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ABSTRACT 

- The 1993 Conservation and Recreation L8nds (CARL) Annual Report was prepared pursuant to rule .18-8; ·Rorlda 
_· Administrative-Code,- and Chapter 259, Rorida StatUtes. It inCiudes•the-1993_CARLAnrluai~Prjority_UstaJ1d.·a: •··-.·--.--. ·_. -

synopsis of program activities which occurred between January1,1992, and-.Deeember31;1992. The 1993' :': · 
CARL Priority Ust;. approved by the Land Acquisition Advisory CoiJncil (LAAC) on December..-1 (); 1992; consists , _ . _-._ 

.. -.( 

.! 
I 

I 

of 84 projects ranked by the LAAC. Brief summaries of all84 projects on the 1993;CARL Annual Priority Ustare ' 
included in the AnnuSI· Report. Descriptions of past program accomplishments, CARL program procedures~ , ~ 

. activities of the Legislature, the AdviSory CouricD and the Department of Naturai'Resources duringJ 992, a~ • : 
other CARL matters are also Included in the 1993 CARL Annual Report~· . · ·· ·- · · ·· · · 

. · · · Nine projects .included.•·on the 1992 priority list are not Included. on the 1993• CARL. Priority Ust- becaus~:- .(a):. they: · -, 
are completely acquired; (b) they are 90% ·or more complete and the __ remaining 10%. ~r _less, ca,n ber~cquir~, · _._--. · 

. ___ purSuant to §253:023(9); F.S.; (c) the 'owners of the remaining. parcels· are unwilling to.~l their~property~ e~tstate.· _·): > 
appraised values, ancfstaffdOes not recommend.that these parcels be.condemn8d: or.(d)the'remaining parcels<.> 

· are being' acquired under another public land acquisition program. These- inciiJde: -Avalon Tract (St ,Lucie), . -· ',. - ,~ -·
Balm-Boyette Scrub (Hillsborough); Goldy/Bellemead (Vol usia),- Key West Customs: House (Monroe);-Placid • · • -· .< . · 

_ _ Lakes Tract (Highlands), Spruce Creek (Volusia), Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes (OsceOla), Upper: Black Creek - _ . 
' ·•-·-. (Clay), and·WetstonejBerkovitz (Pasco). Two other projects (Blackwater River State Forest Addition'[~anta __ •. - ' _

·_ . Rosa] and North Layton Hammock [Monroe]) are removed because they were incorporated within new projects · • 
being added to the list. 

. ... 

- Seventeen new projects were also added to the 1993 CARL prioritY list. These include: Belle Mead~(ColliEn), -_-._._.- . _. 
Blackwater River (Santa Rosa); Crystal Bay (Citrus), Econ-St Johns River- COrridor ·(Seminole/Orange)'• FJ()rida's > · 

. First Magnitude Springs, Phase II (Hernando/Jackson/Lafayette); Gainer Springs-ExJ)ansion(Bay.fYVashington); \ 
.. Green Swamp (Lake/Polk), HixtownSwamp (Madison), JulingtonDurbin Peninswa:(DUVai/St Johns):.:Longleaf :-:::· 
Pine• Ecosystems (Hemando/MarionjVolusia),. Maritime Hammock ··lnitlatlve?(BreWfd); North lndiari River Lag00n :·i.··. 
(Volusia/Brevard), Pineola Fern Grotto(Citrus), Scrub JayRerugia·(Brevard)~ Tropical Ryways:(Monroe); Warea \.·._-_ 
Archipelago (Lake/OsceOla); ancl Yellow FUver Ravines (Santa Rosa/Okaloosa). · · · · · ·- · 

. . . 

The project designs for five of. the 17 new projects modified the project design boundaries of -fotir existing 
projects by combining the new projects, or portions thereof, with the existing projects: Blackwater River 
Addition was combined with Blackwater RIVer; . Crystal Bay was combined with .Crystal- River; _Gainer· Springs _ 
Expansion and First Magnitude Springs~ Phase II were combined with First·Magnltude•Springs;,Phase-1, resulting · · 
in First Magnitude Springs; and ownerships within the Maritime Hammocks Initiative that overlap with the. same 
ownerships within the Archie Carr Sea Turtle Refuge CARL project boundaries were•transfei'red to the Archie.. ..- · ._. 

· ·. Carr Sea Turtle Refuge project - the remaining ownerships were retained inthe rleW Maritime ~amrnoeks· _ . 
. Initiative CARL project In addition to these four modificatloris of existing project design boundaries; the.tAAC. .- .. 

also modified the project design boundaries or acquisition phasing oUourteen other projects•on the"1992·CARL·· -.· 
·• Priority Ust: Apalachicola River (Gadsden/Calhoun/Uberty), Charlotte Harbor(Charlotte), Charlotte Harbor ·-

Ratwoods (Charlotte/Lee),· Corkscrew-Regional Ecosystem Watershed (Collier/LSe); Emeralda·:~arsh {LJlke). -.. ·- • •· •· •-•• ·· · 
Horse Creek Scrub (Polk), Myakka Prairies (Sarasota), Peacock Slough (Suwannee), Placid·Lakes Tract -•
(Highlands), Sebastian Creek (Brevard/Indian River), Seminole·SpringsjWciClds (Lake), Wacissa/Aucilla River . 
Sinks· (JeffersonJTaylor), _Wekiva-Ocala Connector (LakejVolusia), and Wekiva River Bulfer (Seminole);· . 

This report· was· prepared by the LSnd Acquisition Advlsc:lry Council Coordination Sectlon·and~the Laild . _. 
Acquisition Planning Section, Office of the Deputy Division Director, Division of.· State. Lancts, Department of 

·_ Natural Resources, under the guidance of• the Land Acquisition Advisory Council. ·The CARL liaison:staff and 
other staff of the Division of State Lands, Department of Natufcll Resources, also provided invaluable assistance· 

. in preparing this report. · 
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INTRODUCTION 

The passage of the Preservation 2000 Act in 1990 renewed the financial abDity of Florida to limit environmental 
alteration and destruction of its natural resources. As one of the fastest growing states In the nation, Florida is 
experiencing many of the side effects that accompany rapid population growth. The state's unique and diverse 
natural resources, which attract millions of visitors annually, are disappearing at a rapid rate as more and more areas 
are being developed to accommodate the growing population. The state of Florida, however, Is strongly committed 
to conserving its natural heritage and has institi.lted several major land acquisition programs for that purpose. This 
commitment was reaffirmed and substantially elevated by the 1990 Legislature's enactment of the Rorida 
Preservation 2000 Act which· proposes to raise nearty $3 billion over a 10 year period for the state's land acquisition 
programs (see page 24). Thus far, the Florida Legislature has approved the issuance of the first three $300 million 
bond series to fund the Florida· Preservation 2000 program for its first three years. 

A major recipient of Preservation 2000 funding is the Conservation and Recreation Lands (CARL) program. 
Established in 1979 by .the·· Florida Legislature, the CARL program encompassed the 1972 Environmentally 
Endangered Lands (EEL) program, but it also included resource conservation measures for other types of lands. 
The expanded and recently revised CARL program has five primary purposes: · · · 

1. To conserve and protect environmentally unique and irreplaceable lands that contain native, relatively 
unaltered flora and fauna representing a natural area unique to, or scarce within, a region of Florida or .a 
larger geographic area; 

2. To conserve and protect native species habitat or endangered or threatened· species; 

3. To conserve, protect, manage, or restore important ecosystems, landscapes, and forests, If the protection 
and conservation of such lands are necessary to enhance or protect significant surface water, ground water, · 
coastal, recreational, timber, or to· protect fish or wildlife resources which cannot adequately be 
accomplished through local and state regulatory programs; 

4. To provide areas, including recreational trails, for natural resource-based recreation; or . 

5. . To preserve significant archaeologiCal or historic sites. 

A major component of the· 1979 CARL legislation was the separation of powers, responsibilities· and· duties for 
administering the CARL program among three public entities:· the Land Acquisition Advisory Council, the Board of · 
Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund, and the Division of State Lands. of the Department of Natural 
Resources. Generally, the Advisory Councn identifies the properties to be acquired, the, Division of State Lands 
negotiates the acquisitions, and the Board of Trustees oversees the Department and Council activities and allocates 
money from the CARL Trust Fund. 

The Advisory Council· has sole responsibility for· the evaluation, selection and ranking of state land acquisition· 
: projects on the CARL priority list. The Advisory Council is composed of the following, or their designees: 

Executive Director of the Department of .Natural Resources 
Secretary of the Department of Environmental Regulation 
Director of the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services 
Executive Director of the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
Director of the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
Secretary. of the Department of Community Affairs 

The Advisory CouncD, with the assistance of staff (Table 1 ), annually reviews all CARL acquisition proposals, decides 
which proposals should receive further evaluation through the preparation of detailed resource assessments, 
determines the final project boundaries through the project design process, and establishes the· priority. ranking of · 
CARL projects (See pages 9 to 13). 

The Governor and Cabinet, as the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund, are reSponsible for 
approving, in whole or In part, the list of acquisition projects in the order of priority in. which such projects are 
presented. In other words, the Board can strike individual projects from the Advisory Council's list, but they can· 
neither add projects to the list nor change a project's priority ranking. The Board also controls allocations from the 
CARL Trust Fund, including funding for appraisal maps and appraisals, as well as payments for option contracts or 
purchase agreements. They also· have ultimate oversight on leases and management plans for lands purchased 
through the CARL program, as well as all administrative rules that govern the program; 

The DivisiOn of State lands provides primary staff support for the acquisition of CARL projects. They prepare or 
obtain appraisal maps, ·title work and appraisals for all CARL projects and are ·charged with ·negotiating their · 
purchase on behalf of the Board. The Division also provides staff support· for administering all leases and 
management plans for lands acquired through the CARL program. 



. Chak·1992 Evaluatlon.CVcle. . 
· Ms: Virginia B. Wethe~l. Executive Director" 
Mr. Don Duden, Assistant Executive Director, designee" 
Department of Natural Resources · · · 
• Marjory Stonel118n ·Douglas Building, Room ·1 009A 
3900.CommonwealthBoulevard; M~S. 15 
'Tallahassee •.. Florida 32399-3000 
Phone: • (904)48&-1554 

: ' . - . . . 

· Chair 1993 Evaluation CVcle ··· 
· Mr .. Earl- Peterson, Oirectoi 

Mr. Wayne Watters, Deputy Commissioner, designee 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services 
The Capitol · 
Tallahassee; Florida 32agg;.Q810_ 

. Phcine: · (904)488-3022 

. ColoneJ •. Robert M. Brantly,.· Executive Director 
:Game and Fresh Water Fish COmmission 
Farris·Bryant Building, Room .101 
620 Soi.Jth Meridian · 

. •·Tallahassee, Florida 32agg.;.1soo 
Phone: · · (904)488-2975 

. Mr. George Percy,· Director 
• Division of Historical· ResourceS . 
Dei>artment of State··· .. 
RA Gray-BuDding; Room;3Q5 • . 

• South Bronaugh: street 
. . . Florida;3~250 

Phone: (904)488-1480 

. Ms. Unda Loomis Shelley; Secretary" · 
Department of Community Affairs 
The Rhyne BuDding, Room 106 · . 

· . Centerview Drive · 
TalllaNISSE!e~ Florida 32399-2100 . 
Phone: (904)488-8466 

Ms. Carol M. Browner, Secretary" 
· Department of Environmental Regulation 
. Twin Towers Office Building, Room·626 
· 2600 Blair Stone Road 
Tallahassee, Florida 3~2400 · 
Phone: .. (904)488-4805 

Ms. Donna. Ruffner, Planning Manager 
. Mr. Erik Johnson, Environmental Specialist .. · 
• Ms. Callie DeHaven-Hardee, Planner 
Ms. Valerie-Jones, Engineer Technician 
Ms. Bernadette. Leyden, Planner 
Ms. Jermie Kasdorf, Administrative Secretary 
Ms.· Patti Doerr,· Administrative Secretary 

· LAAC Coordination/land Acquisition Planrling 
Department. of Naturai·Resources 
Capitol Center, Building C-1, Room 210 
3900.Commonwealth Boulevard, M.S. 140 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 . 
Phone: .. (904)487~1750 · FAX:· 922-4250 

. . . 

-'. :· 

Or. _Q; Greg. Brock · . . 
EnVironmental· Administrator .·.·· .· 
Oepartment·of, NaturaiJResources · · .• ·.. > . . 

. capitol Center, Building C-1o Room' 209 <> ,. ·. · 
3900 comrnonwealth Boulevard, M~S; 140i' · .. · .· 
Tallahas58e, Florida 32399{30QQ · . ·.·•· · ·· ... ··. · ·· · 

· .Phone:· (904)487-1750. < FAX: 922-4250 • ·· ·. 
. ·. . .. ·-· ... 

· Mr. Jim Grubbs .· . · · : 
Division of Forestry . .•. .. . .. .. . . . ·.. .. 

. Department of Agriculture anct Consumer Services ·. 
Administration Building; ~00m 269 · . 
3125 Conner Boulevard . " > · 
Tallahassee; Florlda:32399-1650 .·· . . 
Phone: (904)488-8100 ·.FAX: 48&0063 · .. 

Mr. Doug Bailey • . · . . . . . . . · 
Game and. Fresh Water Fish Commission·. . . 

; · · Farris Bryant•.Bulldlrig~. Room 235: · .. · · 
620 .South. Meridian. · · 
Tallahassee, Florida 323gg.:160Q •.. . .·· . 

· Phone: (904)488-6661 FAX: 488~ . 

. Ms. Susan M; Herring . · · ··. . . 
Division of HistoricahResotirces· \ · · 
Department of Stat~ . . . .. 

. R.A Gray;Bulldlngi':_Room<423·· · ··· ·_- · .. 
sao 'South· BronoughiStreet · .•. ·. · 
TallahaSsee;' Florida"32399;e250'•'> . ··.· 
Phone: (904)487.:2333: . FAX:. ~ 

' 
Mr. James. Farr · 
Department of CommunityAffairs .. 
The RhY,eBullding;·Room305M~ · ·- · 
2740 Centerview Drive •· . . . ·· 
Tallahassee, Florida 32agg.;.2100 . . . ·.· · •· 

·. Phone;:-(004)922~5438'': :F~:~,.~'-3309,:·,·'. 
.. , ..... 

Mr. Ruark L Cleary . . .. 
Department of EnvironmeritahRegulation . 
Twin Towers Office• Building,:. Room 6350 . 
2600 Blair. Stone R6ad · 
Tallahassee; Florida 32agg.;.2400 . 
Phone: (904)488-0784 FAX: 487-4938 

·' . . .-

Mr. Jim. Muller;: Coordinator·· 
Dr. Rlchard·Hilsenbeck; Botanist . 
Dr. Ann Jolinsori, BotaniSt/Ecologist 
Mr. Steve Orzell, Ecologist. . . .· .·.. ·. · .· 
Mr. Gary Knight, Managed· Areas Biologist · 

. Dr. Dale Jackson; Zoologist · . · 
Mr. John Palls, Zoologist · · 

··.Ms. Katy NeSrnith, · Data ·Management· · 
Mr. Tom Ostertag, Research Assistant · 
Florida ·Natural· Areas ·Inventory .· 
1018 Thomasville Road, Suite 200-C 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 ·. 
Phone: (904)22+8207 . FAX: 681-9364 

During a portion of the 1992 evaluation cycle, Bill Bostick repreaentad OOF, while the late William Sac;iowakl repres8nted DCA .• In early 1993, 
Ms. Wetherell replaced Me. Browner as Secretary of the DER, and Mr. Duden was appointed acting ExeCutive Director of DNR. · ·· 
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PAST ACCOMPUSHMENTS 
Land Acquisitions: 1974-1992 

On December 16; 1980, the Board of Trustees approved the first CARL priority list of 27 projects submitted by the Advisory 
Council. Subsequently, the Board has approved seventeen CARL priority lists. Eleven of these were submitted with CARL 
Annual Reports, while six priority lists were submitted with CARL Interim Reports (Table 2). An alphabetical listing of all 
projects and their previous rankings on the first CARL priority list and the eleven annual CARL priority lists that were 
approved by the Board from 1980 through 1993 Is presented in Addendum I. 

TABLE 2: Dates that Previous CARL Priority Usts were anl'\rn•>~an 

Acquisitions from 1980 through 1992 under the CARL program are impressive (Tables 3, 4, and 6; Figures 1 and 2). Included 
are such unique areas as Mahogany Hammock on North Key Largo in Monroe County, the Andrews Tract along the 
Suwannee River in Levy County, buffer lands for Rookery Bay and Charlotte Harbor in southwest Florida, the coastal dunes 
of Guana River In Sl Johns County, and the historically significant Fort San Luis and DeSoto Site In Tallahassee (Figure 3). 
Over 290,000 acres of Florida's diminishing natural areas, forests, wetlands, fish and wildlife habitat, endangered and 
threatened species habitat, springs, and historic aild archaeologlc sites have been acquired with over $ 573 million under 
the CARL program1 (Table 3). The Board has also approved several option contracts which have not yet closed. When 
these option contracts close, over 43,000 additional acres worth over $77 million will have been acquired (Tables 3, 4 and 
8). Under CARL's predecessor, the $200 million Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) bond program, approximately 
363,204 acres of land were acquired (Table 3) Including such areas as Tosohatchee State Reserve, Big Cypress National 
Preserve, Three Lakes Wildlife Management Area, Paynes Prairie State Preserve, Cayo Costa S~te Park, and Cape St. 
George State Reserve (Tables 5). 

Includes Preservation 2000 funds expended under the CARL program. 
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a Number of option contracts/purchase agreements. 

Figure 1 : CARUEEL Acquisition History 
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Fig.,.re 2: 
CARL.& EEL Expenditures: 1974 -1991· 
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Notes: 
(1) Includes outstanding options/agreements approved by Board. 

(2) Includes P-2COO funds obligated under CARL program. 
(3) Excludes other funding sources. 
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8 Numbers correspond with Figure 3. 
b Number of option con1racta/purchase agreements. 
c Includes donations and exchanges. 

7 

d Acreag ... :; for parcels acquired jointly with other state/federal 
programs have been prorated according to funds expended. 

e Includes outstanding options/purchase agreements. 



CARL Acquisitions/Option Agreements: January 1, 1992 through December 31, 1992 

The list of accomplishments under the CARL program during 1992 Included the acquisition of nearly 88,750 acres 
at a cost of nearly $162 million (Table 7). Important acquisitions during 1992 included major portions of Levy County 
Forest/Sandhills, Miami Rockridge Plnelands, Paynes Prairie Addition, Snake Warrior Island, St Martins River, Point 
Washington and Topsail Hill. Substantial pro9ress was also made in acquiring over one-thousand of the multitude 
of ownerships within Fakahatchee Strand and Save Our Everglades CARL projects. Additionally, the Board 
approved option contracts to secure 802 additional parcels In 1992, Including parcels within Balm-Boyette Scrub, 
caravelle Ranch, Garcon Point, North Fork St. Lucie River, Placid Lakes Tract and Upper Black Creek (Table 8). 
When the options for these parcels close, the State will have purchased another 26,220 acres for nearly $41.7 million. 
Thus, during the thirteen years that the CARL program has operated, over 333,600 acres have been acquired at an 
anticipated final cost of over $650 million. 

8 Number of option contracts/purchase agreements. 
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CURRENT CARL PROGRAM PROCEDURES 2 

Several major refinements to the CARL program have occurred since Its Inception. During the 1984-85 CARL 
evaluation cycle, a new •project design• process was initiated, which has been further refined during the past eight · 
years into what Is now the Resource Planning Boundary and Project Design Process. This Intensive method of 
analyzing projects proposed for acquisition helps to insure that significant natural resources In the vicinity of a 
proposed project are Included in the final project boundaries. It also attempts to Identify and solve as· many 
technical problems as possible before boundary mapping, appraisal, and the actual acquisition of a project occur. 

Each project is first evaluated by biologists, cultural resource experts and land management specialists to determine 
the optimum boundaries neeessary to preserve important natural· communities and other resource values. At the 
same time, projects are evaluated for public accessibility and recreational opportunities. If a project continues to 
receive the necessary support from the Land Acquisition Advisory Council then it Is examined by an Interdisciplinary 
team of land planners, land surveyors, real estate appraisers and land acquisition agents. They develop project 
recommendations that consider: the resources to be protected, the projected cost of acquisition, existing protective 
regulations, the possibUity of coordination with other public or private land acquisition agencies, and the feasibUity · 
of protecting at least part of the project area by acquiring less than fee simple title. Finally, the project planning team 
recommends phases· for acquiring parcels within the project area. 

Also in 1984, as part· of this increased emphasis on project. and systems planning and design, the Governor and 
Cabinet asked the Land Acquisition Advisory CouncU to develop a strategic, ·long-range plan for land conservation 
In. Aorida. The plan was to address not only the CARL goals and criteria, but also acquisition programs of federal 
and private sector groups such as The Nature Conservancy and the Trust for Public Land as well as other state 
acquisition programs. The final product, the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan (FSLAP) was approved by 
the Governor and Cabinet on July 1, 1986. As required under the Aorida Preservation 2000 Act of 1990, the FSLAP 
was revised, and acquisition planning and coordination were enhanced via the development and implementation of 
the Florida Preservation 2000 Needs Assessment (see page 27). A summary of the FSLAP's nine general 
guidelines and 29 specific objectives under nine major resource categories Is Included in Addendum IV. The FSLAP 
is used each year by the Land Acquisition Advisory Council to assist in its selection and ranking decisions. 

Another major Improvement over the past few years has been the Integration of the Florida Natural Areas Inventory 
(FNAI) into the CARL evaluation and· project design process .. The FNAI is a cooperative effort between the State 
of Aorida and The Nature Conservancy, an international nonprofit organization that is dedicated to preserving the · 
wortd's biotic diversity; .Funded through the CARL program since 1981, the FNAI maintains a comprehensive 
database on the status, distribution, and management of exemplary biotic communities, rare and endangered plants 
and animalS; aquatic and marine· habitats, geological and other natural features. found within the State of Aorlda 
The FNAI database system has three principal components: 

1. Manual files of element occurrences, research reports and related materials that describe the locations 
and management concerns for monitored species and natural communities; 

2. Map flies of specific or general locations of monitored· species and natural communities: ai1d 

3. Computer files of the most significant information for easy and· accurate· retrieval. 

The FNAI database system is an ongoing, cumulative process in which information is continually updated and refined 
as additional data become available and the status of elements change. It is partlcularty important in a rapidly 
developing state like Aorida that the assessment of ecological resources is always current and increasingly precise; 

The information and expertise provided by the FNAI through its contractual agreement with the State of Aorida is 
Indispensable for identifying areas of potential state acquisition by analyzing their natural attributes, vulnerability and 
endangerment. Crucial tasks in the evaluation process that are performed in whole or In part by the FNAI include: 

1. An initial review of all CARL acquisition proposals for their natural resource values (Addendum V); 
2. The preparation of acquisition proposals for unique natural areas within the state; 
3. The preparation of natural resource assessments for all acquisition projects assigned for full review; 
4. The development of initial resource planning boundaries·for all projects assigned for full review; 
5. Assistance in designing projects and recommending acquisition priorities or phases; and 
6. Other natural resource evaluations for the CARL program. 

The type and quality of Information provided by the FNAI is an Invaluable tool for decision makers planning for the 
wise management of Aorida lands. The FNAI is rapidly becoming one of the most important sources of biological 
and ecological Information in the state, as reflected by the numerous data requests received from state and federal 
agencies, conservation organizationS; land developers, and others. Information and review requests have included: 
natural resource inventories of all kinds, management plans for state lands, Development of Regional Impact reviews 
and other permitting or regulatory impact assessments, power plant and transmission line corridor siting, highway 
routing, water resource development ·projects, listing of species as endangered. or threatened, review of state and 
federal surplus landS; local government land use planning, etc. It Is often through these actions that the FNAI Is 
instrumental in the protection of. important natural resources without the need for state acquisition. 

2 
Current procedures for selecting projects under the CARL program are being revised. 
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· . .' .. 

. Summary'of the CARL" Evaluation; Selection and Acqulaftton 'Proceases'y · · ,,, 

.. Evaluation, • selection· and ranking of ·CARL projects,by..:.the ·Laild Acqulsitlon;Adyi8ory,'9Qunc;Uils"gov~::by,Rwe'k· ·. 
·1~.-F.AC.,whlletheacquisltlon·ofCARLprojects isgovemed·by·Rule18-1:;F;A;e;·ThifAcMsdryCOi.lncil:has:been·· 
in the process of revising this rule to conform with recent revisions ln·Fiorida·Statutes>Figure 4·(page 11) illustrates 
the· current process for evaluating, selecting· and· acquiring CARL propOsals; ··A briefexJ)Iailatlon·· of the· stepa, as-•.. -.··.· .. · · 
identified in Figure 4, Is provided below: · · · · · · 

1; Acauisitlon Proposal Form: Proposals {filed on form 18-1 A. which may -be obtained from the Land Acqulsil:ion 
. Planning Section; Department of Natural Resources) must be received 011-or before 'January-31 to be cOnsidered :: 
< during that year's CARL cyCle. Proposal forms that are received after January 31 are considered d&Jring the next• · : 

cycle,· unless they-'are accepted out-of-cycle by an affirmative-vote of'four•.or more Advisory Council·mernbers. · 
· [NOTE: Deadline changes to December 31 when revised rule is approved.] Proposals. are accepted from· any 

' .j 

source; which may inclUde state agencies, local goveminents. conservation organizations, land owners, realtors,-- ·._.··.·• .. ··· · ·. 
etc. Proposals may·be·rejected-·ifincomplete, bUt the-sponsor-is first•l'lotifiedand·provided,the.opp(Ktunity to.·· • .. : 

· supply the ._missing •Information .. · 
'··:·· .. -~-

Public Hearing: Project sponsors, local govemme~ and • the general: ·public are ceneouraged<·tt;l proVide<': . 
. ·, testimony In support of, or in opposition to, acquisition. proposals being considered by the CounciL Project · .. · .. 
. ·sponsors and opponents are allowed.to'make short presentations: Councit'lliEHTib8r8•rna}f'request additloriSJ '· , . 
. information from. speakers. • · · · · 

First 4-Vote Meeting: The Councn votes to determine which proposais wiiP be;subjected:io the fuU•·rev~- :· > 
.. process after reviewing: (a)the information provided on the acquisition•proposafforms, (b) anai.Ysis by· the 

Florida Natural Areas .Inventory,· alld {c)' public testimony; · Proposals<that-reeeive •four~·' or: rrioi'e-Notes, are • · · 
cOnsidered further. The sponsors of theS& proposals may be askecfto·proVide·additionat'inforrnatiori[about; .... 
ownerships within the boundaries of the proposal> Proposals rec&Mng less than four votelnnay b8 considered' .. . 

.· •. during a subsequent evaluation cycle if reconsideration Is requeSted iniwriting. 
::.:. ·- . 

. Resource Planning Boundarv CRPBl and Assessment: Proposals voted for. further review are, first analyzed for 
•. ... . -... their major resource attributes as Indicated by the submitted materials. A preliminary statement ()f each· project's : .. 
· _.· · . pul;>llc purpose aricfre8ourc8-based goals is developed by-the tand Acquisition, Planning Section and re\ii~ed .: • ·· ... 
. · · .• · • ·' by- Council. -staff; · • Florida Natt.iraf Areas: Inventory {FNAI) examines,:proJ)Osats; ;·partlcularly~'maPstshoWing,::,' :::>

. boulldaries, to determine the need for boundary additions. or, deletioos:based. upon' &Xisting•imorrriatlon' in the::'> : 
.· •.. < FNAidatabase, general topography,. aerial photography; and knowledgeable sourCes. The:FNAtResource .·· 

····Planning Boundary (RPB)and supporting·documentatioil are:•then clrcuJiltedto:Council staff/members and'·•·•·· 
appropriate field staff for review. Council'staff may suggest revisions to the FNAI:prepareclRPB{ The working·~''' . 
RPB developed by Council staff and FNAI defines the project area to be thoroughly assessect The RPB may be · · 
further modified during the assessment proeess; A written report assessing the area within the RPB ls·prepared . 

· • .·:. . .by staff to address the following: · · · · ·. 

a. Generat location and size of the proposal. . . .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . .·.. . 
·. b: · Natural resource~. inclUding communtty. types; .endangered·!and threatened species,. other plants ·and- · 

· · animals, forest resources; geOlogic resourceS; waterresoorees/etc: ·· · · · · · ··· · ·. · · · ·• 
c. Archaeological and historical resources. · . ·· . . . . · · 
d. Outdoonesourc&-based recreational potential. · . < · · .: ·. .· . · . . · ·• ·.··•·•. . ' · · · · · .. 
e. · . Conformance with· Florida Statewide Land • Acquisition Plan, Coii1prehensive Ol.ltdoor. Recreation· Plan; 

and State Lands Management Plan. · · 
f. VulnerabUity and endangerment; 
g. Ownership patterns and relative ease of acquisitiOn. 
h. Estimated tax assessed value and. availability of other funding. . . . . . 

· · i; Suitability and proposed use, inclUding CARL acquisitiOn and mailagement·go&ts:anct ObjeCtives. - .. . 
j. · Location relative to •urban areas, Areas of Critlcal>State Concern, other public lands, and· politlcat'•> . 

boundaries. · · · · 

Each agency represented on the CouncU and· the FNAI is aSsigned'lead;respansibilit}t for.the CCJmPtErtJbn·of . 
appropriate .portions of each project assessment. Staff mernbefs or their designees·conduct:on-slte evaluations:.·. 
of each proposed· project. The assessment may suggest further revisions. to the RPB or to the proposed. public .. 
purpose and resourCEHlasad reasons for acquisition. AsseSsments: are compiled by the Lal1d Acquisition ·, 
Advisory Council· Coordination Section and then distributed to all CouncD members, Staff, and the FNAI for 
review. Each project assessment, including the ·final RPB; is evaluated by the Council· to· det~rniirie · if it · 
accurately and adequately assesses the characteristics of an acquisition proposaL The Council may direct staff 
to ~lfy the assessment or Rrs for acquisition proposals before approval. 

5. Public Hearing: Project sponsors, 1oca1· governments, and the general public are encouraged to proVide 
testimony In support of, or in opposition to, acquisition proposals being eonsidered by the COuncU. Project _ · 
sponsors and opponents are allawed to make short presentations. Coi.lncn members ·may. request.:addition81. 
Information from speakers. · · ·· · 

6. Second 4-Vote Meeting: · After. revieWing pertinent Information, the Councn votes to determine which of the 
assessed proposals wUI receive a project design. Assessed proposals receiving four or more votes are 
considered further; projects receMng fewer than four votes may be consldNed during a subsequent cycle If 
reconsideration is requested In writing. · · 
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Figure 4: Evaluation, Selection, and Acquisition Processes 
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·, 7. Project Design: The RPB approved:by.the.Councills the starting point for the Project Design:,_ The RP~S:Is ~ 
. predominandy on resource concemS,'Whil~ ~he ~_roj~·;Pesign··analyzes C>Wr~ers~Jp.~ttef1l$ti~4!~~o,ht.~ols,· . >, 

. , _ . , .. \~ -··• •···.- , __ ,. 'f': ·-'- -"'~·. 1 , ., •• - • ··-~. , ,, ~-~-#r "-•::_,.~ ... 1Y. ...... ~ .!, ...• j -·- . •·.· 

alternative' acquisition· techniques, and .related ·.factor'S ·Which may affect,bouildiry .• conslcleratlon,s;aoo t~.:l;~se ·: ·. ·~ .. · 
. of• acquisition. The initial draft of the Project Design ls·pr~ectby•a.teamicompOsect:Of.,repre&Etirta!iv~··of:the: ·· · 

Department's. Land Acquisition Planning:~Section:and, three?8ureaus'withln~the;QiVJs_iOrf'Of Stat.:l;Lands:; Land · .. ·. 
Acquisition, Survey and' Mapping; and Appraisal; as well • as: a representative from ·the proposed management ·· 
agency. Primary considerations during the Project·Design include:.· ·· · · 

. . . . . . . . - . : . . . . . . 

a; Number of private ownerships; tax assessed valueS; and ease of acquisition. . 
b. Public arid management acceSs and ·related concerns; . . · . · . . · · ·· ·. · . ·.·: .. . . · 

..•. c. Easements, utilities, and other encumbrances that could affect acquisition or ma11agerrient· .· •.·. · . ·· · ... · · ·. . , 
d. Sovereign and jurisdictional lands.. · · · · · ·. 
e. . Public and non1Jroflt ownerships.' 
f. Information on land use anddevelopmenttrends, including local comprehensive plans,.land · 

use maps, and recent zoning changes, annexations,.extension of utilitieS; etc. · .. .. •· · .. ·. 
g. Alternative acquisition techniques·(conservation·easements; life estaies,'TD~s.etc.).and the. 

availability of other funding sources. . . . .· . · .· . . .. · .. . . . . . . .... · . . .... 
h. · Management assignments, Including proposed management conceptandestlmatedmanagementcosts~ · 

The draft' Proje<iDeslgn Is, then submittect .to the Councu staff' the FNAt;•and'.t();·the prop(>S8d:.mari8g~rrie11t · ·· 
agencies for final review and for recommendations on acquisition•phasing;>Atlme sequence foracql.dsitlonis, · 
reCommended in order to acquire the most .critical parcels first, with primary. consideration·, given: to re8ou.rc:8 

· ·,protection,- management concerns; and·:• the endangerment· and . vulnerability ..•.• of each parCel. · . AdditloMlly.~.. •. , 
. acquisitions which exceed budgetary limitations can b8 divided, pursuant.to.these.consideratlons, into,ph8ses:: .·.,. 

· ·that coincide with futicUng projections. . Each Project Design, Including the project design boundary.:'ITI8P. · · · 
proposed phasing, and·recommended acquisition techniques, Js,evaluated bythe·Councilto determif!edfany 
modificatiOns are required; The Council may accept, modify; or reject a project design; If rejected; the project · 
design.may be modified and reconsidered, or the Council may ~squire thatitberesubmittedforrecom:~ideration · 

· during a subsequent evaluation cycle~ · 

·· •· . a~ Public Hearings: . Project sponsors; local governments, and other:·lnterested paJties.listed.on tl"le• CARL> mailing.·. 
. - list. are sent notices. of. public hearings to be. held at severallocatlons.throughol.d: the. state> These hearil'lgs are · 
· ·scheduled to ,obtain· additional public.testimony on .new project· propoSat$;:~s:well•as ~tE!stimony.on projeCt8that·,:i~ ·. · 

.. ··are currently,on the CARL Priortty.Ust; Statewide public hearings• are announced'at';least30:daystin;a<iVanc8 ·;· .. -
.in newspapers· of general circulation throughout the state; anckat least' 1 days in advancejn the; Florida ' 
. Administrative Weekly; · · · 

9. Ranking Projects: After the public hearingS; the Council ranks projects by one of several means:-

a. All· the projects, Including newly approved projects, are independently rar1l<ed by each Councih 
member. The independent rankings are then combined for each project, and the,·projects .arE!: · 

· ranked from lowest total·score to highest [NOTE: Primary method utilized:] · _ ·.·.··· ·• ···•:··.··· .·· •. 
b. New projects are ranked as above.and then added to the bottorir of a previously approvecLCARL · 

Priority Ust · . · . · . . · . . . .· .· . . . · ·. . ·. . ·. . . • . 
c. New projects are independendy ranked by each Council member. An average. rank score is · 

calculated for each naw project, and then each Is inserted lntothe:existing:list ofproj~afits .·· 
c81culated positions. The entire list is then renumbered. · · · · . . ·.. . . ·. : • ' ' • • · · · . 

d~ Projects with exceptional resource value; those that are especially enclangeredby devetopment, o( · 
. those providing bargain sale or· other emergency acquisition opJ)ortunitles may be·l"~ranked or 
inserted into the list at an approprtSte rank by affirmative vote Of four or~ more Council members; 

The' Council· may recOmmend that the Board remove one or more. projects .• from the priority.· list fori.var:tous 
reasons (e;g., to limit the size of the list, or. to delete a project that has, been .acquired or·'developed)i . ."The 
Councn . shall approve by an affii'IT18tlve vote of at least four members the priority list to be submitted to the 
Board. 

10. Board Consideration: The Council's CARL Priority Ust is submitted to the Board: ofTrustees of the .-Internal; ' 
Improvement Trust Fund (I.e., the Governor and Cabinet) as part of the CARl. Annual Report during the firSt . 
Board meeting in February. The Board may approve theUst or strike individual projects from the list; but they . 

· cannot otherwise alter the priority ranking of projects. The Board must act upon the Council~s Ustwithin 45 days .· · .. 
of Its submission to them. Interim priority lists also may be developed at any time if requested by four or more 
members of the Council. Interim lists are treated in the same manner as the AnnUal CARL Priority Ust. · · 

11. Acaulsitlon Workp!an: After the Board approves the CARL priority list, an acquisition workplan Is develo~ by 
the Bureau of Land Acquisition in cooperation with the Advisory Councn and interested parties (Addendum VI). 
Projects are placed in priority order into one of five acquisition categories: (a) Priority Projects, (b) Bargain 
Purchase/~hared Acquisition, (c) Substantially Complete, (d) Mega-rnultlparcels ProjectS, or (e) Manatee 
Projects. Projects qualifying under several categories are placed. in the categor)t under .which- they have:th& 
greatest likel.lhood of being acquired. Each project on the priority list is anal'f.zed to determine which parcels 
could be acquired during the forthcoming fiscal year as constrained by furlding limitations, management and 
protection priorities, and other pertinent factors. · · 
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12. Aopraisal Mapping: Maps are prepared for appraisal purposes for project phases .which may qualify for funding 
under the Bureau of Land Acquisition's workplan. An •appraisal map• generally identifies project and ownership 
boundaries, encumbrances, and sovereign and jurisdictional lands. These maps, which typically require the 
services of a Florida Professional Land Surveyor, must be· reviewed and approved by the Bureau. of SurveY and· 
Mapping. The .Bureau contracts with private mapping/engineering firms to prepare most appraisal maps, 
including necessary title Information for· parcels within the project boundaries. 

13. Appraise Prooertles: Mapped parcels which potentially qualify for funding under the Bureau of Land Acquisition's 
workplan are appraised by independent fee-appraisers on the Bureau of Appraisal's approved list of appraisers. 
Parcels with an estimated value in excess of $500,000 must have two independent appraisals conducted which 
must be approved by the Bureau ·of Appraisal. Property values are estimated for the •highest and best use• 
based on comparable sales, current and future land uses allowed by regulatory agencies, and other pertinent 
factors. Appraisal reports, including property valuations, are confidential and cannot be released except under 
specific circumstances. 

