F: it sounds like there is a need to put an option for 4 up there that keeps the bag limit at 12 but 
clarifies the intent of the RMA. 

Jim Mathie: old timers won’t want to take an educational quiz, so maybe do something with boating 
license at a certain age, younger guys will have to go through the quiz.  

Bill Cole: there are people who have 5 year and lifetime licenses too.  

Ann W: CWG members please raise your hands if you like the title option 4 – 15ppl does not pass. So 
looking again at option 3, if not it goes back to original. All in favor of option 3 – 26 people. Any recusing 
themselves? None so option 3 is the new title.  

 

 11:30am – 12:00pm Review Edited 2 Pagers (Report Summaries) for Consistency with New 
Titles 
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Ana Z: So these were RMAs that were discussed in the last meeting, these are just wordsmithing 
changes to go along with your title changes. N-64 – very minor changes 

Jeff Beal: this comment leads you to believe that the 500 sq. foot rule applies only to the preserve but 
that’s not true  

Heidi S: we can add “making this voluntary addresses”  

Ana Z: N-59 group agreed to change the title last month to not call out spearfishermen specifically but 
rather slot limits. Also removed comments that are no longer relevant.  

S-8 main language changes are in objectives section clarifying that coral reef gardens are not intended to 
act as an artificial reef structure. This RMA was not written to prohibit extractive use.  

S-54 added information presented by the group at the meeting last April.  

S-65 added language to say that it would be co-managed with the state of FL  

S-86  

Dana WM: maybe it should say “a public education component would need to be developed to address 
this.” 

Angela S: this isn’t even proper English. Somehow we changed the entire intent of this.  

Ann W: who wants to work on S-86 during lunch – Jane F, Angela S, Nikole O, and Lauren W will work on 
it and come back with a proposal for a title.  

Lauren W: N-146 you all voted to change the title in April – here’s the new title. At that time CWGs 
mentioned that the changes might require changes to the body of the RMA. So they focus group that 
worked on the RMA (made up of CWGs) agreed that they did not want any changes to the body of the 
RMA because anything added would be restrictive and unnecessary. The background and supporting 
information is still accurate and appropriate.  

 12:00 – 12:15pm  Overview of the Initial Prioritization 

Daron W: I will give you a quick overview of the result from the fall of 2015. You made it clear in April 
that you wanted the benefits to be the driving factor. So the results you will see will be based on that. 
Back in November ranked based on benefits feasibility and cost. These were the ballots you all filled out 
We got 28 ballots back and these are the results. What you see is the aggregate scores for all of the 
RMAs. Everything on here is ordered highest to lowest with aggregate scores. This will be the starting 
point for the review process that will happen after lunch. The color coded worksheet has been redone 
to weight BENEFITS above the other factors. This new worksheet is broken up into 4 quartiles. This has 
the short titles as well as the focus area and the original priority bin (from Fall 2105). You will review this 
sheet and flag any you would like to move to a different priority bin.  

Ann W: sorted by Very High, High, Medium and Low in Fall 2015.  

Daron W: what you see now will be the default if nobody proposes moving any.  
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Ann W: you will look at the order now and decide if you want to discuss moving any RMAs up or down. 
Quadrant 1 is currently listed as the highest priorities. You will start with the 4th quad and move 
anything you want to the first quad. If you see something you want to move up, you will propose a move 
and give a reason why. If the group votes to move it, the RMA will move up to quad one and then you 
will move to the third quad and so on. They are color coded so you will be able to see which belong to 
which focus area.  

Tom W: look at quad 1. Almost all of the RMAs address water quality. One of the reason for N-146 was 
to address water quality as well. The top 9 all address this issue.  

Ann W: You will look at quadrant 4 and propose why it should move to quadrant 1, and I will ask people 
to raise their hands if they have a reason why it should stay where it is, and then someone why it should 
move. Please state only new information, please don’t repeat. In order to ensure that everyone has an 
opportunity to speak, if you have raised your hands for every RMA we will call on you last. This is to try 
to hear from all of you. Please state your reason succinctly, don’t give a long diatribe because we have 
to do this theoretically 68 times. Our primary reason for being here today is to help you prioritize this 
list. If we spend 40 minutes on the first ten than we won’t get through the list. So once we have moved 
everything from quadrant 4 to quadrant 1 then 3 to 1 then 2 to 1. Each requires a 75% vote to move. 
Then you can look at what you want to take out. Then quadrant 1 will be done and we will move to 
quadrant 2. Then 3 and then we are finished.  

Dana WM: I want to highlight the very important point that everything cannot be a priority 1, we would 
like to see all these happen, but if you have latched on to something lower on the list, realize that 
something will come down. Everything cannot be top priority.  

Ann W: also a reminder that all things in each quadrant are equal, so all priority 1s are the same.  

Pam Hopkins: so we will have an opportunity to move things for instance from bin 3 to bin 1?  

Ann W: Yes. 

Mason S: at the end of the day what will be in the final report. Everything will be equal in each bin, my 
only thought is that we did go through so much time and decided on the strategy to look at benefits 
feasibility and cost. So will that be in the final report?  

Kathy F: I see the potential for a lot of things to move up, so when do things fall down?  

Ann W: as you move one thing up, one will move down. 

Dana WM: given everything we just heard, we decided we wanted to organize based on benefit, 
everything in each bin is equal. I think there will be a drive to say everything is important. I would like to 
propose that the first thing we vote on is accepting this as is.  

Ann W: yes, that’s on the agenda, first step. 

Scott S: why is there a limited number for quadrant 1, if we decided we want to have more.  

Ann W: we heard that you wanted them to be in 4 groups, 17 is an even division of RMAs.  

John S: where does feasibility fit into this? 
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Angela S: if they are already organized by benefit, what about talking about how to move them around 
within quadrant 1?  

Ann W: so you want it ordered 1 – 68? I really don’t think it is advisable to change the process now given 
the time constraints we have.  

Dana WM: in terms of cost and feasibility issue. We decided to use benefits as the organizing principal 
for the prioritization but it is important that we say we will identify the cost and feasibility for each of 
these. It is important that we don’t say we only considered benefit.  

Ann W: we will break for lunch and then we will get to it.  

 

 12:15 – 1:00pm  Lunch Break 

 

Ann W: Lauren will explain changes to the title of S-86 that the group worked on at lunch. 

Lauren W: complete rewrite of the title of S-86 – “In order to reduce shark mortality due to charter 
fishing practices that keep sharks and promote mount sales through dockside marketing, ban the 
keeping of live mounts (i.e. sharks caught for the sole purpose of taxidermy mounting) of all shark 
species, and instead, promote proper handling and release techniques.” Also added a bullet point under 
background to explain why this is an issue.  

