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Campaign to Restore Personal Watercraft Use at Bisgyne Nat'l Park Files Petition

With U.S. Department of the Interior; Demands a Sa@ntific Study Begin in 2006
Coalition Also Releases New Economic Sudy Estimating PWC Bans Have Cost $2.7+ Billionto U.S.
Economy and 3,300 American Jobs; Announces Growing Grassroots Support with Online Petition

Miami, FL — The BOAT Biscayne Coalition filed a petition todssith the U.S. Department of the Interior,
requesting the process to reevaluate the use sbipalrwatercraft begin without delay at Biscaynéidtel Park in
Miami. This announcement was made a press corderah the Miami International Boat Show attended by
personal watercraft (PWC) users who are currenibhipited from using the park’s public waters. Agding to
federal rules, an environmental assessment stulipwkd by a formal rulemaking is required for Bigna
National Park to reconsider the current PWC ban.

The BOAT Biscayne Coalition argued that the banasonly discriminatory to thousands of South Fl@mns, but
also harmful to businesses that sell PWC or seW€ Bwners. A new study was released at the p@seiEnce
that analyzes the economic impact caused by PWGE lmanational parks, an impact estimated to exckxd
billion since the mid 1990s and to have sacrifiapgroximately 3,300 U.S. jobs. The BOAT Biscayraliion
asserts this economic harm is undue, as is thatiscayne National Park, since 15 other natipagk units have
conducted the required environmental assessmeatiiestand all have scientifically concluded that P¥&Dse no
unique impact on the environment and should ndidmed on waters that allow other types of motdrizeating.

“Every single study and rulemaking conducted byNaional Park Service has found that personal needét do
not cause significant impact and their use has vestored,” stated Maureen Healey for the BOAT 8yse
Coalition. Healey is the Executive Director of tAersonal Watercraft Industry Association. “We filiag this

new petition because we have uncovered the biddnwtiie National Park Service against personal needét and
we’re simply not going to be ignored,” continuedatéy. “While we're committed to working with the fiRa
Service in a genuine and forthright manner, we'ed going anywhere until the ban is reconsidered tned
environmental assessment begins.”

The BOAT Biscayne Coalition also began an onlinesgroots petition last montlngw.boatbiscayne.cojrand
already has collected approximately 1,000 electreignatures from South Florida supporters who vitaatPWC
ban at Biscayne National Park to be reviewed. &leis the more than 2,000 signatories to the tioals 2004
petition drive.

The BOAT Biscayne Coalition filed a petition in Augt 2004, which was denied in December 2004. |eftort
to get a legitimate explanation for this deniaFraedom of Information Act (FOIA) request was sutbed to the
federal government and the response revealedh@adational Park Service and Biscayne National Racka very
weak basis for denying the original petition. Thissupported bias and lack of response has not amdgred
boaters, but it has reinvigorated the BOAT Bisca@oalition to demand a different response this time

“There are about 18,000 registered personal watkrar South Florida, which is a significant poptida of
boaters,” said Healey. “These Floridians haverigig to an unbiased scientific assessment.”

No study — scientific or otherwise — has ever bemmducted at Biscayne National Park to justify BVEC ban that
was enacted in 2000. Instead, a rulemaking frork Barvice headquarters in Washington, DC banned Rigé
systemwide as a result of a lawsuit brought by mtitkeoating group. This rulemaking identified 2arks that
could reconsider the ban by conducting an environtate@assessment and rulemaking to determine whetheot
PWC use was appropriate for said park unit. Bisealational Park was not on that list but any pamik —
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whether or not on this list of 21 — can indepenlyentconsider PWC use by going through the proadss
conducting a scientific study and rulemaking, whigkes approximately two years to complete.

“Denying us the right to a fair and unbiased sttityt will decide once and for all if our boats shibloe allowed in
the park is no different that blatant discriminatiostated Danny DiNicola of Miami, a PWC owner.The

superintendent’s reasons why he doesn’t think pedsmatercraft should be allowed aren’t scientiBasons. My
personal watercraft is equipped with engine teabglhat is cleaner than any other boat on the mimatthe park
but I'm the one who is banned, which makes no séimsBlicola continued. “The park can no longeratene like
a second rate citizen because my boat didn’t cosiwch as some million dollar yacht.”

At the press conference, the BOAT Biscayne Coalitibso announced the release of an economic shaty t
guantifies the economic cost of the personal wedéirbans to the U.S. economy. Economist LauragBenan, of
The Trade Partnership, estimates the negative immddhe bans (and of publicity associated with ltlans) has
resulted in an estimated loss of about $2.7 bildeer the last nine years.

“If one includes all the upstream and downstreamtcof the PWC bans, the total economic impacth® t
American economy caused by the personal waterbeafs over the past decade reaches up to $2.7nbilkaid
Baughman. “This economic harm will continue ataggoof more than $587 million each year as lonthadans
continue,” she continued. This economic harm ii@aarly pronounced in communities near the NagioParks
such as Biscayne Bay that rely on tourism dollarsuistain the small businesses serving park vésitor

In 2003 there were 8,479 registered PWC in Miamid®&ounty, 7,607 in Broward and 1,643 in Monroe — a
combined 17,729 in the tri-county area. Statewlde were 106,356 registered PWC. Marco Ruedagi@k
Manager of Motorsports of Miami, also spoke at toslpress conference about the ban’s impact ombessi

“Motorsports of Miami is right next to Biscayne Watal Park and when the bans went into effect i0Q2the shop
had to downsize. The personal watercraft showrotwsed, repairmen were laid off and business shiwsdid
Rueda. “What hurts the most is that someone’s misintegii@h of personal watercraft is taking a seriouk to
let’s just conduct the study and let science decHeough is enough,” said Rueda.

All other types of recreational and commercial bcae allowed on the park’s waters. Only PWC argled out
in the ban.

Bringing PWC back to Biscayne National Park invaheemulti-step process outlined by the Nationak Farvice,
beginning with a scientific study called an envir@mntal assessment. The assessment is then folloyvaedormal
rulemaking process. To date, 15 other nationdégphave completed a site-specific environmentassaent and
every one of them has concluded that there is no reason to ban PW@aters that allow other types of motor
boating. In the past two years, ten of those Ikgphave completed the rulemaking process and tagdgome
families who own and enjoy personal watercraft. dtieers are finishing the rulemaking process culyeand are
expected to re-open to PWC in the near term.

The BOAT Biscayne Coalition is advocating that ghark superintendentBegin Our Assessmenil oday.”
Original supporters of the coalition include PerdoWatercraft Industry Association, the American téveraft
Association, the BlueRibbon Coalition, dozens ofutBoFlorida PWC dealerships and thousands of Fdorid
residents. The coalition encourages everyonesib wivw.boatbiscayne.com and take action by sigtiregonline
petition on the website.
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More can be learned at www.boatbi scayne.com