14. Neaotlate Acauisitlons: Acquisition agents of the Bureau of Land Acquisition contact property owners to 
negotiate the acquisition of appraised properties. Arms-length negotiations are conducted based on the 
property's highest and best use value. Agents cannot offer more than the •statutory maximum• which Is 
generally the higher of the two appraisals. Owners who do not accept the State's offer to acquire their property 
are generally under no obligation to sell. ·Only under rare circumstances has the. Board employed its powers 
of eminent domain. During negotiations the-property owner may propose boundary amendments,•less-than-fee · 
simple interest in property, or other actions that require the property to be re-mapped and/or re-appraised. 

15. Board Consideration: Option contracts or purchase agreements, and the release of funds for each-acquisition 
must be approved by the Board. Thus, the Board can veto prospective acquisitions by rejecting the contract. 
or by refusing to release acquisition funds. · 

16. Real Estate Closing: After Board approval, the Bureau of Land Acquisition and/or the property owner(s) procure 
surveys, environmental audits, title insurance policies, and other necessary documents for closing the acquisition. 
The owner is obligated to provide the State with clear title to the property. Once· all closing documents are in 
order, the State provides the seller a proceeds warrant (check) for the net consideration which may Include 
adjustments to the purchase price based on acreage discrepancies, encumbrances,. or_ other factors affecting 
price. If closing documents disclose deviations that the seller cannot cure which substantially affect the State's -
interest in the property or its purchase price, the Bureau may abandon negotiations-or renegotiate its acquisition. 
Renegotiated or revised contracts must be reviewed and approved by the Board. 

17. Management lease: Once acquired, the Bureau of Land· Management Services leases the . property. to the 
appropriate management agency, which prepares management plans for review by the Land Management 
Advisory Council and approval by the Board. ' 

SUMMARY OF ADVISORY COUNCIL ACTIONS • 1992 EVALUATION CYCLE 

The Land Acquisition Advisory Councn held. eight (8) meetings during the 1992 ,evaluation cycle (Table 9 and 
Addendum II). Five (5) of these meetings included public hearings In which the general public,· particularly sponsors 
of CARL proposals, were invited to speak. Three of the most Important Advisory Council meetings, overall, occurred 
on April 7, August 20, and December 10, 1992. 

NOTE: Meeting summaries are included in Addendum II - voting and ranking sheets in Addendum Ill. 

All Advisory Councn meetings were advertised In the Florida Administrative Weekly as required by statute. Ttie 
agendas for the November 16, 17, and 20, 1992, public hearings (for receMng testimony on projects being 
considered for ranking on the priority list) were also advertised In prominent neWspapers throughout the state. 
Additionally, county governments, city governments, state legislators, regional planning councns, water management 
districts, conservation organizations, and other Individuals who were Interested In the CARL program were notified 
of forthcoming meetings and their agendas via a mailing list (approximately 530 entries) which Is maintained by the 
Land Acquisition Advisory Council Coordination Section, Department of Natural Resources. 
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,,, Figure 5 

ACQUISITION PROPOSALS REVIEWED IN 199.2. 

0 APPROVED FOR ASSESSMENT . 

0. .·NOT APPROVED FOR ASSESSMENT 

(See Table 10). · 
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57. 
58. 

...... BlnlsiDod (Sama' Property) 
Draperl.alle 910131-86-2 

A Numbers conespond to Figure 5. 
8 Acquired under pnMaioria of Emergency Archaeological Property Acquisition let of 1988. 
c Project. or portions thereof, withdrawn from consideration, as requeatec:t by sponsor, prior to second 4-vote for project design. 
0 Approved for acquisition under Florida Communities Trust program of Department of Community Affairs. 
E Included within Econ-St. Johns River Corridor. 
F Included within Escribano Point. 
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<See Table 11) 
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On April7, 1992, the Council reviewed 58 acquisition proposals: 41 new proposals and 17 reconsidered proposals. 
The Council voted to assess 27 of the 58 acquisition proposals considered (Table 10, Figure 5, Addenda Ill & V). 
Eight of these projects included multiple sites, in essence requiring the evaluation of 70 separate sites overall. 

On August 20, 1992, the Advisory Council reviewed and adopted 24 of the 26 CARL; assessments prepared by staff 
(Table 11, Figure 6). The assessments for Oaks of Miramar and Lake Overstreet were withdrawn from consideration 
because they were being considered for public acquisition via other mechanisms: while the assessment for the Blue 
Lake Sandhill Forest was incomplete because the manager of the property had Indicated to the Division of Forestry, 
the project sponsor, that the site was already protected via legal covenants. Afterwards, the Division learned that 
the legal covenants did not pertain to the natural resources, but Instead to the economic value of the estate. The 
Division of Forestry plans to resubmit the Blue Lake Sandhill Forest for consideration during the 1993 CARL 
evaluation cycle. Of the remaining 24 assessed projects, seventeen received sufficient votes from the Council for 
preparation of project designs (Addendum Ill). 

TABLE 11: 
Project Assessments Prepared and Reviewed by the Land Acquisition Advisory Council 

During the 1992 Evaluation Cycle 

MAP Nil A PROJECT NAME 

Oaks of Miramar (Snake Warrior Is.) 
Lake Overstreete.F 

27. Blue Lake Sandhill Foreste.G 

COUNTY 

Broward 

Leon I 
Washington 

1 

A Numbers correspond to Agure 6. ' I 
8 Multiple sites evaluated. ! 
c Only top 3 priority sites approved for Project Design - remaining 4 sites removed from further consideration. 
0 Acquired with CARL funds under provisions of Emergency Archaeological Property Acquisition Act of 1988. 
e Withdrawn from consideration as requested by sponsor. 
F Approved for acquisition under Florida Communities Trust program of the Department of Community Affairs. 
G Assessment Incomplete. ! 

~ 
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··PROJECTS DESIGNED OR MODIFIED IN >1992 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - . 
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-PROJECT DESIGNS MODIFIED 
. -

PROJECT -DESIGN MODIFICATIONS 
REJECTED/DEFERRED/WITHDRAWN·. 

<See Table 12) · 

18 

- / 

,._. :·· -: 
. i· 



On December 1 o, 1992, the Advisory Council approved seventeen project designs prePared by the Land Acquisition 
Planning Section (Table 12A, Figure 7, Addendum Ill). The project designs for four new projects combined all or 
part of them with existing CARL projects and, thereby, modffied their boundaries (see iTables 12, 13 and 14, Figures , 
7, 8 and 9). Seven of the project designs included multiple sites, In essence requiring the preparation of designs 

I 

for 53 separate sites overall. 1 
I 

I 
Including the four modifications described above, the Advisory Council considered 28 proposals to modify the 
project designs and/or change the boundaries of 25 CARL projects on the 1992 p~orlty list (Addendum II). The 
Council approved 18 of these proposals (Table 126); while three were rejected, four faDed due to the lack of a 
motion or second, one was withdrawn from consideration, and the remaining two failed initially but were approved 
later (Table 12C). Several other project designs assigned by the Council or one of it$ members remain Incomplete 
(see Table 22, page 32). I 

, I 

42. 

A Numbers correspond to Rgure 7. 
8 Combined new and existing CARL projects - see 

Tables 138 & 148. 
c Multiple sites. 
0 Initially failed- Later approved. 

Modifications Considered I 

E Acquisition Phasing modified. 
F Proposed addition WU rejected. 
G Withdrawn from consideration - approved for asaesament as 

new proposal (Econ-St. Johns Fiver Corridor). 
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On December 1 o, 1992, the Advisory Council ranked 84 CARL projects in priority order: 71 listed projects + 13 new 
projects (Addendum Ill; Figure10, page 34). The JulingtonjDurbinPeninsula project was on the CARL priority list 
from 1982 through 1988, but it was removed from the list from 1989 through 1991 because it was. ranked below 60. 
Similarly, Green Swamp was on the priority list in 1980 but was removed in 1982 because it was transferred. to the 
newly established Save Our Rivers program. The new Green Swamp CARL project is much larger than the earlier 
version. 

Four additional neW projects were added to the list via being combined within existing CARL projects (Table 13B). 
Two of these (Gainer Springs Expansion and Florida's First Magnitude Springs, Phase II) were added to the Florida's 
First Magnitude Springs, Phase I project. Negotiations for much of the original project have been completed; thus, 
Phase II did not need to be a separate project. The Crystal Bay project ownership overlapped with the same 
ownership in the. Crystal River project; and, therefore, the two were combined. Similarly,. Blackwater· River 
overlapped with the smaller Blackwater River State Forest Addition. In this case, the smaller project was 
incorporated into the new Blackwater River project. 

MAPN'IA PROJECT NAME 

14. Gainer Springs Expansion 

15. Crystal Bay 

TABLE 13: 
Prt11IAI"'flil Added 

RANK 
1992 1993 

15 10 

38 8 
16. Fla's ¥! Magnitude Springs, Phase II 15 10 

17. Blackwater Rivere 56 13 

A Numbers Correspond to Figure 8. 

COUNTY 

Bay ;washington 

Citrus 

Hernando/ Jackson/lafayette 

Santa Rosa 

8 
Portions of new project added to Archie Carr Sea Turtle Refuge. 

c Included on previous priority lists, but not included on 19921ist; redesigned for 1993 list 
0 Incorporated North layton Hammock which was ranked N'l 76. 
e Overlapped with Blackwater River State Forest Addition; combined project named Blackwater River. 
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Five projects on the 1992 priority list were removed because they were 90% or more complete, and the remaining 
10% could continue to be acquired under the provisions of §253.023(9), F.S. (Table 14A, Figure 9); Three 
Lakes/Prairie Lakes, which was more than 90% complete but remained on the 1992 priority list because the Advisory 
Council· recommended that the state acquire the remaining parcels through the powers of eminent domain pursuant· 
to §253.025(12), F.s:. is now being recommended for removal. The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, after 
reexamining the hydrological issues, no longer recommends condemnation of the remaining parcels on Lake 
Jackson. Similarly, staff is not recommending condemnation for Placid Lakes Tract or Balm-Boyette Scrub, both . 
of which are 90% complete (Table 14A), or for Goldy /Bellemead or Spruce Creek, neither of which are 90% complete 
but have owners unwilling to sell at the state's appraised value (Table 14C). Avalon Tract and Key West Customs · 

·House are both 100% complete (Table 14A). · · 

Four projects are being removed because they are under acquisition consideration elsewhere (Table 148 & D). Two 
have been Incorporated Into new CARL projects: North Layton Hammock was Included within the Tropical Ayways 
CARL project, while Blackwater River State Forest Addition was included within the Blackwater River CARL project. · 
The other two have been transferred to other state acquisition programs: Upper Black Creek was a shared 
acquisition project which tile St. Johns River Water Management District is·. committed· to complete, while the 
Wetstone tract within the WetstonejBerkovitz CARL project was recently approved for acquisition under the Aorida · 
Communities Trust program. · · 

TABLE 14: 
Projects Removed from Further Consideration 

PROJECT NAME COUNTY 

11. 

Balm-Boyette ·Scrub 

. Key West Customs House 

Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 

Upper Black 

Wetstone/Berkovitz0 
· 

.. Hillsborough 

Monroe 

Osceola· 

Pasco 

A Numbers correspond with Figure 9. 
B . , 

80 acre parcel (converted to citrus) was deleted- revised boundary > 90% complete. 
c St. Johns River Water Management District committed to acquire remainder. 
0 

Remainder on Aorlda Communities Trust list. 
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FUTUFiE~OF THE ·CARbPROGRAM.c ·. .··:. ·,. 
.•{_," 

. . . . .. ,... . . . ·. . :._ ,··, .," ~ ·. . . ~ .. ;:···~. ~;~ ~: ··.--.·· ?.::·· :·_. -~_,. ·. ': .· . 
. ·. Many·actlviti~ ofthe Board;ot Trustees, the ~c;tvisory Co.uncU: the:Departlnent\~;:~tiJ~f~8$()urce.cs,,·aoo/thtfF1ciriQa:~ . · ·.: • . 
. Legislature w1ll• have or have had . a ·pronounced ·effect on. the. CARL program::: .. ,~~Samet of· these actiVities were . ·. · 
discuSsed previously (e.g., see page 9): The following repre8ents.a. synopsis of:,the maJor. legislation, Board and 
Council actions, and the Department of Natural Resources policies and procedures that· affect the CARL pr6g~m. 
Note that some statutory citations for previOIJS years have been revised to reflect 1992 reference numbers. 

Major Actions ofthe Leglslature,During PriorY ears· 

By .far the most important conservation legislation .in recent yeai'S;. if·not decad~si:the Florld~Pres8ryliilo~·200CL··· •. · 
Act (Chapter 90-217, LF., & 259.101, F.S.) significantly Increases funding:for-,the;&tate's major larl(jiacqlJisition~::. .· ·• ;. . 

. programs (Tables .15, · 17 and 21 )~ As originally envisioned; the Preservation 2000 Act could raise approximately·; · .... ,. 
$3 billion In bond funds over a ten year period for the state's laoo acquisition program&· The amount of each · .. 
years funding, however, is contingent on legislative appropriations of each yss bond debt service; beeause' .. · 
no dedicated funding source was included in the Act. Additionally, the 1991: Legislature.ame.ndecl.the_Aettci . 
declare theirintelit to rePlace the non-dedicated, bonded funding source wlttl irdedicated;· n()ll-bondedJundingt\ · 
source by May 1992. Thus far, the legislature has not identified a· dedicated,. non4>onded funding source. · , ' 

In· addition to providing· significantly increasecf· .. fu~lng · for·the.State's ·.land .a~ulsitlonprogra~S. •··Preservation'·• ·.·· •.. · 
. 2000 also included provisions for many related issues. A synoptic: summary of the 22 sections. of· the · 

Preservation 2000 Act that directly or indirectly affect the~CARLprogram was included. in the 1991:.CARL·Arinual. 
Report. . · . . . .. . . 

TABLE 15: Preservatlon2000 for each FiscaJiYear,1990~1993 
PERCENT . 

. ' ' . ' ' ' ' ... . . ' '· .:.. . .·· ,. '·· .. · ....... · .· ,·' .... :· 

• Another imPortant action in recelit years.was·the 19871egislation to restructure the CARL fuoolng base in an . 
· · attempt. to pf'()Vide a• more stable and increasing funding source, For.the,tirst eight years,the"CARlTrustFund . · 

·derived its income from excise· taxes on the severance of minerals (primarily phosph,ate, but 81~ oil; ·gas~ ariel· · 
sulfur); ·Because of a decline in Rorlda's phosphate production; however, the CARL Trust Fund: was threatened ·• :: 
with a reduction in proceeds at the same time that conserVation and recreation land acquisition:,~emands were . . 
Increasing; The 1987 Legislature reviSed the funding structure f()rthe CARLJrust Fund such ttult most oflts : . 

.. revenue is. now derived from. excise taxes on documents; The· documenta,Yc:!;tamp tmMate and distribution .. 
formulas were further amended during the 1990, 1991, and 19921egislative sessions:. (see page 3o).such;thatthe •· · . 
. CARL Trust Fund now receiVes the following proceeds: · · - ··· · · · · · · · 

• 5.84 percent of. the excise tax on documents as defined in Chapter 201, Rorlda Statutes (F.S~) ... 

• First $10 million in revenue from excise tax on severance of phosphate rock as defined in§21L3103; F:S.; . 

. . Additionally, the $40 million limit on the annual allocation to the. CARL Trust Fund was removed so th8t the CARL ·. 
Trust Fund could accrue funds in excess of $40 million (Table 16). . . . . 

• Based on November 1992 Revenue Estimating Conference Cycle Analysis. Preservation 2000 and other· revenue sources NOT Included. 
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+ Another very important action taken by the 1986 and 1987 Legislatures was· to amend chapters 253 and 375, 
F;S., to allow bonding of CARL funds. Bonding allows the state to acquire lands today that may not be available 
in the future. Under the provisions of paragraph 253.023{2)(b), F.S., up to $20 million of the CARL Trust Fund 
may be used annually to pay debt service and related· costs for bonds to acquire lands on the CARL priority list 
The first series of CARL Bonds, Series A, was issued in 1988 for approximately $35 million; Similar, but 
substantially expanded, bonding authority has also been provided under the Preservation 2000 Act (see above). 

TABLE 17: 

SOURCE 

FY 1992-93 Appropriation 
est. 1991-92 Unobligated Balance fl/7/92) 
est. 1991-92 Unobligated CARL Bonds 

Reserved for Emergency Archaeological Sites: 
[FY 1991-92 = $1,973,000; FY 1992-93 = $2,000,000] 

Obligated 
Unobligated 

Remainder Reserved for Big Cypress Nat. Pres. (Unobligated) 

$22,024,829 
$24,362. 

($1 ,980,500) 
($1 ,992,500) 

($276,680) 

$134,279,312 
$134,480,083 
$134,000,000 

$6,583,717 
$2,888,971 

26,.1993 

$52,224,829 
$52,249,191 

$50,268,691 
$48,276,191 
$47,999,511 

$134,279,312 
$268,759,395 
$402,759,395 
$409,343,112 
$412,232,083 

+ The 1987 Legislature extended the expiration date to September 1, 1993, for exercising eminent domain for 
sev~ral CARL projects (Table 18), while the 1989 and 1990 Legislatures provided eminent domain condemnation 
authority for two additional CARL projects and authorized the Board, by majority vote and pursuant to specific 
criteria, the power to condemn properties on the CARL priority list [see §253.025(12),.F.S.). Criteria for Board 
approved eminent domain include: (1) state must have made at least two bona, fide offers and reached an 
impasse; and (2) the land is of special importance because: (a) it. involves endangered or·natural resources. and 
Is in Imminent danger of development; (b) it Is of unique value, and failure to acquire it will result in irreparable 
loss to the state; or (c) failure to acquire it will seriously impair the state's ability to manage or proteet other 
state-owned lands. DNA was authorized to exercise eminent domain directly or to contract with the FOOT or 
a water management district to provide this service using their legally approved methods. 

TABLE 18: CARL Projects with Legislative/Board Approved Condemnation 

RANK PROJEcT NAME COUNTY(IES) 

NOTE: Projects with condemnation authority 1hat are not Included on 1992 CARL list ere not listed above. 
Except 1985 and 1988 project design additions. 
Authority also granted under 380.055(7), F.S. 
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TABLE 19: Estimated Start-up Costs or Projected Budget Request (FY 1993-94) 
summaries for more speclllc lnfonnallan regarding costs for each for locallan map) 



+ The 1989 Legislature amended §253.025(1), F.S., to authorize the Board to use federal appraisals If lands to be 
acquired by the Board are to be sold, conveyed, or transferred to the federal government according to a joint 
state and federal acquisition project. They also amended §253.025(7)(d), F.S., to authorize the Division of State 
Lands to disclose appraisal information to [as amended by the 1992 Legislature - see page 31) public agencies 
or non;..profit conservation organizations when joint acquisitions are contemplated. The Division was also allowed 
to use, as its own, appraisals obtained by public agencies or non-profits, If the appraisers were selected from 
the Division's approved list and If the appraisals are approved by the Division. The 1989 Legislature also 
amended §253.023(1 0), F.S., to authorize state agencies to include in state lands management plans the transfer 
of leasehold Interests of state lands to conservation organizations as designated by the Land Management 
Advisory Council (LMAC). 

+ The 1986 Legislature amended §253.023(11) to require that 10% of the moneys annually credited to the CARL · 
Trust Fund be reserved for management, maintenance, and capital Improvements. The 1992 Legislature further 
amended 253.023(11) to increase the amount of CARL funds to.be dedicated for management (see page 31). 
For Ascal Year 1992-93, the Legislature appropriated nearly $10.4 million from the CARL Trust Fund for land· 
management purposes (see Table 21 ). Other state, federal and local revenue sources (e.g., General Revenue, 
Land Acquisition Trust Fund, Incidental Trust Fund, and State Game Trust Fund) supplemented the CARL funds 
or constituted the primary management funds for most·CARL projects. Estimated management costs (from all 
funding sources) for CARL projects on the 1993 priority list are reported In Table 19 and are more thoroughly 
itemized In the·individual project summaries. · 

+ The 1988 Legislature took several actions that affected the CARL program. Among the most important actions· 
were the following: 

• They amended §253.023(9), F.S., to allow CARL projects that are 90% complete (I.e.; at least 90% of the 
acreage of a project has been acquired) to be removed from the CARL priority list. The remaining acreage 
within the project boundary may continue to be purchased pursuant to Chapter 253, F:S., without the project 
being on the CARL prioritY list. 

• Amended §253.025(8)(e), F.S., to allow exceptions to the maximum state purchasing price when: (a) 
negotiations over a period of two years have been unsuccessful, (b) the parcel is within the top fave projects 
on a priority list and either includes substantial upland habitat of endangered or threatened species ..Q!" 'is 
located within a designated area of critical state concern pursuantto Chapter 380, F.S., and [as amended 
by the 1990 and 1992 Legislatures] (c) the Board determines that the parcel meets the requirements for 
eminent domain and that the cost of acquisition by eminent domain is likely to exceed the purchase price · 
of the parcel as agreed upon in the most recent option contract [see page 31 for 1992 revisions], The 
purchase price for parcels that qualify under this paragraph may not exceed 125% of the state appraised 
value and must be approved by at least five members of the Board. · 

• Amended §253.025(8)(e), F.S., to limit to 150% of the state appraised value the maximum purchase price 
of parcels acquired via a joint acquisition by a state agency and a local government or other entity apart 
from the state. 

• Amended §253.03(13), F.S.', to allow the Board to retain title to lands obtained under the Aorlda Racketeer 
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations (RICO) Act (Chapter 895, F.S.) If these lands protect or enhance 
floodplains, marshes, estuaries, lakes, rivers, wilderness areas, wildlife areas, wildlife habitat or other sensitive . 
natural areas or ecosystems; or If they contain significant archaeological or historical sites; . Property 
obtained under this provision would be controlled, managed and disposed of in.accordance with Chapter 
253, F.S .. 

• Created the Emergency Archaeological Property Acquisition Act of 1988 (§253.027, F;S.) establishing a 
program to protect archaeological properties of major statewide· significance. from destruction as a result 
of Imminent development, vandalism, or natural events. This program provides a rapid method of acquisition 
for a limited number of specifically designated properties, annually sets aside $2 million of the CARL Trust 
Fund for the purposes of emergency archaeological acquisitions, and allows up to $100,000 to be spent 
annually to Inventory and evaluate archaeological and historical resources on properties purchased or 
proposed for purchase (see Tables 17 and 21). 

Major Actions of the Board and the Advisory Council During Prior Years 

+ During 1990 and 1991, the Advisory Council prepared a needs assessment for the Preservation 2000 program 
as assigned by the 1 ~ Legislature. The Florida Preservation 2000 Needs Assessment was submitted to the 
Governor and the Legislature on July 1, 1991, and to the Board as an addendum·to the 19911nterim CARL 
Report on September ·12, 1991. The .report was prepared with the assistance of seven working groups or task 
forces which had been formed in 1990 to address specific legislative assignments. Members of these task forces 
were composed of representatives of the Advisory CouncD agencies and other state agencies, water 
management districts, county commissions, non-profit conservation and land planning organizations,· and the 
Aorlda Resources and Environmental Analysis Center (FREAC). . Each committee held several meetings to 
address the particular Issues required by the Legislature. The Florida Preservation 2000 Needs Assessment 
Included proposed legislation (see page 31) and recommended processes by which the state could accurately 
assess which lands need to be acquired to protect endangered or threatened species, endangered natural 

27 



·.·~~··.,: ~;.: ; 

communities,· and ecologlcal:.systems.- .,Copies.of th_e~Fiorlqa'::Presetvatlon 2~>·/II,~:J·~~~~r-~-.itS·:~ 
addenda may be- obtainedJrom the. Land' Acqul$itlon:~isory"Cotincu;poor:dt~tlc:i!l.-~~~f:t.(see<P.Bg~:_2):f,. ~;: .· 

+· ln-1991 the .CouncU heard testimony fr~~;the'A~rida· ~esour~:~ ErMrOf1~'AsviJYsas:~~,(~~~).· . • . 
the G8!fle and Fre&h Water Fish Commission (GFC), and the Florida Natural 'Areas Inventory (FNAI) regarding 
the development of a Preservation 2000 Geographic lnfomiation $ystem (P200()~1S) as recommended .In the 
Florida Preservation 2000 Needs ASsessment (see above). The-GFC Offered their services and-staff-for a.two 
year period to accompllst1 this goat The FNAI receiVed .funding from the 1992 LegiSlature to devSlop. GIS · 

.. · capabUitles, In· -part, to assist the . Council. · in Identifying Preservation 2000 ;::~ac::qulsitlpn prip~et~- ,, · 
[Note: See page 32 for other P2ooo actions). · · ·· 

. . 

+ -· As directed by the Board in 1984, the Department of Natural Resources alld the Advisory Council haVe c_ontl~ued · .·. 
. to refine and standardize the project assessment and project design processeS. The method ofasses81rig CARL . 

. . · proposals was reVised so that each agency, including the • Florida Natural Areas-Inventory~ (FNAI), is:_assigned .. 
· . to iridependenUy evaluate their: respeCt~e areas of expertise for each CARL proposal :assessect: Thus, • each; . >•.• 

project assessment, including the resource planning boundary; .has beCome a composite analysis·of alfthe .• 
agencies-represented on the Council- and the FNAI. Similarly, themethodof·preparing.projectdeslgns,was~: -· 
modified to Increase interagency and·lntra,-<Jepartmental involv~ (see pages 9 -: 13). · · · 

···. + . In 1984 the Board also directed. the Advisory Council to dev8Jop a long-term,;strategic plan for.larid:a(;quisition -~ 
.·. throughout.the state>, Consequently, the Florida Statewide land' Acquisition Plan (FSLAP)>Mis·developed _by the -·· 
· -. COuncU and approved by the Board on July 1,: _1986.- The AdvlSOcy· Council: reVIsed the·FSLAP,'In c:oi"IJunCtlon ·-

·· ·- with·developlng .the Florida Preservation 2000 Needs Assessment as required by: the 1990 Leglslature;(see :. 
above), to comprehensively include other state acquisition programs; The FSLAP establishes a set Of gOals and 
objectives to guide the_ CARL program .(see Addendum IV) and, thereby; encourages c6mpl'ehensiVe; 
ecosystem/landscape analysis_ of project boundaries. The ecosystem/landscape approach to evaluati11Q.,and . ·. ·· ·-

· -__ designing CARL projects has resulted in a more holistic view of statewide conservation needs .. This Is :illustrated _ 
- in the project maps thr:oughout this report and, more specifically, in the ecosystem/landScape maps of manv --
· importantareas of the state (seepages 47, so. 69, 89, 100, 106, 113; 118•119,122/125; 128, 138,J53; 156; 162, 
172, 187, 190, 200, 207, 216, 222, 225, 231~232, 281). . - - -

-. - - :+ -~ · In 1991 and:1992 the Council. participated in the development otan acquisit1onworkplan-preparectby the B4reau ·• · 
of~ Acquisition, recommellding.that the .. Everglades Category beexpal}dectto<lnclude;othermultl-parc81< 

·· • projeCts: composed priman1y of. small= subdivision loa -The· Bureau;s acquisitlon:workplan· has; improvecl -the· · · 
allocation of CARLfullds significantly over the past year by pr:oducing •. ~ equitable-process for. making these 

.•· difficult allocation decisions (Addendum VI); ·· · -·· · · 
' -. ,. ·. :: -~ 

+ . On November 5, 1985, the Board approved a policy that would effectively suspend the state's acquisition efforts· 

·:·: ·: 

for projects in which a governmental action (e.g., a zoning chang~'or permit appraval) inflated the value ofthat 
property if such action occurred subsequent to the project's placement on a.state•acquisition I!~ -Acquis_ition .· .· ·.·· . 
·e1fortsmayresumeif··the.property·owner.agreesthatappraisalswill .. bebaSecl_on.the._highestand·.b8Stuseof .·.· 

i~ ; 

~·. 

the property at the time the project was placed on the acquisitiOn list. The Department of NaturaLResources· ·:- · · · · 
was directed by the Board on May 20, 1986; to formally advise them of. activities of, this nature; .... · · 

+ In 1988, 1989, aild _1991 . the Counc:il· evaluated soc projects to deterrnlne which should be -t~nst~tted.to thf! , .-. · · 
CARLprogram. Seven SOC projects were transferred to the CARL program during this period; while portions .· •· 
of.two .. other SOC projects were transferred to CARL during prior years, and another was ~ransferred lri 1992 
(Table 20); Another SOC project, Bald Point, was removecUrom the SOC list ancf transferred to' the CARL liSt 
in 1989, having been. ranked number 57. It was ranked number.82 by the Council on December7, 1990; and 
was not Included on the 1991 priprity list. On July 17, 1991, the Bald Point project received insufficient suppOrt_ 
to continue to be considered under the CARL program and, therefore, Is included on neither the CARL nor the 
soc priority lists. · · · · · · 

TABLE 20: SOC ~rn,iat'1t«t T1~n«tfarr•:att 

·PROJECT· NAME 

* Project included within Archie CarT Sea Turtle Refuge CARL project. 
** Entire project or portions thereof acquired under the CARL program. 
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The boundaries of some of the SOC projects were modified someWhat during the CARL resource planning 
boundary and project design processes. The boundary of the St. Joseph Peninsula SOC project was altered 
to the extent that the CARL project does not include any of the original SOC project Thus, the name for this 
project was changed to St Joseph Bay Buffer to more aptly describe Its present purpose. The Sebastian Inlet 
Addition North and· Site I of the Brevard Beaches SOC projects were IncorpOrated into _the Archie Carr Turtle 
Refuge CARL project and, therefore, were removed from the SOC priority list. 

Department of Natural Resources ActivHies During Prior Years 

+ In response to findings of the Land Acquisition Programs Integration Committee (see page 27), the Department, 
in cooperation with· the. Advisory Council, established and coordinated two Statewide Land Acquisition 
Coordination Workshops. The first workshop was held June 27, 1991, In Tallahassee. Participants Included 69 
people representing state, federal and local governments, as well as water management districts, conservation 
organizations and local land trusts. The second statewide workshop was held in West Palm Beach on November 
12, 1991 with 59 participants from throughout the state. These workshops were designed to facilitate statewide 
coordination of acquisition activities among the many parties Involved, and as a forum where acquisition 
strategies, programs, and related information and techniques could be exchanged. Additional acquisition 
coordination workshops are being planned· for 1993. · · 

+ In response to a request by the Florida Audubon Society, the Advisory CouncH approved the concept of a 
statewide •charrette• to identify on a map the areas where the state should focus its Preservation 2000 
acquisition efforts. On January 24 . and 25, 1991, the Department, in cooperation with the Rorida. Audubon·. 
Society and the Rorlda Chapter of the Nature Conservancy, hosted a workshop. on behalf of the Advisory 
Council. A group of 40 experts in ecology, botany, zoology, geology, hydrology, and land planning and 
management spent two days preparing maps of Rorida's most important natural resources. Three categories 
of land were identified: (1) existing public lands, (2) land acquisition priority areas, and (3) areas of conservation 
interest. The Department- plans to continue to refine these maps via regional •charrettes• three of which are 
being proposed for FY 1992-93 In three of the regional planning councils (APCs). Charrette workshops for the 
remaining eight RPCs will be scheduled for FY 1993-94. 

+ Better coordination with local governments was established over the past few . years by including ·county· 
commissions, county planning departments, regional planning councils, water management districts, state 
legislators and Rorida congressional delegates on the CARL mailing list that Is maintained by the Land . 
Acquisition Planning Section. Mail list recipients are notified about forthcoming Advisory CouncH meeting 
agendas and related CARL matters. To achieve better coordination with state agencies, field offices of the 
Department of Natural Resources (DNA), the Department of Environmental Regulation, and the Rorida 
Department of Transportation (FOOT) were also included on the CARL mailing list. The CARL mailing list was 
purged In 1991 to include only names of people. wishing to receive notification. 

In addition, the DNA staff has continued close coordination with the FOOT to acquire parcels within the Save 
Our Everglades CARL project, and with FOOT and various transportation authorities to develop mitigation plans .· 
for tranSportation proposals affecting CARL projects in the Wekiva BSsin, ChassahowitZka.Swamp, Garcon Point, 
and· other areas of the state. Coordination with FOOT and other transportation planning agencies will continue · 
so that solutions to transportation problems are developed, to the greatest degree possible, to be compatible 
with the state's conservation and recreation goals and objectives. 

+ In 1987 the DNA developed and implemented •negotiations criteria• to direct staff mapping, appraisal and 
acquisition efforts towards the top priority projects, unless project lands could be purchased at a state bargain 
or qualify under one of the other special categories (Addendum VI). The DNA also adopted criteria for 
recommending the removal of certain projects from the CARL priority list, and established policies to support 
as a member of the land Acquisition Advisory Council. These policies and procedures were fUlly developed into ·. 
a land acquisition workplan by the Bureau of Land Acquisition (Addendum VI). 

Major Actions of the 1992 Legislature 

Several bills that directly or indirectly Influence the CARL program were promulgated by the 1992 Legislature and 
signed Into law by the Governor. Some of these Involved management of the state's conservation lands, while other 
bills affected state acquisition programs. Summaries of the more important legislative actions, relative to the CARL 
acquisition program, are Included below. House bOis are abbreviated 'HB'; senate bills are abbreviated 'SB'; 
committee substitutes are abbreviated 'CS'; and Laws of Rorlda are indicated by '92-#.' 

General Approor!atlons Act & Preservation 2000 Appropriations: 

+ The 1991-92 Supplemental Appropriations Act (92-5/SB 2408), In conjunction with HB 2327 (92-15), transferred 
1.45 million In earned Interest from the CARL Trust Fund to the General Revenue Fund to help alleviate revenue 
shortfalls. The 1991-92 Supplemental Appropriations Act also transferred $750,000 from the CARL Trust Fund 
to the Division of Recreation and Parks for salaries and benefits, and reduced the FY 1991-92 CARL acquisition 
spending authority by $6.45 million. Both of these actions were attributable to the reduced documentary tax 
revenues. 
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+· · . The 1992 ·General Appropriations. Act···(92~2$3/SB · 278-Hk imcorijunetlon ~~h ~the·;~~illlam ',~: ~~~sld·Act 
{92-317/CS/CS/SB-94-H; see below). andthe:1992;.93··Appropriatlons:lmpleinerlt8tion:A~'(92~~Z§.~''280;;H;-··· 

·· ·· -• see below), as signed by the Governor; appropriated over $180 lttilllon·for, acquisition 9f·CARL projec:ts"and over · · 
·· ·. $12 million of CARL funds for lancfmanagement, administratlon:··and related c0sts':(Table 21); •·· · ··. · · 

··Wi 

ChapterS 92-317 CCS/CS/SB 94-Hl William£ Sadowski Affordable:HouslngAct <Preservation 2()()():Fundlng): 
. ·. . . 

+ Chapter 92-317 raised the documentar-Y tax on deeds and other instrumentS relating to real property or-Interests _· . 
therein from 60¢ to 70¢ per $100 face value; raised the documentarytax on stock certificates; bonds ancl·other. . 
financial notes from 32¢ to 35¢ per $1 oo face value; and reVIsed· the distribution formula for doeumer:rtary tax• . 
proceeds as follows: · · · · · ·· 

.. 71 ;29% to General. Revenue Fund (previously 76.21% - decreaseS' on 7/1/95 to 62~63%) . 
. 5;84% to Conservation and Recreation'Lands Trust Fund (previously 6:56%) ·• 
.· 5:84%. to Water Management Lands. Trust Fund (SOR; previously 6;56%)' 

7.56% to Land Acq~Trust Fund (gen. LATF purposes; previously 8A9%) _ . ._ . : · . . · 
1.94%'to LATF, with 40% for·landmanagement & development, arid 60% for SOC b()nddebt service .. 
· · (previously 2.18% @ 40:6o) . ._ · ·. . .. · · · .. ·. -· · .. · ·. · · . · · · ' 
7:53% to State Housing Trust Fund (new funding- increases on 7/1/95 to 16.19%) ·

1 . ' . . . . . )·' 

Thus, the overall effect of the tax Increase for real estate documents superseded the reduction In the pe~centage. . ·. 
. _ allOcated to-CARL such thatthe.amount of funds directly depositeddntothe CARL Trust Fund lncreasecLfrom . . .· · . 
. ·. ·. < 3;936¢ ·to .4Jl88¢ · per $100. However,· the overall·· effect Of ··the tax ·Increase for• financial documents did nof- ·. · 

. . supersede the reduction in the ·percentage allocated to CARL; thUSi the amount of funds directly deposited _Into . 
. the CARl Trust Fund decreased .from-2;0992¢ to 2.044¢ per $1 00; Because the bulk of documentary taXes,are • ·· 
. derived from real estate transactions as opposed to financial transactions, the .CARL Trust Fund ·should receive:. 
greater funding •under the revised tax structure; · · · · · 

• More important than the increase in percentage of documentary .• tax· revenues for CARL; .co.nsidering tile recent 
· economy and its effects on documentary tax revenues, is ttie fact that . the Increase· in~ d0C:li111entary · taxes 

. . provided $11: million to fund the··firstyear's·debt service for thethird·year•ofPreservatlon •. 2000·(with-•the 
. . .. · .. · .. contingency that the third series not be Sold untO 2/1/93). Therefore; fundingJol'theCARL program; a ~jor ' . 

'benefactor of Preservation 2000, is substantially ·improved for the third • straight year (see Tables 17 aoo:21). ·· · 

.· · < · Chapter 92.;326 CSB280-H) 1992•93ApDroprlatlons Implementation ·Act: . 

. Retains the current distribution formu18 for Preservation 2000 bond· funds• (see• Table 15;' page 24); allows the:·-··· .. 
Division of Recreation and Parks, during FY 1992-93, to use CARL funds to manage lands that were not acquired 

· under the CARL program (see non-recurring management costs in Table 21); and allows the Board to.acqulre 
. Resolution Trust Corporation· properties with CARL funds,. with the. condltlcirl that the CARL:Trtist Fund would . 
be reimbursed if subsequently appropriated· by the legislature; . . .· .· . . 

TABLE 21:. 

DESCRIPTION . 

Division of Historical Resources: 
Archaeological Inventories . 

· San Luis Historic Site · 
Division of Forestry. 
Game and F1sh. Commission . 
Division of Recreation and Parks:· 

recurring· 
non-recurring --

a 
b 

Amount available for land &cquisltiona substantially less- see Table 17. · 
Debt Service in the amount of $11 million for Preservation 2000 Year-3 was appropriated fron'ilATF, effectlv8 2/1/93: anOther 
$50 million was appropriated from LATF for Preservation 2000 Year-1 and Year-2. . · · · 
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Chaoter 92-288 CHB 315-H) Public Lands: 

+ Enacted the legislation recommended by the Land Acquisition Advisory Council In the Florida Preservation 2000 
Needs. Assessment {see page · 27) and· those recommended by the DMsion of· State Lands to facilitate land 
acquisition ·procedures. Among the most important actions affecting the CARL program are the following: 

• Revises §201.02{6), F.S., to exempt 501 {c){3) nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is the 
preservation of natural resources from being required to pay documentary· stamp taxes for properties they 
assign, transfer, or otherwise dispose to the Board of Trustees, to . any state agency, to any water 
management district, or to any local government. 