Jane F: We called Jeff Torode and asked him if this covered the intent of the RMA because this is his 
stakeholder group and he said it was perfect.  

Ann W: there are 34 voting members present. If you do not want this new title raise hands, no hands, 
new title goes forward.  

 

 1:00 – 1:30pm  Overview of the Process to Review RMA Priority 

 

Ann W: The RMAs are up on the wall, the color coding shows which focus area they are in. You can see 
there are 7 LBSP in the first quadrant. As we move things around we will physically move them on the 
wall. So now look at the list and we will vote on if you think the list should stand as is.  

Alex S: if this were not voted upon it puts us in a very awkward position then what do we do next.  

Ann W: clarification – we are planning to discuss if these RMAs are in the right quadrants, our starting 
point is this. So we are trying to determine if we need to move anything or if it is fine as is.  

Mason S: can we ask for abstainers. 

Tom W: if there are not 25 in favor of leaving the vote as is, then the same thing would happen if 
nobody can agree to move anything.  

Mike B: if some of the items are already being done in certain counties does that effect their position?  
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Ann W: no, these are where the working group voted they are. 

Heidi S: but if you wanted to make that an argument based on that, you certainly could.  

Nick M: if we vote for this, we could all go home?  

Ann W: we could leave much earlier yes; we still have to work on the implementation plan. First, if you 
are abstaining? 4 abstain, so 30 voters. If you would like to have the prioritization changed, please stand 
up. 5 people. So we leave the prioritization list as is.  

Art Sapp: Money talks, if people don’t see a plan where the money is coming from, they will not listen.  

Scott S: I am concerned about quadrant four and that some of those RMAs need to move up.  

Tom W: quite a few things on the wall would get sponsored by legislators instantly, and some will take 
years. To say nothing is feasible without us funding it, it’s not true. It’s not one proposal, there are some 
expensive things, some are not at all. Like overturning ban on plastic bags, hardly any cost, can be very 
quick if legislature decides.  

 1:35 – 2:00pm  Establish Points of Contact for the RMAs 

 

Tom W: I am one of the ones who volunteers a bit ago to be a point of contact for some RMAs. There’s a 
sign-up sheet if you want to help with implementation and explain if someone wants more information 
about a specific RMA. So the idea is to establish a point of contact between the working groups and the 
RMAs going forward. If we have a few of us sign up for each of the RMAs, then within that group we can 
have a good relationship for the next step.  

April P: can we get more clarification of the job of the point of contact. Will they be given speaking 
points etc?  

Francisco P: The point of contact role depends on the RMA. The RMAs will be presented by the different 
agencies by SEFCRI, the agencies will go forward with RMAs. For some recommendations, for instance 
the plastic bans could be faster, some slower. Your commitment is to keep other CWGs informed about 
what’s happening, maybe you have a particular interest about those RMAs. The amount of time that is 
needed to commit is how much you need to do follow-up with agencies. We will try to identify those 
agency point of contacts that you need to contact. We will also post on our website any news that we 
find.  

April P: for example, nominate SEFCRI region as national marine sanctuary. If I were point of contact, 
how would I be engaged with SEFCRI from then on?  

Dan C: I know SEFCRI can’t put that application in. nobody from the agencies is going to be allowed to do 
that.  

Ann W: so when SEFCRI gets ready to look at the list and push implementation of some of these how will 
they engage the CWG member. 

Lauren W: you don’t have to sign up for any, or you can sign up for lots. You will be a conduit of 
information to the SEFCRI team about what was the intent of the RMA. So if they have questions, they 
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can come and ask. From there on, you would be considered an advisor, so you can be super engaged or 
just there for information.  

Butch O: so as the item moves along, this person would also get the information about how this is going 
too.  

Lauren W: right, because you had all asked for some sort of report out about how RMAs are moving 
along. 

Dan C: if we try to get better enforcement of certain things, we could be helpful for certain things as 
information for them. 

Ann W: so after this meeting adjourns, we will not be formally meeting as a group anymore. This is your 
way to get behind the RMAs you are interested in watching. They are in folders divided by focus area. So 
if you are interested, grab one of the books, there are half pagers and a place to sign up.  

Angela S: is there a way we can email them to you? 

Ann W: if possible please sign up in the book today.  

 2:00 – 2:30pm  OFR Next Steps Discussion 

 

Jane F: as our group wraps up, I would like to know who could be a person who could be a point of 
contact for OFR media and follow-up with what this group did, the decisions we made, a process that we 
used.  

Ann W: it seems like we need a couple of committees coming out of this. A media committee for sure. 

Jane F: there is a lot of misinformation and it is important to have transparency. People who have 
experience in PR, have writing skills, etc. but if I write something, say 75% of you agree with that and 
25% didn’t. I can live with that, but something in the media that says they speak for everyone, that’s 
worrisome. 

Ann W: there is a report coming out, and we will need a committee to agree to help with that, and also a 
media committee. We will put up sign-up sheets for that in the back of the room. 

Heidi S: one of the next steps is the volunteer point of contact, and other potential next step is the idea 
of the media group that would share info about OFR. This issue is how you decide if whatever comes out 
of the media group is approved by the group. I think it also might be good to ask Joanna or Francisco to 
talk about the next steps for the report.  

Ann W: we can adjourn now and meet back tomorrow and tackle this if that’s what you all want to do.  

Tom W: I’d like to start later. 

Jane F: I don’t know what the sunshine laws are, but as long as we have the schedule posted, I think it 
would be better to stick to the schedule to be fair to the public.  

Kathy F: the most important thing is that we keep public comment at the same time. 
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Ken B: I want to talk about the coastal oceans task force recommendations. We are trying to get support 
for those recommendations. So far we are getting a lot of verbal support, but it would be really nice to 
get a vote of support from this group to go along with those resolutions if possible. He mentioned four 
that are the main recommendations, which James discussed earlier. If we could get a vote of support 
from this group it would be very powerful. 

Ann W: we have a motion on the floor to get a vote of support for the coastal ocean taskforce 
recommendations.  

Alex S: I was upset by what happened this morning, the fishing lobby is against what we are doing. There 
is a lot of misinformation. But the fishing lobby is a natural ally, and I am upset that we didn’t see them 
coming. I have done a lot of fishing but any fishermen as we are who are concerned with the reefs have 
the same objectives to preserve and conserve the reefs. The point I’m trying to make is that I 
recommend that as part of our process is the staff work out some means to conduct a liaison with the 
fishing lobby to make sure that they are supportive of our conservation efforts. If ever a committee 
needs to be constructed now, it needs to be a fishing liaison committee to make sure we don’t get any 
media attacks now where damage can be done to our finial proposals.  

