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Good Morning, my name is Karl Crook and I am honored to have been asked to testify before 
the House Committee on Natural Resources Subcommittee on National Parks, Forests and Public 
Lands regarding the proposed General Management Plan for Biscayne National Park located in 
Miami-Dade County, Florida. I have been a resident of Miami Dade County since 1957 when my 
parents moved from New England to Miami.  Having been born in 1956, I can say I have spent 
my entire life close to, or literally on, the waters of Biscayne National Park. My parents and I 
resided on a 34 foot boat at Dinner Key Marina when I was a child. 

In 1958 my parents founded Crook and Crook Fishing and Marine Supplies in Coconut Grove 
Florida.  I grew up in the business and took over full reign of Crook and Crook upon my 
mother's passing in 1985. I have run the business as a sole proprietor up to today.     

I am currently an active member of the Dade County chapter of the Coastal Conservation 
Association and the American Sports fishing Association.  I currently serve on the Board of 
Directors of the Bob Lewis Memorial Fishing Tournament and the University of Miami Hall of 
Fame Fishing Tournament.  As a company, Crook and Crook sponsors and supports fishing 
tournaments and fishing related children charities in and around our community and abroad to 
promote and support recreational fishing.  

Having been in business for 53 years, my company has learned that our business is directly tied 
to, and dependent on, the fisheries resources that our customers enjoy. In order to serve the 
anglers and boaters that shop in our stores and our online catalog, we must first support creating 
healthy and abundant fisheries for them to pursue. We also depend on them having access to our 
public waters, which is what brings me here today to talk about a major threat to fishing access 
in on of south Florida’s prime fishing areas – Biscayne National Park. 

Biscayne National Park is a regional treasure.  It deserves the proper attention and controlled use 
to sustain and protect the natural beauty and resources contained within the park.  Through 35 
years of involvement with the marine and fishing community, I am very familiar with the uses of 



 

 

the surrounding waters and fisheries with respect to recreational fishing, tourism and to 
somewhat of a lesser degree, commercial fishing.    

Anglers are willing to make sacrifices for the betterment of the resource, as long as they are 
confident that these sacrifices are based on strong science and a true desire to improve the health 
of the fisheries we enjoy. However, the closures being proposed in Biscayne National Park – 
specifically the 10,522 acre marine reserve in the draft General Management Plan preferred 
alternative – are not based on solid fisheries management and seem to place undue blame for any 
and all problems in the park on anglers and boaters.  

The National Park Service will tell you that their proposed marine reserve is small – only 7 
percent of the park – but I can assure you that the word “small” does not come close to 
describing the area at stake. This 16 square mile closure covers some of the park’s most popular 
and productive fishing areas. The tremendous loss of fishing opportunity is much more 
significant than the simple “7 percent of the park” figure might lead one to believe. 

The National Park Service will also tell you that they are proposing this closure for reasons other 
than fisheries management, but once you look a little deeper, that is clearly false. The National 
Park Service claims in their draft General Management Plan that the proposed marine reserve is 
intended to “provide snorkelers and divers with the opportunity to experience a healthy, natural 
coral reef, with larger and more numerous tropical reef fish and an ecologically intact reef 
system.” However, restricting or prohibiting fishing in order to protect fish habitat and rebuild 
fish stocks is inherently fisheries management. Management of the park’s fisheries resources is 
defined by a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to facilitate cooperative management 
between the National Park Service and the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission 
(FWC). Over the last several decades, the FWC has established itself as a leader in state fish and 
wildlife management, particularly saltwater fisheries management, as evidenced by its efforts to 
help bring back species such as snook, redfish, and sailfish to their current sustainable levels. In 
the MOU, the FWC states its position that “marine reserves (no-take areas) are overly restrictive 
and that less-restrictive management measures should be implemented during the duration of this 
MOU.” The FWC has stated numerous times its believe that other, less restrictive management 
measures than a marine reserve can and should be implemented in the park to help rebuild the 
park’s fisheries resources.  

This conclusion was also reached by the park’s Fishery Management Plan Stakeholder Working 
group, which was formed by the park in 2004 to develop recommendations on goals and actions 
the park’s Fishery Management Plan, and to comment and make recommendations on portions of 
BNP's General Management Plan that are pertinent to fisheries. After six months of meetings, 
the group, which consisted of commercial and recreational fishers, divers, scientists and 
representatives of environmental groups, produced recommendations included more restrictive 
fishing regulations for certain species, species-specific spawning closures and a mechanism to 
pay for improved enforcement and education of park rules and regulations. Importantly the group 



 

 

concluded that a marine reserve should only be established as measure of last resort and only 
after all else had failed.  

By proposing a marine reserve, the National Park Service is ignoring the recommendations of the 
FWC and the stakeholder working group. In doing so, it is casting aside professional and local 
expertise of fisheries management and severing trust with the local sportfishing community. 

The National Park Service claims that this area will provide a haven for snorkelers and divers, 
which will more than make up for the lost angler trips and associated economic impacts, but I 
challenge the National Park Service to explain how this will occur. According to Park 
Superintendent Mark Lewis, there are only 15-20 mooring buoys for boats to tie off on in the 
proposed marine reserve, where anchoring will not be allowed. So all of these supposed divers 
and snorkelers the park is counting on making up for lost fishing trips will only be able to access 
the reserve from these 15 or 20 spots. In actuality, not only will this area be closed to anglers, but 
the vast majority of it will also be inaccessible to anyone else. 

As is the case with coral reefs the world over, the reefs in Biscayne National Park are facing 
numerous threats. However, the most significant of these threats – ocean warming, disease and 
acidification – cannot be addressed by simply closing areas to fishing. Where recreational fishing 
is having an impact on reefs, there are numerous less restrictive management approaches, like 
no-anchoring areas and stronger species-by-species fishing regulations, which can be put in place 
to mitigate fishing impacts. 

The estimated impact of salt water fishing in the State of Florida is approximately $15 billion 
annually. Closing local fisheries and access to fisheries will substantially impact hundreds of 
livelihoods, in our local economy and beyond.  Given our current economy and the recent 
difficult times we have just endured, any additional impact on jobs would significantly affect our 
residents.  

If the National Park Service's goal is to improve the park's fisheries and habitat, there are other, 
less restrictive options that could effectively rebuild and sustain the park's fisheries resources.  
The National Park Service should step back from the proposed marine reserve in the General 
Management Plan and instead work with the FWC and local stakeholders to address these issues 
in the Fishery Management Plan. By slowing this process down and reviewing the variety of 
other tools available, I am confident that a plan can be reached that addresses the resource 
challenges in the park while still allowing the public to access the park’s waters. 

I thank you for the opportunity to speak before you this morning and respectfully hope the voice 
of the people will be heard in protecting livelihoods while working together to protect our 
beautiful resources. 
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