• Revises §253.023, F.S., changing the CARL acquisition criteria and public purposes {see page 1 ), and adds 
a new subsection {4) which requires that each CARL project qualify for a state-designated use even if they 
are being proposed for management by a non-state entity. Clarifies the State policy for acquiring natural 
resource lands; declares that CARL projects will be managed for the purposes for which they were acquired; 
authorizes DNR to issue •interim assignment letters• to managers of CARL projects prior to· the execution 
of a formal lease; and requires additional management and cost information in the management plans to 
be submitted to the Board. 

• Revises the renumbered §253;023{11), F.S., to require that at least 15% of the CARL Trust Fund is reserved 
for management purposes, Including in lieu of ad valorem tax payments to .counties {see below). Beginning· 
in FY. 1993-94, the.· amount set aside for management 111creases each year· that the Preservation 2000 · 
program is funded; I.e., 15% of CARL funds or an amount equivalent to 1% of the cumulative total amount 
of funds ever deposited in the Aorida Preservation 2000 Trust Fund, whichever Is greater, will. be set aside 
for management related expenses. Thus, when the third series of P-2000 bonds are sold, the total set aside 
for management should be about 1% of $810 million {1% * $270 ·million.* 3) or approximately $8.1 million. 
Under the provisions of this act, the Legislature should have set aside 15% · of CARL funds for land 
management purposes during FY 1992-93; but,. due to budget shortfalls within the. DMslon. of Recreation 
and Parks, they appropriated approximately 23% of the projected CARL revenues for management purposes · 
{see Table 21). · 

• Added a new subsection {c) to the renumbered §253.023{11 ~. F.S., requiring that 20% of the CARL funds 
reserved for management be reserved by the Board for interim management purposes, and to be available 
Immediately upon purchase and until a management plan is completed. 

• Added a new subsection {d) to the renumbered §253.023{11 ), F.S., requiring that 25% of the CARL funds 
reserved for management be reserved by the Board for payment in lieu of taxes to qualifying counties for 
actual tax losses Incurred as a result of Board-approved Preservation 2000 acquisitions for state agencies. 
Payment In lieu of taxes are available to counties that: {1) have a population of 75,000 or less and levy an 
ad valorem tax of at least 9 mills; or {2) have a population of 75,000 or less and the amount of the tax lost 
from all Preservation 2000 acquisitions In the county exceeds 0.01% of the county's total taxable value; or 
(3) have a population of less than 100,000 which contain all or a portion of an area of critical state concern 
designated pursuant to Chapter 380, F.S. Payments to counties will be prorated if .insufficient funds are 
available. 

• Revises §253.025, F.S., to (1) raise the minimum value of property that must undergo two state appraisals 
from $250,000 to $500,000; {2) allow the DMsion of State Lands to share confidential appralsal·lnformation 
with oubllc agencies [including the federal government] and nonprOfit conservation organizations that agree 
to maintain the confidentiality of appraisal information when joint acquisition of property is contemplated1or 
has been agreed to in writing; and allowing the Division to use appraisals obtained by these entities when 
the appraiser was selected from the Division's list of appraisers, and the appraisal is reviewed and approved 
by the Division; {3) allow the Board to waive the two-year negotiations requirement for parcels to be 
acquired at 125% of state-appraised value when the Board has di.rected DNR to exercise eminent domain 
authority [see page 27]; (3) allow the Board to accept land donations even when the title is nonmarketable 
when their acceptance is In the public Interest; and {4) allows the Board to use up to 15% of the 
Preservation 2000 funds allocated to the CARL program to acquire lands listed or placed at auction by the 
federal government as part of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation sale of lands from failed banks [in 
addition to Resolution Trust Corporation lands]. 

• Revises §259.035, F.S., clarifying the information necessary for CouncH approval(of projects to be lncl~ed 
on the CARL priority list; eliminating the requirement for preparation of the Florida Preservation 2000 Needs 
Assessment (see page 27); and eliminating the requirement that the CouncD review and approve the 
lnholdlngs and additions list developed by the Division of Recreation and Parks. 

• Amends §259.101, F.S., revising the Preservation 2000 acquisition criteria for the CARL program and the 
water management districts' Save Our Rivers program {Addendum VII). 

Chapter 92-109 CSB 1180) Board of Trustees of the Internal ImProvement Trust fund: 

+ Allows the Division of State Lands to retain up to $500,000 from the sale of surplus lands for administration costs 
Oncluding appraisal, sales, property management, staffing, and other costs). Remaining funds derived from the 
sale of surplus lands, when available, are still deposited in the CARL Trust Fund. 

\ 
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GeneratActivHies of the Advlsory~Council:. 19$2 <, · 
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. ,,. ·.' 

In addition to Advisory CouncU activlties·presetitetfon:pag~·13~t~:-23:and In Addend~tm~ndiii!:',tl)e·~fY:dciti~cD ~~ · · > ''. ·. 

was 8180 Involved with several other CARL related activities. Some·ofthe mOst lmportant'aetivilies;'Nere:·::c' . . ' . 

+. . On Augu~ 20, 1992, the Council adopted.aPo/icy for Amending the BoundarieS ofExlsti~g CARL P;ofects.· .-This ·· · 
policy was prepared· in response to the large·number of propOsed amendments of•large tracts of land to·exlsting 
CARL projects (see Table 12). The policy applies six criteria to decide when a proposed boundary moctlficatlon .··. 

· .. can be considered by the Council· {Addendum XI); ·It also listS .five faCtorsthat.staff, will consider When;· 
· . developing recommendations for or agair1st ·a ;proposed boundary mOdification; · · · ·. · · · 

, + · .. •. On December 1 o, 1992, the Council evaluatect the CARL projects'to·determlne.'.vt:tich bf. the projects .qualified•·, : . 
.. for funding under the Preservatlon·2000 program; All of the projects onthe:199:)iCARL priority list qualify for: ··· .. 

.. ··.· .. PreserVation 2000 funding {Addendum VII); . The Council also revlewectthe~:1992':PcriorltyJist proj~ and,new 
·• · projects for conformance tothe revised CARL public purposes and to establish: state designated uses for. each 
. project {Addenda. VIII & IX). The8e reeValuations were conducted in resJ)Qnse to reVisions to• §253:023 ~nd 

§259.101, Rorlda Statutes (see page'31). · · ·.·. · · · · ·.. · 
. . . . ..· ... 

On April7 •. · 1992, the Council adopt9d a Management Issues Paper (see Addetldum: X); Management, lsslies·> ...•. ~ .•. •·· ... 
addressed· in the paper were ·.discussed< during the June 28,· NoVember· 22;' and ···D~JYlber 6; 199l;.COuncU: · ·. 

·· ·· meetings· and. during the .. September. 17 ,·· 1991, · worl<shop •. · .. The. prlmarylssue;addressed In·· the Managerrrent:. 
Issues Paper· was·. the procedures . for· selecting, a. recommended lead' management· agj!nqy. tor. n&w>CARL 

. projeCts. PreviouSly, selection of recommended managers Was accompllshed.duiing projecta.S8e~l11ent The . . · 
····~·· new procedure delays this recommend~tlon untO after asSesSment, duringq)rpjecf:de,sign an8JYSi~S:i- D~ring ·· 
. < assessm~ staff develops a list.ofacqulsitlon and management·goals and objeCtiVes'S,peeiflc to eaph.proposed 
··• ·acquisition project. ·.Managers are then asked· to· prepare proposed< management concepts for~projects·they, 

would like to manage. When two or more agencies are Interested .In managing:Jhe· ~me site, they rrieeuo .... 
determine Ita consensus management concept can be obtained; •If not, the AcJyis()ry Q:)uncil meets to· reSOlve 

• . the conflict. SlmUarly, the. CouncU recommends ·managers for projects iri which no; agency·· has shown a • 
· •· management Interest, and they review and may revise the proposed management ooncepts:prepared.by·the · 

. . .. . management agencies. The Council:s proposed management cOilcepts for·new projects are then iipprovectas 
·· a c()mponentof the project design. · · · · · · · · ·· · · ·. ·· · 

+ · On NoVember 20~ 1992, the Council employed the basic premis8s for selectlng:management' agencieS (see 
· · .. aboVe) to review management assignments for projects on the 1992 ;Priority list · The recorniTlendecf. . , 

management agencies remained the same for the majority of the 1992 CARI£projects; but·aJew were'changed . 
·. to: (1) reflect reorganiZations within the Department Of Natui"aa;Resources, {2) to shift oversight management'. · 

·· ·.· responsibilities for a few projects that are proposed to be managed by non-state entities, or'(3) to reeomm&nd · 
. managemerit:by local governments {Addendum. IX). On November 20;:.1992;:the CouncU ~so discusseci'the·· 
. need. to~ develop a policy to .control the use. of CARL management funds by. non~state: entitles~ $taff plans to•.· : .. 

·.·. develop a policy statement to address this issueln 1993.. · · · · · 

· .· · + .. Several project designs assigned by the. Advisory Council or requested by. ntember8· of'the CouncU,remain to 
be completed (Table 22). · · · · · · · · 

TABLE 22: · PrniACt nac:inl"'lc: A•~:.c:lr,na.rt 

PROJECT NAME . • 

NOTE: See Table 1-2 for additional assessment/design assignments. 

. Department ·of Natural Resources Activities: ·1992 · · 

In addition to acquisition, Board,. and Advisory Council activities described previously, the Department of Natural. 
Resources·. (DNA) has also been Involved ·with· several other ·CARL ·related aCtivities:· · · 

+ The DNR continued to refine Its procedures for evaluating, selecting and ranking CARL projects. The DNR CARL 
. advisory con1mittee (composed of the Assistant Executive Director and the two Deputy ASsistant Executive 
· Directors) ·1"1"~ several times to discuss CARL issues and to recommend DNR positions; policies and votes as 

·.··.: 
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a member of the U.nd Acquisition Advisory Council. The Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan evaluation 
matrix of CARL projects (Addendum IV), the Aorlda Natural Areas_lnventory evaluation matrix (Addendum V) 
and other pertinent information were used to guide the DNR advisory commmee through the CARL decision 
making processes. 

+ The Bureau of U.nd Acquisition,· the Division of State U.nds, and the U.nd Acquisition Planning Section 
continued to develop and update computer databases for routinely tracking all steps in the evaluation, selection, 
mapping, appraisal, and acquisition processes. The use of these databases and planning programs should 
substantially Increase the efficiency of the CARL program and the accuracy of Information disseminated. 

+ As part of the FNAI contract, the Department Is requiring that the ecological charrette map prepared for the 
Florida Preservation 2000 Needs Assessment (see page 29) be refined at the level of the regional planning 
councils (RPCs). Workshops are being planned for three RPCs during FY 1992-93, while workshops will be 
scheduled In FY 1993-94 for the remaining eight RPCs. The primary purpose for conducting these workshops 
is to gather and exchange information about Aorida's most significant natural resource areas and their resource 
protection needs. The RPCs were selected as the forums for accomplishing this goal primarily to encourage 
more local contributions to the identification of priority acquisition areas and to Improve coordination with local 
and regional government planning staffs who often are responsible for recommending regulations or other 
protective measures for areas with important natural resources. By exchanging Information on significant natural 
areas and local· regulations regarding their use, the state can better determine acquisition priorities and ·local 
governments can be apprised· of resource protection needs. 

CONCLUSION 

With the passage of the Preservation 2000 Act, the ·State of Rorida has one of the most aggressive conservation and 
recreation land acquisition programs in the United States. In the . past twenty years . Rorlda has spent over 
$1.65 billion to conserve over 1.33 million acres of lands for environmental, recreational and· related purposes. 
Rorlda has accomplished this feat through several programs, including the Environmentally Endangered U.nds, 

·Outdoor Recreation, Save· Our Coasts, Save Our _Rivers, Conservation and. Recreation U.nds (CARL), and .the 
recently established Preservation 2000 program. The CARL program alone is responsible for the acquisition of nearfy 
334,000 acres at a cost of over $650 million since 1980. The success of the CARL program can be seen throughout 
Rorlda in such areas as North Key Largo Hammocks, Cayo Costa Island, U.ke Arbuckle, Crystal River, Guana River, 
Fort San Luis, and Escambla Bay Bluffs, to name only a few. 

The CARL program has evolved substantially since its inception in 1979. In general,· it has grown much more 
. complex In order to equitably consider and evaluate the numerous CARL applications and proposals received 
annually. The necessity for further land. acquisition, and especially acquisition on such a highly selective basis, 
confronts Aorida's CARL program with two major problems. First is the matter of cost: Virtually all land in Aorida 
today Is expensive, and the long-range cost trend will continue to be upward. Moreover, the areas In which land 
acquisition is most urgently needed are often the more heavily populated parts of the state - where the real estate 
market· is more active,. and .where land· prices are already at a premium.·. The second. problem Is that of competition 

· for these choice lands. It is closely related to the first problem, as other land uses and land speculation generally 
increase property values. However, the problem of competition for lands is even more critical than that of cost, 
because the results are usually irrevocable - once a prime conservation area is developed for residential, industrial, 
commercial or agricultural uses, it is effectively lost as a possible conservation and recreation land. 

The increased funding that was authorized by the 1990, 1991 and 1992 Aorida Legislatures under the Aorida 
Preservation 2000 program is a clear indication of Aorida's commitment to the acquisition of conservation and 
recreation lands. This commitment, if continued, should be sufficient to accomplish many of the goals of the CARL 
program. The current CARL list includes properties whose cumulative tax value is over $1 billion. This amount could 
easily translate into $2 billion In real estate on the 1993 CARL list Numerous other projects also have been identified 
as important to the state's efforts to preserve its natural resources and scenic beauty but remain in jeopardy due 
to insufficient funding. 

With Preservation 2000 the projected income for the CARL program alone during this decade could be close to 
$2 billion. CARL funds will most assuredly be supplemented by local government acquisition funds, as more than 
16 local governments have passed referenda to raise over $615 million for the acquisition of conservation and 
recreation lands. Additionally, the increased funding under the Preservation 2000 program for the Save Our Rivers, 
Aorlda Communities Trust, Rorida Rails to Trails, and agency lnholdlngs and additions programs will mean that the 
CARL program is no longer the only funding source for many worthy projects. Without Preservation 2000 funding, 
many important state, regional, and local projects wUI be lost forever to other uses. 

The CARL program. Is continually being reevaluated and modified to achieve the state's goals and objectives for 
conserving its dwindling natural and cultural resources. The development pressures under which these resources 
are continually subjected are Intensifying as the. population within the State of Aorida continues to grow at the 
alanning rate of nearty 900 new residents each day. The CARL program, alone, cannot compete with these ever 
increasing pressures. Thus, the concerted efforts of state, federal, and local governments, and of non-profit 
conservation organizations and local land trusts are required in order to accomplish the goals and objectives of the 
state's land acquisition programs. 
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1993 CONSERVATION AND RECREATION LANDS PRIORITY UST 

1. North Key Largo Hammocks {Monroe County) • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • . . • • • • . • • • • • . • • • . • • . • • • • . • . . • • • • • • • • • • 39 
2. Topsail Hill (Walton County) ••••...••.••••..••..•.•.•••••••••••••••••• ,·. • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 42 
3. Semlnole Sprlng~t,IWoods (Lake County) .•...•••....•.....••..••••..••••••••••• ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 45 
4. Lake Wales Ridge Eooayatema (Highlands/Polk Counties) • . • • • . • . • • .. • .. • • • • • • • • • .. .. • • • • • . • • • . • .. .. • 48 
5. Archie Carr Sea Turtle Refuge (Brevard/Indian River Qountlea) . . . . . . . . • . . . . • . . . .. . . . . . • . .. . . .. • . • . .. . • • 58 
6. Catfish Creek (Polk County) . . . . • . . . • • . • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 65 
7. Longleaf Pine Ecosystems (HernandofVoluala/Marlon Countiea)) • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 88 
8. Crystal River (Citrus County) • . • • • • . • . . . • • • • • • • • • . • • . • • • • . • • • • • • . • . • . • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • 72 
9. Rookery Bay (Collier County) • . . . • . • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • . • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 76 

10. Rorida'a Rrat Magnitude Springs (BayfHern./Jack./lafay.f!Aon/IAvyf&Jw.fWou.fWaah. Counties) ••.•••.••••• 79 
11. Tropical Rywaya (Monrot County) •• ·. . . . . . • • • . . . • . . • • . • • • • . . . . . • . . • . • . • . • . . . • . • • . . . • . • . . . • • • . • • • 88 
12. Sebastian Creek (Brevard/Indian River Counties) ••••••.•••••••••••.••••••••••.••.•.•••.•• : • • • • • • • • • 92 
13. Blackwater River (Santa ROsa County) . . . • • • • • • • . . . • • . . • • • . • . • . • • . • . • . • • • • • • • . • . • • • . • . • • . • • • • • • • • 95 
14. Saddle Blanket Lake Scrub (Polk County) . • . • . . • . . • . . . . • . . . . . • • . . • • • . . . • • . • . • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 98 
15. Apalachicola River (Gadsden/Uberty/Calhoun Counties) ••.•.••..•.•••••..•. , •.•..••••.•••••••••••••• 102 
16. St. Joseph Bay (Gulf County} •..••.•••••.•••••••••.••.••..•••.••••.•.••••••••••••••••••••••••• 109 
17. Green Swamp (Lake/Polk Counties) ••.••.••••••.•••.••••••..• , ••••..•••••••••••.••••••••••••••• 112 
18. Wekiva-Ocala Connector (L.akefVolusia Counties) .. · ••••••••••••••.••••.•••••••.••.•.•••.•.••• , ••••• 117 

· ·19. Tate's Hell Carrabelle Tract (Franklin/Uberty Counties) ••••••••..•...•.....•••••••••.•••••.•• , ••••••• 121 
20. Charlotte Harbor Ratwooda (Charlotte/IAe Counties) •..•..•.•..•••••.•.••..•.•...••.••••••.•••••••• 124 
21. Suwannee Buffers (Columbiaf&Jwannee Counties) •..••••••...•..••••..•..••.•.•....••......•••.••• 127 
22. Coupon Bight/Kay Deer (Monroe County) .•• : •...•.••••••••••••.•••..•....••. , .••••••.••••••••••• 130 
23. Wacissa/Aucilla River Sinks (JeffersonjTaylor Counties) •..••......•..•...••••• , •••.• , • ~ ••••.••••••••• 137 
24. Boniah Creek (Putnam/Clay Counties) •...•..•...•.•.•...••••...•••••....••...•..•..••.••••••••• 140 
25. Horse Creek Scrub (Polk County) ..•......•......•.••.••••••••••.•.•....•..•.•.•.•......•..•..• 143 
'26. Paynes Prairie (Alachua County) •....••.....••...•••.•.•..•.••••••.•••.....•.•.•.•••••..• , ••..• 148 
27. Wekiva River Buffers (Seminole County) ••.....•...••..•.•... · ••..•••.••.•••.•..••.••.••... · ..•••••• 149 
28. Econ-St. Johne River Corridor (Seminole/Orange Counties) •......•...••.•.....•••....••••••.•..•.•••• 152 
29. Lake George (Voluaia/Putnam County) ..•.......••••.. , •••.••.••••••••••• ; .•.•...••• , .••••.•.••• 155 
30. Peacock Slough (Suwannee County) .... ~ ..••••••.....•...••.•.•••.•..••••.....•• · •••••...•.••••. 158 
31. Hammocks of the Lower Keys (Monroe County) •....•.•..••.• , .••••...••.•....•...••••••.•.•.•.••• 161 
32. Highlands Hammock .Addition (Highlands County) •..•.....•.•....••..•.••..•••••.•••.•••.••••••••.• 165 
33. Waccasessa Rats (Gilchrist County) .....••...••••••••.••••.•••••••••..••••••...•.•••.••••••••.• 168 
34. Pohit Washington (Walton County) ....•••..•.•.••••.••••..••••••••••.••••........•.••.••••••••• 171 
35. Pinhook Swamp (Baker/Columbia Counties) .....•.....••.•...••.•.•••.•.••••..•.....•.••••••••••• 174 
36. Scrub Jay Refugia (Brevard County) .•....•.•.•.•.•••••••.••.••••......•••..•.....•.....•••••••• 177 
'$1. North Indian River (VoluslafBrevard Counties) ...•..••••.....•...•.•...••.•.•.••..••.•.•.•..••••••• 180 
38. Dunn's Creek (Putnam County) •..••....•.••••....•. , •.....••••••••.•...••.••.••.••••••••••••••• 183 
·39. Myakka Prairies (Sarasota County) ....•...••••.•.•.••.•..••••••.•..•..•.••••••••••••••.••.•.••. 186 
40. Heather Island (Marion County) •••.......•.•.•.•...........•.••.•..••.•••••••••.•..••••.••••••• 189 
41. Jupiter Ridge (Palm Beach County) .•.•.• : . ••••.••••••••••.•••••.••••••••••••••.•••••.•••••••••• 192 
42. South Savannas (St. lucie/Martin Counties) .•.•. , •..••••••....••.•••••••••••.•••••••.•••••••••••. 195 
43. Corkscrew Regional Ecosystem Watershed (Collier County) ..••••••••••••••••..•...••••...•••••••••••• 199 
44. Maritime Hammock Initiative (Brevard County) ••.•••.......•.•••..••••.•••••••••••.••••.•••••••••. 202 
45. Fakahatchee Strand (Collier County) ......•.....•.••.••...•.•.•••••••..•••.•••..•••••••••••••••• 205 
46. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands (Dade County) •.....•••.•.•...••••.•.•••......••••••....•••••• 209 
47. Pal-Mar (Martin/Palm Beach County) ••..•.•....••....•.•.•••.•••••• -· •••••..••.•••••..••.•••••••• 215 
48. Belle Meade {Collier County) ..•.•.......•.•. , .................••••... -.••..•••••. _ .........•.•.. 218 
49. Yellow River Ravines (Santa RoaafOkaloosa Counties) ........•........••.••.•...•.•.••••...•••.••••• 221 
50. St. Martin's River (Citrus County) ........••..•.•....•....•...•••. ; ..•••••.••••...•.....•.••••••• 224 
51. Charlotte Harbor (CharlottefiAe Counties) ...••.••.••..••••.••...•••.......•..•.•.•••••••••••••••• 227 
52. Save Our Everglades (Collier County) ...•..•.••..••.•.......•••.•••••••••••..•.•.•••...••••••••• 230 
53. Lower Econlockhatchee (Seminole Countyt ••...•..•..•• , •••.•..••••..•..••.•••.••••••..•••.•••••• 235 
54. Garcon Point (Santa Rosa County) ...............•.•..•.. ~ ••..•..•.•••••.••••...•••.......•.•.. 238 
55. Warea Archipelago {Lake/Osceola Counties) , .•...•.•..•••.•.••••••..•••••••.••••••.••••.••.•.•••• 241 
56. Hixtown Swamp (Madlaion County~ .•••........•..•••.•••..•..••.•.•..•••...•.•••••••.•..••••••• 245 
57. !Avy County Forest/Sandhills (!Avy County) ...•...•••..•••.. ~ ..••.....•••••.••..•••••.••••••••••• 248 
58. Homosassa ReservefWalker Property (Citrus County) ...........•.•••.••••••.••..•.••••••••.•••••••• 251 
59. Silver River (Marion County) ..•..•.•...........••...•...•.•..•.......•.....•..•......••••••..• 254 
60. Emeralda Marsh (Lake County) .........•••...•.•...•....•....•••••....••...•.•••••••.••••••••• 25T 
61. Julington/Durbin Peninsula (Duvai/St. Johns Counties) .............................................. 260 
62. Waddell's Mill Pond (Jackson County) •.......•.•..•••.....•.•..•...••.••••••••......•.•...•••••• 263 
63. Pineola Fern Grotto (Citrus County) .•.....•..•.••....•........••.....•..•••....•.•....•.••.•••.•• 266 
64. _East Evergladea (Dade County) ..•..••.......•....••••.•....••.•••.....••••.•.•....•..••••••••• 269 
65. Cayo Costa Island (IAe County) .....•........•.•••• · ••.•••...•.•....•••..•••.•••...•..••••.•••• .272 
66. Big Bend Coast Tract (Taylor/Dixie Counties) .•.....•......••••••••..••.••.........••.•••••••••••. 276 
67. RotenbergerfSeminole Indian Landa (Palm BeachfBroward Counties) ••••••••••••••..••..•......•••••.•• 283 
68. St. Michael's Landing (Bay County) .....•..........•.......•..•••••.•. , ..••..••..•••••••••..••••• 286 
69. Estero Bay (IAe County) .....•...........•......••.•.•.•.•.•.•••...•••••••.....•..•.••..••.•• 289 
70. Cedar Key Scrub (IAvy County) •••.•....••..•••...•.••.•..••.••...•....•.•..•...••.•••..••...•• 292 
71. Withlacoochee State Forest .Addition (Sumter County) .•.......••.•••••.••••..••••.••••••.•.....••..• 295 
72. Twelve Mile Swamp (St. Johns County) , , ....•••. , .............•..•..•...•........•.• , •••.••..•.• 298 
73. Alderman's Ford .Addition (Hillsborough County) .....••..•...........•...•..•.•.•.••...••.•.•.•.••• 301 
74. Enchanted Forest (Brevard County) .•........•..•.•...•.•.•••.•••...•.•••........•.....•••••••.• 304 
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1993 CUMMULATIVE VALUES AND ACREAGES ~ 
ACREAGE+ REMAINING REMAINING CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 

PROJECT ACQUIRED ACREAGE TAX VALUE TAX VALUE ACREAGE 

c 1 North Key Largo Hammocks 2,211 998 $9,021,744 $9,021,744 998 

c 2 Topsail Hill 366 1,144 11,044,()28 20,065,772 2.142 
WR 3 Seminole SprlngajWoods 7,381 10,727 14,838,800 34,904,572 12,869 
* 4 Lake Wales Ridge Ecosystems 1,309 31,171 32,585,775 67,490,347 44,040 

*C 5 Archie Carr Sea Turtle Refuge 30 917 10,000,000 77,490,347 44,957 
6 Catflah Creek 1,136 5,286 5,665,640 83,155,987 50,243 
1 Longleaf Pine Ecosystem .0. 18,188 31,523,742 114,679,729 68,431 

MC 8 Crystal River 2,440 12,318 13,257,061 127,936,790 80,749 
MC 9 Rookery Bay 1,153 10,853 13,756,000 141,692.790 91,602 
*t 10 Florida's Ftrst Magnitude Springs .0. 5,005 11,028,542 152,721,332 96,607 

11 Tropical Flyways .0. 1,750 30,000,000 182,721,332 98.357 

I 
M 12 Sebastian Creek .0. 7,155 6,835,950 189,557,282 105,512 
* 13 Blackwater River .0. 14,296 7,609,875 197,167,157 119,808 

14 Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 78 800 618,520 197,785,677 120,608 

• 15 Apalachicola River .0. 10,492 6,345,457 204,131,134 131,100 

c 16 St. Joseph Bay Buffer .0. 6,941 3,854,140 207,985,274 138,041 
mpt * 17 Green Swamp .0. 69,600 82,500,000 290,485,274 207,641 J *t MWR 18 Wekiva-Ocala Connector .0. 28,050 26,701,500 317,186,774 235,691 

1 
*t c 19 Tate's Hell Carrabelle Tract .0. 214,520 57,276,840 374,463,614 450,211 

20 Charlotte Harbor FlatwoOds .0. 18,608 27,881,013 402,344,627 468,819 

• 21 Suwannee Buffers .0. 16,356 13,099,431 415,444,058 485,175 
*mpC 22 Coupon Bight/Key Deer 216 1,343 7,588,761 423,032,819 486,518 l *70% 23 Waclssa/Aucllla River Sinks 13,179 10,114 6,051,140 429,083,959 496,632 
* 24 Etonlah Creek .0. 55,237 39,500,560 468,584,519 551;869 

• 25 Horse Creek Scrub .0. 2,365 3,330,698 471,915,217 554,234 j 
*70% 26 Paynes Prairie 203 5,660 7,386,740 479,301 ,957 559,894 j tWA 27 Wekiva Aiver Buffers .0. 974 13,063,229 492,365,186 560,868 

• 28 Econ-St. Johns River Corridor .0. 13,573 8,664,351 501 ,029,543 574,441 
Mt 29 Lake George 19,312 21,045 9,848,771 510,878,314 595,486 

• 30 Peacock Slough 647 2.386 1,755,179 512,633,493 597,872 

1 
*C 31 Hammocks of the Lower Keys .0. 5,404 11,886,750 524,520,243 603,276 

32 Highlands Hammock Addition 890 4,608 1,340,000 525,860,243 607,884 
33 Waccasassa Flats .0. 44,846 6,183,000 532,043,243 652,730 

c 34 Point Washington 18,000 4,400 16,065,922 548,109,165 657,130 J 

• 35 Plnhook Swamp 30,993 39,015 21,762,650 569,871,815 696,145 
1 • 36 Scrub Jay Refugla .0. 8,178 53,319,683 623,191,498 704,323 

tC 37 North Indian River 1,167 19,000 7,924,294 631,115,792 723,323 
Mt 38 Dunne Creek 3,180 5,786 4,753,614 635,869,406 729,109 

• 39 Myakka Prairies 8,238 11,848 4,040,168 639,909,574 740,957 

•• 40 Heather Island . 4,400 9,958 13,997,000 653,906,574 750,915 
Mt 41 Jupiter Ridge .0. 2B7 18,369,138 672,275,712 751,202 
*70% 42 South Savannas 4,541 1,466 8,371,673 680,647,385 752,668 

I • 43 Corkscrew. Reg. Eco. Watershed .0. 18,205 10,000,000 690,647,385 770,873 j tMC 44 Maritime Hammock Initiative 78 538 22,913,830 713,561,215 771,411 
mp 45 Fakahatohee Strand 60,579 13,795 5,517,900 719,079,115 185,206 l • 46 Tropical Hamocks Of The Redlands 10 199 4,220,895 723,300,010 785,405 
* 47 Pal-Mar .o- 32,137 46,334,231 769,634,241 817,542 
mp 48 Belle Meade .0. 40,846 62,933,000 832,567,241 858,388 

0 i • 49 Yellow River Ravines .0. 10,457 4,867,900 837,435,141 868,845 
*MC 50 St. Martins River 8,869 5,172 5,979,743 843,414,884 874,017 'I 
M70%C 51 Charlotte Harbor 1,366 5,018 2,018,086 845,432,970 879,035 l 
*mp 52 Save Our Everglades 142,884 59,463 33,118,800 878,551 '770 938,498 

• 53 L.owerEconlockharohee 4,164 9,915 11,016,390 889,568,160 948,413 
tC 54 Garcon Point 1,864 820 1,364,654 890,932,814 949,233 

55 Warea Archipelago .0. 1,()20 4,548,345 895,481,159 950,253 
*t 56 Hlxtown Swamp .0. 23,057 9,542,837 905,023,996 973,310 

57 Levy County ForestfSandhllls 43,022 11,522 4,239,298 909,263,294 984,832 
*MC 58 Homosassa ReaervefWalker Property 7,265 1,312 1,313,793 910,577,087 986,144 
70% 59 Silver River 2,241 912 13,330,000 923,907,087 987,056 

• 60 Emeralda Marsh 6,030 4,470 6,621,179 930,528,266 991,526 
*M 61 Julington/Durbln Peninsula .0. 4,580 1,277,725 931,805,991 996,106 
* 62 Waddell's Mill Pond .0. 2,776 1,808,070 933,614,061 998,882 

63 Pineola Fem Grotto ..().. 453 1,294,135 934,908,196 999,335 
*mp 64 East Everglades 28,554 72,009 23,042.880 957,951,076 1,071,344 
M70% mp C 65 Cayo Costa 1$1and 1,587 345 5,455,461 963,406,537 1,071,689 
M70%C 66 Big Bend Coast Tract .68,009 11,676 3,461,000 966,867,537 1,083,365 
* mp 70% 67 Rotenberger /Seminole Indian Lands 30,390 9,349 4,674,500 971,542.037 1,092,714 
c 68 St. Michael's Landing .0. 364 4,766,840 976,308,877 1,093,078 
MC 69 Estero Bay 5,494 10,290 13,126,250 989,435,127 1,103,368 
c 70 Cedar Key Scrub 4,988 3,296 684,000 990,119,127 1,108,664 

71 Wlthlacoochee Additions .0. 3,900 5,604,000 995,723,127 1,110,584 

• 72 Twelve Mile Swamp .0. 26,315 12,754,413 1,008,477,540 1,136,879 

• 73 Alderman's Ford Addition 716 363 2,419,614 1,010,897,154 1,137,242 

• 74 Enchanted Forest 237 177 1,641,498 1 ,012,538,652 1,137,419 
*M 75 St. Johns River .0. 8,290 1,022,000 1 ,013,560,652 1,145,709 

• 76 Yamato Scrub 222 25 4,716,670 1 ,018,277,322 1,145,734 
MC 77 Hutchinson Island (Blind Creek) .0. 352 4,724,150 1,023,001 ,472 1,146,086 
*WR70% 78 B.M.K.Ranch 5.187 2,449 ·3,167,764 1,026,169,236 1,148,535 

• 79 Miami Rockridge Pinelands 105 185 3,781,354 1,029,950,590 1,148,720 
*MC 80 Barnacle Addition .0. 1 3,463,000 1,033,413,590 1,148,727 
MtC 81 Cockroach Bay 103 3 233,000 1,033,646,590 1,148,730 

82 Lstchworth Mounds 79 383 180,502 1,033,827,092 1,149,113 
M 83 • North Fork St. Lucie River 981 369 438,225 1,034,265,317 1,149,482 
M70%C 84 Chaasahowitzka Swamp 1~,815 4,514 2,763,471 1,037,028,788 1,153,996 
~ lnitiallvaa (I!!! Addendum~: OIMr Noles: 
mp - mul1i-pan:el Cld8gory (former &arglades calegoly) * - Plutial funds expa11dad or COIIMiilllled flam olhar public eouroes. 
WR - Wekiva .... PnJiecl8. t - Bargain ~or Sharad Acquisition. 
70'1. - ProjOct Is at leasl 70'l. acquil8d. + - InclUdes al pubic lands .::quinld or under option. 
M Manalae prai8Ciion 8188. c - qualifies .. coaslallands. 
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PROJECT SUMMARIES 

The following project analyses summarize the information that is detailed more fully in the assessments and project 
designs for those projects that wer~ recommended by the Land Acquisition Advisory Council for the 1993 
Conservation and. Recreation Lands (CARL) Priority List. Each project summary contains: project name, county, 
acreage, . tax assessed value, and location map. The ·summaries also list or briefly describe each project's: 
(1) general location, (2) description ·of resources and primary acquisition purposes, (3) a summary· of proposed 
public use, recommended lead and cooperating management agencies, and general management objectives, 
(4) ownership, (5) vulnerability and endangerment, (6) acquisition planning, (7) estimated costs, and (8) project 
history. Additionally, some project summaries include categories entitled Eminent Domain, Resolutions, and Other · 
for projects which have legislative authority for condemnation, for those with governmental resolutions regarding their 
acquisition by the state, and for thase with significant additional Information, respectively. The following represents 
a brief explanation of each of the categories contained. in the project analyses: 

Acreage Acquired -Within the project boundaries, the number of acres ·acquired or under option by the state 
(options approved by the Governor and Cabinet), federal government, water management district, or local 
government. If a nonprofit organization has acquired acreage within the project but has not·yet transferred the 
property (in whole or In part) to the state, that acreage Is excluded frorn the Acreage Acquired. Such cases are 
identified with an asterisk(*) and are explained in the text of the project summary under Ownership andjor 
Coordination. 

Acreage Remaining - The number of acres in the project not yet acquired or under option to be acquired. 

Funds Expended or Encumbered - The amount of. funds spent or approved to be spent by the state, federal 
government, water management district, or local government on the acquisition of a project. If a. nonprofit 
organization has expended funds within a project, those funds are excluded from the Funds Expended or 
Encumbered, Such cases are identified with an asterisk (*) and are explained in the text of the project summary 
under Ownership and/or Coordination. ·. 

Remaining Tax Assessed Value - Retlects the county's tax assessed value of the acreage not yet acquired or under 
option to be acquired. Not all values are the most recent tax assessed values. Values for larger acreage tracts 
and those with numerous ownerships, including recorded and unrecorded subdivisions; are sometimes estimates · 
of tax values based on intorrnation from: (1) county property appraisers, or (2) average per acre and per lot 
tax values obtained from (a) project assessments, (b) project designs, and/or (c) the Real Estate Data, Inc., 
(REDI) Service. . 

Pro!ect Map - Identifies the project boundary; property within the project boundary ·that is state· owned or under 
option for state acquisition; and property within, adjacent, or near the project area that is .owned by another 
public agency or non-profit conservation organization. · 

Location - ListS the county and general geographic region In which the project Is situated; the distance from the 
nearest metropolitan area; the appropriate Roi'ida Senate and House districts; water management districts; and 
regional planning council jurisdictions. 

Resource Description - Brief synopsis of the significant resources located on the tract, Including: natural. 
communities, endangered species, archaeological or historical sites, game and nongame species, hydrological 
systems, recreational and timber management potential, etc. The primary acquisition purposes are also Included 
in this section (see also Addenda IV & VIII). 

Management Concept - Identifies the lead and, if appropriate, the cooperating state or local agencies recommended 
to manage the tract if acquired; and briefly describes the proposed uses and management practices for the 
project, including the state-designation under which the project will be managed. CARL projects may be 
managed as: State Parks, State Preserves, State Reserves, State Aquatic Preserves, State Botanical or 
Geological Sites, State Recreation Areas, State Archaeological or Historical Sites, Wildlife Management Areas, 
Wildlife Refuges, and State Forests. Under certain circumstances, they may also be managed as a County or 
City Nature Parks, Environmerltal Education Centers, etc., but they still must qualify for state designation (see 
Addendum IX). 