Ken B: on COTF we had MIA and elected officials, fishermen via CCA, ports representatives, and all 
agencies. But we did have that participation actively on that, so that might be a good way to promote 
that action.  

Dana WM: before people can vote of supporting COTF I think we need to send them the language. 

Kathy F: we can forward in 5 minutes the resolutions passed by Broward and martin today and if people 
want to look at them we could vote on it tomorrow.  

Greg B: I think that is a good suggestion. To what Alex said, somehow it seems that we need to use the 
angst of those fishermen and engage them to help us deal with water quality issues.  

Dan C: I think it will help that we reprioritized things and all the water quality stuff moved up. I also say 
don’t paint all us NGOs or enviros with the same paintbrush. And he said the same with fishermen. 98% 
of the stuff we talked about outside we agreed wholeheartedly on. I think we do need to pursue that, 
we need to make sure that we are being diversified, some of those people in MIA etc. have conflicts of 
interest they are involved in dredging etc.  

Skip D: if you took N-146 off the board you would have 100% support. When I first got involved in this it 
was about water quality and beach nourishment etc. but if you took N-146 off the board you wouldn’t 
get any pushback. 

Dan C: I still want to put in the application for the national marine sanctuary. I don’t want to see it 
happen where we are fighting over that one issue.  

Tom W: on endorsing the resolution, I think it would have more impact if that endorsement include a list 
of all of our names and affiliations so that they can see the broad support across stakeholders. 

Sara T: I thought at one point we had a misinformation sheet about N-146 and I wonder if it is possible 
to read that before public comment. If that fact sheet could be read, there have been emails about 
closing down all the reefs.  
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Art Sapp: there was a lot of misinformation but that’s out of fear. If you take one inch of water away 
none of them will follow you. By those people not following you, I can’t follow you. As long as N-146 
that is a Trojan horse for taking fishing away. Look at the emails between Mason S and Jim B we have 
not witnessed the fish decline like you say. If you are as good of a fisherman as me, you haven’t seen fish 
decline. I agree we need to save coral but you won’t get anything accomplished by taking their fishing 
away. That’s where the money and the major support is.  

Steve E: what about those of us who aren’t going to vote with you, we don’t support the whole thing, 
we support the majority of it, but we don’t support this. 

Ken B: we are going to send the files soon. There is a table with a list of recommendations. The coastal 
ocean forum is different from OFR. It is trying to define the box that is southeast Florida official so that 
we can initiate management strategies for the area. Have a look at it tonight and focus on it, and you 
will see the actual recommendations.  

Skip D: anywhere in that verbiage does it say no take MPAs? 

Ken B: it was example language but it didn’t specifically say approve it 

Kathy F: That language was developed in concert with fishing related agencies, NGOs etc. all the people 
on the taskforce approved it unanimously. Including John Sprague, and Ed Tichenor who were on it.  

Mike B: I’ve been working with commercial fishermen for 25 years, I was very surprised at the small 
number of people who are against what we are doing. There is support from fishermen. When we tried 
to close lobstering in Biscayne Bay, they said the same thing. I considered most of the guys who came 
out, they fit into the group that complained and complained we called them seagulls, all you hear is 
me.me.me.me. 

Butch O: what we saw today was all of the most powerful fishing lobbies of the state. They didn’t blow 
things out of proportion. They realize that his committee represented that we close large portions of the 
reefs to commercial and recreational fishing. That is why we have these lobbies in the room today. A lot 
of them are from Martin County, this committee recommended shutting down 30% of pecks’ lake even 
though there is no problem there. This committee has completely ignored the science that FWC told 
you.  

 

 2:30pm  Wrap Up Day 1 

 

~ Thursday, June 2, 2016 ~ 

 

8:45 – 9:00am  Welcome, Review of Agenda for Day 2 

 

Heidi S: I will go through the agenda, I’ll show you first public comments which are still coming in online, 
and then we will discuss the procedure for future public comment. Then I will turn it to Francisco who 
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will tell us about the final report timeline and the idea of the report committee and then we will go back 
to the next steps discussion from yesterday, and the media/fishing liaison committee. And then we will 
talk about COTF recommendations and talk about maybe endorsing them. Then break and then we will 
do evaluations which will be a bit different and ask about different stages of the process. Then public 
comment period, then we will wrap up with the end with thank you’s and then get out mid-day. So now 
we will review the public comments that came in online, we will hand them out and you can all review 
them individually, and if there is anything in there that you think the whole group should discuss, please 
raise that during next steps discussion. It is likely that more public comment will come in today, if more 
come in, we will email you them, and then they will close at close of business. Yesterday, Charles Berkley 
spoke and brought these public comments, I’ll explain what they are. It is a stack of 45 copies of a letter 
he wrote – each with a cover letter signed by an individual which says that it agrees with Charles’ letter 
attached. After today there will be a note on the OFR site that lets people know that this group will no 
longer be meeting but urges people to send comment to relevant agencies if they have anything going 
forward.  

 

9:00 – 10:00am  OFR Next Steps Discussion cont. 

 

Francisco P: thank you all for coming today, ill describe the plan for the report. Will include everything 
you have worked on over the past 2 years, from original community meetings, to end of today. There 
will be 3 sections 1) about the process, which will include your evaluations from today to help guide 
future processes as a reference for what can be improved please give us input and advice for that 2) 
everything you have reviewed will be presented, most of which will be in an appendix 3) all of the RMAs. 
This report will be presented to SEFCRI and the grant agency. There is a final deadline for the report of 
June next year, target for the final draft is January 2017. Volunteers for reviewing the report will receive 
the draft for your review. Your level of participation is up to you, if and CWG member wants to add 
themselves to the committee for the report. You will be able to review the document at any time 
throughout. You will be able to review all content and make suggestions along the way 

Jane F: does the SEFCRI team have to approve the final report or is it just submitted? 

Francisco P: the report will be presented to SEFCRI and after multiple drafts have been reviewed from 
the CWGS, but no there will not be a vote. You wrote the RMAs and nothing of that will change, the 
point of the report is to organize and report out on the RMAs and the process. If you have any 
questions, we will be at your disposition at the CRCP.  

Ann W: we want to talk about next steps, we heard yesterday that there were 3 different committees 
that you wanted to form. The first is the report committee, so you would be hooked up with the staff 
and SEFCRI members who are writing and reviewing the report. You can engage as much or as little as 
you would like with the staff. You can read everything that Daron does as she does it or you can ask for 
quarterly updates or whatever you would like. That is for working group members only. The next is the 
media committee, there were questions yesterday about how you guys want OFR represented, if you 
want a media committee to speak for the entire group, there is a question there. So we would like to 
hear what you think about that. 
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Jane F: I mentioned this yesterday I’ve been approached by a number of special interest groups to write 
an op-ed to dispel misinformation. I would not feel comfortable doing that myself, but I would if I were 
in a committee to make sure that all ideas are involved. I think a committee would be the best way to 
represent our group.  

Ann W: I want to hear from the rest of the group about how you feel about these people who signed up 
speaking for the group 

April P: I think we are far apart on some of these issues, so if it comes out it needs to be vetted, so I 
agree it’s important to have a committee. So when we speak I think it’s important that we are speaking 
from our stakeholders and not from the whole group. A diverse committee.  

Angela S: is there anyone at DEP who could serve as a top approver.  

Jim Mathie: my suggestion is that I just saw 8 people, why don’t we just meet as a group separately to 
put a position paper down about what this group has been and where it’s going. We have our own 
representation we are concerned about but we need to realize that the process is the process and god 
bless it, it’s a democracy, and we still have to go through it, I think we focus on that more than anything 
else, how the process has worked. Identifying challenges yes, I think there will be an evaluation at the 
end. But other than that we have to validate the process and go with it.  

Ann W: so it sounds like when we are writing it up we just want to be factual about how the process was 
and the results. 

Dan C: the rumor mill is going to continue even when the process stops. These comments this morning 
are obviously in reaction to someone putting out there that we are trying to shut down the whole reef. 
These are only recommendations; any no-take all those things would have to go through FWC. We need 
to put a stop to the rumor mill of us stopping fishing on the reefs. That will be our biggest job. I get that 
somehow we need to be accountable to the group, and we can’t put our own opinions out at the end.  

Alex S: anything that comes from the committee has to be balanced when it comes from all the different 
components. A committee would have to be both active and reactive. It might be good to have a 
structure where the committee puts out something monthly. Everything should ultimately go through 
one person for a balance test. And I think the editor for that should ultimately be Francisco maybe 
assisted by Meghan, to give it a final go over to make sure it’s balanced. Having something formalized 
though a final editor is the way to go. 

Mason S: I read a lot of fishing related comments and I don’t think you can look at these and assume 
that everyone is misinformed. A lot of these are saying we don’t want no fishing zones. These comments 
just relate to that technique. Whatever your goal is if you are going to address misinformation. When 
you do look at the maps there is a map in pecks’ lake that says on the objective 20-30% no take.  

Ann W: We have gotten into the comments and to link that back to the media committee we want to 
ensure that what this working group has done is vetted.  

Steve S: You want to put a committee together and let one person come out of that answer questions 
for everyone in this room. That should not be. You can’t give one person that rule. You need a group 
that gets together and shouldn’t vote because you can stack the vote like it did the whole time. The way 
we did this a certain line of thinking always prevailed.  
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Jeff T: I’m confused what this media committee is doing, everything has been voted on. It should be just 
to report out whatever’s coming out and that’s it. 

Butch O: There is very little misinformation out there, people are angry because this group put a box on 
a map to close reefs. That is why these industries are outraged. I agree there should be a large diverse 
committee because we are all over the board. If the committee can’t come to an agreement on 
something then it shouldn’t go out.   

Dan C: I was reading the things from Ken banks about COTF and one of them is a box around the reef 
and there is going to have misinformation about that too. Yes we want management for the whole 
thing, and that in no way is no take for the whole thing. 

Angela S: I agree with Jeff, this should just be a report out of what is happening. 

Kathy F: I don’t think there should be a media committee we are done. 

Dana WM: I like the idea of summarizing the process accurately but that is what’s going into the report. 
Individuals should be able to communicate with the media of their own perspectives but it doesn’t have 
to be on behalf of the entire group. And if we do have to have something from the whole group I think 
DEP as the organizers of the process should have an active role. 

Ken B: DEP like every other government agency controls strictly what goes out on their behalf and they 
won’t let a committee make up what goes out. This doesn’t make sense why we are having this group 

Jane F: I’m okay not having the group too, but there are people who want more answers and they aren’t 
the type of people who are going to read information on the site. And there needs to be info to those 
people, if we want DEP to handle all that, it is fine. But I think there are a lot more reef users than are in 
this room and information needs to get out. Where do we go from here and how else can people stay 
informed? We have gone astray but the real issue is keeping people informed 

Scott S: this is fascinating; I love hearing these comments. I joined the media committee because I work 
in media. There have been a lot of new faces and voices, and I would like to bring these groups together 
and figure out how to bridge our differences. Of course the media plays a role in that. But if it’s going to 
be difficult and it’s not appropriate maybe we shouldn’t have it. It is an important tool. I would like to 
work together in any way possible as well.  

Dana WM: I’m wondering if the most appropriate approach is if we are planning to issue a press release 
using the information that we have already put out there about OFR and where it has been. And others 
can use that as a springboard. Maybe Kevin or Joanna can tell us if they are planning on publicizing an 
announcement that this process has ended and where it’s going next.  

Kevin C: we haven’t crafted a press release of the finality of the activities here or how that would roll 
out. But likely it would be very generic speaking to the process, how it happened, the members, and the 
products of the working group. It wouldn’t be a response to any information coming in or countering 
anything put out there. It would just be - here’s the OFR process.  

Joanna W: I think that will be your best mechanism to put out the information because this is a big 
event. We will do a press release, but it will say basic details, and I think the best voice that you have is 
coming from our own stakeholder voice. But as Ken was saying, it would be very complex to respond to 
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anything from DEP because we have to represent all of Florida. We are committed to continuing to put 
out info about OFR and CRCP and all those efforts in this region. But I would feel more comfortable for 
you all to continue to address OFR specific things through your stakeholder groups.  

Tom W: the ideas we have come up with moving forward including these 3 committees, and the point of 
contact for each of the RMAs. If the point of contact includes 6 people then they will have to respond to 
media requests, etc. so that puts the responsibility to those people. We all have a responsibility to not 
add bias but it’s impossible to not have your own opinion in it. Maybe the media committee could be in 
concert with the point of contact people, because that point of contact may be for media too.  

Alex S: we already have a media committee, each one of us is one. We are all going to go back to our 
stakeholder groups and answer questions. All of us have an ethical obligation to be as broad as possible. 
For example, I will get questions from the chamber of commerce and will have to answer them in a ways 
that’s slanted to their interests. It would be interesting to have DEP provide some progress reports or 
white papers over the next few months. Because I have inquisitive people in high places who would like 
to have access by email to specific results of this group. That could be a function of DEP. A media 
committee of the kind that is proposed would be unworkable. If DEP can provide periodic explanations 
or reports.  