Management Costs - Past, current, and projected management and development costs for projects which are 
currently being managed; estimated start-up and recurring costs for projects not yet under current management. 
Some costs may Include areas outside the CARL project boundary If the CARL project is to be managed as a 
component . of a larger tract, while others may not report additional management costs under the same 
circumstances. Cost information Is categorized as: . salary = salaries of permanent employees, including fringe 
benefits; OPS = other personnel services ~.e., temporary employee costs); expense = costs of office supplies, 
fuel, utilities, tools, implements, and other expendable items valued at less than $500; OCO = operating capital 
outlay costs ~.e., costs· for equipment and machinery valued at greater than $500; and FCO = fixed capital 
outlay ~.e., costs for permanent structures, including buildings, paved roads, and other permanent facBitles. The 
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primary or propased sources of ~nagement funds are alsti::Jrldlcated as f()liows: CARL = COnserv&tl.<?,li·ancF 
Recreation Lands Trust Fund; GR, :;:General· Revenue Furid;. 1/TF =. lntemah:lnip~ement"T~st~'Func;J; 
LATF = land Acquisition Trust Fund;·MRqrF =·· Marlrie_f.l_8$0ur~ Corus~riaHon,!fY~F_o~·;:-s,or.j::·&·~stit~e··pa~. 
Trust Fund; TNC = The Nature CQnserva~cy;_,~¥¥T.f·'~"Water~Ma~g~elit,!:_ail(j~~Ti"u$t.'Flioo;'or·f8deral;-l~;: ·. 
or other funding sources thatshould'be~,.explanatory, ·._ , ·.· -~·~·:, .. :. · .. · · .. · .. _,._ ·· .. ··· ...•. · ,. 

·Vulnerability and Endangerment -·Describes the suseeptibility. of :the project to naturaL•and anthropogenic,, 
disturbances and the imminence or threat of such degradation. · 

. Acquisition Planning -:- Since the 1984-85 CARL evaluation cycle, the Land Acquisition AdvJs6ry Cour:~cil has.utiJized; : 

. . a. more lnter~sive, resource-oriented. eyaluation: pr()cedure for each project voted to be aSseSsed;;arid a·lllOf'e; . : 
techniCal~ acquisition-oriented .planning procedure for those voted to project design (see pages 9J() 13). . .. 
ReSource: planning. boundaries and project designs were also prepared -for a :fe\k of. the Older projects ori the · . : ... · 

. ll~t. If a project has gone through this planning process, ·the results are summarized under this headlllg; · 

··Project History - Provides a tabulation Of Advisory Council approval dates af1d previous :rankings, Sf~ YI81Las / · 
· · summaries of acres acquired and funds obligated under the. CARL ·or EEL· pr6grams for each yeartl'la(option ·.·. 

contracts or purchase agreements were approved by.the Board; CARL/EEt.a(;reages acqUired .andft.i,ndsspent ·: . 
may differ from those described previously which may. include other ·program aceomJ)IishmEmtS .and 
expenditures.. . · · 

Ownership - Usts the number of acres and/or ownerships. acquired by the state and. other public ~nd ~bnprofit . • 
· · organization~ and the number ofremainirig owners. · · · · · · · · · · . : · 

AcguisitionStatUs- Describes acquisition activity during the pastVear, the g~neralistatus ot.c~~ent•~qt~tions,: .. 
and other technical aspects of acquisition; if applicable. · · · · 

. Eminent Domain •. lfthe Legislature or the Beard has authorizedacquisitlon·ouhej)rojectby eminentdornairi,:_or 
the Advisory. Council has ·[ecommended .condemnation~. relevant. inforrnatlon.will :be proVided under this secti()ri. 

. . . ·. . .. ,· ·., . .· __ ,.·> :• . _.;· 

Other - Information about the project area which Is not suitably Included under any of th~ -precedlrlg,~tiOO~ 

Resolutions • - A tabulation of governmental· resolutions; if received by the Land: Acquisitlon:~lsor/: <Aluncir .· · .· 
Coordination Section of the Department of Natural Resources~ A few. projects <that were oiigir18lly on the · .. 
Environmentally Endangered Lands;(EEL) priority iist are Included. on the. CARL priority list. . ResolUtions which . · 
might exist in the EEL files are not tabulated. · · · · · · · · 

.:·,:·.·-
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LOCATION 
In Monroe County, island of Key Largo; from the 
juncture of U.S. 1 and County Road 905 north· 
approximately six miles. Eastern boundary is Atlantic 
Ocean, western boundary is County Road 905. Also 
includes Palo· Alto Key and several smaller keys just 
south of the Monroe/Dade County line. This project 
lies within Aorida's Senate District 40 and House 
District 120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the 
South Aorida Regional Planning CouncH and the 
South Florida Water Management Districts. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Hammocks of North Key Largo are the best 
examples of tropical rockland hammock that remain 
in the United States. ·This rapidly disappearing natural 
community type supports numerous plant and animal 
species that have very limited distributions and are 
considered rare and endangered. ·The project also 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements ! 

Name FNAI Rank 

Pine Rockland G1/S1 
Mahogany mistletoe G?/S1 
lnkwood G2/S1 
Prickly-apple G2G3/S2S3 
Key Largo woodrat G5T1/S1 
K Largo cotton mouse G5T1/S1 
Aorida Keys. mole skh1k G4T2/S2 
Rimrock crowned snake G1G2QS1S2 
Schaus' swaiiQ!Ntsil G4T10/S1 
Dollar orchid G3/S1 
34 FNAI elements known from site 

has over ten miles of shoreline that directly Influence 
the adjacent waters of John Pennekamp Coral Reef 

State Park. The preservation of the project area ln. its 
natural condition will significantly aid in the 
maintenance of high water quality that is necessary to 
support the living reefs of the State Park. Natural 
communities include marine tidal swamp, coastal rock 
barren, and rockland hammock. The majority of the 
project Is hammock or upland. 

No archeological/historical sites within the boundaries . 
of this project are recorded within the Aorlda Site File. 
When compared to other projects, the potential for 
significant sites Is considered to be low to moderate. 

Since most of the project Is threatened and 
endangered species habitat, recreational opportunities 

. should generally limited to passive activities such as 
photography, nature apP.reciation, and hiking. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
Lands already acquired within the· project are 
managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks as 
a State Botanical Site. Additional lands acquired wRI 
be managed in the same manner. Disturbed area is 
relatively small in comparison to the entire project. 
Such areas could be rehabilitated and returned to a 
natural system andjor used for recreational facilities. 
Part of the project area Includes lands already 
purchased and designated to be managed as a State 
Botanical Site .. · Portions of the remainder of the 
unpurchased lands should theretore be managed. by 
the Division of Recreation and Parks as ali addition to 
the Botanical Site or as a State Preserve. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The relatively small area and coastal location of this 
project make it unusually susceptible to fire, wind 
damage, and storm surge. Ukewise, the small 
population sizes of listed biological species within this 
project area. make those populations or species 
particularly vulnerable to extirpation. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PAST, CURRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
Division of Recreation and Parks · 

Soun:le of Funds Funds Expellded 
YEAR ~ GR,all:) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

FY199142 CARL/SPTF $99,860 ~ $12,180 $3,050 ~ $115,090 

FY 191112-83 ··CARL/SPTF $110,136 ~ $10,980 ~ $25,000 $148,116 

FY191DM CARL/SPTF $110,136 ~ $10,980 ~ $25,000 $148,116 
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Adjacent areas are being developed as multi-family 
housing, and a portion of the project area itself is 
slated for a planned unit development. Other portions 
have been identified. as ·development nodes• in the 
North Key Largo Habitat Protection Plan. Dumping of 
garbage, poaching of native species, and mosquito 
spraying have been damaging to this biological 
community. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986 the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the project design for North Key 
Largo Hammocks Addition and also voted to combine 
the existing North Key Largo Hammocks project with 
the North Key Largo Hammocks Addition. · · 

Acauisitlon Phasing . 
The following recommendations on acquisition 
phasing were approved by the Land Acquisition 
Advisory Council as part of the project design. for 
North Key Largo Hammocks Addition. 

Phase 1: All parcels in previous project area before 
project design additions, including Gong, Driscoll, Key 
Largo Foundation and Toppino. (All but small 2 ± 
acre tract in Driscoll acquired). 

·. Phase II: All contiguous tracts extending from the 
southern boundary of the Dilworth ownership 
southward to the Gulf Stream Shores outparcel. It is 
recommended that acquisition staff pursue contiguous 
ownerships in a north-south direction, such that the 
northern most of these parcels (Knight tract) is 
acquired first, and the southern most (adjacent to Gulf 
Stream Shores) is acquired last. (Most larger acreage 
tracts, with exception of Carysfort, have been 
acquired). The Aorida Naturai.Areas Inventory also 
recommends that special attention be given to 
acquisition of mature rockland hammocks in the 
following groups of parcels, ranked in· order of their 
ecological value. 

a) Parcels #47 through #52 (#47, #49 and #52 
acquired) 

b) Parcels #54 through #56 (#54 and #55 acquired) 
c) Parcels #60 and #61 (#60 acquired) 
d) Parcels #19 through #46 (#19, #20 offer out, 

#21 acquired, #23 offer out, #25 offer out, #44 
& #45 acquir9d, #22 & #24 under option) 

Phase Ill: Islands at the northern end of Key Largo, 
with Palo Alto Key being the largest and ecologically 
most valuable. (Offer being made to only Palo Alto . 
Key ownership with substantial uplands). 

Phase IV: Submerged tracts (Webster tract acquired). 

Phase V: Port Bougainvllle/Garden Cove (acquired). 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 33% of the project remains to be 
acquired. 

On September 15, 1992, the BOard of Trustees 
authoriz&d condemnation of mOst of the remaining 
unimproved parcels. 
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ACQUISITION STATUS 
Phase I (with exception of a small two acre tract) is 
complete. Most of the larger tracts In Phase II are 
acquired. Most of the priority parcels in a, b, and c of 
Phase Ill (see Acquisition Planning above) have been 
acquired or under option as well, as is most of Phase 
IV. Phase V is complete. Approximately 211 acres 
(including Carysfort) were purchased· or put under 
option during the past year. 

OTHER 
This project Is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical 
State . Concern. It is also. adjacent to a waterbody 
classified under the Special • Waters Category of· 
Outstanding Aorida Waters. . · · · 

RESOLUTIONS 
#333•1986: Monroe County. Commission - Support. 

for. acquisition. 
1986: American Uttoral Society - Support ·for . 

acquisition. . 
1986: Aorida International University - Support 

for acquisition. 

Year 

1982 
1983 
1984 
1986 
1988 
1989 
1990 
1991 
1992 

1992 
1991 
1990 
1989 
1988 
1987 
1986 
1985 
1984 
1983 

Acres 

50.07 
730.00 
485.08 
232.35 
800.51 

21.79 
295.39 
138.21 
211.13 

1 
2 
2 
1 
2 
1 
7 
8 
9 
19 

Funds 

$85,000 
$0 

$4,480,816 
$4,415,220 

$34,102,030 
$1,341,842 

$12,141,510 
$3,604,241 
$5,n3,623 
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·.LOCATION 
In · Walton County, .. in Florida's · panhandle, · 
approximately 10 miles. east of Destin. This project· · 

· lies Within Senate District 1 and House District 7. · It is 
· also within the. jurisdictions of . the West Aorida 

Regional Planning Council and the NorthwestRorida 
. ··Water Management· District · · 

. .·RESOURCE DESCRIPTION .. 
· The project includes perhaps the most oUtstanding 
· assemblage of natural communities on the coast of 

the · Aorida panhandle. Eighteen FNAt· natural 
community types are represented on the tract .. All are 

'··in good to excellent condition, although serious 
damage to the coastal scrub Oargest and highest 

Highest. Ranked FNAI-listed Elements · 

·.Nama · FNAI Rank I 

COastal Dune lake · •.· G2/S1 
Scrub G2/S2 

•. Red;.cockaded. 
woodpecker G2/S2 · 

Curtiss' sandgrass G2/S2 
Godfrey's golden aster , G2/S2 
large-leaved·. jointweed ·G2/S2 

· Gulf coast tu·pine G2/S2 
.. Choctawhatchee beach 

· .. __ I ·.mouse· ···GsT1/S1· 
·.Cruise's golden aster G3G5T2S2 
Coastal Grassland . G3/S2 

20 FNAI elements known from ·site 

. . ·. . . . . . . 

quality remaining of the Gulf Coast) and dune syStems 
. has occurred (and· may still be occurring) in the 
. • recent past due to ORV abuse; Communities also 

include . two large, pristine coastal dune lakes and 
more than three contiguous miles of undisturbed, 
sandy beach. The project area supports · several 
threatened or endangered plant and animal species 

·.· .:· .. :'' 

. . ·. . . . 

including. the federally listed : red;;cockaded 
woodpecker and • Choctawhatchea beach mouse~ ·· .. 

: . . . .· . . . . . ~ ..... 

Although no culturally significant sites are :~ecoroed 
from .. the project . area;. . information ·•. from .. ··. 
environmentally simllar:.areas indicateS thafthere is.a •.. · ·•· · 
high potential for archaeological sites to be locatecl in < •. 
the ~ubject area Some timber t:iarvest has reportedly . 
occurred recently on the St Joe· ownershipi,although • 
the extent of possible habitat degradation iii"unkf1own. 

The beautiful beaches ~nd remarkabl~ diversity. of 
high quality natural areas offer excePtional 
opportunities for recreation. in an unspoiied coastal.. . . 
environment. ·Although most of the site supports very··.····.··.·· · 
sensitive natural resourceS, :the project could. .• .·• ··•·. > 

. accommodate swimming, salt water fishing, hiking, ···.• · · · 
camping, picnicking, and, nature:apprec::lation. An RV· . 
j:>ark, loCated~· On· thee. eastern ~cb()Undary~: OffeJi . 
opportunities for more intensive uses .arid location Of .' · . 
facilitie& · · · · · · · 

MANAGEMENT'CONCEPTS · .. 
The Topsail Hill project is · recommended to be·· 
managed by the DIVision of Recreation and Parks a5 
a State PreserVe or Park, with the· Ganie and Fresh · : · 
Water. Fish CommisSion acting as a cooperating. , 
managing agency.. •· The primary . management; •.. 

. ot>iectlve . should· · .be ; the preservation of . ,r1aturai · . 
communities;s!Qniflcarit 'PhySical features;,,and·:rare. ·· 
plant and animal speeies. ·· · · · ·· · · 

The project can also proVide exceptional,}esource- · 
based recreational opportunities. Extra:care must be ·· 
taken to minimize unnatural intrusions · into the . 
landscape. Also, some special features such as the . 
coastal dune lakes, coastal scrub, and sand dunes are . . . 
especially fragile, and cari withstafld veryJlttle active .. · . 
use without being. · degraded~ · Development of . 
recreational and support facilities (i.e., paved roads, .··· 
parking areas, bath houses,, ranger residences, etc.) .. · 
should. be concentrated· near • the ··periphery . of. the 
tract, leaving the Interior virtually undisturbed. The . 
interior can, with minimal development 
(trail/boardwalk), support outstanding· hiking, ·.· 

MANAGEMENT COST 

Saine of Funds 
YEAR (CARL. . GR. elc) 

fY19D84 ·. CARL .. 

· PROJECTED ·MANAGEMENT BUDGET·FEQUEST 
Division of Recreation and Parka 

Funds 

,Salary OPS Expense oco 

$48,092 $7,095 $15,994 $90,837 
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FCO Total. 

~ $162,018 
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#2 TOPSAIL HILL . 

_·. birdwatchlng, photography, general ·. :nature 
. appreciation, and primitive camping. Higher 'impact . 
recreational activities could be available· at localized· -

. .- nOdes. 

/' . VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT. · 
".\''> 
. ;~· c,:· ·. . The tract comprises one ofthe federal coastal barriers 
;; '. . · · resOurce units and is included in the OkaloosajWalton 
_\~ Reso~rce .Planning and. Manager'nent Area These . 
>< > designations are intended to check development to 
. .": · ;.acceptable levelS. No provisions in these groWth . 
. ;.:; ·. ····management. guidelines,_ however,_· _ensure· the· 

preServation and integrity of the exceptional system-
. · level natural resources of the Topsail Hill project. The · · 

,~::. _ .. ·_._. pine--flatwoods on site are· vulnerable to clearcuttlng 
~<~ and mechanical · site preparation; Recent· timber 
; !~ .. ·•• ... harvesting may have already damaged nesting and/or 
/.' ., 'foraging habitat of the- red-cOckaded woOdpecker .. · ·._ 
· · ·--• ~- Fee. simple acquisition ls~the- only method pre8endy · 

available to preserve the biological system at Topsail· 
Hilt ·Walton County approved development plans for 
196 units an the 20 ·acre First Federal Of DeFuniak -.. 

:· Springs parcel ·· on the westemmost boundary on · 
· December 31, 1991. · 

. . . 

ACQUISITION PLANNING . 
The land Acquisition Advisory Council (l.MC) 

·•_· .,approved the project design.forTopsaiJ.!Hill; prepared
·. : ·.··• _ bythe-Division of Recreation and Parks~ on December 

· 14; 1988. ·. The. final proj8ct deslgri recOmmendations· 
concurred with those of the project assessment. 

On June 11, 1990, the·· LAAC transferred/two tracts; · 
· FirSt Federal of DeFuniak · (20.83 acres) :and 

,, Greenwood Development Company (13;63 acres) to 
t: : :r :'the Save Our Coast (SOC) list 

~:~;r,_.'. ,..~, .. 

.. ':. 
On· July 12; 1991, the LAAC transferred the .two 
above-referenced tracts back to the CARL priorityllst . 

: ~(:. All remainin~fSOC funds had been committed. to othet · 
':•·.····. 

·.···. 
property. 

QJ1March 27, 1991; the l.AAC approved a project 
design amendment adding approximately 198 acres to 

· the eastem boundary. 

.. . . Acauisitlon Phasing ·· . . . . 
· . Negotiation of th8 198 acre addition should be · 
. dependent upon state acquisition of the adjacent St 
· Joe ownership; 

Coordination · 
The federal govemment favors extension of the Gulf 

· · Islands National Seashore to include the Topsail 
·· project. 
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·, .... . :- .. · 
:··_·:· 

. the Nature. · · Conservancy ,. (rNc) : hmJ · ·be&nO an · · .. · 
. intermediary In the acquisition. Of. this project as has ... 
·.· the;Borida:AttQmeyGeneral's office:_.··- -• · -

OWNERSHIP 
Most of what ~s·been::acquired: h&s beeri~trorn the , ···• ·.~ ;: 
ResOiutio. ·n,·rrust Corpor8tion·(RTC),• most notably ·.•.·-:· , . 
Einerald'Coast·lnc;'\TheSt..·JoeoPaperConipariy is·;·':~-- ).~:\A 
the ' largest;: ownership remaining . to' be acquired: '·. >:h· ; 
VISIOn .. e&rlk.. .S8yJ_nQ~~-,::·~~·-AssociatJon,··.: ._;·<Gt~it-vQOct.: .. -. .-:··.:.~ -.: 
Develo~ent Corp: anc:t.othef:sfnaller parCels are•.818o _, . "- . 
lmportant:strategic·parcels. ··-.-~-- .····•· •. · ' ··· 

,·:··.:··._.:·. 

-.ACQUISITION STATUS · . .. - ·- .. ··._. · · ··.·•·· ;.; ··· 
· The Dep8rtment·of .. "Natural •Resources- (DNJ=t); cturi.,gc , <:X.'\? 
the' past yEt&r. hasi.putai4(): acred)each1rol1f~:tract~>\'.,:,. ;: 
under ·contract aoo·has closec:t-on:another•20~·acre . ', ·•·.·. 

· beachfrontparcei'(RTCfTNC) aswe11.8s a-_parcel:qrt ·• .. ·:) > 

· thewestem·.boundary- First. FederaL:of'.DeFuniak·{ ~· ... :.,': 
Springs; · · · •· · · 

. ·.·;_.· 

The VlsionBank•ownership (RTC) is under negotiation 
by The Nature Conservancy~ . St Jee is. under • · 
negOtiation by DNA. · 

RESOWTIONS . · ·_.-·· ._·: . .. . . · .•.. ··. . . 

. 1989: • Walton Qounty "Chamber_·. of ;gOrnm&rce ·u- . 
. . ._. Support.fot•aC9uisltlon; < • · 

#89,or~; Destin :City;Council:~·suppoit tor ~cquisitlon. · __ "' 
. . . . . . ..... ,.·...-.: .·-.. ::_ .... , 

. ·,·. ,·--: . 
. ,, . . -~ .. , -;. 



LOCATION 
In Lake County, central Florida, approximately 17 
miles southwest of Deland, 11 miles west of Sanford, 
26 miles northwest of Orlando, and 22 miles east of 
Leesburg. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 11 and House" Districts 25 and 26. It is also 

.within the jurisdictions of the East Central Florida 
Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns River 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project has a diversity of natural ~ommunities 
including floodplain swamp, mesic flatwoods, upland 
mixed forest, hydric. hammock, sandhill, scrub, and 
spring-fed streams. Floodplain swamp Is the most 
extensive community. Natural areas are generally in 
good condition, however, ruderal areas, pasture, 

Highest Ranked FNAI~isted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Seminole Spring snail G1/S1 
Scrub G2/S2 
Spring-run Stream G2/S2 
Sandhill G2/S3 
Florida black bear G5T2/S2 
Florida sandhill crane G5T2T3/S2S3 
Mesic Flatwoods G?/S4 
Upland Mixed Forest G?/S4 
Floodplain Swamp G?/S4? 
Hydric Hammock G?JS4? 
12 FNAI elements known from site 

orange groves, and planted pines do exist on site. 
The project Is an important .fink in securing a wildlife 
movement corridor of particular importance to the 
Florida black bear between the Ocala National Forest 
and Wekiva Springs State Preserve. The project Is 
contiguous with the Wekiva-Ocala Connector West on 
the north and the St: Johns River project on the 
northeast. There are reported to be from 50 to 75 
springs of various sizes on the property. Seminole 
Springs, a Second magnitude spring Is the largest and 
produces a flow of over 30 million gallons of water per 

day. A number of creeks also originate within or flow 
across the property. ·The spring runs and blackwater 
creeks .are tributaries to the St. JohnsjWekiva ~ivers. 

Although the project area has not been systematically 
surveyed for cultural resource sites, it Is considered to 
have good potential for archaeological investigations. 

The size and diversity of. this project make it Ideal for 
a ·variety of low to moderate intensity recreational. 
activities. Such activities might Include hiking, 
canoeing, camping, backpacking, horseback riding, 
and possibly hunting. · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS' 
The Division of Forestry is recommended as the lead 
manager for the majority of the tract ·(as a State 
Forest). Cooperating managers should be the 
Division of Recreation and Parks, the Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission,. and the Division of Historical 
Resources. The western portion of the tract; . 
extending·· east at least to . Messant Spring and Live 
-oak Hammock, may be· managed by the· Division· of 
Recreation and Parks at some future date as a State 
Park or Preserve. 

The Seminole Springs property should be managed ', 
under multiple-use concepts with special care taken 
to insure that fragile or sensitive ecosystems are 
protected. Consideration should be given to a variety . 
of compatible uses, including selective timber 
management, wildlife habitat improvement, 
recreational activities, and environmental education. 
Management emphasis should be placed on 
restoration of altered· sites, and recreational activities 
should stress. protection and enjoyment of natural 
features, especially the uniqueness and sensitivity of 
the springs and ravines. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The biological, geological and. hydrological resources 
of the property. are highly susceptible to damage by 
development; thl$ area of. the state Is undergoing 
rapid development. Additionally, limited timber 
harvesting has occurred on some portions of the 
project.· 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PAST, aJRRENI', and PROJECTED MANAGEMENr COSTS/BUDGET FEQUEST 

Saun=e of Funds Funds 
YEAR (CARL, GR, ale) Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

FY 1991-82 CARL and GR $10,989 .Q. $5,875 .Q. .Q. $16,884 

FY1992-&1 CARL and GR $15,000 .Q. $6,500 .Q. .Q. $21,500 

FY 1993-94 CARL $149,626 $16,148 $50,514 $158,825 . .Q. $375,113 
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PROJECT AREA 

STATE OWNED 

OTHER CARL PROJECTS -
. (BMK RANCH I ST. JOHNS 
RIVER, WEKIVA 
CONNECTORS ) --

.. ·: 



CONTIGUOUS C A R L PROJECTS in RELATIONSHIP to 
the WEKIVA and ST. JOHNS RIVERS . 

ORANGE I SEMINOLE/LAKE/VOLUSIA COUNTIES 

0 2 

MILES 

• • • • • • • • • • WEKIVA RIVER 
PROTECTION AREA BOUN~Y 

lijj!!'JI WEKIVA-OCALA CONNECTOR:EAST(A), WEST( B) 

f7//A 1992 ADDITIONS 
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. #3_ SEMINOLE SPRINGS/WOODS 

·.·The project lies Within the Wekiva.·.River'~rotection 
. . . Area. and Is subject to the restriCtive .-pOiiC:i~ an(j. ' 

future land u&e designations iri the · Lake .!COunty , 
Comprehensive Plan adopted to comply with;. the · 
Wekiva River Protection Act. The majority of the 

· project has agricultural land use designations that 
allow•one resident~l<dwelling unit per 20 or 40 acres .• 
depending. on·.· proximity .. · to water bodies ..... With 
appropriate planning oontrols, densities up to one unit 
per five or ten acres may be achieved; · 

. ~ ACQUISITION PLANNING .. ·· .·· . ·. . . ·· · 
··.··. : On November 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Advisory 

· Council approved . the project design for Seminole 
, Spring&. The project·design modified the reSource.· 
·.·planning··:. boundary by excluding many • of. .the 

improved.· residential. tracts,:: squaring . boundaries,· 
expanding . : exl~ing coi'ridors and increasing the' 

···protection ofthe floodplain .. : Recommendectadditions 
. inCluded approximately eso<acres; recomrri~nded 
deletions totaled approximately· 495 acres; · 
.'·:··:·; .. '. : . . . : -- .. 

On November 15, 1988, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
· Council revised ·the project design boundaries. to 

·. . include. an· additi()nal 5,657 acres, consisting of two . 
· · major ownerships,. M.S: Carter Realty Trust · (4,477) 

.··· acres), Brumlick (1; 1 oo·acres), arid two minor owners . 
•.. of< 40:. acre tracts - Ariegene M. Carter and Henry 

·,Tanner:·. 

. Acquisition Phasing.wasamerided.-as foliows: . 
Phase 1:. Seminole' Springs (Strawn Tract), M:S . 

. · .. · Carter (closed 4/28/90), and Brumlick parcels 
·· · (acquired through eminent domain)~ .· · 

. Phase II: Connecting corridors between Seminole 
Springs and BMK Ranch. :(Seminole Pines and 
Design. Homes-tracts acquired).· . 

'· Phase Ill: Other ownerships; . 

. On· December 6, 1991, the Land Acquisition AdvisOry 
· ··councll:amended the bou11ch:ary to. include the Ellis . 

. arid Millcraft ownerships. . . . 
_·_. ·. _ _. ·- ·. . <-" . . . . 

·· · .· On December 10, 1992, the Land AcquisitlonAdvisory 
.···.·Council approVed a project design amendment adding 

:~ .. : . 

· approximately 1, 760 acres, 28 parcels with a tax 
. assessed value· of approxlmat~y $2,611,27 4. · 

. . 
. . . 

. Acquisition Phasina for theproject as a whole remains· 
· >unchanged; · However; priority parcels within the 

addition (from south· to north) include: Adventist 
Health Systems, Sun Belt, Inc., Doris L Daugherty; 

· Amantha MUSSelwhite et al, Charles D .. Poole, and Eris · 
· · K and Joseph F. Revel II. 

OWNERSHIP· 
The Strawn tract is the largest and most signifiCant 
·ownership remaining to. be acquired. A· number of 
smaller less significant parcels· remain to be acquired 
as well. 

ACQUISmON STATUS . 
Two Important tracts were acquired during the past 
year (WekiVa Park Estates (Brumllck) and Design 

. Homes). ·The Seminole Pines tract, put under option 
In 1991, also closed In 1992. The St. Johns River 
Water ·: Management District Is still pursuing 
negotiations on the Strawn ownership. Negotiations 
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,::~ .. . 
: ..... ·:;: ..... · \ ,_· "· . 

•. ;· :· ·•. ·1 _-.. - •• ,_ .-- -~\- '/. 

. are .In· ~~ress~ :b~:~.':t~e :q,.,ait~enf•'Of~ NatiJraJ ·• 
·R&sOur:ceS ·on.20~other.parcels: :cRernalnlng parcels 
ar~ being appraised .. · · · ·· · 

... ~--.. 

Eminent Domain . . . . . . . .. . . . 
. Eminent·domain~.authorized: .• by:the.,Govemor:andi •• 
. Cabinet on December 18; ·19901 W&s. u~ foac:quire;; 
the· WekiVa -• Park Estates ownership;"'appro)(jrriatelf · :" ·• •· 
1,100 acres..· .· . 

OTHER . ·· . .·. , . .·. · .··· .. · . 
A map ·on the· ·preceding:;. page illuStl'ate8· tt1e• 
connectedness :·of · Hont6on ISland., State: Park/' Biue ·. 
Springs State Park, Lower WekiVa River State R.eserve; . 
Rock Springs Run • State Reserve,.- WekiVa Springs .... · 
state· Park,··. SeminOle•: SpringS;': .Wekiva~Cala.> 
Connector, BMK'RanCt1;:anct St. Johns RIVtk' ·• ·• ·,.· .. ·· ·.·. 

. . ' . ' !·~·-

• • ·-- q • _. :.· 0 .i.;: ;::~--

This project -Is .'Nithtr(the area' design~tedi;ln<.the' 
. Governor's Wekiva. River Initiative. :The:IJIIekJ\ta:River ... ·· 
Task: Force .recammendations resulted•. in '1988 ·· · 
leg!slatlon directing .. the' Department :of:· Natunli·~; 
Resources to neg0ti8te. all CARL~ projects. in . the 
Wekiva River area. · ·. . . . . . . 

RESOLUTIONS . ·.· ~ : . ····.· ... · . . .• . ' . · ... ·.·. / ; ._· ... · 

8&-17: . St. Johns RlverWat~ Management DiStrict . 
-- · " FundingJor. carter-Tract; .•. · ••. ·. , ; .·· ·. 
88-02: ···.· .. Eustis; .City: Commis8ion - Suppqrt: for . 

· acqulsltl()n. • ·.· ·.. . . .. . · · ·.. ·· . · • . ·. ·· .. · 0 . · · · 

88-05: ·.· ·. · st Johns RiVer.Water Management:Di~rict ...... 
- Support for. acquisitiOn. · .... · ·.· . •· • · 

ag.,. i 44:.· Lake· County. Commissi()n~~ Support. tor:. · 
·· acquisition. . ·. ·· •.•. · . · . ·· · . ·._ .•. _ .. · 

ag.,.182: . Lake County Commission - ·SuppOrt for 
acquisition; .. ·.· .·. · · . . .... ·. . , . . . · 

ag;.140: . Lake County<Commisslon• ~- Support1 for .. 
acqulsltlono: .· .... · . . .···· .· •. . . .·· . ·. .··• .• •... · •. · .·.. ' .... 

91 ;.{)5: ·· St. Johns River Water ManagementDistri¢1 ·. .· . 
- S~ppOrt·for.~aequlsitlon · · · 

1992 
1991. 
1990 
1989 
1988 . 
1987 

$21,471;426 
$4,050,800 
$8,830,000 



as 
** by the SoUth Aorida Water Management District. See "Coordination•. 

LOCATION 
The Lake Wales Ridge Ecosystems project spans 
approximately 80 miles and contains 20 separate sites 
on the Lake Wales Ridge . in Polk and Highlands 
Counties. This project is within Aorida's Senate 
Districts 17 and 26 and House Districts 63, 65, 66, n, 
and 78. It is also within the jurisdictions of the 
Southwest Aorida Water Management District, the 
South Florida Water Management District, and the 
Central Aorida Regional Planning CouncU. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Central Aorida Ridge scrub is considered to be 
among, if not the, oldest of Aorida's upland 
ecosystems. Estimates of current losses of this 
ecosystem to development and conversion to 
agricultural uses are approximately 90%. ·This project 
consists of 20 separate sites along the ·lake Wales 

Highest· Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements-

Name FNAIRank 

Scrub bluestem G1/S1 
Garrett's scrub balm G1/S1 
Scrub mint G1/S1 
Wedge-leaved 

button-snakeroot G1/S1 
Scrub lupine G1/S1 
Carter's warea · G1/S1 
Highlands tigerbeetle G1/S1 
Avon Park rabbit-bells G1/S1 
Scrub G2/S2 
Sandhill G2G3/S2 
Sand skink G2/S2 
Edison's ascyrum G2/S2 

45 FNAI elements known from· site 

Ridge which are intended to be part of a system of 
managed areas that conserve the character, 
biodiversity, and biological function of the ancient 
scrubs of the Ridge. Sites range from 25 to 9,235 
acres in size, and contain the best remaining 
examples of unprotected ancient scrub as well as 
lakefront, swamps, black water streams, pine 
flatwoods, seepage slopes, hammocks, and sandhUis. 
Ancient scrub In this project supports a large number 
of Aorida endemics with many rapidly nearing 
extinction. The project provides habitat for 17 
federally endangered or threatened plants (22 state 
listed) and five vertebrates that are federally 
endangered or threatened. An additional 18 plants 
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and 6 vertebrates are under federal reView for possible 
listing. 

The Aorida Site · File contains no' records of 
archeological/historical sites within the project 
boundaries. However, the· project. has not been· 
subjected to a systematic professional archeological/ 
historical survey. 

Recreation potential Is highly varied for the project 
sites. Many of the smaller sites would necessarily be 
limited to natural resource education and nature 
appreciation. The Lake Walk-in-Water site could also 
accommodate -·hunting, limited fishing, camping, 
picnicking, hiking, horseback riding, and· bicycling. 
The Lake June West site Is the most suitable for more 
intensive uses. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS. 
The sites proposed for acquisition are Intended to be 
part of a system of preserves/conservation areas that 
will extend throughout the Lake Wales Ridge 
ecosystem. The system would protect a 
representative sampling of the remaining biodiversity 
of central Aorida's ancient scrub community; 
including 22 federally endangered or threatened· 
species. 

If acquired, project ti'a:cts Will have management 
responsibility assigned to three entitles. In all cases, 
specific management measures. would Include-
conducting a detailed inventory ;assessment of 
biological communities and rare and endangered 
species - with the goal of resource perpetuation and 
restoration, preparation of a resource management 
plan based on the resource Inventory, control 
measures to protect sensitive areas from vehicular 
abuse, prescribed bum programs, exotic plant and 
animal removal, and removal of existing trash dumps. 

The Division of Recreation and Parks would manage 
Lake June West tract and develop a plan for public 
use of the property compatible with resource 
conservation. The Division would develop a 
monitoring program to determine user Impacts on 
natural resources. The Division of Forestry would 
manage Lake Walk-in-Water and Hesperides under 
multiple use concepts as a unit of Lake Arbuckle State 
Forest' Restoration efforts would stress, in addition to 
other considerations, enhancement of the abundance 
and spatial distribution of threatened and endangered 
species. Timber harvest would be primarily for 
restoration and maintenance; stands would be 
managed to maintain diversity of age classes and 
would Include areas with old-growth characteristics. 
Plantations, where appropriate, would ultimately be 
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L.4ANAGEMENT COST' 

PROJECTED·. MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET' 'REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED'•. 
Division of R&creation and Parka for Lake June-in-Winter . 

Siart-up' 

. • FY. 1993-94 

Sowat.of. Funds. 
(CARL, GR. ele.) 

. · ·. 

CARL 

CARL 

Salary• 

$44,334 

$44,334. 

OPS 

$14,560 

$14,560 

Expense 

$23,ooo: 

$23,000 

oco FCO Total .. 
.. 

. $67,000 :::.$57,72o I $206,614 i< 

. $67;000 $57.720 ..• ,.. $206,614 

PROJECTED·. MANAGEMENT.COSTjBUDGET .. · REQUESTS.~,IF·ACCUIRED·• . 
Division of Forestry for Lake Walk-in-Water and HesPertdes. · ·. .·.·~ . .•. . ·. · 

l.· .. ·.•~.·.···n:GORV.· .·.·.I ~~~~-.....;.;.---;.;._,._...;.... ___ .,....=&til=· :.:;·rn...=~=:~::..:Funda;.:;. ~· ..;.;·Aac~q;:,;;uil~iad~.····.;..;·;_;· -~-.------;....·--~ .' 
Salary · OPS . Exp&n;.. 1', OCO > '• · FCO . . . . . .. Total . '- v . 

CARL $31,789 ~ 

. reforeSted with original species. Harvesting of stumps 
· would . not be .. permitted. When possible, ·. existing 
roadS; black lines, foam lines, and natural breaks 

. would:be·:usect to contain.prescribedand/or.·natural. 
flres .. •Unnecessaryroads,. flrelineS; •and hydrological' 

· disturbances would be abandoned and/or restored to 
. ·the· extent practical; . The · Nature . Conservancy 

· ·(under contract from tha.Gameanct·FreshcW&ter 
Fish Commission) would' manage the remaining 17 
tracts under . ·single-use· concepts - primarily to 

· · · .. perpetuate natural resources; Following determination 
·of ·.·access needs,. ·• unneeded ·unimproved/improved. 
roads would be: closed and restored. A plan to 

··•·restore ·an Illegal sand· mine at Aamingo ·VIllas would · 
. be developed. 

·VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
T.he ext. remely ..•.. high vul.nerability ·of. the. u. pland scrub 

· sites on the Lake. Wales Ridge is evident In the Small 
rractlon ·of . the original system 'that remains Intact 

· Well over 80% of the native scrub along the Lake ·. 
Wales · Ridge has · already been destroyed to 

.......•. · accommodate.· development and.·· citrus. grOveS; and 
. . there is no regulatory structure In place•, to protect 

. what remains of this· imperiled upland system. Much 
· · · ·. · of what does remain is In parcels so small that their 

. long,;.teiTTl viability as part of a functioning ecosystem 
is· unlikely. 

Because .of growth pressures and threats from 
conversion to citrus groves, the overall endangerment 
·is extremely· high. The larger sites are more likely to 
be converted to citrus grOves and all are susceptible 

· . ·· to fragmentation. by development Most of the sites. 
. are near populated· areas, are adjacent to developed 

areas, or are already subdivided with some · 
Infrastructure in placa Unless they are -protected 
through acquisition· for conservation purposes, 
expansion of existing developed and populated areas 
into these scrub fragments. will continue until none 
remains. 
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. $10,081 . $52,117 ... :.a.; · .. $83,987·' 

ACQUISITION PLANNING .· .· . .. . . 
The project. design>for · the .. Lake·:·,Wales·;·,.Ridge , < · · ' · 

Ecosystems project YI8S approved by ·the land.·· 
Acquisition,AdvJsory··Council'i qn · 09a.lmber. 6;, 1 ~1. · . 
Project design recomrnen(fatl~ris·alt~r&fdithe resource .: ·, .. · . 
planning boundary .. of., the project,(by·d~leti~Jg:the.··· •·. _ .. . 
following: ·Lake, Blue; one acre at<. northern bOundary: ... . 
·which:ispart'of.a•separateoWnership;~EagleL.ake;~en; .. , ·· 
acres'at·southem'boundary which. is de\jel()ped; La.ke/.. . . ,. 
Walk-ln:.the-Water, . 520 acres from 'the. · western . 
boundary which is subdivided and deVeloped; the ,_. 

- Sunray and Hickory Lake South Siteswere·combined, •-·. 
by adding approximately 20, acres;Trout .. Lake; 20'··. 
acres were added on the E*l5tern boundary to InclUde ·•· 
entire ownerships; carter Creek, approximately 200 > 
acres were added· for additional resource· protection,,. . 

Less Than F8e-Simple Acauisitlon Technlques . . 
Some improved .parcels have been·inciUded ·\Yithin th~. : 
project ·boundary; ~:The managing ·agencies and the··· ·. 

· Land Acquisition Planning Staff-will coordinate Yllththe 
Bureaus ·of Survey an(f··Mapping.and·. Land•Acquisition 
to define any improved parcels .• to be used . as.. · 
managers' residences: ·. Other improvements. shoUld . · 
not be· boundary mapped . and• appraised~ •: If an· ' 
imprOvement ls·located on· a.largeparcel, a;, suitable.•·· •.·· 
buffer. (negotiated withJand-owner) should be left and · 
remainder of. parcel ·~lC:quirec:t · · · 

Acquisition Phasing .·.. . 
None recommended. · However; there are some' 
priority sites, small and 'large that are extremely· . ' 
vulnerable to deVelopment. ·The following sites were .. · 
identified as a first priority of theJ.ake Wales RldgEt .· 
project: Highlands County: Carter Creek, Aamingo 
VIllas, Lake June West and Holmes Avenue; Polk 
County: Eagle Lake, Lake Mcleod~ and Ridge-Scrub; 

C09fdlnatlon . 
Sooth Aorlda Water Managernerlt DiStrict ha~ · 
acquired 1 ,309 acres · within. the Henscratch 



Road/Jack Creek project for a cost of $1,540,000. 
The District Is also in early states of potential 
acquisition of smaller parcels to the west of their 
current ownership within the project boundary. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has 
targeted all or portions of seven of the sites listed 
within this project design for inclusion as part. of· the 
proposed Lake Wales Ridge National Wildlife Refuge: 
Lake Mcleod, Hesprldes ( = Aaming Arrow), Carter 
Creek, Aamingo Villas, Holmes Avenue, Lake June 
West (=Lake June South), and Gould Road. Two 
other CARL projects are within the USFWS boundary: 
Horse Creek Scrub and Placid Lakes Tract. Three 
sites within the USFWS proposed refuge are · not 
included within CARL projects: . Snell Creek, Polk #52, · 
and Arbuckle. Thirteen sites within the Lake Wales 
Ecosystems CARL project are not included within the 
USFWS proposal. The Lake Wales Ridge is the 
USFWS top priority· endangered species project for 
fiscal year 1993. · USFWS will also participate in 
management. 

The Nature Conservancy (TNC) submitted this project 
and has assisted in the coordination of site visits and 
obtained ownership and tax value information. TNC 
will conth1ue to play an active role in the acquisition of 
this project. The staff of TNC has made an effort to 
contact several of the larger owners within the project 
area, and has a multi-party agreement on the Lake 
June-in-Winter site. · 

OWNERSHIP 
The project consists of approximately 32,480 acres 
and several thousand owners. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Appraisal mapping is complete for Lake June West 
and the large ownerships . in Carter Creek and 
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Aamlngo Villas. The appraisal map Is In review for 
, the more than 2,600 small owners in Carter Creek. 

Appraisal mapping Is In progress for Holmes Avenue. 
,, Eagle Lake, Lake Mcleod and Ridge Scrub Is In the 
contract negotiation/preparation . appraisal mapping 
stage. The Nature Conservancy preparing to make 
offer on Lake June West. · 

RESOLUTIONS 
2/1991: Polk County* -Support for acquisition 
4/1991: Polk County* - Support for acquisition· 

* The Nature Conservancy Is working with Polk 
County to secure. funding for envi~onmentally 
endangered lands. 
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not or . . 
** An· annual expetiditure cap for each flsc81 year has been established at $10,000,oo0, or the statutory maximum: ·· · 

value Of the largest single parcel. . . . . . . . . . . . 

·LOCATION 
. In Brevard aoo. · loo~ River CountieS, between 

Melbourne Beach aoo Wabasso Beach,· on Aorida's 
. Atlantic Coast. The project lies within Aorida's Senate 
• ·. District 18 and House Districts 30 and so. It Is also 

within the jurisdictions of the Treasure Coast aoo·East· 
Central· Aorida Reglonat Planning Council-aoo the St 
Johns River. Water. Management DIStrict. . · · 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . 
This project would consolidate several· small public 

/ · ownerships and add to them substantially, forming 
· . · .. , over three aoo . one-half• miles . Of contiguous, 

undeveloped •. Atlantic Coast ·. shoreline.· ·.· Natural 
.. .. communities are in good coooitJon arid include beach, . 

coastal straoo, · and marltJme hammock, but the 

Highest Ranked FNAI.;Jisted Elements· · 

Name FNAI Rank . 

Devil's shoestring G1 O/S1 . 
Coastal vervain.· G2/S2 

· Prickly-apple . G2G3 /S2s3 ·. 
·shell Mound G3/S2 . . 

·.· Loggerhead turtle· · G3 /S2 
Green turtle ·. G3/S2 
Leatherback turtle •. G3/S2 
Gopher tortoise · G3/S3 
Coastal Straoo G3? ;s2 . 
Beach Dune G4? /S2 

13 FNAJ elements known from site. 

primary significance Of this tract is its value as sea 
turtle nesting habitat The tract supports the largest 
concentration Of nesting loggerhead turtles (a 
threatened species) In the Western Hemisphere; the 
seeond largest concentration In the wortd. It also 
eontains important nesting· habitat for eooangered 
leatherback and Atlantic green turtles. The project 

also harbors Several other rare plant and animaL · < 
species. The project is· of particular Importance: to ·: · · 
unique Offshore reefs (sabellariid -viorrn•. and hard . ·. · · 
coral) that have been proposed fol' listing as.theJocus. 
Of aF/orlda Coral Grounds National Marine Sanctu~. ··: · 

. No archeologlc8J/hlstorjcal sites wtthl~ the boundarlea.· ... 
Of this. projeCt are recorded within the t:Joricla 1VJa5ter · · .· 
Site File. When •· compared·. to· other projects, the··. 
potential for significant sites Is considered to be low.·. ·•: 

The project< . offers. recreational ·· .. opport~nities' 
appropriate to. its sensitive character such as nature . 
appreciation,. photog~hy, 8f"d saltwater fishing ... • ·.~ · 

· MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS · .. < · .. · · . · .. ·. · . 
. Most· Of• ·this project· Is• to •· become:. the; .• Archie • Carr 
· Natlonai•WDdlife· RefUge :and •will be:.managed: by the 
United States. Fish· and Wildlife Service for ·the 
protection· Of critically· important nesting· habitatJor · · 
threatened and. endangered sea turtles. Public 
acquisitJon would protect the beach habtta:t for the 
largest concentration Of. nesting loggerhead sea turtles .. ··• · 
(threatened) in the Western Hemisphere. · •JFwould: '. 
also protect important n~ng habitat forteatherback" · 
and Atlantic-green turtles. (both endanger.ect) .. That ... 
part of the project (about 21 acres) west OfA1A·and ·. · 
adjaCent to the Sebastian Inlet State Recreation Area ·· 
will be added to the Recreation Area and managed by 
DIVision, Of Recreation and Parks. . . . .· - . 

. . . . . . . . 

Two Sites proposed Jn,the,1992 Maritime Hamm~ks ' • 
lnitJatlve project were added. to this project. These 
sites, North Coconut Point Extension and Coconut·· 
Point, are adjacent to the Refuge project and, If 
acquired, would be managed by·the USFWS as part 

·. Of the Refuge~ · 
. . 

Construction Of seaWalls or bulwarking Of any sOrt , 
within the project. or adjacent areas would . 
compromise the main purpose for acquisitJon of the. 
project ~ nesting Of turtles on the· beact:J. 

MANAGEMENT COST 

PROJECTED .. IIANAGEUENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS -.F ACQUIIE) 
Division of ReCreation and Parka for areas adjacent to Sebastian Inlet SRA 

Source af Funds Eslilil&llld Funds Raquinlct 
CATEGCRf . (CARL. GR. elc.) . Salary OPS Expense OCO FCO 

Slalt-up CARL $22,167 $3,640 · $2,712 $50,978 -G-
· FY 191113-84 · CARL $22,167. · $3,640 $2,712 $50.978 -G-
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. The project can provide excellent recreational 
opportunities. However,· such · activitieS A11Ust be . 
carefully controlledto protect sea turtle nests and to 
avoid disruption of ·nesting activities. . Possible 

. recreational usages · Include swimming~ beach 
combing; fishing, surfing, picnicking, and. nature 
appreciation .. 

. VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The sensitive, ever-changing nature of the beach and 
coastal strand communities makes them .highly 
vulnerable to damage from human Interference. 

···Development. along the·- beach·. will cause· Increased 
. beach erosion,. and -lead to public demands for active· 
··management of the coastal processes; · . This will in 
tum degrade the value of· the property as· sea turtle 
· nesting•. habitat; 

. . 
· ··· The Atlantic bei:lch front property is highly prized for 
. residential and commercial development; The current 

·. ·· .••. · zoning within this. project allows for up to · six 
.· ·. _.·. residential units per acre on the. beachfrorit ·and one 
· unit per acre on the west .side of A1A Three 

approved residential developments and one approved 
commercial/residential development are within. the 
project on the beachfront side. · Development 

.. pressures will only increase. 

ACQUISITION•·PLANNING 
· On ·July 20; 1990. the land Acquisition .Advisory 
. Council (LAAC) approved an amended project design 
deleting.• approXimately 130 acres (currently being 
developed) in Phase II ofthe original Wabasso Beach 
project and adding approximately' 232 acres (15,600 
front feet of beach). These changes create more 
consistency between the fedenil and state acquisition 
boundaries. 

Acauisition Phasing · .. 
Phase 1: soo feet or more ofcontlguous:beach 

frOntage adjacent to publicly owned 

Phase II: 

lands; · 

· 500 feet or more of contiguous beach 
frontage in a single ownership or 
under the contract of a single agent; 

.··.··. Phase Ill: less than 500 feet of beach frontage 
. ·adjacent to publicly. owned lands; . 

Phase IV: .remainder of parcels in core area, 
proceeding from parcels .with the · 
largest beach front to the smallest 

.·The project excludes (1) developed parcels, and (2) 
.. small undeveloped parcels· situated . ·between 

·. deVeloped· parcels. · · · 

On June 28, 1991, the LAAC approved a 328 acre 
addition to the project. The addition is contiguous to 
the original project boundary on the west of A1A just 
north of Sebastian Inlet State Park and Includes the 
former LATF projects Sebastian Inlet Addition North 
and the Sebastian . Inlet Addition . (marina site). 

· · · Brevard. County has committed to funding .50% of the 
acquisition costs. of the addition .. 

-~ .· ,. . 
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On December ·10/ 1992;?'the · LAAC· approved th• 
transfer of approximately 102 . acres with a tax 
assessed value of . $5;434;680 · . from the . Maritime · ·.· · · 
Hammaek ·_Initiative. project to· the Archie: Carf. Sea·. . . .. 
Turtle ·Refuge project The acreage tranSferred l'lad . 
common, ownership already Within•the.Arc~ie carr ·· 
S.T.R. . .· .. 

CoOrdination . .. . . . . .··· . , . . .. . . 
This project was prepared in conjunction with the U.S.······ 
Flsh.andWIIdlifa Se,Yice.: The u.s. Fish and Wildlife· 
Service has appropriated• $2,000,000 Jor. fiscal year; 
1993, for the acquisition of parcels wlthlrfA~chie carr· . 
Sea Turtle Refuge. The•target area for the ~rchle:carr· .. · 
National· Wildlife Refuge .Is a 20.5 mile :coastal 'stretch ·· · 
east of u.s. A1A to.the·Atlantic Ocean, beginning at 
the northern boundary.· of Wabasso Beach; . lndlari · 
RIVer County ·.and•• ending.· just south ·of . Melbourne 
Beach .. ·The. recommended Archie. Carr .National: 

. Wlldll(e Refuge.i bOundaries. encompass<. the ' CARL 
project area State, federctJ, ·and local. governments · 
acquisltion,agentsishould continue to pl~n and work .. · 
together . to -· ... ·bring. ~ this:· . project · under ·.··.· public 
management. , .. · 

. .. . : .. ,.· 

OWNERSHIP . · ·. ·· . . .·· .· ... ·· . . · .. · : . -·.·._· 

· . This project consists of approximately 831 ~cres and 
173 oWners.' .Within the total ,project bouridary,· · · 

.·approximately 2.38:miles.,ofbeach frontage has:been 
acquired by .the, state and;~55 rnile .• by:Brevard af1(J ·. 
Indian River CountieS~ · . During 1991 ~92 the US· Fish .· 
and ·Wildlife Service acquired 12.06:acres experiding · ·. 
$3,oo0,595; . . . ' : . . ·.... . 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
The Wabasso Beach portion of this project and a .. 
parcel transferred trom SOC have'been'negotiatect 

· Boundary mapping of next phase is in proceSs. · 

RESOLUTIONS > .·· . ·. ··· ·. ·. ·.· .. <. • ·. ·· · .. · ·.·· ·· :. 

88-38: lndlan•-RI'Ier:COunty•-COmmission -.Support·. 
for acquisition. · · . · .· · · . . .. · 

91:.;.185: BreVa.rd:County Commission·., Support for .... :· 
' acquisition. 



LOCATION 
In eastern Polk County, just west of the town of 
Dundee and approximately four miles east of Lake 
Wales. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 
17 and House District 65. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the South Florida Water Management 
District. and the Central Florida Regional Planning 

·Council. · 

RESOURCE ·DESCRIPTION 
The Catfish Creek project Is a diverse project .with 
many high quality natural communities. Several of 
these natural community types are considered 
imperiled in the state. They include sandhill, scrub, 
scrubby flatwoods, mesic flatwoods, xeric hammock, 
bottomland hardwood forest, basin swamp, sandhill 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Scrub G2/S2 
Britton's bear-grass G2/S2 
Cutthroat grass G2/S2 
Lewton's polygala G2/S2 
Scrub plum G2G3/S2S3 
Sandhill Upland Lake G3/S2 
Pygmy fringe-tree G3/S3 
Scrubby Flatwoods G3/S3 . 
Curtiss' milkweed G3/S3 
·Nodding pinweed G3/S3 

25 FNAI elements known from site 

upland lake, wet flatwoods, blackwater stream, 
seepage slopes,. and floodplain swamp. The tract 
harbors at least 12 plant · species state listed as 
endangered or threatened, and Is considered a very 
important site for these mostly · scrub endemic 
species. The project is also known to · support 
numerous animal speeies · considered to. be rare or 
endangered such as bald eagle, wood stork, gopher 
tortoise, and scrub jay; · 

No archeological/historical sites within the boundaries · 
of this project are recorded within the Florida Site File. 
When compared to other· projects, the potential for 
significant sites is considered to· be low. 

The project can provide a wide array of recreational 
opportunities, however, care must be taken to 
preserve significant natural features. Potential 
recreational activities Include hiking, camping, fishing, 

· swimming, picnicking, and nature study. · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS· 
The Catfish Creek project is recommended to be 
managed as a State Preserve by the Division. of 
Recreation and Parks. The Nature Conservancy is 
acting as interim manager on TNC-acquired lands. 
The tract should be managed according to single-use 
principles with the primary goal of protecting the 
significant· natural features, but also allowing 
compatible recreation. Careful consideration must be 
given to the siting of ·any facilities; several of the ·· 
natural communities, and the plants and animals 
which comprise them, are sensitive to disturbance. 
For example, (1) sandhill upland lakes cannot 
withstand active use, the oligotrophic waters are easily 
polluted by excessive nutrients, and shoreline 
vegetation is quickly destroyed by trampling; (2) 

MANAGEMENT COST 

G 
I FY1SIBMI 

YEAR 

· FY 1982-93 

FY 1SIBM 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT BUDGET REQUEST. 
Division of Recreation and Parks 

Sowat of Funds Funds 
(CARL. GR. elc) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL $22,167 ..(). $5,712 $6,978 $8,640 
.. 

PAST, CURRENT. and PROJEcim INTERIM MANAGEMENT COSTSJBUDGET REQUEST 
The Nature Conservancy 

Saulat of Funds Funds 
(CARL. GR, eiC) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

TNC $4,500 $600 $300 $500 $2,000 

TNC/? $3,000 $1,100 "t $200 $1,000 $2,000 

65 

Total 

$43,497 

. Total 

$7,900 

$7,300 
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scrub, which harbors most of the project's rare plants 
and animals, is highly erodible; and (3) the shore of 
Lake Pierce Is frequently used by bald eagles for· 
nesting and loafing, large numbers of people in this 
region could disrupt nesting. Such concerns were 
taken into consideration when. recommending a 
management designation as a State Preserve Instead 
of State Park. 

VULNERABIUlY AND ENDAt~GERMENT 
Uke other scrub· habitat in the· state, this site consists 
primarily of dry uplands well suited for development. 
Surrounding land uses include citriculture, ranching, 
dairy farming, and muck farming, all of which could 
be conducted on the project site as well. 

Most of the site is presently used as a private hunting 
area, so it is not in immediate danger of development. 
The project Is less than one hour's drive from 
Or1ando, however, and is adjacent to the huge 
Poinciana ·development.· There are also plans ·tO 
convert part of the area to agriculture. Part of one of 
the major ownerships is platted,· and approximately 30 
acres have ·been bulldozed for pasture. The sheer 
beauty of the sand · ridges interspersed with azure 
lakes makes· the site imminently susceptible to 
eventual development if not publicly acquired. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In October, 1989, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the Catfish Creek Project Design. 
The project design only slightly modified the resource 
planning boundary. The eastern · boundary was 
altered to follow a levee and the northwestern 
boundary to more closely follow an ownership parcel. 
Section 2 was not recommended for boundary 
mapping· until Bowen, an Important ownership in 
Phase II, consolidates the lots. 

Acquisition· Phasing 
Phase 1: Rolling MeadowsjTNC (acquired)/Palo 

Alto (acquired). 
Phase II: Other owners excluding Section 2. 
Phase Ill: Section 2, when consolidated by Bowen. 

On December 7, 1990, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the appraisal mapping of section 2 
(all but approximately 40 acres have been 
consolidated by Bowen) and·the addition of all·ofthe 
FFA property to the project boundary. 
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On June 28, 1991, the Land·. Acquisition Advisory 
CouncU voted to approve a boundary amendment 
adding approximately 60 acres to the southern project 
boundary. 

Coordination . . . . . . · 
The Nature Conservancy (TNC), the projeCt sponsor,.·. 
has been In discussions with all other major 
ownerships and will assist in negotiations.. as 
necessary. 

OWNERSHIP. 
There are approximately 42 parcels and 16 owners. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Bowen has cansolidated·Section 2 with the exception 
of 30 'lots. Appraisals. of Bowen's ownership and 30 
outparcels Is in progress as is a re-appraisal of. Rolling 
Meadows.· · 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 

Design/Boundary Approved: 12/01 /89 

Design/Boundary Modified: 
06/28/91 - 60 acres added · 

Year Acres . Funds 

1991 1,135.63 $2,271,000 
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LOCATION 
The Longleaf Pine. Ecosystems project consists·.of 
thr~e sites locate'd in Hernando, Marion, and Volusia ·. 
Counties. · 

. Chassahowitzka .· Sandhill ·- Hernando County ... ·This 
site lies within Rorida Senate District 5 and House 
District 43. It also lies within the •· jurisdictions of the 
Withlacoochee Regional Planning CounciL and the 

· southwest Rorlda Water ManagemenfDistrict: · 

· Deland. Ridge Sandhill- Volusia·County. This site lies 
.. · · within Florida Senate District 1 o and House District 26. 

It also lies within the jurisdictions ofthe East Central 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns · 
River-Water Management District. 

Ross Prairie Sandhill -Marion County. This site lies 
within Rorida Senate DIStrict 16 and House DIStrict 22 
and 24. . It also lies within the jurisdiction of the 
Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council· and the St. 
Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The three Longleaf · Pine EcOsystem •·· sites 

.·. (Chassahowitzka Sandhill, .Deland ··Ridge·.·· Sandhill; 
Ross Prairie Sandhill) consist of some of the highest 
quality remaining longleaf pine sandhill communities 

. in Florida · The FNAI database has some 31 different 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Bements · 

Name FNAI Rank 

· Longspurred mint G1/S1 
Southern· marshall Ia G1/S1 

· Ashe's magnolia G2/S2 
Gulf COast lupine G2/S2 
·Karst pond xyris . · G2/S2 

· .. Leitheuser's cave crayfish . G2/S2 
Mcl.ane~s cave crayfish G2/S2 
Panhandle meadowbeauty ··G2jS2 

. Red-cockaded 
woodpecker G2/S2 

Scrub G2/S2 

64 FNAI elements known from project 

plants, animals, and natural communities recorded as 
occurring within these sites. A total . of 17 FNAI 
Special Animals are known to occur on one or more 
of the three sites. Three (3) FNAI Special Plants are 
known to occur on the Ross Prairie site. 

Longleaf pine· sandhRI has been severely reduced in 
~he state and much of. what remains is not in large 
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enough: contiguous ;tracts to be readily managec.t:as · 
complete· functioning ecosystems; The· sites were 
selected (and ·prioritized) ·tram sevf:tn propc:>sed, sites 
based on ·. 1) quattty, . 2) , ease 'Of protection/ 
management, 3) physiOgraphic location. A) . potential 
for protection of'geneticvariatiori, and 5) .relation to 
nearby. conservation· areas~ · 

" . ' . . ' . ·. 

Althoughthelongleat-:Pine·8Cosystem;sites have not. ·. ·.·. 
beeri subjected to a culturakresource assessment· 
survey, two are known to ·have archaeological/ 
historical.·. sites •. rec()rded in. the ··.Florida· Site File 
(Chassahowitzka·and Ross Prairie): ·•· When compared 
to other aCquisition~ projects. the .arch891bgical· and. > 

historical resource. value/potential of the·project site&> .·· 
is considered to. be the following: Chassahowitzka;, 
moderate to high; Deland Ridge, high;>aricf . Ross : 
Prairie, moderate. . · · · · · 

The three .. proj9ct:sites·each•t1ave •. potentlal,to.·p~~vlde·, .. . 
a. . varied ,' ' recreation ·.•··. < experie.,ce ·. •·.· by.·: offering· .· ... • ·, 
opportunities such ·as . hiking,, nature: appreciation; ·. · 
naturaL resource~ education; piCnicking;·~· horseback. · 
riding; camping; and hunting; : ·The t\voHarge: Sand ~.· · 
bottom• lakes within; the Deland' Ridge Sandhilt site 
have high value for W&ter-based recreation.· 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS .• . . · ··.. · 
. TheDMsionofForestryistherecommendedmanager ··· 

Of the Deland·. Rldge.·and Ross··· Prairie··site· (as ·State· 
Forests. ·The ~arne and freshwater Fish;Commission · 
is the . recommended'. manager~ of ·Chassahowitzka · · 
Sand hOI; management •· of ttils 'site will·be Integrated·· ·•·· .. 
with the ·.Cha5sahowitzka.-Wildlife Management. Area;· 

Fire management•.Will be one Of.the most important . 
tools for managementcof the project·sites. Whenever. 
possible; natural breaks,· existing •roads;,,bJack lines. . · 
and foam lines will be utUized to contain and contrOl 

.. prescribed: and natural fires. Timber management .· ,·.· 
activities ,should••be, at ;maintaining ·and perpetuati11g ·.··. · 
forest · ecosystems.· .. Old.;groWth stands· should be 
mapped and managed .. to maintain old-Qrowth . . 
characteristics. · · 

For· each· of the project sites; a. resource inventorY; · 
should be .conducted· to···identify ·. eiwironmentally' 
sensitive areas . that require special management. 
Locations/habitats.· of any populations · or ··sensitive • 
sites now known or .found during the resource 
inventory should. be Indicated ·in management plans 

· for · appropriate management Any ·.. facilities · ·. 
development should be located In already diSturbed 
areas to the greatest extent practical, and should be 

· the minimum necessary to provide for public acceSs; 
environmental · education, . Interpretation, ·arid the 
management of. the proJect. · · ·· 
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MANAGEMENT COSTS •.. 

. . .. .. . 

PRlJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTJBUDGET·- FEQUEsrs 2 U:: ~·- · 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission' for ChasSahowitzka' Site 

·. •" . Soun:a Of Funds Estimalad fwicts;~ >: '_ ···-·--···· .. · .. --·CAlEGORv .. (CARL, GR, elc.)- ~-;....;...--T __ ......_..,...;;;;;;.;;;;.;.;;;;;;;;.;;..;.;.;,~ ......... :..,_~;....;...,....-..;~~------tl 

·. · Saiary OPS EXpense •- . oco ··-- · ·.. i=co . ·· ·•· · Total · 

CARL 

CARL 

. $36,950 . $5,000 . $15,000 •. $21;700 -().. $7s,s5o . ; : 

. $36,950 $5,000 $15,000 •. $76,700.·· •. · <$100,oo0. $233,650 · __ .··. 
, .: ·. 

. . . 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTfBUDGET. _REQUESTS -·IF ACCUIED." 

F======u=========~r==D=ivi=si=oi'l=of=Fo=r=estry===fo=r =De=lan=d=Ri="d=ge~Si=te======::::=·=··= '··========;· _._ , __ . 

·Eslimalad R.ma ~ >· .· · .. ·..• .·· 

"CATEGORY 
Soun:a of Funds . 

. (CARL, GR, elc.) 
· .. Salary . OPS 'ExPense · . 6Co ;,, ·-;1Feo ; -_ · • ·. Total .. '.· . 

: . . . . . 

CARL · $5,000 . $15,661 $76,675. .. . -().. .. ·.. -··· $129;185 .··. _-.· 

F'f·1993-94 CARL .· $31,800 . .o;. . . $15,000 ·. $5;0QO' 
.··_ ..... . 

.. -().. • . $51;890 : .· 

PROJECTED.- MANAGEMENT COST jBUOGET' "AECUEsTs :.,If ACOUIRED- . 
· Division of Forestry for Ross Prairie Site · '. 

SoW.. of· FundS 
-.CATEGORY· (CARL, GR, elc.) 

1--~---r-----,--F:slil ...... _malad_:-----Funds~~Req..,.;....Uirad_,.,r-· -:-----r----..;...o...;ll ... · 
- .· 

Salary OPS 

Slark.lp CARL $63,698. 

F'f 1993-94 CARL. $63;700. 

Management activities should Stress the long-term . 
· viability and· distribution of populations of threatened 
• and endangered species, The federally-endangered 

red-crickaded _ woodpecker occ·urs within Deland 
Ridge Sandhilt Sufficient acreage of · old-growth 
longleaf pine stands. should be maintained orr~Stored 

._. to 811ow for lotig4erm maintenance of ; a viable 
· population Of this species. The other . sites· of the 
project may be of the size and quaJity (presently or in 

· · .. the future) to b8 successful reintroductiorrsites for this 
: species. -- The stat&;threatened A_orida scrub jay t 

·occurs within~ the boundaries of the Ross Prairie 
. SandhilL The scrub communities of this tract will 
· require periodic . burning to maintain . suitable. open . 
:habitatfor. thiS species; · The state-threatened Florida 

. -. .. black · bear Occurs on Chassahowltzka . Sandhill . 
. · · . Restoration and maintenance ·.of th8· native forest -· 

ecosystemsJs recommended for the black bear. 

VUlNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT ·· _ 
Vulnerability: · Because the sites are all primarily 
upland in nature, they are could be developed with 

. little regulatory restriction. Some of the sites, 
particularly Sand Mountain, are 81so vulnerable to 

._ degradation by continued use by 811-terrain vehicles. 
.- The primary vegetative communities on all the sites 

require fire to maintain their character; so all are 
vulnerable to significant alteration of their natural 
character by fire suppression. · 

. Endangerment: All the. sites·· are in primarily rural 
areas where . development pressures ·are minimaJ. 
·Portions of two of the sites Davidson Ranch and Rock
Hill are owned by The Nature Conservancy and are in 

.-0-

-().. 
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.-·.·Expense ·. oco ·._-_._-·FCO . ·TOtal. 
. ·- .. ·, · .. · 

.. $24;202 .· ! ' $94,975 ·.. . ,0.._ . ·.·. •. $182,875 .• •... 

no danger of being developed or otherwise altered; 
Because of the size of most of the sites, even minimal_· 
scattered development-could endanger the ability to· 
manage the· sites; could eliminate liSted plant• species .. _· · 
from the sites,. and. could .• reduce the effectiveness; of i. 
large Sites-in mairrtaining-a fiJII compleme~tdfwildlife~ •. 

ACQUISITION· PLANNING . _ . _ 
On December 1 0; 1992, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council (LAAC) -. approved the·< Longleat 'Pine · 
Ecosystem- project design: .. Modifications· are . noted 

·below... · 

ChassahOwtttka Sandhill~ Acreage:wa~ a(jded .. to the 
resource planning~ boundary to inClude all of a.Section. · 
owned by a:willlng seller .. Acreage was 81so .added to 
help form a connection to the Weeki Wachee Springs 
site and to provide a buffer for a river, Acreage·was 
deleted to exclude developed .and developing areas.: 
Approximately 950 acres within the CARL ·project 
boundaries will be acquired by the·Game.and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission . 

Deland Ridge - The resource planning boundary 
(RPB) of the Deland Ridge site was modified· on the 

·northwestern boundary to exclude ownerships. that 
were severed by the RPB and two improvements · 
(approximately 200 acres). Along the southern and 
southwestern boundaries the· boundary, was also _ 
modified-to exclude several ownerships_ cOnsisting of· 
approximately -80 _ acres. Finally; ten· acres -were-. 
added to include 811 of a parcel at the southern 
boundary. 

-

._-: 



Ross Prairie Sandhill -The 2,459 acres deleted during 
the project assessment stage·were added to the RPB. 
Acreage was deleted to exclude developed and 
developing areas. Finally, the RPB was expanded to 
Include entire tracts owned by the State of Rorida, · 
eana1 Authority. 

AcauisHion Phasing 
Chassahowitzka Sandhill 

Phase 1: 19 W. Assoc;jSecurity (Brittany Joint 
Venture) 

Phase II: Glen lakes Subdivision · 
Phase Ill: GUis . 
Phase IV: Whitehurst/Mizrah/First National 

(River. Pines/Lykes) 
Phase V: Other owners 

Deland Ridge Sandhill 
I 

Phase I: Strawn property 
Phase II: . Remaining owners 

Ross Prairie Sandhill 

Phase 1: All property south of the canal lands 
Phase II: All property north of the canal lands 

Coordination 
The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission is 
acquiring portions of Chassahowitzka Sandhill. within 
T22, R17, Sections 1, 2, 1 o, and 11 under its 
Preservation 2000 Additions and lnholdlngs Program. 
Portions of the Chassahowitzka Sandhill site are within 
the project boundarys of Southwest Rorida Water 
Management District's Weeki Wachee Riverine System 
as outlined in their 5"'-year plan; 

OWNERSHIP 
The . Longleaf Pine Ecosystems project consists of 
18,257 acres with an approximate tax assessed value 
of $33,006,690. 

Chassahowitzka Sandhill - This site consists of 
approximately 7,150 acres, 58 parcels, and 28 owners. 
The tax assessed value is approximately $7,941,679. 

· Of this acreage, approximately 951 acres, five parcels, 
two owners with a tax assessed. value of 
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approximately $1,731,201. wUI be acquired:. by the· . 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. 

Deland Ridge Sandhill - This site consists· .. of 
approximately 3,214 acres, 72·parcels, and 41 owners. 
The tax assessed value is approximately $7,237,623. 
Phase I consists of 2,309 acres, 18 parcels, ·and 1 
owner. The· tax assessed ·value is approximately 
$3,628,704. 

Ross Prairie Sandhill - This ·site consists of 
approximately 7,893 acres, 72 parcels, and 65 owners. 
The tax assessed value is approximately $17,827,388; 
Phase I consists of 4, 720 acres, 13 parcels, and 11 · 
owners. The tax assessed value Is approximately 
$7,276,948. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
The land Acquisition Advisory Council ranked this 
project for the first time . in December 1992. · 
Acquisition activities, I.e. • boundary mapping, 
appraisals, etc., have not-yet begun. 

RESOLUTIONS 
Gopher Tortoise Council- Support for acquisition 

Year Acres Funds 

None 



.. LOCATION . 
· In Citrus Coumy, Rorida's west coast, southwest of 
. Kings Bay and the Crystal River, generally west and 
Southwest of the City of Crystal River. This .project 

. . . lies within Florida~s Senate. District 4 and House . 
·: . DIStrict 43. . It Is also Within .the jurisdictions of. the · 

· Withlacoochee ... Regional Planning .Council arld the . 
· · Southwest Florida Water Management District · 

. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION · 
The ·Crystal River projeCt provides.· protection of . a 

. .major winter refuge for the endangered West Indian 
·. manatee and Is a prime nesting location for bald 

eagles and ospreys .. Natural communities within the 
project area include: floodplain marsh, freshwater tjpal 

" · · swamp, tidal marsh, and upl8nd hammock. The 

;_ :' .. 

• Highest Ranked FNAI~Isted Elements·. 

Name . FNAI Rank· 

·· Tampa vervain· G1/S1 
West ·Indian manatee· G2JfS2J · 
Sandhill. . G2G3/S2 
·Shell Mound G3/S2 
Bald eagle G3/S2S3.· 

· Freshwater Tidal·· 
Swamp .. . G3/S3 

Xeric Hammock. G?/S3 
Mesic Flatwoods . ... G?/a4. 
Upland Mixed Forest G?/S4 

· Floodplain Swamp G?/a4?. 

28 FNAI eiements known from project 

project area represents · a significant part of the 
·.headwaters. of the· Crystal River.· Areas more inland 
contain some examples of prairie hammock. Upland 

. areas of the project contain some quality examples of 

hydric hammack and uplarid mixed forest .• Hovi9Ver; .··· 
silvicultural management/pine· plantations Occur on . 
higher elevations·Of the project, which: has impacted ·• .•.. · .. ·· · 
the overall biodiversity ofihe project, The pr:oject .is 
known to harbor at least 1 'FNAI-tlsted animal species; .. 
Crystal River and Bay; which thfs;projectwould bUffer;<.· 
are also known to be.of particular. Importance to the 
federally.;enctangered·West Indian manatee~ . 

The . project area. includes an· impreSsive array of . 
archaeological remains lncluc:tlng significant a~nginaJ; 
and .. Spanish artifacts; as· well· as human ·skeletal· .• 
remains. · The Crystal River area was ·a major trade • .• 
center for prehistoric people as early as 500 · e;c .. · 
When compared to other acquisition proj99ts;>the • ·• .. ·. 
arch8ological and historical resource valu~l potent~ · · · · · · 
of this project Is considered to be· moderate to high; · 

This project has areas.suitable for nature appreciation.· .. 
picnicking~ fishing, :.:·canoeing; • .· hiki~gr· ,. bicycling; ~ · · 
·camping; .. huliting; horseback; riding: ·. The.•·.·proj9ct •··i~· , .. 
located· at the.•GuJf,:terrninus .. of the· cross Florida. : 
Greenbelt; and· as-. such; would likely have great · ·. · 
recreational potential!~ · · . . 

··MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS . . 
Many·. management responsibilities. for the :Crystal .· • 
River State Reserve •have been transferred· from the 
DiVIsion of Recreation and .·Pinks· to the Division. of. 
State Lands through departmental· reorganization. • 

· .· The DiviSion of HistOrical • Resources; has • a direct · 
management role relating: to the: archaeological and 
historical resourc_. .·Primary management. emphasis· • .. 
should be on the protection and perpetuation of the • 
natllral cc:)mmunities, . archaeolOgical. and histori<:ar ; .... 
resources; geological features, and natural biological 
diversity. .Speci8J eare should be given to the 
protection . and 1 maintenance :of. · etidangered · and .. · 
threatened ·· .. · species, · .• ·• particularty ·. the .. : federaliy: .... · ... 
endangered West Indian manatee (by maintaining of .· 
the water quality of the . CryStal River, Bay, and .· 
associated waters and careful monitoring· of 
recreational activities). A major addition to the Crystal 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

GJ 
FY 1991-412 

FY 1992-93 

FY 191B84 

PAST, QJRRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET. REQUEST 
Division of State Lands 

Saurae of Funds Funds 
(CARL. GR, 811:) 

Salary CPS· Expense ceo FCO 

IITF $28,691 .Q. $3,500 .Q. .Q. 

IITF $28,691. .Q. $5,245 .Q. .Q. 

IITF $28,691 .Q. $5,500 . .Q. .Q. 
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Total 

$32,191 ... 

$32,936 

$34,191 
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#S·CRYSTAL RIVER 

. · River project (1992 Crystal: Bay proposal) has been 
. Jncorporated into the Crystal River project and will be 
managed as part of the Reserve. · 

Areas of varying .· intensity of · silvicultural 
·.· management/pin~. plantations are scattered . 

throughout the higher elevations of the. .project 
.·· · (majority of the< uplands). .· Plantations should be 

managed so as to return them to their . original 
. character and. species COmposition and all disturbed 

· · areas should b8 restored to the greatest extent 
.. ·possible~ Fire. management will be. one of the most· · 
. · important ·tools·. for management the . Crystal River 
.... project. . Whenever possible, existing roads, black 
. . ·· · .. ·. lines, foam lines and natural breaks will be Utilized to . 

· .. contain and control prescribed and natural fires~· 

. WLNERABIUTY AND· ENDANGERMENT 
. Citrus County is experiencing one of. the fastest 

· ·. · population growth rates; (72.82% from 1980 to 1990) 
: .. · ·· ..•. in the. state; trailing only Flagler, Osceola, Hernando, · 

Charlotte and Collier Counties; Even though more 
, . recent CoUnty planning has attemptEKj to limit 

. . . intensive development in the low lying coastal. area 
west of US 19, many platted subdivisiOns were 
grandfathered, · exempting them from: the more 

•.·· ·.. stringent··.· . land use· regulations; ··Continued 
. · ·· development of properties along. Crystal \and.· Salt 

River corridors and the small islands within the mai'Sh 
· · · syStem will inevitably impact water quality and delicate 
· .·. manatee habitat ' ·· : 
•. . . . 
. . . .. . ·. .- : .· . 