Dan C: what Joanna said that it would be better coming from us. Anything that DEP does has to go 
through their PR people. The whole idea of this group unlike SEFCRI was that this group was supposed to 
be by the people. So I would have concerns about putting any press stuff go through DEP.  

Ann W: are we ready to vote on if we want a media committee? We have 32 voters. This will be a 
content vote so we need  

Angela S: in order to vote and know what’s happening is DEP going to be the chief editor on this?  

Ann W: If we were to have a committee would we want DEP to be the editor? 

April P: can I make a motion that at the conclusion of this group a final report will be released and no 
media committee should be needed.  

Ann W: all those in favor of no committee stand up. 29 votes, so there will be no media committee. 
There are 2 other pieces of business, fisheries liaison is one.  Can someone describe their vision for that? 

Greg B: it was my suggestion; I am not a fisherman but I know there are passionate fishermen on here. I 
know the largest area of common ground is needing your support for water quality issues. The 
fishermen believe we are picking on you and think we are closing the areas to fishing and that is not the 
case. Please recognize that the only way the reefs will be closed to fishing is if water quality attempts 
are unsuccessful. There is habitat degradation out there on the reefs because of water quality. I am 
hoping to use your interest in the water quality side because then we won’t have to shut down the 
reefs.  

*many in the room disagree 

Jane F: I just want to say we may not have agreed with what Greg said but his intent was good so we 
have to be respectful of his views.  
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Scott S: I think this is an important committee. There has been some conflict and I feel that there is a 
great opportunity here to continue to reach out to the fishing community and we can help each other 
reach our common goal.  

Jeff T: I am confused don’t we already have that committee? We have Art, Skip, etc aren’t they our 
fishing liaisons? 

Art S: your fishing liaison came in late and afraid to speak up. We were here as a sham basically 

April P: I have been here and butch since the beginning.  

Skip D: what exactly are we supposed to do with this other than public relations? I think we can all agree 
that water quality is the most important thing that needs to be covered. To get fishermen on board it 
will be a lot of work. The fishing community would be stupid not to support water quality initiatives 
going forward. On the other end, I can’t support any closures. The most important thing will be what will 
be expected to do and how can we help? 

Jim B: one possibility is what can the fishing community do to help stop habitat decline. Many of you are 
out there every day and you have expertise. The problem isn’t going to go away just by saying we won’t 
close anything, there may be other ways of doing it but it is critical that fishermen are involved moving 
forward. We should be proud of the 68 things we have made. This is an integrated approach and 
hopefully agencies will move forward and try to solve some of these. My whole reason for being here is 
to improve fishing and make sure it stays.  

Art S: I agree with Jim but the 68 RMAs up there we will fully support and want to support. Get rid of 
that one recommendation and you have full support of the thousands of fishermen in the area. That 
includes physical and financial support. This isn’t Haiti or Jamaica, we can cultivate our own foods 
without having to rape and pillage what’s out there. We have done some damage as humans here but 
the species are still alive. Not in numbers they used to be but they are rebounding. Are there species 
that need more help yes, individual species can and have been protected by FWC. I beg you to allow 
them to do that.  

Ann W: so can we vote to create a fishing liaison committee? 27 votes, so it goes forward.  

Mason S: I think you guys will get a lot of support for a lot of these issues. Just as an example, the fishing 
community will surprise you with how involved they are with things. One of the titles of a recent 
publication is how to kill an estuary and how to save it, they talk about inlet restoration, diving and sea 
urchin research. There is a lot of positive momentum that we can use moving forward.  

Jeff T: I find it troubling that each industry says oh I don’t like this so I won’t support it. It’s to your 
benefit to support this all, it all has to go to the specific agencies. If you don’t like N-146 you will have 
plenty of time to kill it but it is dumb to kill everything because of the one. 

Joanna F: the more we get support on one tool, the less strict the other tools will have to be. If we at 
least can get more support for some of them, then at least if we get push back from some of them we 
will have gotten something done. If you see results on water quality, there is less need for restrictive 
tools. It is on your best interest to put all your efforts into water quality.  
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Angela S: I think the reason this is getting really passionate and nerve-wracking is because this is the 
final day. I feel like the whole thing is getting derailed at this point.  

 

10:00 – 10:30am  Coastal Ocean Task Force Endorsement Discussion 

 

Ann W: so yesterday we heard from Ken about the COTF, and he sent everyone info and has a proposal 
for us. 

Ken B: James sent out a bunch of info about COTF last night. Some background on COTF – in late 2012 
our county commissioner was appointed to do a national ocean governance committee; they were 
supposed to develop ocean policies they were looking for showcase opportunities which were little 
projects to be completed in a year. We were talking for a long time about who was missing from this. 
The elected officials needed to be brought into the process. The result was the COTF. We had 
stakeholder groups including MIA, commercial and recreational fishing, ports, etc. we didn’t want to 
recreate SEFCRI we wanted to include elected stakeholders. We spent one-year learning about the 
coastal ocean, as we went along we asked each speaker to recommend things to do to help our oceans. 
Then we started making recommendations. Then June 2015 we approved the recommendations and 
then decided to end ourselves as a group. One of the recommendations was to let a subset keep going 
to see the recommendations through and that was called the coastal ocean forum. A few elected 
officials remained and have been with us for almost a year working on that. The idea is which 
recommendations that group could accomplish. It came down to 4 of the recommendations. 1)develop 
a management plan for the SE FL coastal ocean, designate it as a special area and establish the 
boundaries of it which would trigger agencies to develop a management plan for the area. 2) update the 
socioeconomic survey that were originally done in 2001, we need a new thorough job of that 3) support 
the renewal of CRPA in congress 4) implement water quality monitoring program. We thought our group 
working with lobbyists could actually accomplish these things. We would like this group to endorse this. 
The counties are taking resolutions of support to county commissions to support these. We would 
welcome any other formal support.  

Jim M: It needs to be pushed in Tallahassee as well as 4 counties’. Is there a network of commissioners 
to take this to Tallahassee? 

Ken B: we have county commissioner work plans who do just that 

Steve E: I read through it but I didn’t understand did that come from you or from the county. It said it 
was equal and fair and representative and that doesn’t seem to be the case.  

Ken B: what we sent out last night was from our group, MIA, Mike Kennedy from CCA, etc.  

Dan C: I was a little concerned with the counties themselves. Martin County’s thing was written in 
legalese.  

Ken B: it is written by lawyers, whereas is why and therefore is because. 