· · .. A die¢f of vegetation along the coast and on offshore 
islailds in this region of Florida has been associated 
by some .with sea level rise. If this is indeed the case, 

.· much.of lhe project may be inundated in the future. 
. ·: .-- . . ·: . : -_ . . . 

·• In 1988, the.Cttrus.CountyCommissionapprovedthe 
.. ·· . .. ·extension of a .water line to .the end of SR 441 which 
· •···. ·bisects the. Crystal River prOject area; 

.. , .. . . . . 

.····:. ·.·.·' ACQUISITION PLANNING . 

·On Mareh 21; 1986 the Land Acquisition Advisory 
. COuncil voted to combine the Crystal River II project, 
She Crystal Cove projecttand the Crystal River State 
Reserve project The project map lllustratesthe entire 

· project area and also the following project. design 
·acquisition· phasing recommendations: 

Acauisition Phasing 
1.. ·· Crystal River II 
2. · Crystal Cove 
3. Crystal River State Reserve . . . 

a) Foit lsl8nd · · Mounds 81'1d.· the . HOllins 
Corporation, projeCts·· added to· the 1984-85 
CARL list. 

b) Partially developed tracts between. Crystal 
Cove and the State Reserve on the northern 
shore of the River, which directly Impact on 
the water quality of the Crystal River /Kings 
Bay System, and from which unlimited boat 
access eould become a major problem. 

c) Properties adjoining and Immediately south of 
the confluence of the Crystal and Salt Rivers. . 
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.. d)' MulletiKey;:.a• PreJect:•~dded to::tt1eJ~· > 
CARL list (acquired). · · · 

e) .· Other parcels bordering . State Road 44 .· 
extending north-and west to the, power plant •· 
discharge·ctl&nneL · · · · ··· · · · · 

f) Properties .. Jn•the northwestem·region 'of the,· , 
. project design, including estiJaririe marsh arici· , .• 

upland buffers north of•· the river, .•.. ·. .. · .. 

Included within .the·overaii.·Cr}istakRiver Projeci · 
Design · .. are ··areas ·. in. ·wtlich .· less.·· than,, fee. sirriJ)Ie·· •.·.•. 
acquisition .. techniques • ·maY ·be effectively used ··to ... ·· 
accomplish preservatlon•al'ldproteCtion,goals .. 

Examples CJt a:tternative i.protectlon ~methOds could" : .. ···•·· include: · · · .· · ·· · ···· · · · · ·· .. · · 

1. · Conservation,easements. · . 
. 2. Donationand~,leaseback. · 

. :3. Purchase and leaseback.:\ .•. · · .. ·. ·· .•.... ····. ·· .. · 
4 . Pui'Chase:an(fresell; with restrictions;· 
5. . ·.·.Cooperative agreements .. · · · .· · · · · ' 
6. EXchange&; . ... ·· ·· · · 

. 7. Regulatory contrOl. 
. 8;. Purchase and/or transfer 

right& . 

On December 1 o, :1992. the·Land Acqulsitibn:AdviSory >: · ·. ·.· · · 

Council•> combil'lecf'·. CryStal· Bay,.··. a:·.· 1992-··tCARL ... 
proposal, with CrystaL Rlveri ,. The •proj~· desigrL. · ·· 

. recommended•. that! the: HOllins COrporation.ibe 
inciuded in Phase t · 

· Coordination · . · .. :· ·. . · · · · .. · . . .· 
· Congress,ln·1987, appropnated $650~ooototheU.$> •·· . 
Flsh.anct Wlldlife,Service to purchase· 80S acres for'<·· 
the• axpanslon . of the ·9ryStal RiVer Nati()I'UlJ Wildlife·~.·· ... 
Refuge;·. In >·1990; • $900.000 'f/as approved for the;: 

· acquisitlon·of'10•acres:·. 'In 1991;-.thetJS·FisJ'I·anc:f· : · 
Wildlife Service received a,$50();000 appropriation .. ··. 

OWNERSHIP .•·. · ·.· .. · .. · : .. ·. . .. : .. · · · ·. ·. . . . . •. •.·•· .•·· 
Approximately2,44Qacres h&ve:~been·•aequirecj. with< • 
EEL and CARl funds ($4' miiU6n ··in EEL funds were 
added to CARL funds~to acquires 242 acre parcel,in 
1985). Suncoast Shores, a-•s1Zable,()Wr1ershlp,8Jld • · 
. crucial parcel an the Southern boundar)' of this·project ·.·• 
area was acquired'.in 1988; Mullet Key, an Important 
archaeological site; and another 1 0+ ·acre parcel·were 
acquired during. 1989. No· acquiSitiOn activity 
occurred In 1990. There are approximately so: owners 
remaining to be. purchased. · 

ACQUISITION STATUS · 
The LAAC increased this projeCt:!s ranking from #38 
to #8. Updated appraisal maps and appraisals will be · · 
initiated in· earty 1993. · ·· 

OTHER . . . 
This project Is within a Chapter . •·· 380 · Growth 
Management Agreement Area..lt ls.also adjacent to 
a waterbody classified under the Special" Waters . · 
·Category of Outstanding. Rorida•waters. · · 



RESOLUTIONS 
85-208: Citrus County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 

· 86-187: Citrus County Commission - Support· for 
acquisition. 

87-95: Citrus County Commission- Joint funding. 

87-101 :Citrus County Commission - Support for 
acquisition. 

Garden Oub of Crystal River - Support for 
acquisition. 

88-54: Citrus County Commission - Support for 
acquisition. · 
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1992 
1991 
1990 
1989 
1988 
1987 
1986 
1985 
1984 
1983 
1982 

242.00 
1,401,17 

786.7t 
9.n 

#8 CRYSTAL RIVER 

38 
32 
47 
13 . 
11 
7 
13 
14 
15 
14 
19 



·LOCATION. . . 
In Collier County; along Florida's southwest coast, 
approximately 25 miles south . of. Naples, .. including 
Keewaydln, Uttle Marcci· and· Canon and. Johnson 
Islands. This project lies· within ·Florida's Senate 
District 29 and House Districts 76 and 102 .. It alSo lies 

. . within ·the ·jurisdictions. ··of the· South , Florida Water 
· Management · District . and the Southwest Florida 

· · Regional·. Planning Council. 

RESOURCE. DESCRIPTION 
This project provides an outstanding example of a 

· subtropical . · estuarine · system. · The . · natural 
· communities 8ssociated with the estuary are relatively 
undisturbed and range from mangrove and marsh to 

. flatwoods and maritime hammock. As part .of .the 
national estualjne research reserve system, ·Rookery 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted 8emenm · ·· ·· 

.-Name ·. FNAIRank 

Scrub G2/S2 
.. Handfem G2/S2· 

Sand-dune spurge .G2/S2 
West Indian manatee G2?/S2? 
Florida. black bear G5T2/S2 
FIJ22Y-wUzz.y air-plant G3/S1· 
Coastal Grassland G3/S2 
Shell Mound G3/S2 .. Bald eagle G3/S2S3 
Gopher tortoise G3/S3 

22 FNAI elements known from site 

Bay is · representative of the ·· .· West Indian 
biogeographic type. 

. . . 

Although the area has not been ext~nsivt:tly surveyed,·· 
·it is believed to have good potentiSJ for:archaeOiogicaL 

·· investigations. · · ·· 
. . : . . ._. ' . : . 

This project' can provide a: range: ot recreational.:'·.··.· 
· opportunities: tt1at; are compatible :with the primary · · 
. acquisition ·objective. ofdlatural resource protection; . · .. 
including, ·.·.but not ·•limited:•· to,< ~shing, -.·beach·. related·. 

. activities; nature study, aoo boating. . . 

MANAGEMENT. CONCEPTS · . . . ·· . ··:· ._· .. 
The Division of Marine ResOurces (Department • of 
Natural R8S()urces)> is . the lead .. manager ·for:.: the . 
Rookery Bay project; the project will be m~mag8d as . 
a buffer to the j:tookery Bay National Estuarine 
Research Reserve ·:and > the Rookery . Bay Aquatic · •·. 

. Preserve. Polley :and management direction are ·• · 
provided by'a .1118nagernent• committee:·conslstlng. of 
the / Department< . of> >Natural • Resource~< The ··• . 
Conservancy; Inc.; and.the National Audub()h $ociety> 
The Division • .. of· HistOrical. Resources 'of, .the. 
Department ofState Is a· cooperating .manager. · 

I . . . . 

Pursuant to the purpoSes . of its · d~signatiorl: as a· 
National Estuarine Research Reserve, the primary 
management goal for Rookery Bay is to preserve and 
promote the natural.eStuarlne system as a>sittHor .. · . 
coastal ecosystem research and • environmentar · · · · 
education projects. A secondary goal of management 
is to·. identify and· encourage compatible public .. · 

· · · recreational activities. Management actiVities ·will be 
in conforrr1&nce. with the philosophies of state lands .·. 
management and the National ·. Estuarine Research .. · · · 
Reserve program~ · · 

. VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT .• •··· . . 
Mangrt>ve shoreline systems art) partially protected_ by 
dredge and fill regulation bUt are very susceptible. to 
human .activity. · 

MANAGEMENT COST 

PAST, CURRENI', and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
· Division Of Marine Resources · 

Saun:e of Funds ·Funds . 

YEAR (CAR.. GR, 8ID) 
. Salary CPS Expense ceo FCO Total 

FY 1991"4112 LATF, MRCTF, $328;208 $70,135 $88,400 $88,672 . ~ 
.·· $551,533 

GR, Fed. Grants ~ .. 

FY 1992-93·· LATF, MRCTF, $326,311 $80,794 $151,910 $69,353 ~ $628,383 
GR, Fed. Grants 

FY 191913&1 LATF, MRCTF, $326,311 $80,794 $151~910 $34,000 . ~.ooo_. $1,143,015 . 
GR. Fed. Grants 
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#9•ROOKERY BAY 

Recent problems with a dredge and ffll· applications In 
the area points. out that this tract is endangered by 
development.. 

.· . . . 

A significant ·portion Of< Keeviaydln Island is uncter 
option from the·. Gaynors by a developer \vho has 
approval from local regulatory and. planning agencies 
to · build a. high scale residential development of 

. approximately 75 houses on the northern . part of the 
· .. island. · 

. ACQUISITION PLANNING -·· . . 
· · .. The Rookery Bay project design was appreved. by the 

Land ·Acquisition·· Advisory Council on. November 8, 
·· · . .1985, and approved by the Governor and Cabinet as 

part of the JanU&ry 7, 1986, Interim Report; . 

. Portion of the northern boundary affected by the 
COllier. Development Corporation DRI has not yet been 

· · finalized. · 

The project design recommended use of less than fee·. 
• · · simple acquisition where appropriate; · arid the 

following acquisition ·phasing: .· · · 
. . .· 

. · . . . .•. AcauisitionPhasina··· · · ·. . . . 
· > Phase I:. Option< Contracts ._ .. which ·are•. currently 

· ·.under negotiation withli'lthe Rookery Bay 
project approvedlrrJuly 1985. ; · 

·.. . .· . 

. Phase II: · Cannon Island, Johnson Island. (Cannon 
Island predominantly acquired;)-< 

Phase Ill: UnpurchSsed larlds Included in the 
._ Rookery Bay project as of July 1985. 
. . . . 

. . . 

NOTE: Lands along Shell Island Road in Section · 
· 15, Township 51 South, Range:_ 26 East 
. should be the • highest • priority within. this 
. phase. · · · · 

Other lands added in project design, but 
· .·· .. not approved in July 1985.; except lands in . · 

·Sections 22 and 27; Township 50 South, 
Range 25 · East, which had not · been 
induded as of July 1985 . 

. -Phase V: ·Sections 22 and 27; Township 50 South, 
· Range . 25 East which had not been 

induded as of July 1985. 

OWNERSHIP 
Eleven parcels have been acquired; induding a small 
(-5 acre) donation, totaling approximately 1,152 acres. 

· · The State acquired 13,230 acres (primarily wetlands) · 
in an exchange with Deltona. The state acquired a 
~ubstantial portion of Cannon Island (358 acres) in 
1988. An additlonal13,000 acres were also acquired 
by· exchange from Deltona on nearby Marco Island 
(not within project boundaries).· Approximately 200 
parcels remain to be acquired. 
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. ~- .. _. . . . -

Approximately 1 ,611 acres, forming tturnucleus:()f the .:.·· 
estuarirte · ... · sanctuary, arf) : under ,lease to ~ tlie; 
Department of· Natural R88Qurces • from the COllier 
Conser'lancy,lnc::;the·Audubon Society; ~ndothers;· · . . ··. . . '_ . '• .. · .. ·- . ·-·· '· 

ACQlJISITION STATUS · .. •··. ·.· . : . . ·.. < : ..... 
Negotiations ongoing· ·• for-. Keewaydin'. Cub . and ·. 78 ··• • 
additional pa~cels. · · ·. · 

Em.inent·oomain .. _-· -·.·· ... . . ___ 
ReaUthorized .and • ~8nded by >1987 ·Legislature; but · · 
.does ··not. lnciUcle-.·1985·.·or :1986;projeci.design·.·. 
additions. · · · · · · · 

.... ·. 

·-.. RESOLUTIONS < , •·. _ ..• · .. _ . • . . · ... ·•· .•. _. ··.··.· · .•. · 

· ·90-549:·• . • •. Collier • CountyComnilsslon•:,. Support<:foi'c •• 
acqulsitiOnF . ._·.. . . · · ·.· ••. · · · · · ., . : · ·· 

· 85~208: . Collier ·County .qomml8slon· ~. Support for· 
acquisitlof1~ . ·· · · · ·· · ·· · · - · -· 

1992 
1gg1 . 
1990' 
1989 

·· .. 1988 
·.· ... ·1987 

1986 . 
1985. 
1984 
1983 

. 1982. 
1980 

1980 
1981. 
1982 
1983 

·s.oo 
146.23 
629.90" 

14.26 
.1984 ·13;242.50 
1985. 13;000.00 
1988 357.91 

9 
19 

.. 32· 
30 

.. 
. . 

19 
6 .2 •.. · ... 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 

$0 
$473,321 

$2,640,050 
$0 

$1,831;161 
$0. 

·. $2;983,114 

·,•" .. 
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LOCATION 
Blue Spring 
In central Jackson County, four miles north of 
Marianna; This project lies· within Aorida . Senate 
District 1 and House. District 7. It also lies within the 
jurisdictions of the Apalachee Regional Planning 

.. Council and the Northwest Aorlcla Water Management 
District. 

Falmouth Spring 
In northwest Suwannee County, ten niiles northwest 
of Uve Oak. The project lies within Aorida's Senate 
District 5 and House District 11. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Suwannee RiVer Water 
Management District· and the North Central Aorida 
Regional Planning Council. 

Fannin Springs· 
In northwest Levy County, bordered on the west by 
the Suwannee River and on the east by the town of 
Fannin Springs. This project lies within Aorlcla's 
Senate District 5 and House District 1 o. It Is also 
within the jurisdictions of the Suwannee River Water 
Management District and the Withlacoochee Regional 
Planning Council. 

Gainer Springs 
In northwestern Bay County. approximately 25 miles 
north of Panama City. The project lies within Aorlda's 
Senate District 1 and House District 7. It is also within 

· the jurisdictions of Northwest Aorida Water 
Management District arid West Aorida Regional 
Planning CouncD. 

River Sink Spring 
In northern Wakulla County, approximately 15 miles 
south of Tallahassee. The project lies within Aorida's 
Senate District 3 and House District 10. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of Northwest Aorlcla Water 
Management District and Apalachee Regional 
Planning Councn. 

St. Marks Springs 
In southeastern Leon County. approximately 12 miles 
south of Tallahassee, within a short distance of 
Natural Bridge Historic Site. The project lies within 
Aorida's Senate DistrictS and House District 10. It Is 
also within the jurisdictions of Northwest Aorida Water 
Management District and Apalachee Regional 
Plannipg Council. 

Trov Spring 
In northern Lafayette County, along the Suwannee 
River. This project lies within Aorida Senate District 
4 and House District 11. It also lies within the 
jurisdictions of the North Central Aorida Regional 
Planning CouncU and the Suwannee River Water 
Management District. ' 
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Weeki Wachee Springs 
In southwestern Hernando County, 12 miles southwest 
of Brooksville. This project lies within Aorida Senate 
District .1 o and House Districts 43 and 44. It also lies 
within the jurisdlctlons.of the Withlacoochee Regional 
Planning Council .and the Southwest Aorida Water 
Management District . 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Blue Spring 
The Blue Spring project encompasses a submerged 
spring group In Merrits Mill Pond. One aquatic cave 
(Blue Spring) occurs at the head spring itself, and two 
others approximately one and two miles downstream. 
The Mill Pond is that portion of the spring run 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank. 

Gulf moccasinshell G1G2/S? 
Round washboard G1G2/S? 
Ashe's magnolia G2/S2· 
Dougherty Plain cave 

crayfish G2/S2 
Spring-run Stream G2/S2 
Sandhill G2G3/S2 
Pallid cave crayfish G2G3/S2S3 

· Marianna columbine G5T1/S1 
Aquatic cave . G3/S2. 
Atlantic sturgeon G3/S2 

39 FNAI elements known from project 

(tributary to the Chlpola River) that was Impounded 
above US-90. A tract of mostly forested. (upland 
mixed) land surrounds the head spring area; some of 
the land here has been cleared and developed. as a 
recreational facility. Umestone bluffs, supporting 
several listed plant species, occur at intervals along · 
the banks of the pond (and within the project). The 
project Includes a noncontiguous 13 acre parcel 
(downstream) with the dam that impounds the spring 
run; the parcel includes a small hydroelectric plant 
(cum311dy not In use) and water-control structures. 
Natu1'81 communities within the project include: upland 
mixec~ forest. spring-run stream (Impounded), bluff, 
flood1plain swamp, and aquatic cave. 

Falmcluth Spring 
Falmouth Spring Is a karst window, a section of 
undefaround stream exposed to the surface by the 
collaPse of overlying limestone. The. underground 
stream continues beyond the karst window and 



- ',.-~- ..... - . 

FLORibA•s ·.·.·FIRST 
MAGNITUDE SPRINGS 

~· .1992 ADDillON 

A. FALMOUTH· SPRING (SUWANNEEl. 
· .. 8. FANNIN SPRINGS. {LEVY) . 

C. GAINER SPRINGS(BAY & ·WASHINGTON) 

SHEET I of·3 

80 

-... ~ 

·.';:..-

;: .. 



11 

14 

LEON 
Leon Co. 

E 

0 

MILES 

I 
..;, I 

---

25 30 ..,, --. "'' I -- <CI 

--------r---~---mr-------
z' 
"'' _, 

36 °1 31 
- ir• 

----- _:_----- ~~------ .. ~~::;!z~~~ 
t - WI. I _..,, __ 

-~--""""'' -·' %1 

"'' 

FLORIDA
1
5 

MAGNITUDE 
FIRST 

SPRINGS 

• 
PROJECT AREA 

APALACHICOLA 
NATIONAL FOREST 

D . ST. MARKS SPRINGS lLEON) 
E. RIVER SINK SPRING (WAKULLA) 

SHEET 2 of 3 

81 

) 



-.... . ... . - . 
_..:. ... ....::;. ~- .. 

,...,;.. ·-." . 

- ..... 
- .... 

·o FLORlDA'S, FIRST>.,AGNI"FlJDE 

' SPRlNGS 

PROJECTAREA · 
(1992 ADDITIONS ..: F, G &:H) 

ORDER OF SITES IS NORTH TO SOUTH SHEET30F3 

82 



CA~ 

Slart-up 

FY 1993-94 

#10 FLORIDA FIRST MAGNITUDE SPRINGS 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET REQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Jackson County for Blue Spring 

Source of Funds Estimal8d Funds Raquirad 
(CARL. GR, elc..) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

- $18,203 $7,893 $21,130 $17,800 $28;700 

- $18,203 $7,893 $21;130 .$1,900 $3.000. 

Falmouth Spring 

. 

Total 

$93,726 

$52,126 

During the November 20, 1992, LAAC meeting, the Suwannee River Water Management District was recommended as lead manager 
for the Falmouth Spring site. 

The estimated expenditure of the water management district for Falmouth Spring in FY 1993-94 is -$9,408. This figure was 
calculated by determining the district's overall estimated management cost/acre (estimated management.budget divided by total· 
acreage under management) and multiplying by the acreage of the Falmouth site. · 

Fannin Springs /. 
As management responsibilities have not yet been resolved for Fannin Springs, management cost estimates are presently 
unavailable. 

CA~ 

Slarkp 

FY 1993-94 

CA~ 

.Siart-up 

FY 1993-94 

CATEGORY 

Slarkp 

FY 1993-94 

CATEGORY 

Slart-up 

FY 1993-94 

CATEGORY 

Slalklp 

FY 1993-94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET REQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parks for Gainer Springs 

Source of 'Funds Estimalad Funds Raquirad 
(CARL. . GR, etc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL. $94,863 $24,560 $27,110 _$75,000 ·. -0- . 

CAAL $97,863 $24,560 $27,110 $75,000 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST jBUDGET REQUESTS- IF·ACQUIRED 
U.S. Forest Service for River Sink Spring 

Source of Funds ·Eslllll8bld Funds Raquirad 
(CARL. GR, ale.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

-0-

FCO 

Federal $18,000 $1,500 $500 $3,000 .$2.000 

Federal $18,000 $20,000 $2,000 $6,000 $2.000 

.. PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST fBUDGET REQUESTS - IF ACQUIRED. 
DiviSion of Recreation and Parks for St. Marks Spring 

Source of Funds Eslimalad Funds Raquirad 
(CARL. GR, etc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $22,167 $7,280 $5,424 $6,978 ' 

CARL $22,167 $7,280 $5,424 $6,978· 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET REQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Forestry for Troy Spring 

Source of Funds Estimalad Funds Raquirad 
(CARL. GR, ale.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $57,000 -0- $30,000 $17,000 

CARL $57,000 -0- $10,000 $5,000 

·PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTjBUDGET REQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for Weeki wachee Springs 

Source of Funds Es11111818d Funds RaqWiad 
(CARL. GR, ale.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL -0- $3,000 $10,000 -0-

CARL -0- $3,000 $10,000 -0-

8..1. 

FCO 

-0-

-0-

FCO 

-0-

-0-

•' 

FCO 

-0-

-0-

TOtal 

$224,537 

$224,537 

Total 

$25,000 

$48,000 

TOtal 

$41,849 

$41,849 

TOtal 

$104,000 

$72,000 

TOtal 

$13,000 

$13,000 
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#10 FLORIDA FIRST.MAGNITUDE SPRINGS > 

·apparently emerges again in the beet Of the Suwannee · · · 
River, some four miles to the west. The majority 
(60%) of the uplands surrounding Falmouth Spring are 
in a disturbed condition. Natural communities include 
upland mixed forest, sandhills Oargely · disturbed), 
sinkhole, aqUatic cave, and spring"run stream; · 

Fannin Springs • • · · ... ··. ·. · · · ... · 
Big Fanniri and Uttle Fannin Springs are a spring 

· · · • group with short runs to the Suwannee River.· The 
uplands surrounding the Fannin Springs are · 
developed for recreation (substantial facilities present), 
and border .the Andrews. Wildlife Management Area. · 

·.··. The majority (88%) of the surrounding uplands are in 
< · a disturbed condition. Natural communities include 

spring-run ·stream and. floodplain swamp: Suwannee 
· cooters; alligator · snapping turtles, and Atlantic 
sturgeons are known· from·· this section . of . the 
Suwannee River, and . In recent years West Indian · 
manatees have been observed in the springs: Natural 

' : communtiles ·. include spring-run .. stream, floodplain 
swamp, and upland mixed forest. · 

Gainer Springs . ·· 
The Gainer spring group . discharges Into Econflna 

·.. .. . Creek and Deer PolnUake - supplying drinking water 
. :. ' for Panama City. The 1992 Gainer ~prlngs Expansion 

···provides over 4 miles· of additional upland buffer for 
.. · .. · the ·• Econfina; ·· ·The springs discharge from. bf!jow · 
. limestone outcrop& surrounded by rich ·deciduous 

forest. They are unique ·in having the sOftest water 
(lowest. dissolved solids concentration) of any first 
magnitude springs or· spring groups. in Rorida. 

· Several species of FNAI-designated plants occur in 
· the calcareous slope forests and limestone bluffs 
above · the springs. Natural communities include 

··sinks, floodplain swamp, slope forest; upland mixed 
forest, spring-run stream, and bluff. The uplands of· 

.· . the project apparently once supported,· sandhill, but .. 
this COITU11Unity has largely . • been converted to 
silviculture and agriculture, or ~s been degraded· by· 

. fire suppression. 

· .. ·. River Sink Spring 
·RIVer Sink Spring Is a karst window; The surrounding · 
uplands contained within the project ·boundary are 
contiguous on two sides with the · Apalachicola 
National Forest · The globallyJmperil_ed Woodville . 

. ; cave craYfish and Hobb's. cave amphipod, as well as 
·· .· · an undescribed specieS of cave amphipod are known 

from· River Sink Spring. Natural communities include 
sandhill. and aquatic cave. The forest surrounding the 

·· spring was clearcut in late 1991; the condition of the 
. groundcover is unknown. 

··St. Marks Springs 
·'The St Marks. Springs inclUde two first. magnitude· 
river rises, a first magnitude spring, and a · S8COr1d 
magnitude spring group - together forming the 

·· headwaters. of . the St. Marks River, an Outstanding 
Rorida Wmer. Approximately half of the upland 
surrounding the river · is In a disturbed condition. 
Natural . communities Include floodplain sw8mp, 
sinkhole, spring-run stream, and blackwater stream. 

Troy Spring 
· · · . Troy Spring lies In a small depression In the steep 

·limestone banks on the south side of'the Suwannee 
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River.and·.flows to.the•river:.througll2QOJeet:ofspli~g··· 
run. · The sprlrig . (vent 68 • feet deep), until reeently; .. 

. was a. very active diving. locatiOn. ·. Besides<an · 
exceptional; aquatic cave; the. scuttled WrEK:k of "the ... · 
COnfederate steamboat, ·MadiSon•, llesapprqximately .• . . 
7 feetiunder: waterln•the'~spring run~ . A:dlversiiy of: · 
Natural communities, including.high ,qualitY; sanclhiU,. .. . 
xeric hammock, upland pine forest, · uplaricl· mixed 
forest; spririg-run··· Stream,. aquatic·. ·<cave, .•. and_·.··· 
blackwater stream occur on sitei . 

Weeki Wachee Springs · · .. ···.· . · •. · . .· · ..••.. ·. • .. . 
The ·Weeki ' Wachee ·Springs group•. forms .. the• ... • · 
headwaters of the Weeki Wachee (or,•Weekiwachee) 
River; The area: around:·the•·Weekl Wachee.Spring 
pool has been eXtensively developed anct·la.·a well .... 
known .. tourist' attraction~ -HOwever;_·. at.pres8nt, the·. 
Weeki. Wachee RiVer is relatiVely pristine through· the 
upstream h81f Of Its &eVen rnlle long run.to• the Gulf. : · 
The project Includes the headsprirlQs (and attraction). . 
a·diversity•of.natural·conuriunitieS;'and.approxifl'Stely; 
2 mues of.' bOth sides . Ot· the upper. riVer.· NatUral · ·· ·.· 
communities include · •• scrub,· . ·xeric hammock, · 
depressiOn marsh,• spring~run · stream, and aquatic 
cave.· 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS' · .· 
- For each spring. site, a resource Inventory. should be 

coriductecj used. to ldeilt!.fY.environmeritally;:senSit~e .. · ... · 
areas> ·tJiat····:requii'e ·. •special•···· ·. consideratlon<;'.aoo-··. ::•·:;·. 
management activities: .. ·•· L.oCatlons. or habitats of any .. 
populations· or sensitive sites: now· knowi't.or. found 
durlng.theresource·inventory shoiJid·be•lildicateddn•·· · • 
the .management plan for appropriate management 
Any additional· facilities development ·· should: be 
located in already. disturbed areas. to· the.> greatest . 
extent.·.· practical, .and:ishould· .. ·be. the>minimum· 
necessary to provide for public access; ·environmental•' 

. ·education; Interpretation; and the· management of the 
project. · · · · · · 

. .·.. . - .. ·.: . ·: . - : .. ·.: .. ,.· .. :. \> ·.: .. 

Blue Springs ·. .··· .· · · . · · . · . · . . · · .·. · 
Jackson County Is the·recommended manager. of the •.·: .. ··· ..... . 
Blue Springs tract:• (the County currendy leases and · 
manages the recreation area ffum the curr:ent owner). 
The project should,be managed as a natural·parkwlth . 
the careful integration• of public use. The tract· cai1 · · 
accommOdate swimming; .nature appreciation, limited 
hiking, canoe ·.launching; .. picnicking,:· ancL freshwater•· i ·. 

fishing~ A second >smaJJ spring Is located seveiaJ 
hundred feet down from the· headsprlng on· the north. 
edge of the Mill Pond. Thls·sprlngis.presently used. 
by Snorkelers and probably should be closed off .from· 
this type of .use (shai'p rocks at the spring and •the 
bluffs· pose a safety hazard). Any facilities or 
activities (nature trails or boardwalks) in the Vicinity of · 
project;s limestone blUffs. should be-des!gned to 
ensure the protection of rare plant populations ·and· 
hab~ · (particularly that of Marianna colur'llbine, . 
11Vei1eaf, and southern · maideno.hair 'fern). ·· · · A · · 
dil8pidated boardwalk running from above ~·bluff · · 
area to this spring Should be rernaved ·as :resourees . · .. 
·permit. 

Falmouth Spring . .. . . . •.. . .·. . 
The Suwannee River Water Managerrient District Is the · .· · 
recommended manager-fOr Falmouth . Spring. ·· The 
tract should be managed as i(.special•,.geologlc site; .. 



emphasizing Its unique geological feature. Public use 
-should Include nature appreciation and study, hiking, 
and picnicking. Facilities development should be 
limited to those necessary for public access, 
interpretation, and resource protection. Facilities for 
picnicking and a nature trail could also be 
accommodated if these do not conflict with protecting 
the geological resources. 

Fannin Springs 
Local government (tri-county) is the recommended 
manager for Fannin Springs, although no commitment 
to management has yet. been received. Special 

· consideration should be given to rare and endangered 
species, including the West Indian manatee. 
Allowable public uses could include picnicking, 
swimming, fishing, canoeing, and, perhaps, camping. 
According to the present owner, sedimentation due to 
erosion has reduced 'flow from some vents of. the 
larger spring; removal of this sediment should · be 
considered. 

Gainer Springs , 
The Division of Recreation and Parks is the 
recommended manager for Gainer Springs. The 
property should be ·managed for public recreation 
compatible with protection of its unique resources; 
opportunities include picnicking, camping, canoe 
launching, fishing, swimming, horseback riding. ·The· 
large spring nearest State Road 20 could be 
developed for ·swimming and canoe launching, 
whereas the remaining springs should be maintained 
In their natural condition. Trails through the limestone 
hammocks and along the creek and springs should 
be carefully planned to avoid damage to the sensitive 
ground cover and limestone outcrops. The disturbed 

-, sandhills should be restored to the greatest extent 
practical. · 

River Sink Spring . . 
·River Sink Spring is recommended to be managed by 
the United States Forest Service as a special feature 
site within the Apalachicola National. Forest. The karst 
window and several imperiled cave invertebrates must 
be protected. Public· uses at River Sink Spring could 
include picnicking, nature appreciation and study, and 
possibly swimming and primitive camping provided 
they do not degrade the resOurces. -

St Marks Springs 
St Marks Springs will be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks as an addition to the Natural 
Bridge Battlefield State Historic Site. Recreational 
activities that are compatible with protection of the 
hydrological, biological, and historical resources 
should be allowed. Public uses at St. Marks Springs 
could include fishing, picnicking, canoe launching, 
nature appreciation and study, and historical 
Interpretation, Including activities associated with the 
existing Natural Bridge Battlefield State Historic Site. 

Troy Sorlna 
Troy Spring will be managed by the Division of 
Forestry in conjunction with adjacent lands managed 
by the Division (owned by the Suwannee River Water 
Management District). The Integration of compatible 
environmental education and resourc~based outdoor 
recreation activities should be provided for and 
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encouraged. The tract can accommodate limited 
swimming, diving, historic-interpretation of the sunken 
Confederate steamboat, nature appreciation, 
picnicking, and freshwater fishing. Due. to the 
sensitivity of the water resources associated with this 
project, recreational use of. the springhead (including 
aquatic cave). and spring run should be low Intensity. 
Restoration of the banks around the springhead and 
along the run· should be conducted. Timber stands 
should not have a targeted· rotation age, ·but should 
be managed to maintain a broad diversity of age 
classes. 

Weeki Wachee Springs ·· 
Phase 1 of the Weeki Wachee Springs project will. be 
managed by the Game and Fresh Water Fish 
Commission in conjunction. with the Chassahowitzka 
Wildlife Management Area. The recommended 
manager of Phase 11 (the springhead area) Is local 
government. The primary focus of th-e project is the. 
first-magnitude spring group, the Weeki Wachee River, 

·and the associated natural communities. In addition 
to activities associated with the headspring attraction, 
hiking, nature appreciation, natural resource 
education, bicycling, freshwater fishing, picnicking, 
canoeing, and camping can-· be accommodated. 
Prescribed burning of scrub habitats in the project will 
be necessary to perpetuate many of the listed species 
within the ·project. An Initial management priority . 
should be the eradication of an infestation Of the 
exotic skunk vine, Paedarla·foetida, which is ·rapidly 
overtaking the native vegetation in large areas of Xeric . 
Hammock (and Its ecoto~es). · 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Falmouth Spring 
The uplands around Falmouth Spring are suitable for 
development and for silvicultural operations. Any· 
pollutants released near the karst window, including · 
those from septic tanks, petroleum products, trash 
dumping, etc., could. enter the Aoridan Aquifer. Any · 
disturbance around the sinkhole could Increase runoff 
and siltation into the subterranean waterway. Human 
traffic in and out of the_ sinkhole is causing erosion 
and damage to the vegetation. 

Development pressures around Falmouth Spring are 
currently low. The property is unfenced, however, 
and the possibility of toxic. chemicals entering the; 
aquifer remains. 

Fannin Springs 
Fannin· Springs is vulnerable to degradation by 
uncontrolled vehicular and foot traffic around the boU. 
The aquatic vegetation in the spring (a food source 
for manatees) is vulnerable to destruction by motor 
boats and by siltation. Residential development in this 

\ 

area would lead to increased pollutants entering the 
Suwannee River. 

The current owner of Fannin Springs operates a 
commercial recreational facility at the site, so the 
threat of residential development Is low at this time. 
However, development pressures in the area are 
sufficiendy high that development around the site 
would result if the present or future owners ceased to 
operate the recreational facility and sought a different 
use for the property. 
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.·. ; · Gainer Springs . .. 
·· The Gainer Springs 'are currently protected· from most 

public access by.·the owners who. have employed 
gU&rds and fences. to keep people out. However, if 
this situation should change, the springsi limestone · 

· .. outcrops, stream banks, Ec61iflna water quality/and 
sensitiVe vegetative· communities would t>e· highly 
vulnerable to degradation.· by . trampling, .• siltation; . 
poaching ... of rare· plants. al'ld ornamental• rocks,· and 

·trash dumping; · Poaching· of·· pieces .. ·of ··limestone 
broken from the banks is a current problem, 
according to the owner.· This property >would be. 

· extremely valuable · for .. high-priced residential ·. 
development. 

.•·. · · River Sink Spring .··. . · · •. . . · 
·• • The ·River Sink karst window Is an opening .into the' 

Rorldan Aquifer which could receive. siltation· and. 
pc>llution .from .publlc··usas.. The· steep banks are. 
vulnerable to erosion from human traffic .. Residential .. 
development around River Sink would lead to 

· . increased. pollution entering the Rolidan Aquifer. 

St. Marks Springs . · 
The uplands surrounding this project are highly suited 

·. to development and timbering. Increases in human 
use•here will lead to increased degradation ofthe St.· 

•: Marks River. 

· .•.. Residential · development In · L&On County . is . 
· .. approaching the St. Marks ·Springs site, and' the 
. county . is exhibiting .·. substantial. growth. 
Endang&rment ofcthis site is medium. . . 

. ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In December 1990 · the ·Land Acquisition ·Advisory 

. Council (LAAC)approved the Rorida's First.Magnitude 
·· . Springs; Phase I project design. ·The··project·design 

slightly modified· the Resource Planning Bpundaries. 

The· · project ·design for Rorlda's First Magnitude 
Springs, · Phase II was . approved by the LAAC on 
December 10; 1992, again with some mOdification to 

. the boundaries. : · · · · 

· Blue · SDring -: The resource planning . boundary was 
modified by adding a· separate parcel of 13 acres 
south. of. the project boulidary south of, US 90 to 

. · · · · include an entire ownership. 

. No phasing is recommended; however, Rorida Public 
Utilities should .be negotiated before remaining 
parcels. 

· Falmouth Spring . ·~··· Three •improved• areas were· 
·.deleted. 

On June 28~ 1991, the LAAC approved a project 
·design amendment to the, FalmoUth Springs site. The 
. amendment added 218 acres on the same ownership 
as the original tract The owner was not willing to .sell 
a portl()n of the tract 

Fannin Springs -encompassed Phal;e II parcels within 
Andrews tract Conservation and Recreation Lands 
(CARL) project and included all ot Nacep Inc. 
ownership to give access from US .19 to the springs. 

··.;- __ 

·-~- : - ·- ·-· . 

- ..... 

. Gainer Sorings ~ e.xcl~edql&icels: in'.:Washlngton 
County; .. seve~al. Sfnall ownershipS • along eastem ··•·.· 
boundary,- and·ineluded•altof the Petronls;ovmership:. 

Phase 1: .·. Petronls .. · 
. Phase• II: Harder; ~other. owners ·· · 

Gainer Springs ExoSrislon ·~ exdudecHh~·deVelo~ · ·· · 
• portion of a large ownership· in·· Washington County 
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and deleted all improved parcels within the project •. 
boundary; Phasing remains the same as. the original:. 
Gainer Springs project.·· · .. . · · ·· . · ... · ·. < ·. . .. . 

On December 10, .1992,>the LAAC combined ,the· 
Gainer Springs project with the GSiller . Spritlgs 
Expansion project. : · · · · · 

. . . . . 