James B: for more context, these are all draft languages that the COF is working on but you get the 
intent. The recommendations that were finalized by COTF is what you got, the forum is working directly 
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with stakeholder groups and looked at info from them and tried to incorporate those into these 
recommendations. Some things we heard we want to point out we explicitly put in this and responded 
too. This is a state lead effort. Also it gives leave legal standing for being able to address those issues 
which is currently lacking. With the festival they couldn’t address it because it was a land based activity, 
so it had to be reactionary. This process would help with that, an impact to the reef would be able to be 
actionary. FWC is the lead science in fisheries management. So you can see how the forum, a political 
body of elected officials, is pushing these forwards. The name of the place is designated as an ecosystem 
conservation area which is a placeholder while agencies figure out what designation will actually be 
called. Hopefully we will hear support for that from lots of you. 

Tom W: for the designation of the tract, I’m sure there was a designation of the westward boundary, to 
include beach nourishment.  

James B: we haven’t had that exact discussion, but it is sovereign submerged lands. The task force is 
different from OFR because it is looking at coastal waters not just reefs, like estuaries for juvenile fishes 
etc.  

Nick M: state of FL sovereignty is out to 3-mile line. And the other line could be mean high water.  

Jim Moir: is there room to expand it further north, if we are discussing water pollution, limiting to 4 
counties is difficult. Would like to leave the potential to expand north.  

Dana WM: those are the 4 counties on the forum, we don’t have representation form other counties. 

Alex S: I see duplication here with #1, it would be a lot more comfortable from my point of view, and this 
should include the ideas of this group. 

James B: this is a simplified version, but yes we will take all the recommendations out of this group and 
COTF and other processes which will be the starting steps of management.  

Alex S: so if you are looking for a motion from this group, that should be included. The 3rd and 4th 
recommendations seem to be projects oriented to economic wellbeing of Florida. I’m thinking that it 
might take a little bit of work.  

Ken B: for #3, since we did the economic study we have gotten more support than ever before. That one 
thing, can get us all the other stuff.  

Dan C: the financial thing is a really big thing, when Broward was spending more than the keys it 
shocked everyone. Politicians maybe don’t care about habitat but they care about money. 

Tom W: on the procedure for these recommendations and if we endorse them, this isn’t the discussion 
immediately to the vote.  

Jane F: I think we should make a motion to endorse these priority recommendations as they are written 
as they are a result of a lot of work. I would hope that another similar group would endorse us.  

Ann W: the only difference is that Alex wanted them to incorporate OFR recommendations. 

Tom W: two comments for discussion 1) N-146 everyone in the room is sensitive to this, if the task force 
had come to us a year ago, we may have incorporated their recommendation in place of N-146, it may 
be just unfortunate timing. The fisheries interest and misgivings about no take could have been 



29 
 

eliminated if we had had this recommendation in place of N-146 2) our group here, the vast majority of 
us are volunteer citizen stakeholders, many thousands of hours of volunteer time. It reminds me of FCA 
trying to keep redfish off the menu. When Tallahassee wouldn’t respond to critical problems with mullet 
take – included a lot of people who stood up and said you’re taking my livelihood and it passed and now 
we are seeing more snook and shark because of it. It’s a citizen’s initiative like this.  

Butch O: I support supporting this COTF.  

Ann W: two motions 1) endorse recommendations with the understanding that the group include OFR 
recommendations 2) endorse as written. 

Alex S: I move that we endorse the priority recommendations with the understanding that the group 
include the end report of OFR.  

Ann W: we will break first and then talk about it after public comment. Please take this time to sign up 
to be a point of contact if you’d like for RMAs. 

 

 10:30 – 10:45am  Break 

 

10:45 – 12:00pm  Public Comment 

 

Heidi S: rules for public comments – please be respectful succinct, and there will be 2 minutes per 
person so we can hear from as many people as possible, if you want to seed time to another speaker, 
that can be done but only to a max of 6 minutes.  

Art Sapp: 7th gen Floridian family been here before first Florida census, I primarily fish competitively for 
a living for a small charter operation. My family has discussed fisheries decline a rebuild since I was 
growing up. My ecosystem was very entwined with my childhood I’ve watched fish species become 
depleted and then FWC did a great job bringing them back. Don’t bring the feds in here taking taxpayer 
money from Florida fishermen and making rules that will not benefit us. There is a major 
misunderstanding that 90% of our fishing is done outside of 150 ft. of water. I study where fish are 
caught to win tournaments and it’s an extreme anomaly if they are caught outside 150 ft. you are trying 
to stop me from fishing sailfish. We are happy to support water quality issues but will not N-146.  

Charles Butler: lived here since 1971 and I am an attorney, I started as a diver but now I’ve been fishing 
and I dive with my children there are things that haven’t been talked about much. Goliath grouper and 
lionfish. You see no fish because you are seeing the aftermath of the crime that the fish are committing. 
Goliath are protected but now they are a problem. FWC and people here who fish need to come up with 
a game plan for how catch lionfish on hook and line. You are comparing fish in the keys to fish here. You 
mostly have here seawalls and canals they are apples and oranges. Menhaden being caught up north in 
massive ships, those fish aren’t here but does anyone know if they are taking massive amounts of time.  

John Sprague: here representing MIA Florida. Member on task force that came up with 4 things we saw 
today. We had a lot of contention like this when we did that. I represent boating, about 68% of the 



30 
 

public that buy a boat do it because they fish and it is a pastime. The reefs and fish we wouldn’t have an 
industry without it. The environment to us is more important to us because it is our income. The devil is 
in the details, everyone wants clean water, but nobody wants to change their behavior. That’s where 
people separate out. We are upset as an industry, the fishing lobby, fishers and boaters are upset. Issues 
like this are going to cloud the battle and all the other hard work you’ve done. We believe our approach 
is good, we will look at a lot of your recommendations, it will take the legislature and the money, they 
regulations and rules. But this was supposed to be about coral reefs not about fisheries, they are 
different. We don’t want to fight with you, but some of these we will fight and fight hard. 96% of what 
you got is good, a lot of it is the same stuff that we discussed, and we understood some things needed 
to come off the table to move forward.  

Steve English: represent commercial fishing group, part of this committee, we missed a great 
opportunity to get together and do something about our ecosystem. We took our selfishness and now 
we have everyone fighting with each other instead of fighting the issues. We can accomplish so much for 
our ecosystem but we end up fighting. I’d like to see it changed.  