Rlver.Sink.Spring- del~ed:~ast.of.a.40 acre'partially •.• .. 
developed subdivision .and 'addSd'a 4o:acre, P&rcel, 
under St: Joe · Paper.• ownership to .includ~ Big, f,tlver · 
stnk. ·· ·· · · · 

. : ·.: .. '• . . .. · ·. ·,, 

St. Marks SpringtD rnodifled on. southwest comer to •.. · .. •··· .••..• 
follow an access road. Several parcels have 
substantial . improvements; .It is recommel'ld9Q ·:.that ·. 
conservation easements or first rights~f-refusal be 
negotiated with these o\Yners. . · 

. . 

Troy··Spril'lg. ~The,.resource~piEinnlng·.·~uf,(ja.ry(APB)_ . 
was modlfled.:by dele.tin.g flfteei:l'acre~\approximately · · 
to··.comorrn.·•to·an··O'Nner8hip-boonda,Y,·and by• adding. 
seven•.acresto•include~·aii.Ot.an•:owner:ship .. that<.h8d·< 
been.S&vered:bythe;RPB~ . ·• . 

-· . .. .. ·_· . '_- .. - . -.. .. 

No phasing· is· ·. reco~mended; ·. howeVer~ Rorlda · . 
Sheriff's Youth Ranch should be negotiat9d·.before 
remaining. parcels. ·• . · · · 

Weeki •wachee Spring ~ Acreage ~s ,added· t~ the. 
resource planning ~oounda,Y (RPB)·to help fol'l'n a 
connection to the· Chassahowitzka·•Sandhill site in the 
Longleaf..Pine · Ec6Systems·-CARL• project and· to· . 
p~e additional river .tronta:ge butter.·.· Developed ·• ·.. · 
parCels were aiSO;d81eted. . 

Phastirl: Lykes.ownershlps 
Phase II: Weeki ~achee Springs 

On December 10, 1992 the· I.AAC•camblned·--the 
existing~ Rorlda's Arst>Magriitude Springs, .Phase I 

. with the new·Rorlda~s First -Magnitude Sprin.gs, Phase · . 
II project. · · · · · 

Coordination . · 
Blue Spring - The: Northwest Rorlda Water 
Management ·District is reviewing.· Blue. Springs .as a . 
potential shared acquisition; ·. . · 

Falmouth Spring · . . Suwannee · River · Water 
Mal18gement District is a partner in the purchase of 
this tract. 

Fannin Springs- Suwannee River. Water: Management 
· District is a partner Jn the purchase of this tract. 

Troy Spring - Suwannee, River Water Management · 
District is a partner in .the purchase of: this tract. 



. OWNERSHIP 
·This project consists of 136 parcels and 36 owners. 
One· of ·the ·major ownerships is St. Joe Paper 
Company. The majority of owners have indicated a . 
willingness to negotiate. 

·Blue Spring =- The project consists of approximately 
348 acres, three parcels,· and two owners. 

Troy Spring - The project consists of approximately 
265 acres, six parcels, and four owners. 

Weeki Wachee Springs - The project consists of 
approximately 1,267 acres, 59 parcels, and 24 owners. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Negotiations by the Division of . State lands 
unsuccessful on priority ownership, Petronis, in Gainer 
Springs project. Fannin Springs parcels under 
negotiation. St. Marks and River Sink have unwilling 
sellers; Blue Spring, Troy Spring, and Weeki Wachee 
Springs were ranked for the first time on the 1993 
CARL priority list. Acquisition activities will begin In 
early 1993 after approval of the list by the Governor 
and· Cabinet. 

RESOLUTIONS 
90-18: Suwannee River Water Management. District 

- Shar~ purchase on Fannin and Falmouth 
Spgs. 

90-19: Hernando County.Commission - Support for 
acquisition. 
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92-141: Hernando County Commission __ Support for- -·· 
acquisition; · 

Design/Boundary Modified: 
·6/28/91-218 acres added to Falmouth 

Springs . 
12/10/92-Phase II added 3 Springs = 

1 ;880 acres · 
12/10/92-1,635 acres added = 

Gainer Expansion . 

Acres 

None 



. . :·· 

;:: 

-LOCATION 
The Tropical Ayways projeCt consists of 17 sites.· The 

· sites are· located In the upper and middle keys from 
. North Key Largo to Marathon. ·- · 

·-·· · --- . -.-.-_ The sites within the projeCt boundary (north to south) 
-are: North Creek Hammocks, Largo South Hammock, 
Pennekamp North,-NeWport Hammocks, Point Charles 

- Hammock, KeY Largo -Narrow Hammocks, · Dove_· 
·- Creek Hammocks, Tavernier Creek Hammocks,-Lake-
· -San Pedro Hammock; Snake-Creek Hammock; .Green . · 
·Turtle . Hammocks, Teatable Hammock, Lower 

Matecumbe-_ Hammock, · North -Layton - Hamrriock, _. 
Grassy Key Hammacks, Vaca Cut Hammock, ·_and 

· ·. Stirrup- Key Hammock~-

·This-project lies within Aorida Senate District 40 and 
HouseDi$trict 120. It also lies withlnthe juriSdictions 
of the ·South. Aorida Regional Planning . Council and 

- •-- the S"out~ Aorida Water Management District. 

-RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
-- --_ ---- T~e Tropical Ayways, consisting of 17 sites, Is part of 

a-strategy for conserving the biological diversity of the 
tropical hardwood hammock ecosystem in the 
continental United States. The project Oocated In an 
Area of Critical State · Concern) would -provide a 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name_--_---- . FNAI Rank 

Cuban snake-bark · G?T1/S2 
- _. Key. tree-cactus G1/S1 

Rim rock crowned 
snake G1G20/S1S2 

Three-spined prickly-
- pear G1G2/S1 _ 

__ 
1 lnkwood _ G2/S1 

White ironwood- G2/S1 
Blodgett's wild mercury G2/S2 -
Simpson's prickly-apple G2G3T2/S2 
Aorida tree snaD G?/S2 
Schaus' swallowtail G4?T1/S1 

66 FNAI elements known from· project 

network of hammock forest preserves linking .existing 
hammock preserves In north Key Largo and the-Lower 

_ Keys, insuring that critical ecological proc8sses will be 
protected. -The widely dispersed sites are fragments 

- of remaining tropical hammock In the Upper and 
·· · Middle Keys. These hammocks are particularly 

important a8 •stepping stones• for dispersal and 
movements of white-crowned pigeons and migratory 
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birds. • as _welL as- for the protection of .many rar~ · 
resident specieS_ 'of rare .plants•- al'ld anirrials. The . · 

- project is known to harb0r-24FNAI-IIsted species of 
plants and 29 anlrrials. :- Natural communities within 
the project-Sites incluc:Je tropical hardwood hammack-. . 
(rockland. hammock)~: estuarine· tidal. sviamp; and •.: . 
coastal rock b&rren;. The Totai- hammock acreage" .- · 
Included Is approximately 820 acres.- . , . _ -

Numerous archaeological sites have been recorded in· · -
theAoridaMaster,Site•File from Within the H tracts of\-- -
the Tropical Ay\Yays project; A rock_ mound :'1~ - _ 
Newport Hammocks Js on the National Register- of ·· -
Historic PlaCes. When·eompai'ed'to Other, acquisition _-_-. ·. 
projects. the arqheologlcal and historical, resource · 
value/potential of this· project is consid_erect to. be 
high .. · . 

The ecological sensitiVity and generally small sJ?e of. __ --_. 
the sites .In the TropiCal• Ayways Wiil typically limit .. --
recreational opporturiitles-toJow intenslty.uses•such _- _-
as . nature . appreciation and> natural· resource 
education. . · Two sites,' -Teatable : Hammock arid . 
NeWport Hammocks;-offer significant opportunities for. -··_ 
archaeologlcally-·Jnterpretatlon .. · · 

. . 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Nature Conservancy -._-and the ._-DIVision of 
Recreation and. ·. Parks are the reeommended --
managers of. 10 --- and,, 7 - of the ·_ project - sites; 
respectively. _ Primary management. goals wUHnclude-

. conservation and protection of the natural resourcesi • 
including . endangered and' •threatenecf species •. -.
restoration of degraded-native· habitats;·integration. of -· 
resource-based- recreation/education;_-_ • and--_-_ the
preservation of arch&eologlcal or ·. historical sites. 
lniti81 management actiVIties will· Include securing the •-
siteS against . trash dumPing and - U118uthorized 
activities through posting all -boundaries :arid-_ fencing 
of developed. boundaries~~ Elimination of· poaching of 
orchid~ cacti, tree Sllails,. and other native· species 
must be a management·:priority. - Where considered 
appropriate, management pl&ns should recommend a 
method for restoration of natural hydrology (affected -
by the dredging of mosquito ditches or fill of wetlands 
In some Instances).-- · 

TNC wUI integrate the management of tlie sites under- __ 
their responsibUity. - Of these sites, DO\'e Creek . 
Hammocks may lend ItSelf to the most Intensive use. . · 
An Information kiosk' coi.dd be construCted there- to 
summarize the entire project, gMng directions- to
other sites by· a traU _system.·_·-

Four of the sites proposed tor management by the• 
Division of Recreation and Parks should be managed 
in conjunction with John Pennekamp Coral Reef State 
Park. Teatable Hammock and Lower Matecumbe 
HammOck should be· managed .In conjunction with 
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Key Largo Narrows Pt. ~hluiAR Hammock 

Hammock 

TRO~ICAL FLYWAYS 

MONROE CO. 17 SITES 

D PROJECT AREA 

PURCHASED BY MONROE 
COUNTY LAND AUTHORITY 

. ORDER OF SITES IS NORTH TO SOUTH 

: -;:.·:·::;;:;_:;;::!.::l4i·)i!,.:\J~~~ii:;.;_:. 
::/~~-{~~t~n Ham~oc~~' ~-:·:·:·.~ ·.• .. ·:.·: ..... :.•:.\.··:.• ... ,.( .. 



.. :.--:, 
' ..... -.. ~:~ '. -. : ~ :- . 

.. #11 TROPICAL FLYWAYS ..:·'': . 

.. -: , .. 
. . . .":.._~; .-

I . . .... 

·MANAGEMENT·. COSTS 

PFKlJECTED .·MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET•· REQUESTS:.. IF ACaUIIB) · 
Division of Recreation and Parks for 7 Sites · · ·. · 

CARL 

FY 1993-94 CARL 

$8,700. 

$8,700 . 

--<·. 
.. 'TotaL· ·· I .·· . 

. . 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTjBUDGET REQUESTS :.IFAcauiREQ 
The Nature Conservancy for 10 Sites · · · · 

Soun:ie of Funds 
CATEGORY (CARL,. GR. ele..} 

Salary OPS 

Slart-up TNC/? $35,000 $42,000 

. Ugnumvitae Key State Botanical Site and North . 
Layton Hammock should be managed in conjunction 
with Long Key State Recreation Area. 

. VULNERABIUTV AND ENDANGERMENT · 

......... Vulnerability: The approximately fifty percent of the 
. · · project that consists of upland· hardwood hammock is · 

susceptible to being developed for residential uses .. 
The. remaining mangrove areas are somewhat . 
. protected but can still be altered if permmed by 

· •· . ·appropriate . agencies. · The invasion of these 
hammocks by exotic plants is currently eonfined to 

· the hammock edges, but could worsen If active steps 
to remove exotic vegetation are not taken. 

. . Endangerment: The Aorida KeyS are experiencing ·. 
· ; )intense development pre8sure; The hammocks can 

.·.be developed at densities. of one dwelling unit per . 
acre; with some. restrictions in. place· to protect native • 
forestS. These sensitive habitat areas will be lost if not 
placed.·in public ownership. 

VaSt. areas. ·of .tropical ··hardwood hammock have 
already.been lost to development, and·•the remaining . 
stands are highly fragmented. · This has·. been 
documented in research performed by scientists of 
National Audubon Society. (NAS). · For . exampie, 

· betwf3911.Long Key and the southern boundary of the 
· North Key largojCrocodUe Lake NWRcomplex, the 
· remaining forests are fragmented into more than 1 ,000 

. ·. stands, and 80% of these are less than 2.5. acres in 
size. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING . 
·Several sites include improved parcels. ·It is nofthe 
intent of this project to acquire substantial 

. improvements. Tracts (not relatively small lots) with 
improvements have not been entirely deleted 

· however, only the. improvements. · 

North Creek Hammocks - The resource planning 
~undary fJf this site was not altered. The site is 
divided. into two separate parcels by devel()pment. 
The northeastern boundary is adjacent to land that the 
Monroe County Land Authority has under a 
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Expense.< 

$10,000 

. - .. · . . . . .·._. . ... -.. ' -... . 

conservation easement; "·The· southembound~ry•.of .. 
the site· is· adjacent tcfJohn ~ennekamp.· State Park. 

Largo Sound Hammock -.. The' reS()urce /Planning · 
boundary of· this site was not altered; The'Monroe·· . 
County land Authority has acquired the entire··Site.> . 
The . Land Authority. has requested reimbursement 
from the CARL]Jrograrri· oh thEt acquisition of these • . 

parcels so that they . maY· continue: t~: acquire: land ·•·· 
within the Keys~ · · · · 

Pennekamo North - The resource. pla~rilng··boundary · 
oftliis site was not altered: · · · 

Newport ·. Hammocks - . The resource. planning .. 
bouridarywasmodified onthe northwestern boundary ·. 
to.·. exclude · part. ·(approximately five··· acres)• . of · .. a · 
developed subdMsion: Part of aQ.\:RVcampgro~nd • • · 
was included withinithe project boundary; .It is: not .. >·· 
intended to acquire thls.·aereage In tee but to sectire 
a conservation easement over the archaeologically 
significant portions of t~e tract. The Mon~ County . · 
Land Authority · . has ··· acquired · several··· lots ·· 
(approximately five acres) Within .• the· North Carolina 
Beach Fishing Club .subdMsion. .·The Land Authority · 
has requested reimbursement from the CARL program 
on the acquisition. of these. parc:els so thaUhey rnay · · · ·. 
continue to acquire land within' the Keys~ · .·· · '·· ·'· 

. . . ..- · .. · " . 
. ·.. ·. 

Point Char1es Hamm6ck ~ The, resource· planning ·. 
boundary was not altered. · · 

Key L.arao NarroW Hammocks - The·· r~source 
planning boundaiy was not· altered. ·· 

Dove Creek Hammocks .. ··-..• The· resource ··planning • 
boundary was modified to delete (15 acres) a Centrally 

·located small developed subdivision. · · · Along the · 
northeastern boundary In RlchanfPark subdMsion the · 
boundary was modified to delete {three acres) to 
follow an ownership boundary. The Monroe County 
Land Authority has aCQuired approximately 142 acres 
within the project boundary. The Land Authority has 
requested reimbursement from the CARL program on 
the acquisition of these· parcels so that they • may 
continue to acquire lanc:t within the Keys. · 



Tavernier Creek Hammocks - The resource ·planning 
boundary was modified along the northern and 
southern boundary to include (approximately 60 
acres) all of an· ownership. 

Lake San. Pedro· Hammock - The resource planning. 
boundary was modified along the northern boundary 
(approximately 30 acres) to include all of an 
ownership; The Monroe County Land Authority has 
acquired approximately three acres within the project 
boundary. The Land Authority has requested 
reimbursement from the CARL program on the 
acquisition of these parcels. so that they may continue 
to acquire land within the Keys. 

Snake Creek Hammock ·- The resource planning 
boundary was modified to include a 30 acre parcel on 
the northern boundary of the site .. The land appears 
vacant and to have similar resources as the adjacent 
project boundary. 

Green ·.Turtle Hammocks - The resource planning · 
boundary was not altered. 

Teatable Hammock- The resource planning boundary 
was modified on the northeastern project boundary to 
exclude (two acres) part of a severed ownership. 

Lower Matecumbe Hammock- this tract is also known 
as the Tree of Life Tract (west) and is a project on the 
State Parks inholdlngs and· additions list. The 
resource planning boundary was . modified on the 
northern boundary· by adding (approximately twenty 
acres) the remainder . of an ownership. The land 
added to the RPB is adjacent to trustees owned land. 

North Lavton Hammock - The resource planning 
boundary was modified by combining the existing 
North Layton· Hammock boundary with the current 
project. This added approximately 40 acres to include ·. 
all of. an ownership at the southern boundary of the ... 
project submitted during 1992. 

, .Grassy · Key Hammocks· - The resource· planning 
· boundary was not altered. 

Vaca Cut Hammock - The resource planning 
boundary was not altered. 

Stirrup Key Hammocks· - The resource planning 
boundary was not altered. 

Acquisition Phasing 
None recommended, however, larger parcels within 
each site should be negotiated before smaller parcels. 
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Coordination 
Monroe County Land . ·Authority has acquired 
substantial acreage within the ·project boundary. It. 
has requested reimbursement from the CARL program 
so as to continue to. acquire land within this area. 

OWNERSHIP 
This project consists of 17 sites of approximately 
1, 750 acres. :rhe tax assessed value is approximately · 
$30,000,000. There are multiple owners .· 
(approximately 200); however, all of the sites have · 
one or two major owners. · 

ACQUISITION·· STATUS. 
The Land Acquisition Advisory Council ranked this 
project for the first time In December 1992; · 

Acquisition . activities, i.e. boundary ·. mapping, 
appraisals, etc.,· have not yet begun. · 

OTHER 
This project is within. a Chapter 380. area of.Critlcal 
State Concern. It is also adjacent to a waterbody 
classified under the Special Waters Ca~egory of 
Outstanding Rorida Waters. 

RESOLUTIONS 
01-1992: Monroe County Land Authonty - Support for 

acquisition. 

Year Acres Funds 

None 



In eastern Indian River and BreVard Counties, 
·approximately eleven mUes northeast of Vera Beach. 

.· ... This project lies within Aorida's Senate District 17 and 
· ... House Districts 30 and 80. It Is alSo. within the 
jurisdictions of the St Johns River Water Management · 
District and the East Central Rorida and ·Treasure 

.· Coast Regional Planning Councils. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION. · 
. The. Sebastian Creek. project Is primarily an . effort to 
proteCt the West Indian manatee by providing an 

•. -upland · buffer · to the creek and by .. limiting 
·development In the area. Aorida's entire east ceast 
population of manatees numberS only seven hundred . 

• to twelve hundred; as many as one hundred manatees 

Highest ranked FNAI-Iisted elements 

. Dry' Prairie . 
. Scrub· 
:· West Indian manatee 
.·Sandhill 

Rorida· scrub jay 
· Bald eagle · 
·.· Scrubby RatwOods 
. Gopher tortoise 
. Freshwater Tidal Swamp · · 

.·. Xeric Hainmeck 

G2/S2 . 
G2/S2. 
G21/S21. 

· G2G3/S2 
G5T3/S3 
G3/S2S3 
G3/S3 
G3/S3 
G3/S3 
G?/S2 .·. 

16 FNAI elements knowfl from .site 

.· -~-: -... -

flatwoods, ~luvlalfblac~ter ~ream~ scrub •. san~hill;• .· .· 
dry prairie, xeric· hammock, flatwOOds/prairie .lake5; · 
and . freShwater tidal• swamps. . This ··diVersity of 

. habitats Supports numerous wildlife species, .• ,. . . 

Maintenance .of the project. area In a natu~. cond~lon 
wftl heip iri improvement of water quality. •· • · · 

One archaeological~ site Is recorded from the project 
area .. The location and nature· of the traCt. indicates .. 
there is a high· probabUity thai other unf'e(:orded;sites ~ • .·· · .. 
are also present. ' · · · · · · 

.- . . . . . .. '. ,- .. ·. - _.··· .-· 

The project has good recreational potential and could .. · ... ·.· 
support fishing, .hiking,· ·horseback riding; . bicycle ·· ·.· · .• · · 
riding,· camping, picnicking; afld nature study. The · 
value of the tract ·aS a· nianatee-·refuge WOUld.· 
necesSarityJimlt bOatl~g. . · · · 

. :· ' ·-:·- ,. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS . . . . . . 
It is recommended •that the Seba$tian'.Creek project· 
be managed by the,~ureau of Aquatic Preserves of . 
the· Department• of Natui'ai·Resources hi; conjunction · 
with the Malabar to Vera Beach (Indian River) AqiJ8tlc . • 
Preserve. Management responsibilities may also · 
involve the U.S. Ash· and Wildlife . Service with. the ... 
proposed expansion . of the, Pelican · Island.' National .· · 
Wildlife Refuge. • .· · .· • . .·· 

Management.should'emphasizethe slngiEruse•goal of ··.· 
protection of' the significant West Indian manatee. 
population that utilizes the area. . Additionally, high 
quality upland natural communities· should be . 
maintained to .enhanCEr species diversitY 'Nit!"! special ; · 
consideration given to rare or enctangered species: . ' 

· · .·. ·· have been .. observed . using the Sebasti&n Creek· 
·:, ··l' 

WLNERABIUTY AND' ENDANGERMENT 
·'· ·• .··.System at one time;. Sebastian Creek Is an important 

<' ,·... . . stopover point for manatees.fn migration and·may be .· 
Although much of the project site ls.>wetland, :the · 
upland" areas, including some iSlands ·in Sebastian · · 
Creek are suitable for development; Much of· the used· for mating and caMng; a number of fishes that . 

are rare in the state also occur here. The projeCt has 
·outstanding upland natural resources a:s well. ·Natural· 
communities within the project Include: scrubby 

uplands in 1992 addition have been .''altered: ' by ' 

CAT'EGORY 

Slarl-up 

FY 181B84 

conversion to pasture. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS . 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT cosrJBUDGET REQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
Division of State Landa 

Saulat .al Funds Esllmalad Funds Raqukad ·· 
(CARL. GR. ale.) 

Salary. OPS Exper~se . oco .FCO 

IITF $16,918 . $23,511 $22.558 . $16,550 .0.:· 

IITF $33,836 $23,511 $20,000 4- 4-

92 

Total· I 

$79;537 . 

$77,347 . 

.. ,.,. 
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high likelihood. of. development of the.· upland,; areas. 
Such development would not only cause harm to the 
significant upland·. scrub community on the site, but 
would ultimately lead to increased boat traffic on the 
waterway and threaten the manatee population in the 
area; 

. . . . . . 
. . 

. Development of the southern portion of the .. western 
· riverfront was occurring as the project design was 

bel rig completed. This development was Initiated by 
. the same oYiner who developed the subdivision 
directly. across the river on.the eastern-shoreline; 

ACQUISITION PLANNING . 
_·On. December 1; 1989, the. Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council-approved the Sebastian Creek Project Design. ·. 
ltaltered the resource planning boundary by inclUding 

. only those parcels west Of th~ north and south prongs 
of the Sebastian Creek and the . islands within the 
creek . 

. · Acauisitlon Phasing 
. Phase 1: Major owners, C()racl and Corrigan 
Phase II: Other owners · · 

On December 6, 1991, the LAAC vOted· t() a&sess the 
Coraci and- Stensland properties, east-· of. .1-95 and 

. north ofSR 512, for possible addition to this project 

On April· 7, 1992; the LAAC approved the addition of. · 
approximately 3,379 . acres with an. ·estimated tax. 
asSessed·Value·of·$4,080,406to the project boundary. 

C09fdli1ation 
· The U.S. Ash and Wildlife Service is ·Interested in 

protecting those undeveloped parcels east of the river, 
as<funding becomes available, as part of the Pelican 
Island National ··Wildlife - Refuge. ·Approximately 

. $1,900,000 ·was appropriated· by . the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service in 1990 for the acquis~ion of 249 
acres. for the refuge expansion; · · .· · 

OWNERSHIP. . 
This project consists of approximately 34 parcels and 
eight owners; two major owners, Coraci and Corrigan. 

. . ' 
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· ACQUISmON:STATUS < ·.. .. _ .· ..• 
Revised· appraisal· map- on Coraci is comf)lete with 
reappraisal to :follow. · 

RESOLUTIONS · · . 
1989: · ·.·.·.Turtle Coast ~tSierra · Oub' ~-~,Support for 

acquisition> .·· · .· . . . · · . 
1989: · · Friends of Sebastian . River.'->Supp()rt Jor 

acquisition. · · 
R-89-56: . City of. Sebastian- Support for acquisition. 
8940: Indian · River. County · - . SupPort' for 

acquisition~ · · · · · 
~ · Indian River County . - ··Support. 

· · acquisition. · · . · · • · · • .·. __ ·. · >. · · · · • .· . · · · · ·· 

~ St Johns· RIVerWater.Management·District• ·. 
- Support .for acquisition. · ..•• : .. · •. ·. _· ·· · ·· . · · 

91-3: · City of • West :Melbourne · -~ .• Support . for 
acquisition. • · . . . . . .·. . . . . _ . . . -· 

· 91.;os: St Johns River Water ManagE!rrient District .. · · -·•-· · · 
~ SuppOrt f9r a.cquisition .. · .•. •·· : < .· .. 

--· 

·· .. / 



LOCATION 
In . Santa Rosa County, in the Panhandle, 
approximately nine miles northeast of the town of 
Milton. This project lies In Aorida's Senate District 1 
and House District 1. It Is also within·the jurisdictions 
of the Northwest Aorlda· Water. Management District 
and the West Aorlda Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
In 1992, the Blackwater River State Forest Addition 
project was combined with the Blackwater River 
project (submitted in 1992). The State Forest Addition 
lands were completely with the boundaries of the 
Blackwater River project as submitted. This project 
encompasses the majority of the unprotected portion 
of the lower Blackwater River watershed, one of the 
most pristine rivers in Aorlda. Natural communities 
include: sandhill/upland pine forest, bottomland 
forest, mesic flatwoods, upland mixed . forest, 

Highest Ranked FNAI;.Iisted Elements 

Name FNAIRank 

Apalachicola rosemary G1/S1 
Blackmouth shiner G1/S1 / 

Curtiss' sandgrass G1G2/S1S2 
Panhandle lOy G1G2/S1S2 
Sandhill G2G3/S2 
Chapman's butterwort G3?/S2 
Seepage Slope- G3?/S2 
White-top pitcher-plant G3/S3 
Aorida pondweed GU/S1S2 
Bog G?/S3 
21 FNAI elements known from project 

blackwater stream, dome swamp, and seepage slope. 
The project is known to harbor 5 FNAI Special Plants 
and 1 globally imperilled vertebrate species (see 
below). 

The exceptional water quality of the Blackwater River 
has been maintained by public ownership of much of 
its watershed. The River flows through the Conecuh 
National Forest In Alabama and the adjacent 
Blackwater River State Forest which Is under 
management by the Division of Forestry (the project 
has - 4 miles of common border with the State 
Forest). The project protects portions of two of the 
major tributaries to the Blackwater - Big Juniper and 
Big Coldwater Creeks. The shifting sand streams of 
the project are of particular Importance for the 
continued existence of a state endangered fish 
(blackmouth shiner), as well as a . number of rare 
invertebrates (particularly several species of endemic 
mayfly and cadlsfly). Public ownership of the project 
area would facilitate long-term protection ofthe water 
quality of the River and East· Bay, into which It 
empties. 

Although the Blackwater River project has n~t been 
subjected· to a cultural resource assessment survey, 
5 archaeological. sites and one historical site ·have 
been recorded in the Aorida /Site Ale within the 
project. When compared . to other acquisition 
projects, the archeological and historical resources 
value/potential of this project Is considered to be 
moderate. · 

The project area could accommodate varied · 
recreational opportunities such as ·hiking, ·nature 
appreciation, natural ·resource.· education, freshwater _ 
fishing (shoreline and boating), canoeing, bicycling, 
horseback riding, hunting, and camping. The project 
can also supplement existing recreational 
opportunities. provided in Blackwater River .State 
Forest. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Division of Forestry proposes to manage the 
Blackwater River project in conjunction with the 
adjacent Blackwater River State Forest; cooperating 
managers will be the Game and Fresh Water F"JSh 
Commission and the Division of Historical Resources. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGOR't 

Slalklp 

FY 1983-94 

PROJEC1B) MANAGEMENT COSTfBUDGET REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Forestry 

Source of Funds Eslirnal8d Funds Raquira:l 
(CARL, GR, eiD..) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $31,849 .(). $15,661 $76,675 

CARL $31,800 .(). $15,000 $5,000 
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FCO Total 

.(). $124,185 

.(). $51,800 
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The project will be managed in accordance with the 
Division's ,otal resource concepr ~ to restore, 
maintain, and protect in perpetuity all native 
ecosystems; to integrate compatible human use; and 
to insure long-term vlabUity of populations and species 
considered rare. Particular care will . be given to 
maintaining the water quality of the Blackwater River 
and its tributaries. Management activities will also 
stress enhancement of the abundance and distribution 
of threatened and endangered· species. Disturbed 
areas will be restored to original conditions to the 
greatest extent practical. Unnecessary roads, 
flrellnes, and hydrological disturbances will be 
abandoned and/or restored to the greatest extent 
practical. A resource inventory will be used to identify 
sensitive areas needing special protection or 
management, and to locate areas (primarily already 
disturbed) that are appropriate for any facilities. 

Fire ·management will· be one. of the most important 
tools for management of the Blackwater River project. 
An all season burning program will be established 
utilizing existing practices plus recent research 
findings. Whenever possible, existing roads, black 
lines, foam lines and natural breaks will be utilized to 
contain and control prescribed and natural fires. Fires 
should be allowed to bum down into seepage slopes 
and Atlantic white cedar ravines and bogs. Timber . 

· management activities will· primarily. . consist. of 
practices aimed at maintaining and perpetuating forest 
ecosystems; stands should not have a targeted 
rotation age, but should be managed to maintain a 
broad diversity of age classes. Old;.growth stands. 
should be managed to maintain old;.growth 
characteristics. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The majority of the site is upland pine habitat suitable· 
for development Portions of the site have been 
timbered and further logging activity could result in 
additional erosion problems and disruption of normal 
surface drainage. 

Hutton Southern Timber has plans to construct a. 
residential development on· a portion of this site. 
Clearing and grading for an access road have already 
created severe erosion problems and destroyed some 
wildlife habitat Increased construction activity will 
alter natural drainage patterns and destroy native 
vegetation and wildlife habitat. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In October, 1989, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the Blackwater River State Forest 
Addition Project Design (2,364 acres). The Design did 
not alter the original resource planning boundary. The 
Blackwater River project, which had boundaries drawn 
completely encompassing the Blackwater River State 
Forest Addition, was, submitted in 1992. The 

.· Blackwater River ProjeCt Design was approved on 
December 10, 1992. During the same meeting on 
December 1 o, the Blackwater River State Forest 
Addition was combined with the Blackwater River 
project. The Hutton tract, owned by reportedly willing 
sellers, is the most critical. 
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Acaulsltlon Phaslna · · 
Phase 1: Hutton Southern Timber Company, Estes· 
Family, Bllot, and Champion International. 
Phase II: ·Other owners. Phase II will be evaluated 
upon the successful completion of Phase ·I. 

Coordination 
,,., The Division of Forestry Is negotiating . the main 

ownership (Hutton) under its Additions and lnholdings 
Program. 

The Northwest Aorida Water Management District has 
committed to funding 50% of the Hutton tract, and 
has Indicated a willingness to consider 50% funding 
·on the remaining large riverfront tracts In the project. 

ACQUISITION STATUS· 
The Division of" Forestry and the Northwest Aorida 
Water Management are currently negotiating for 
acquisition of the Hutton Southern Timber holdings. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 

ASsessment #1 Approved:.1989. 
Assessment #2 Approved: 

Design/Boundary #1 Approved: 10/25/89. 
#2 1\DIJrmrea: 

Year Acres Funds 

None 



LOCATION 
.... In·· south-central Polk County, central Florida, . 

·. · approximately 15 miles north of Sebring; between 
Frostproof and Avon Park. . This project lies )Vithin 
Florida's Senate District 17 and House District 41. It 

. · .. also lies within the juriSdictions of. the Central Florida 
Regional Planning CouncH and the SouthWest· Florida 
Water Management District. · 

. .. . RESOURCE DESCRIPTION '. . . . .·. 
. This project is one of the finest axamples of scrub 

forest that remains in Florida .. This natural community 
type, once abundant, has· been- reduced to scattered, 

.. isolated patches and is. rarely. found in. good 
ecological health. Thirteen rare plants and animals 

. unique to Scrub occur within the project - a very high 

Highest ranked FNAI,.Jisted elements 

. Name FNAI Rank· 

Scrub · G2/S2 
·· Highlands Scrub .·G2/S2 

·hypericum 
Britton's • bear-grass .G2/S2 
Paper-like nail-wort G2/S2 
Sandskink G2/S2 

•· . Scrubplum G2G3/S2S3 
Short-leaved· rosemary . G20/S2· 

. Sandhill Upland Lake · G3/S2 
· Gopher tortoise · · G3/S3 · 
Curtiss' milkweed G3/S3 .. 

23 FNAI elements known from site. 

concentradon for · a · single . site. ·· Other minor 
. communities include mesic flatw()Ods and bay swamp 
with· a smallseepage.stream on-thewest·side,a small 

. depresSion marsh in the east-centraJ area, and tWo .. . . 
sandhiil lakes near ·• the· north ·boundary. ' No . · 
archeological/historiCal sites wlthln.theboundarles of· 
this project are :recorded Within the Florida Site Fne. .· .· . 
When compared to other proj~s.< the. potential; for 
significant sites is considered to be low. • .. . . .. 

Recreation in this pr()ject should be limited to low 
. intensity uses that wilrnotdlstiJrb the character·.ofthe .. · 
landscape such ·as· photography•, and: nature-. 
appreciation: · · · · · · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS · .. 
Management responsibility for this property should·be 
assigned to the ·. Division of' Recreation and Park~.- · 
Due to Its uniqueand fragile 9f1Vironrrierit, it should be. · · 
managed ·as a· .State· Preserve ' Qr · BotanicaL Site· · 
allowing· .. nonconsumJ)tlve, . passiVe. ·reereadol'l only; 
Activities -·such· as··. nature-• appreciation/interpretadon;··' ··••· 
hikin~ anc:t ·•primitive camping.: appear to be 
compatible~ .· · The Nature Conservancy Is acting·: as 
interim manager on acquired acreage. • 

WLNERABIUlY AND ENDANGERMENT . 
Scrub ... is very susceptible to• degradation from < 
development. The sensitive plant· • life is· easily · 
damaged by off-road traffic; even heavy foot traffic · · 
can- be harmful. 

. . . . . . . . . ' . 

Development pressure•ls high in this region and scrub ·• 
is considered ideal for residemi81 development and ·· 
citriculture. . · · · 

· MANAGEMENT COST. 

PROJECTS)· MANAGEMENT-BUDGET FEQUEST 
· Division· of Recreation and Parks 

Source of Funds Funds. 
Y9R (CARL,. GR, 811:). 

. Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total . 

FY 1993-94 CARL $22,167 .(). $5;712 $28,522 '\'$8,640· . $65,041' 

: PAST~ CURRENT, and PAOJEC1'ED 1NTB1M MANA6aENr COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
The Nature Conservancy · · 

. Saume of Funds Funds 
Y9R (CARL, GR, ell:) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

FY 1rm.aa TNC $6,000 $600 $800 $500 ·.· $1,000 $8,900. 

FY 1993-94 TNCf? $3,000 $900 $2,000 $500 $1,000 $7,400 
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Some· Notable ... SCRUB SITES ... _ •... 
of the 

LAKE-. WALES 

HIGHLANDS COUNTY 

· 1. · HORSE CREEK SCRUB' (CARL) 6. PLACID LAKES TRACJ><CARL) . 

. 2. CATFISH CREEK (CARLl . 7. ARCHBOLD BIOLOGICAL STATION .• . . . · .. ·, . . 

3. TIGER CREEK PRESERVE (TNC) 8. LAKE WALES RIDGE. z . 

ECOSYSTEMS (CARL) .· .. . .. . 
. 4~ LAKE ARBUCKLE STATE FOREST (POLK/HIGHLANDS) 20 SITES (*) . · . 

AND STATE PARK 

· 5. SADDLE BLANKET LAKES SCRUB (CARL) 
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.ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On January 10, 1986, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the project design for Saddle 
Blanket Lakes Scrub. The project design deleted a 
small part of the project area with improvements and 
added two pieces of high quality scrub. One addition 
has been acquired by The Nature Conservancy (TNC). 

On December 14, ·1988, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved a revision of the project design to 
include approximately 117 additional acres adjacent 
to the western boundary. This addition was part of 
a major ownership within the project boundaries. The 
owner was unwilling to sell only a portion of his 
parcel. The site is Ideally situated for development of 
necessary support and· interpretive facilities. 

Acquisition Phasing 
No phasing was recommended. 

Coordination. 
TNC is an intermediary· in the acquisition of this 
project. 

OWNERSHIP 
TNC is now the major owner within this project. . At 
least twelve other relatively small ownerships are still 
be acquired as well as numerous small lots in a 
platted subdivision. -

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Negotiations by DNA have concluded. 
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#14SADDLE BLANKET.LAKE SCRUB 

RESOLUTIONS 
1991 : Polk County Commission - Support ·for 

acquisition 

1991 

1992 
1991 
1990 
1989 
1988 

. 1987 
1986 
1985 

n.ae 

8 
7 
5 
8 
8 
17 
57 
62 

$140,000 



LOCATION 
In Gadsden and Calhoun Counties, northwest Rorlda 
Panhandle, south of the toWn of Chattahoochee; two 

. traCts east; and one tract west. of Apalachicola River 
floodplain. This project lieS within. Rorlda's Seriate 
District 3 and House Districts 7 and 66. It also lies 
within the jurisdictions 'of the Apalachee Regia~ 
Planning Council and the NorthWest Rorlda Water · 

· Management DistriCt. 

. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . 
The: Apalachicola· River drainage. basin Is believed to 

have more species of plants and animals than 
.· anywhere else li'l temperate North America; it Is a 
recognized region of· endemism In Rorlda; The bluffs 
and ravines of the upper Apalachicola River tiave 
beEtn knowr:' to be highly significant botanically for 

· · Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements· 

Name· FNAI Rank 

. Upland. Glade G1/S1 
Curtiss' loosestrife G1/S1 
Rorlda torreya G1/S1 
· Red-cockaded woodpecker G2/S2 
. Fringed campion. G2/S2 
_Rorlda yew G2/S2 
Carex microdonta (a sedge) G3/S1 

· 1 Narrow-leaved trillium · G3/S2 
Slope Forest G3/S2 
Croom Ia G3/S2 

48 FNAI elements known from projeCt 

over 150 years. The area is also · . of · high-
biogeographical impOrtance, with plant associations 
having affinities with the western U.S. and Asia. 

. The. Apalachicola River project Is not only highly 
.. significant . because it buffers the ApalachicOla· River, 
but because it offers the opportunity to preserve much 
of the unique natural character of · the · upper 
Apalachicola · The project Is known to support 45 
FNAI-IIsted plant species. 