Sara Thanner: to speak on N-146 it wasn’t the intent of this RMA ever to shut down fishing region wide 
ever. Nobody in this room would agree with that. This RMA was a combination of many ideas that 
recognize that SEFL is a special area that needed special management. Many tools were brought up, one 
tool was no take but there was never talk of having that be the only option. Do not shut down N-146 
because you are afraid of one tool. I encourage the fishermen to all stay involved. Help us come up with 
other ideas that are equally conservative. The reefs are killed by a million reasons. Support this 
recommendation, help identify a framework to protect this area. Every management tool needs to be 
available to protect that.  

Gary Jennings: with ASA manage KFF represent recreational fishing groups. Congratulations and thank 
you all for your dedication, we know you have spent a lot of time trying to protect our reefs. Fishermen 
are conservationists, we support conservation through taxes etc. most recreational anglers participate in 
some sort of conservation club. Those that depend on fishing for livelihood also belong to professional 
organizations. We all understand that to keep Florida fishing we need clean waters abundant fisheries 
and access to both. Yes, we do lobby, most recently for delaying the port everglades until sufficient data 
was taken. We asked for higher bag limits for issues species. We looked to FWCs science based 
management to take care like they have in the past. It is disappointing that we haven’t been able to 
communicate to you that we will support most of your efforts. Despite our numerous attempts to let 
OFR know that fishermen could be their greatest ally. You have chosen to alienate us. We have been 
told numerous times that we are spreading misinformation. N-146 clearly states that 20-30 % of the reef 
will be closed to no take. As fishermen who believe in science based management MPAs should only be 
used in last case. Show us the science that says that every other tool has been tried and we will sign on. 
We are just as upset as you with bleaching disease, etc. but fishing is not the cause. You have received 
more than 3000 comments which have been ignored 95% of these were against. As mentioned 
yesterday FWC says there is no need for closing pecks’ lake but you still want them closed. These 
organizations are against closures. We will continue to ensure that FWC manages fisheries. OFR has not 
shown credible science, has failed to listen to public comment, and has failed to recognize that 
recreational fishing is an economic driver. We hope you will listen to public comment because N-146, S-
65 and S-54 are so divisive, the agencies that are receiving these will have a very hard time receiving 
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them. It would be a travesty for the OFR members who have dug their heels in on federal oversight to 
let the rest of the recommendations sit on a piece of paper.  

Bouncer Smith: thanks to this group of volunteers who have spent some years looking at the future of 
our reefs. I joined early but it was too much work so I dropped out. Some things to clarify – nowhere it 
says they will be closing all fishing in any county. Nowhere does it say everything will be turned to the 
government. I’ve been a professional fisherman for 50 years. I remember when we could catch 
abundant fish in short trips. A lot of us have commented about the declines in fishing. FWC is not doing 
their jobs fast enough. 3 years ago a group of fishermen from all levels said please lower bag limit on 
mutton snapper. I have for years gone to all organization and begged for lower bag limits on everything 
they catch and nothing has been done. Whatever your feeling is, educate it fully before you take a stand 
we all want better fishing for ourselves and the future.  

Art Sapp: I greatly respect bouncer’s history – one of the greatest fishermen in the area. I can’t allow my 
future to be restricted due to bad decisions of people in the past. Are the fisheries what they were back 
then? No, but don’t punish me for other people’s past mistakes. Also, if it was so bad, why are we still 
able to catch these fish in good quantities? Those fish aren’t in the same place, now we go to Jupiter if 
we want to see the same fish. These fish are still here it’s just not as easy. 

Chad Troncale: here are recreational fishermen been fishing here all my life. Some of my favorite 
childhood memories, I want to do the same with my kids and I don’t want to tell them we can’t fish 
because it’s closed. There was a statement made about why haven’t we been here before, we didn’t 
know, I’m not up to speed with all the acronyms. I’m just hearing that fishing will be closed and I will 
never support that. People don’t know about it. Recreational fishers do not and will not support this.  

Betty Bauman: Founder of ladies lets go fishing teaching women to fish, recreational anglers are not the 
primary cause of the downfall of our reefs and eliminating fishing is not the cure. We can accept more 
regulations, we are all for conservation and FWC can see what is on that. But permanent closures will 
not be accepted.  

Dan Clark: (the following has been transcribed from written comment as per request of the commenter) 

 “There was a lot of discussion while we worked on the RMA’s. One of the things we discussed was areas 
of particular concern. We discussed that some of these areas of the reef may be closed to reef fishing 
but left open to troll, let them chase pelagic through it. That would be fine. You’re not bottom fishing or 
affecting the reef fish there. So a lot of the things I heard people mention, were things you would have 
seen and heard mentioned and discussed if some of you all were here through this process. And I know 
that some of you couldn’t be here for all of that, but that is just one of the misconceptions.  We only 
looked at some areas, those areas were Areas of Particular Concern. And yes some of those area may be 
closed, perhaps that was part of the proposal. But there were a lot of other things we discussed and a 
lot of other reasons that we looked at some of those areas. Some, we though had corals of particular 
concern.  

I know there are a lot of fisherman in the room and I fish. But one of the things seems to be the attitude 
that if you mess with one or two or three of the things that you don’t like, you are not going to support 
us trying to save what is left of the reefs. And that is selfishness on your part, as far as where I stand. 
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This ultimatum, that if we mess with those three things, you are not going to support us, but some of 
you came here and said you care about the habitat.  

So I hope we can get past those 3 things, even if some of us are supporting the Sanctuary program and 
think that the State is not doing the best job. We still need to come together and save what we have left 
of our reefs. I’ve been diving here since the 1970’s. 

We may have lost 80% of what we had in the 1970’s but in the last few years we may have lost another 
20% of that.  

I put a challenge out to all of you to go to your favorite spot, snorkel if you don’t dive, go look at your 
reef, remember it like it was. Go look at it now, it’s in dire straits. And there isn’t going to be anything 
left for any of us to argue over. I’ve been doing this for over a dozen years, trying to get a management 
plan and there isn’t going to be anything left to argue about in a dozen years unless we team up 
together. You guys are a powerful lobby, you need to stand up for the habitat and you need to help us 
save what little is left of the habitat. If we don’t do that, there isn’t going to be an argument. Nothing 
left to argue about if we don’t team up together and work together.”  

April Price: North Working Group representing private business and MIA it is my privilege to be 
representing my industry and this group. We have a lot of respect for the process. From my perspective 
we have been reporting back to our stakeholders from the beginning. There was no reason for them to 
come in a public way until we asked for that. We want to make sure that they not only look at negative 
things that may affect them, but the positives too. One thing coming out of this that we can all do for 
the reef is to enforce water quality issues. I can’t dive my favorite spot now because Pecks Lake is toxic. 
We can all get together to attack the water quality issues and increase the budget to get more FWC 
officers. What we’ve done here has been a lot of good work. Industry and fishing have been here since 
the beginning.  

Jake Korthals: I work on a party boat in Palm Beach I was here yesterday against closures and handing 
anything over to the feds. I agree with a lot of what Dan is saying but I think it’s misguided. Is it more 
selfish for us to back out or for you all to take out those three things? You say it is an ultimatum. People 
say we have talked to our fishing stakeholders and I’m active in the fishing boards. You guys don’t even 
have a Facebook page. Yes, it is our future but this is not our voice 

Captain Wanyne Conn: charter boat captain, first job working for Bouncer Smith as second mate. I love 
what I do. 35 years ago I quit because the boat next to me could go sit in the sewer every night and 
catch as many fish as I did and I refused to fish there because I was busting my butt trying to find them 
elsewhere. This day and age what I do now is I take people fishing and I will defy anyone who says they 
are catching the same amount as they used to. I take people fishing they have a great experience, there 
is nothing harder than running a 4-hour party boat. It used to be catching and now its fishing. I make 
more money in tips now than ever but I catch way less fish. I will never support closing anything unless 
everything else has been tried. I don’t trust the process. I will offer my services as the president of the 
fishing conservation trust (membership of one, me), I bring in agencies to speak to school and take them 
fishing. My goal is to take a kid fishing once, show him a good time, and give him an education. It always 
starts with the water.  
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Capt. David Weintraub: freelance yacht captain 100-ton master retired scuba instructor. I was 12 years 
old when I started working for Wayne Conn. I’ve been a commercial fisherman, a charter boatman. I 
have fished all over the world. I posted a rabbitfish on my Facebook page the other day to see what it 
was and they haven’t seen them for years. I want to protect what’s left for my nieces and nephews, 
reserves can work and it has to be a finite area and be controlled by us not some government agency. 
Dredging shouldn’t happen in pt. Everglades. 

Jamie Monty: the OFR process has not been quick or easy, the point of this process was never for 
everyone to agree with everything in the list of recommendations. The point of the process was to see 
our willingness to work together to protect our coral reef resources. I want to show my appreciation for 
you all and staff who have dedicated years to doing what you think is best. 

Ray Rosher: thanks to everyone here. Been 40 years as professional fishermen. This is the order that I 
think takes priority 1) sewer outfalls and all the toxics that contain, why are they dumping that in 100 ft. 
of water 2) lake discharges, kills the root of the ecosystem which is seagrasses 3) huge balls of poly rope 
with lobster traps attached to them. These are from storms who didn’t pick them up before it hit. If you 
watch lobsterers now they keep traps not on single buoys. They are pulling the lobster traps at an angle 
and then it devastates the reef 4) reduce harvest in the areas that are heavily fished 5) enhancement of 
artificial reefs 6) only after all those are taken I would support closures  

Jim Kalvin: Florida native recreational and commercial fishermen. Work primarily out of Naples. I have 
private closures elsewhere. Also president of standing watch. And looking at manatee regulations in 
Collier County. I have participated in many of these processes. We did let people know about these 
meetings and the response we got back was you told us to participate back in 2010 and we did 
participate like nothing before and you know what happened, procedure went through just like before. 
We are working on a cumulative impact, there are a dozen initiatives going through the state targeting 
recreational fishing actions. Had the DEP been effective over the past 30-40 years, about 60% of the 
stuff wouldn’t be on these boards. We’ve been screaming for decades about pollution. Let’s do 
something about that issue.  

Jack Harari: I am an individual living and fishing and diving in FL all my life, I am opposed to the 
formation of MPAs. MPAs are the most draconian and restrictive forms of fisheries management and 
should not be used until other methods have been tried and fail. FWC has a great track record of 
managing resources and they should be allowed to do so without our interference. I have seen the 
deterioration of our reefs. They haven’t deteriorated because of fishing; water quality is the real issue. 
MPAs will do nothing to address the real problem, all it will do is place an undue burden on fishermen. I 
would also like to oppose sanctuary and UNESCO designation.  

Jane F: I am a member of CWG who represents NGOs I’ve been diving here for years. I understand all 
the fishing drive. I met this little boy yesterday who pointed out a conch centerpiece to me at the store 
and he knew what it was. He knew that conch came from coral reefs. He said he knew algae was a 
problem right now and that his favorite fish was damselfish. I asked where he was learning all of it and 
he said it was from discovery channel. I asked him to come today but he had to graduate 1st grade. He 
talked about sharks and turtles. And I told him about OFR. I was younger than him when my parents first 
showed me the coral reefs and I’ve watched the decline. All of the hours here have been important 
because it is this boy’s future. It is for Nikole’s child who will be born next week. We need to protect the 
reefs for them. 
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Heidi S: If anyone didn’t get a chance to speak please drop off written comment to any staff and we will 
distribute it to the group.  

 

 12:00 – 12:10pm   Final Votes 

 

Ann W: we have 33 voting. Please vote – if it is not okay with you to have alternates on committee 
please stand up. No dissent, so alternates can be on committees.  

Alex S: I have language for endorsement “Whereas the OFR is committed to Florida reef preservation, it 
herby endorses Task Force recommendations for improving Florida’s coastal ecosystem”  

Ann W: If you do not want to endorse COTF with the language that Alex put forth please stand. None, so 
OFR has endorsed these recommendations.  

 

 12:10 – 1:30pm   Community Working Group Appreciation Activities 

 

Kevin C: closing few words – thanks to all who have invested time in the process and we will be in touch 
as things roll out 

Melissa R: I want to echo that as FWC, I know there has been a lot of angst but we applaud you all and 
all the work you have done. I look forward to getting the report and doing with it what we can 

Joanna W: thanks for the support in Tallahassee – I reflected on what happened yesterday and I got a 
chance to think through the gravity of what that meant. Some of you have been involved for years. 
There was a lot that has been successfully achieved. This is a monumental effort on behalf of you the 
community. How did you come into this process, where are you now, and what have you learned? This 
is a remarkable achievement and I want you all to feel proud of the work you’ve done. I’d love to say 
this is done but our work will never be done, there are millions of issues impacting the reefs. You all now 
have the knowledge to help keep protecting the reef. I dub you all reef champions. You will take your 
roles and change behavior and educate others on how to change their behaviors. Every inch of what you 
can do helps what we are all doing together. Please continue to engage and spread the word and be 
proud of what you’ve done.  

Francisco P: I know I joined recently but this has been one of the most rewarding experiences of my 
professional career, seeing this diverse group and all the hard work you’ve done. I’d also like to thank 
the staff. They have given all to facilitate and help with the process.  