The project, as ·amended in 1992, consistS of two 
. tracts of land along the upper Apalachicola River: 1) 
. a larger tract on the east bank of the River that runs 
southward from and Includes the original Gadsden 
Glades tract to the north and west boundary of 
Torreya State Park and, 2) the Atkins Tract on the 
west bank (across the River from Torreya State Park). 

102 

:' ~--

Tract on· East Bank . . . 
The 1992 Amendment connected ·.two , previously · · .· 

. disjunct tracts; .. Gadsden Glades · anct -•. · Aspalaga. 
Landing_ with Torreya $tate Park; Acquisition, of this · 
larger tract would provide a continuous protected . 
corridor along. the RIVer that··· would< InClude -· the · · ·· 
Gadsden Gl8de8; ·theJower reaches of the Rat Creek -· 
drainage, the area surrounding Aspaiaga Landing, and 
significant areas· of Intact upland miXed forest,t.ipland ·_. 
pine forest,>.and floodplain forest lying, between> 
Aspalaga Landing and Torreya State Park. The tract 

. also contain most ofthe known Rorld<Loccurrences · 
of th8-uplanci'glade natUral c:Ommunity:type; ~cellent 
examples of slope forest;. and blUffs - among the most ·. · 
endangered natural communities In Rorid8. Several··· 
very .rare plants occur-within the boundaries inCluding · .·· 
two federally ·endangered·· plant . species,: Rorida · · 
torrey& .tree; Toneya taxifolla ::(namesake Of Torreya · 

··. State Park)~ and .fringed car:nplo_n; Si/~ne po/ypetala, • · · 
and the onlY • occurrenclv In Rorlda . of ·the state 
lmperilled•rue-anemone; Anemon8118· tha)letroldes . . · 

. . ·- .·::"·· >:-

Atkin's Tract 
The Atkins Tract encompasses .high quality floodplain . . 
forest and sandhllls natural communities; . _· The · 

· floodplain has reportedly not been timbered in over 80 
years. ·WUdllfe is• abundant ·on the· tract; ·•gopher 
tortoise and the federally endangered red-cockaded 
woodpecker occur In ·the -sandhllls, . . 

The -_ upper ApalachicOla River area _Is rich . with · 
archeological sites from numerous cultural periods. 
Several archeological sites are known to be .within the ·. 
project ·. bouildarles. When · compared to' other . 
projects. the potential . for significant ·sites is 
considered to be high. · 

The project provides for. a great diversity ()f . ·. · · . 
recreational: opportunities · including. nature ·. 
appreciatiOn, hiking; photography, hunting;- fishing; , 
and boat launching. Speelat: care; hawever; will be . 
required to protect the areas of botanical interest from. · 
degradation and Introduction of exotic species. · · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Division of · Recreation and ". Pinks Is the 
recommended manager for the tract on the east bank . 
of the ApalachiCola and Immediately north of Torreya 
StatePark .. ThetractwouJd be rnanagedasa unit (or 
units) of the State Park System; it could ·be managed 
In conjunction with the .State Park; The. Gadsden · 
Glades tract would be · managed as, a Preserve or 
Botanical Site.· Other particularly sensitive · areas 
under the Division's management. may warrant 
Botanical Site_ or ·Preserve designation.•· The· Game 

· and Fresh Water Fish CommiSsiOn would· manage the 
Atkins Tract as a. WUdllfe Management Area; the 
Division ofF~ wOuld be a cooperating manager. 
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The Gadsden Glades and Aspalaga Landing would be 
managed under •single-use• principles as a State 
Botanical Sites or State Preserves. That is, primary 
management objective would be preservation of the 
rare upland glade, slope forest, and bluff natural 
community types. These communities are basically 
self~maintaining; however,· controlled burning or hand 
removal of hardwoods may be necessary to prevent 
surrounding forest from encroaching into· the glades. 
Control/eradication of feral hogs, which are presently 
damaging some sites, should be a management 
priority. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The slope forests, . seepage communities, upland 
glade, bluff, and ·sandhill communities are highly 
susceptible to human-induced degradation. ·Vehicular 
and foot traffic have already. damaged several of the 
upland glade communities. Erosion from vehicle 
traffic and lumbering is presently occurring in · the 
slope forests of Gadsden Glades, and the 
sedimentation is washing into the Apalachicola River. 
Given the small population sizes of some of the rare 
plant species known from the entire project, a single 
unscrupulous or ignorant plant collector ·could 
completely eliminate sev&ral species from Rorlda. 

Much of the project could be converted to 
commercial pine plantation at any time. One of the 
highest quality uPland glades and the surrounding 
land was recently mechanically site-prepared and 
planted to pine plantation; herbicides were also 
reportedly. used. The extent of long-term damage to 
this site is not yet known. Residential development is 
encroaching on Gadsden Glades and several 
homesteads are located within the timberlands 
adjacent to the site. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
This project was included within the overall 
Apalachicola River and Bay resource planning 
boundary. 

#15 APALACHICOLA RIVER 

On December 7, 1990, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council (LAAC) separated the Apalachicola River and 
Bay CARL project into 2 projects: Apalachicola Bay 
and Apalachicola River, Phase I. The· Gadsden 
County Glades· project was ·removed frorri • the CARL .. · · 

.list and included in Phase I of Apalachicola River. 
Phase 1· of the Apalachicola· River also Includes· the 
Aspalaga Landing tract and the Atkins tract. 

Acauisition. Phasing 
Priorities (Prior to the 1992 Boundary Amendment) 
based on biological significance are: 

\. 

Priority 1: Gadsden County Glades 
Priority II: Aspalaga Landing ·. · 
Priority Ill: Atkins tract 

On April 7, 1992, the LAAC approved an addition of 
4,570 acres to the project boundary with an estimated 
tax assessed value of approximately $1 ,813, 157. The 
amendment consisted of fiVe tracts. The inclusion of 
additional river floodplain extended the Gadsden 
Glades tract boundary to the north. The Gadsden 
Glades tract was also expanded along the eastern 
boundary to buffer Rat Creek, a tributary .. Tracts of 
land were added to connect the Gadsden Glades tract 
with the Aspalaga Landing tract and the Aspalaga 
tract with the northern· boundary of the State Park. 
Finally, additional floodplain was added between the 
State Park and the river. 

Coordination 
This project is being pursued in cooperation with the · · 
Northwest Aorlda Water Management District and The 
Nature Conservancy. 

OWNERSHIP 
The Gadsden County Glades tract consists of 
approximately 1 ,912 acres and 13 owners; Aspalaga 
Landing tract consists of approximately 800 acres and ·. 
2 owners; and · the Atkins tract . consists · of 
approximately 3,210 acres and 7 owners. 

MANAGEMENT COST 

CATEGORY 

Slalt-4Jp 

FY 19113-94 

CATEGORY' 

Slalt-4Jp 

FY1993-94 

PROJECTBl MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET REQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for Atkins Tract 

Sounle af Funds Esllmalad Funds Raquilad 
(CARL, GR. 811:..) 

Salary CPS' Expense oco 

CARL $36,950 $52,000 $20,000 $28,700 

CARL $36,950 $5,200 $20,000 $28,700 

PROJECTBl MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET REQUESTS- IF ACC1ulfED 
Division of Recreation and Parks for area north of Torreya State Park 

Saine af Funds &IIJ11f111Bd Funds~ 
(CARL, GR, 811:..) 

Salary CPS Expense oco 

CARL $72,319 $44,720 $49,730 $81,527 

CARL $72,319 $44,720 $49,730 $81,527 
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FCO Total 

~ $90,850 

~ $90,850 

FCO Total 

~ $248,296 

~ $248,296 



#15 APALACHICOLA RIVER 

..• Ttle .1992 project .addition· added~ 56 .par~s~and: 30 · . 
· owners - 3 major owners (see Acqulsitlori Planning· 
above). · 

Portions· of the entire Apalachicola River and .Bay 
>resource . planning ·boundary· are already .:protected. 

· through acquisition by the .· state, ... the . water 
.· management district,· ·and The. Nature· COnservancy 

· .. ··. (TNC). . M.K Ranch (8,793 acres) was purchased 
·· '. through CARL in 1985 ($2,923,153), the Torreya .state 

. Park (1,063·acres)was a pre-1963 acqu~itlon -.1944- . 
· 1949 ($6,130), and portions ofthe Apalachicola Bay · 
. CARL · projeet were purchased with EEL and CARL 
. funds. The 1,485. acre :Torreya State Park Addition 
was acqulred($1,127;000) by the state (LATF) ln.1989-

.· · through ·'The Nature COnservancy~ The ApalachiCola 
· · Bluffs and Ravines Preserve {6,300 ± acres), 
. consisting of three tracts, Alum Bluff, Traveler's;.and 

. Dupuis, is . owned and managed by The· Nature 
Conservancy. The Northwest Aorida Water 
Management Districthas been very active in land 
acquisition Slang. the Apalachicola River and has 

> purchased 35,509 acres to date~· 

. ACQUISITION. STATUS . 
Water management ·. district and The .. Nature · 

··-Conservancy taking lead in negotiations. They have 
· · . had no success In negotiations to date; · 

:· ___ ''· 

,'·-· 
.:··· .. 

-·. ··;· . 

. ·:RESOLUTIONS,~ · . · :· ··.·· ·. · .•.. 
111: · · NorthWest Florida Water Management. District · · 
- · ·. · .. - Supp()rt for. acquisitlori . · ·. . .· . .· · · 

Frar~klln· County SeafOod· Workers Association 
-. SLipport·for acqui~itlon · · 

... ;~-
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LOCATION 
Southwestern Gulf. County. The easternmost project 
area Is immediately south of the town of Port St. Joe. 
This project Is within Rorida's Senate District 3 and 
House District 7. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the Northwest Rorida Water Management District and 
the Apalachee Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The St. Joseph Bay Buffer project includes a narrow 
strip of uplands and wetlands that directly front the · 
waters of St. Joseph Bay, a small area of privately 
held bay bottom, and a contiguous natural system. of 
great botanical significance. Natural communities are 
generally in very good to excellent condition and 

-, 

Highest Ranked FNAI-listed Elements 

Name .FNAJ Rank 

Pine-woods aster G1/S1 
Telephus spurge G1/S1 
Panhandle spiderlily G1/S1 
Rorida skullcap G1/S1 
Scrub G2/S2 
Gulf Coast lupine G2/S2 
Thick-leaved water-willow G2/S2 
Southern milkweed G2/S2 
Chapman's crownbeard G2G3/S2S3 
Tropical waxweed ... G2?/S2 

28 FNAI elements known from site 

include mesic flatwoods, wet flatwoods, scrub, 
baygall, shell mounds, saltrnarsh (estuarine tidal 
marsh), and beach dune. A wet flatwoods system in 
the vicinity of Wards Ridge harbors numerous plant 
species state-listed as endangered or threatened. 

Maintenance of the project area In a substantially 
natural condition would offer significant protection to 
the water quality of St. Joseph Bay, an Outstanding · 
Rorida ·Water. The bay supports· a diverse, healthy 
marine ecosystem·of statewide significance and is. an 
important nursery ground for many reereatlonally and 
commercially·valuable species. 
In 1991 St Joe Paper Company clearcut, roller 
chopped, bedded, and planted to slash pine the 
entirety of section 10 {T9S, ,R10W) and portion of 
section 6 {T9S, R10W). · These lands had supported 
extremely high quality mesic-scrubby flatwoods and 
wet prairies with numerous rare and endemic plant 
species. Although section 1 is the •heart" ·of the · 
project, further biological evaluation may indicate that 
it should be deleted from the project. 

The project includes several archaeological/historical 
sites, the most significant being Richardson 
Hammook.. Richardson· Hammock is a shell midden 
site also known to contain human burials; The site Is 
representative of several cultural periods from ca. 500 
B.C. - A.D. 1500. It is believed to be one of the 
largest and best preserved sites of its type on the 
northwest Fiorlda Gulf coast. 

The project has outstanding recreational potential and 
could provide many recreational opportunities 
including fishing, canoeing, swimming, hiking, 
photography, and nature appreciation. Special care 
must be taken, however; to preserve the significant 
natural and archaeological/historical resources. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The portions of the project east of SR 30A will be 
leased to the Division of Forestry; the Division will 
contract with The Nature Conservancy to manage the 
site as a State Forest/ Botanical Site. In particular, the 
Ward Ridge botanical site and Richardson Hammock 
should be managed under single-use management 
concepts with the primary goals of preserving and 
protecting the significant natural and cultural 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY' 

Slarklp 

FY 1983-84 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET FEQUESTS- IF ACCUIRED 
The Nature Conservancy 

Saunle of Funds EBiill1818d Funds Rllquirad 
(CARL. GR. etc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

TNC/? $18,000 $600 $2,000 ..(). 

TNC/? $11,500 $1,500 $14,000 $2,100 

Division of State Lands 

FCO Total 

..(). $20,600 

..(). $29,100 

Budget estimates tor the portion of. the project west of SR 30A are not yet available. 
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resources, providing a buffer to preserve and enhance 
water quality In St. Joseph Bay, and providing 
recreational opportunities compatible ··with the 
resource protection goals. 

The remainder of the project, west of SR 30A should 
be managed under single-use concepts by the 
Division of State lands as an. addition to St. Joseph 
Bay Aquatic Preserve. The primary goals· should be 
the preservation of the tracts in a natural condition 
and the maintenance and enhancement of water 
quality in St. Joseph Bay. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Most of the peninsula itself Is designated as a coastal 
barrier in the federal- Coastal Barrier Resources Act. 
The peninsula is subject to the natural forces of 
erosion that typify coastal barriers, and the entire 
project, including the mainland portion, is susceptible 
to alteration by severe storms. 

There is already significant development on parts of 
St. Joseph Bay and)this is predicted to continue on 
those lands not In public ownership. Although Gulf 
County as a whole is not experiencing significant 
population growth (20.31% from 1980 to 1990), 
compared to other Aorida counties (ranks #58 out of 
67), coastal regions In _the panhandle, including Gulf 
County, are developing rapidly. Part of this project, in 
fact, Includes the Treasure Shore Umited ownership, 
portions of which (bay frontage) have been 
subdivided. 

The majority of natural plnelands within· the project, 
and the numerous rare plants they support, -are 
extremely susceptible to destruction by conversion to 
pine plantation. This has already occurred on a 
significant portion of the project (owned by St. Joe 
Paper Company) since it has been on the Priority Ust. 

·. . . : . . . . ... 

The Aorida Department of Commerce is overseeing 
efforts of the Aorida Spaceport Authority to establish 
a small-rocket (7 -8 feet) launching facility on federally 
owned land, excluded from the final project boundary, 
at Cape San Bias. 

ACQUISinON PLANNING 
On December 1, 1989, the L8nd Acquisition Advisory 
Council (LAAC) approved. the St. Joe Bay . Project 
Design. It altered the resource planning boundary by 
excluding small developed and undeveloped lots from 
the state park south to the Deal ownership In 
Richardson Hammock and within the golf course in 
the Ward Ridge area. It also excluded most 
commercial and business development on the eastern 

-bayfront and federal ownership on the southern 
boundary. The LAAC reserved the right to add 
additional bayfront lotS to the project boundary in the 
future as major ownerships are acquired. _ 

On November 22, 1991, the LAAC approved a 3,944 
acre boundary amendment. This addition Included 
most of the remainder of the Treasure Shore Umlted 
ownership. Approval of the addition, however, was 
contingent upon donation of the tract In fee-simple or 
donation of a conservation easement. 

#16 ST. JOSEPH BAY 

.... Acauisition Phasing . . . . -
··r Phase 1: All ownerships except subdivision lots in, 
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Section. 23 at the southern project 
-- boundary. 

Phase II: Subdivided lots in.Section 23. 

Coordination 
The Nature- Conservancy Initiated negotiations with 
Deal, owner of one of the most- critical parcels, and 
·also made initial· contact ·with other large _ownerships • 
within the project. 

Communication should continue between the 
acquisition and management staff and the Department 
of Commerce and Spaceport Authority to ensure 
protection for the bay and· the historically significant · 
Cape San Bias Ughthouse, and to guarantee that 
other CARL acquisition objectives for this project are 
satisfied as much as possible. 

OWNERSHIP 
This project consists of five major owners and one 
platted and sold subdivision. Most larger ownerships 
have indicated a willingness to negotiate (see· also 
Coordination). The Deal ownership, a core parcel, is 
disjunct from -the T.J. Stone . Memorial St. Joseph 
Peninsula Park (2,516 acres) purchased with EEL 
funds ($346, 123) in· 1964-66 by approximately 3 1 /2 
miles .. 

ACQUISITION. STATUS 
Updated-appraisal map complete. Reappraisals soon 
to be initiated. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 

Year Acres Funds 

None 



.. LOCATION 
Phase I of the GreenSwainp project (approximately 
126;800 acres) consists. of two large non-contiguous 
areas, both .located in Uike and . Polk COunties.· The 

· · .western portion stretches from Uike Erie Road in Uike 
County southward to US 98 in Polk County with the 
CSX Railroad; the Withlacoochee River; and tha··Polk 

· County line forming the boundary .on the west. The 
• · eastern portion lies along US 27, extending from Uike 

··.· Louisa in Uike County southward to County Road ·17 
. in Polk County. · ', . 

· · ·· .··. This project lies within Florida Senate Districts 10 and 
•.. · .·11, and House DistrictS 41 , 44, 64, and 65. It also lies 

.· within the jurisdiction of the St. Johns RiVer Water 
.·• Management District, Southwest · Florida . Water · 
· · Management District, East Central Florida Regional 
· Planning Council, and· the Central· Florida Regional 
· · Planning Council. · · 

.·. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . . · 
· · Located in an area of CritiCal State ~Concern; the 

·. Green. Swamp project Is· an extremely .·. complex 
', mosaic of highly disturbed. upland and . wetland 

parcels iritermixed with. higher qLiality wetland forests. 
· .. Two non-contiguous Phase ·I areas have been 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI•Rank···· 
. Scrub · G2/S2 
. Dry Prairie G2/S2 
·.·Sandhill. G2G3/S2 

Paper-like nail-wort G2G3/S2S3 
· Scrub plum G2G3/S2S3 
· Gopher tortoise G3/S3 
Florida· bonamia G3/S3 

·. Nodding pinweed . G3/S3 
· Basin. Swamp · · G?/S4?. 

Mesic Flatwoods . G?/S4 
15 FNAI elements known from project 

identified based on relative Intactness of their natural 
· communities. · Although an accurate figure is not 

possible to calculate, it is· estimated that 90% of the 
· native upland vegetation within the project has been 
cleared andjor highly disturbed. While most of the 
remaining areas in natural vegetation may be 

· considered as wetlands, the · project· does contain 
some widely scattered upland parcels with relatively 
Intact communities. At least 4 FNAI Speclai·Anlmals 
occur on or near the project. 

The primary importance. of :the. proj~ct ';is ItS · · · 
significance as ·a Strategic, hydrological: resource; it . 
encompasSeS pOrtions Of the ·headWaters ~of several. ' ' ·. 
major rivers in the state ·and has the·highest ground: ·· 
water altit~e. in the. Peninsula. · The Green 'Swamp · 
area Is therefore considered by many to: bEt c[itiCal to· 
the;Aorldan·· Aquiferln:tem'is of'totah·.aetiVe ·recharge•: 
(I.e.; it maintains the' ground; water pre$Suredevel irl' 
Central and ·South Florida): · · · · . · · · 

Although 'the Gree~ Swamp project h$ riot been .. ·. ·.· ··· .· 
subjected to a· cultUral. resource assessment sui'Vey, •.· . 
7 areh8eological sites have been\recorded '.in. the• 

· Florida . Site FOe within· the . project:~ 'Beeause; of· the: '. · 
project's great size; the. archeotoglc::al arid .histori~ . . 
resource potential is· difficult to accurately:determil'!e; · · 
however it can be considered to be moderate; , ·· 

- I . . . 

Extensive wetlalids <over much ot~:the · jJroject . 
necesSarlly.limlt publlc.recreationalusesifp thOSE!'·of 
low Intensity- suchi as. nature appreciatlon/edueatiQn 

. and hiking: Huntingccould ·alSo be' acCommodated:·. · · .. 
These' aCtiVities would •:be limited duiing:.· periods: of· , 
high water. Uplands:.would also allOW• for: earn ping; .. 
horSeback riding, and;pJcnicking~ · · ·· · · ·· 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS · . ' . 
·. · The Game. and .Fresh .Water Fish CommiS&IOrf is th~ · ...... . 
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recommended. manager for the. majority of the Green: · · · · · 
. Swamp project and· Y,ould manage;tracts acquired in · 
conjunctiOn.·,. with:•the. ··Green· ·SwamP~· Wildlife; 
Management Area: The DIVision ofReereaticn1 and · · . 
Parks .would ·also rrianage some lands. adjacent to · 

. Uike Louisa State·Park and along the Generai·Jarnes • .. ·.· •• 
A. Van Fleet.· State ·rrau· (which runs through the ·.· 
project). The primary land management gOal for the · 
Green Swamp proj9Ct shoulc::t be the protection,· 
maintenance, and where feasible; the·reStoratlon of all 
of its naturill· resources."·· Initial. mariagen1tmlcacllvitles ; . 
on· site should lndude, assurance of .site< security, 
resource inventory; ·and removal 'of; lnvas1Ve.·exoti9 
species. 

An· inventory of the· site's natural. resoUrces and rare ·· 
and · endangered · species· should be ·conducted· .. to · · 
provide the basis for formulation of··a. management 
plan. A primary concern should be the lOcation and 

. restoration at the remaining intact upland habitats; fire 
adapted communitles.will·require periOdic prescribed 
burning. The Game Commission will place emphasis · 
on preserving any old · growth foreSt· ·habitats; ·but· 
considers the provision :of areas of earty succession. 
In pine areas adjacent to wetlands to ·be .Important for. . 
game species. · · Usted .species management··· anc:t 
protection would also represent a . major area: ·01 · 
concern; with provision of hlgh-quallty'tlabitattor the 
red-cockaded wood peeker, Florida scrub jay; sandhDI: 

. crane, 'bald eagle, fox squirrel, and. gopher tortOise •. . \ 

' ' 
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#17 GREEN,SWAMP_. 
. .J;~ . :'•. : ·' •. 
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.·i· . .;.~~~AG~-~~NT-CQS.#: . ./:: .. _,:\·it~-· 'fi . ::.:i< .··: < 
__ ..._ _______ lllllllliilllllillllillll,liiiiiliiiill~~~...-.... ~~ ... ~ ...... ~llllllllli ..... ·····' .·.-... ,, 

.. ~ : . :·,,: •, ·.' ··, •·· .• :.· ·f• . ·-~ .. ,-. ··- ·: .- '':t. -:,:- -_.,·· '·. 

PROJECTED ~ cosrJBiJooef REQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
Game arid FreshWater Fish Commission for prlmary~t 

1
--_- ,...~ .I SourCe-Of _Funds &lil•llllad f1inds··Raquirad ____ _ 

. ""''~• . --(CARL. GR, lilc.) .. - Salary · OPS Exper)se ! OCO FCO I _ ·Total 

Slart-up -.- CARL $60;974 $8.000 $30,000 , $104,400 1 --~ • .-·· . $203,374 

FY1993-94 CARL · $92;186 · . $10,000' · $45,000 ·' $126,100 $150,00() ,' .$423;286 
. ·.' .-

-.PRO.JECTEI) MANAGEiiENr COST /BUDGET . RECtJESiS ~ IFACciuR:o 
Division of ·Recreation and Parks for area next to Lake L.ouisa'arid RllirTr8iF · 

. 
·.-_. 1- -_. CAlEGoRv . ~- -~--~ Funds_etc.)~_..;....;...;;.--, __ _;_...,·...;-·Eslii;;;;-• ~m;.;;;;'8184;;;;;.;.;;;;d_Funds-r-..... ~RaqUilad~-:..;· -·~-r-'--·~-.... · =--"-T-,_· . ...; --~·---~-···-_ ... '-tl 

._ . . Salary OPS · . . Expense OCO. ..:::. FCO _c_ : -Total' .. 
Slart-up ·.. CARL $22,167 $7,280 . $15,424 $8,700 .-·· .• · :·:o. · . $53;571 __ ., 1·· 

-·. FY 1993-94 CARL $22,167 $7,280 _. ..$15;424 . $8,700J · · - -a.,· · / $53;571 . 

-_ · Monitoring of. public land and water use pl~nning and 
·· __ regulatory aCtivities. should be coriducted to ensure 
· . that adequate consideration is ·given, to maintaining 

the quality of water resources associated with the 
---project; 

· Southwest • Florida-:Water -Management ;bistricf o~s -· 
land west and so!Jlhwest' of the proJect arl!a; adj~c~nt · 

·and partially included within _the projech oourt9aiy: 
_This ·propertY Is within_ Phase .I' but nof lnJh.:t. priority> 
areas. 

-· VULNERABIUTY.AND'•ENDANGERMENT' . OWNERSHIP-_:_· .-._ .·. --~.:~ .. >. -:···.· _· ·· -. ·· ..... _. , 
· .large, COntigUOuS ownership$ comprj$1ngthe pnority- -· 
.-areas.within•.Phasel'col1slst otappr.oXir11ately;69;60Q·
acres; 540 parcels; . anct as: owners.: Tax -·assessed·_-· · 

Vulnerabilltv: Becau8e· of the size of the Green 
• > ·• Swamp system, the greatesfwlnerabillty is disruP.tlon 

· of wildlife habitat and a decline in water quality of the 
· weticmd systems- and the rivers thafflow from the 

·.-.-.·_ .. Swamp resulting from scattered and poorly planned 
·development. 

· · ·· .• Endangerment: ·The area in which the· Green Swamp 
is located is not experiencing rapid growth, but there 
have been several developments proposed within the 

· project boundaries; The endangerment to the site is 
·• · related primarily to the location and intensity of 

possible development. 
. . ;- . . . . 

•. __ ·.• Acau•s•noN·- PLANNING ·. 
The project design for Green Swamp was approved 
by ·the Laild Acquisition J\dvlsory Council on 

.·-·December 10,1992. The project design did not alter 
. ' the resource planning · boundary · (RPB) but 

recommended that only relatively large, contiguous 
parcels (and strategic smaller parcels) be acquired as 
priority areas within Phase I. · · 

Acauisition Phasina 
Priority Areas within· Phase 1: 

·. • . -.·Lake. County - The northern half of the western Phase 
I area doWr1.to·the county line, less the subdMslons. · 

Lake Louisa Area - Bradshaw ownerships east of the 
state .park. · 

. _Polk Countv - Jahna ownership (Polk County line) and 
· south down to 1-4, less-the subdivisions. 

· C09fdlnatlon 
The Southwest Florida Water Management District will 
be an acquisition partner In this project but will likely 
not be ~e to contribute sufficient funds for this 
project as a whole to be considered within the 
shared/bargain CARL Land Acquisition Workplan 
category. · 
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value is.approxlrnaiely$82;5 .• milllol1.·-
. . ,-· . - .. , .-.· . 

ACQUIStnON:STATUS ... _ . . . --.. __ .... ·. 
The Land ·Acquisition: AdVisory Coum::il rank~ thiS 
project• for· the: first time' 1r1 ·December 1992 .. : 
Acquisition activities, i.e. boundary . mapping, 
appraisals. etc .•. have not yet begun. . .· · 

RESOLUnONS.. . . 
· -• Sierra· Ch.1b - SuppOrt for acquisition . -.- . 
· ·-Polk· County ... CommissiOti. _.- · .•. Support , •. for 

acquisition-· · · · · : · 

92-19: St Johns R~er Water Management District - . . · 
- Support for acquisition ·_ · . · , . . .· · 

92.:0281:. ·HillSbOrough County Commission - Si.Jppo.rt 
for acquisition · · · 

.··. 
: .. :, ... 

/ 



LOCATION 
In northeastern Lake. and western Vol usia Counties, 
approximately 25 miles north of Orlando. This project 
is within Aorida's Senate Districts 11 and 16 and 
House District 26. It is also within the jurisdiction of 
the St. Johns River Water Management District and 
the East Central Aorida Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The. Wekiva-Ocala Connector project provides a 
wildlife movement corridor between the Ocala 
National Forest and the extensive state conservation 
lands and acquisition projects along the Wekiva River. 
Although, the high quality resources of the project 
insure that it has independent merit, the project was 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Pine-woods aster G1/S1 
T elephus spurge G1/S1 
Panhandle spiderlily G1/S1 
Aorida skullcap· G1/S1 
Scrub G2/S2 
Gulf Coast lupine G2/S2 
Thick-leaved water-willow G2/S2 
Southern milkweed G2/S2 
Chapman's crownbeard G2G3/S2S3 
Tropical waxweed · G2?/S2 

28 FNAI elements known from site 
.. · 

designed specifically to protect. continuity of habitat 
for the Aorida black bear (state· threatened) In the 
region. A major 1992 addition Included significant 
bear habitat and offered the opportunity to greatly 
improve protection of habitat continuity between· the 
National Forest and public lands in the WekiVa River 
basin. Natural·· communities in· the overall project 
include: hydric hammock, floodplain swamp, 
floodplain marsh, upland mixed forest, mesic 
flatwoods, swamp lake, blackwater stream, sandhill, 
dome swamp, and scrub. Natural communities are in 
fair to excellent condition, with interior wetland areas 
being higher quality. 

The project has excellent recreational potential and 
could provide opportunities for boating, fishing, hiking, 
camping, horseback riding, arid nature study. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The eastern connector is recommended for 
management by the Division of Recreation and Parks 
in conjunction with Hontoon Island and Blue Springs 
State Parks. The tract should be managed according . 
to single-use ·principles with . the primary goals of 
preserving the significant natural communities and 
providing compatible recreation. . The Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission is recommended as a 
cooperating manager to assist in wildlife management. 

The western connector, including the ·1992 addition, 
is recommended for multiple use management under 

· the Division . of Forestry with the Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission cooperating. . Management 
activities should stress maintenance of natural 
communities and protection .· of rare 1 or sensitive 
resources. Where feasible, forest ;management 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

g 
Slarkp 

FY 1993-94 

g 
Slarkp 

FY 1993-94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET FECUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parks for East Connector 

Saun:e of Funds Estimal8d Funds Raquirad 
(CARL. GR, etc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $102,977 $14,560 $24,056 $149,859 

CARL $102,977 $14,560 $24,056 $149,859 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Forestry for West Connector 

Saun:e of Funds Esti111atBd Funds Requinld · 
(CARL. GR, etc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $28,924 -().. $13,081 $76,617 

CARL $28,924 -().. $13,000 $5,000 
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FCO Total 

-().. $291,452 

-().. $291,452 

FCO Total 

-().. $118,622 

-().. $46,924 
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·~·- ' ..... 

·. · #18 wEKIVA~CALA CONNECTOR .·. · · 
. . . . . . ' 

. ' . . . " -· 

· :practiceS should emphasize·naturatregenerBtion and.· , 
.reforestation .: to · the original condition~ · · · • Pine, 

· ·. · plantations should be managed to obtain ·a mpre 
. natural appearance and function through a series of 

·.· improvement thinnings; In .forests·· that exhibit. old . 
· growth characteristics; manage_mentactivitles should · 
be ·carefully designed. and conducted to maintain 

. these. qualities. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT. · 
·.·Upland.areas .. ·of .. theproject; particulartyalong. the 

. · state hlgtl'Nays, are very wlnerable to development; 
•··· Upland natural communities are also Vulnerable to 

· conversion to pasture; pine plantation, or other 
.· agricultural · uses .. · .·Development ·potentiaL. within 

· .· predominantly wetland portions of the project ·is 
< limited.. · 

. ·.·. : · Although most of the land in this part of Lake County 
· . is zoned agricultural; the county. routin81y grants 

requests]or rezoning•for residential development up 
to one unit per acre: Lake County is experiencing 
increased growth in the Wekiva· River basin .as urban 

:· •. development. moves north·. from. the ·Orlando·. area. · 
· One parcel inVolusia County (Unkovick) has multiple 
... zonings including B-7 (Commercial .Marina)anct··e-4 

· (General Commercial). · 
... . 

ACQUISmON PLANNING • .·. . · · • ·. ·· .·· · 
On January 17, 1990; the Land Acquisition Advisory· 
·CounCil·.· .. approved the . Wekiva-Ocala Connector 
Project Design; . The• project design altered .the· 

·.·resource·· planning ·boundary· by. emphasizing: fewer 
parcels and larger acreage tracts. The result .was a 
net overall deletion. (both tracts included) . of 
approximately. 6,026 acres. 

On Det::ember 6, 1991, the Land Acquisttlon.AcMsory 
... ··•·· .. Council voted to assess a' 29,347+ acre addition. 
. This addition would create a larger ecosYstem project 

·· · to ·encompass important black bear habitat · . . . . 

On December 1 o. 1992, the LAAC approved a project . 
· · . addition of approximately 15,980 acres with a 

estimated· tax .value of $16,013,500; ·This addition to 
the western · project segment creates a . ,arger 
ecosystem-oriented project encompassing important 
habitat ~n the vicinity of Lake Tracy) for, the Aorida 

.· black bear · and Improving .. habitat diversity ·arid 
· landscape Contlnuil'(' (1992 Wekiva-Ocala Connector-
• Addition Project Design). · · 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phasing·has been developed.for the overall Connector 
project; only approximately 2,170 acres of the 1992 
addition are In Phase I. · · 

As a. result of the 1992. project addition, phasing was 
· .. readdressed as follows: 

Phase 1: . 
~ 7,910 acres (2.170 from the addition) (1) 
Maxwell and Holman, '(2) Shockley, (3) Harper, (4) 
Alger enterprises (contingent upon #3), (5) Fisch, 
(6) Southland. Gardens (contingent· upon· #3 and 
#5), (7) Rashaw, {8) Blaskovic, and (9) 
· McConnlck. (Note:· not In priority order) 
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··:'·-." . ~- . 

- .. , 
.'.I'. 

,·. :•··.f._ 

,:.:·:.:'' 
.... ~· 

· .. EaSt;!~4;.1aa:acres_(none·tr()n1,8det~l9n):.(i)Stet50n'·· ·. 
· ..•.. Unive~ity.· · · (2) .. ·stein;. • (3) ·•· : lSt"'holk Farms;•· (4)· 
. Francolin!; (5);'·Jung, a~ :(6) H()IIW/oOd :Pines,lnf:. : 

(Note: riot in:priomy order) · · · · · 

Phase II: ·. Other oWners in both eaStem;and>;.veStem . ' 
. tracts~ · 'I • 

. Coordination . ·. · . ·· .. · ··· ... · · .. ·. ··• .. ·.... ••• 
This project will be ·acquired by 'the • stat~ ;IIIith; the 

·· cooperation and· assistance of. Lake (Lake<,C()urity ·> 
.·Water Authority). ancf Vol usia eounties,·.:the·-·st John .. ·. . .. 
River' Water Management;District,. and Jhe Nature ·.· ·• ·· . . 
Conservancy. · · · · · · · · .. •· · 

OWNERSHIP_·.·.· ... > · · . . .· . . 
The expandect bOundary (see· Acquisition Planning) . 

. consists' of.-.·approximately 260 ~·parc~s, and•~·129t .. 
owners; Volusia:County·has.already.a~~ired•a large• .··· · · .. 
parcel hi ttie. eastern tract; . '• .. · . 

. . : . . . . - -

. AcQu•s•nON~·.sTAruS_:: . .:-.-.:· .. ;. __ .. · .. ·.. . . . . . ·--. . -\ 
. Lake· County Water. AUthority is· rleQotiatlr,g the· 

1
: 

purehase of Harper: Ranch ,(westem section of project) · 
for resale to the Board ;of Trustees; .· · · · 

RESOlUTIONS .. · .. ·. ··· · · · ... · . · : >< ·· i · 

1988-81:. · .... :~is~~(-~~mission \'·~~R~~\f& • · ....•. 
Yolllsia:i'.COUnty Council' .: ':~upport ·tor · · 
acquisition. ·. .·. ·. . .· ... ·.· .. ·•.. . . . . . . . . ·. 

ag.;()8: · · St Johns River Water Management DiStrict · 
. - Supp()rtJor acquisition; . . . .. . · .... 

1gag;;182: .Lake County CommisSion .~:support for .· 
acquisition; · . . · · · 

.. 91..()5: StJOhns River Water Management District 
- Support for,acquisition. > ·' · · 

None·· 



LOCATION 
The Tate's Hell Carrabelle Tract is located in Franklin 
County east of the town of Apalachicola and west of 
Carrabelle. This project Is within Rorlda's Senate 
District 3. and House Districts 7 and 10. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the Northwest Rorida Water 
Management District and the Apalachee Regional 
Planning Council .. · 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Protection of the project area is vital to the 
commercial and sport fisheries of Apalachicola Bay 
estuarine system (Area of Critical State Concern, 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI 
Rank 

White birds-in-a-nest G1/S1 
Red-cockaded woodpecker G2/S2 
Large-leaved jointweed G2/S2 
Meadowbeauty G2/S2 
West's flax G2/S2 
Thick-leaved water-willow G2/S2 
Gulf coast lupine G2/S2 
Scare-weed G2G3S2 
Apalachicola kingsnake G5T2S2 
Rorida black bear G5T2S2 

28 FNAI elements· known· from. site· 

International Biosphere Reserve, and Aquatic 
Preserve) - one of the most productive in the northern 
hemisphere. Nutrients from leaf litter and other 
detritus draining from Tate's Hell results in the East 
Bay marshes being by far the most productive nursery 
ground in the Bay system. Public acquisition would 
protect invaluable wildlife habitat considered 
especially important for the survival of the threatened 

Rorlda black bear. At least 18 rare plant species 
listed with the Rorida Natural Areas Inventory occur 
within the project. There are also outstanding 
examples of old-growth dwarf pond cypress swamps, 
a rare plant community type found in the Panhandle. 

Five archaeological sites withinthe project boundaries 
are recorded within the Florida Site File. Of particular 
importance is the site of a Creek Indian battle and old 
cemetery at Bloody Bluff on the--Apalachicola River. 
When . compared to ·other ·acquisition projects, the 
cultural resource value of the project is considered to 
be moderate. 

The project, if acquired would provide opportunities 
for hunting, nature appreciation, camping, horseback 
riding, picnicking, bicycling, hiking, and freshwater 
fishing. Over 70 miles of riverfront including several 
existing boat ramps and landings are within the· 
project boundary. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
If acquired, the Division of Forestry would manage the 
Tate's Hell project undermultiple use concepts as a 
State Forest; project lands acquired may be 
considered as additions to the Apalachicola National 
Forest (managed by the US Forest Service). Long
term objectives would be restoration of disturbed 
areas to original natural communities - dependent in 
large · part on restoration of the much-altered 
hydrology. Timber harvest ·would be prirnari,ly for 
restoration and maintenance;' natural stands would be 
managed to maintain diversity of. age classes and · 
include areas of old-Qrowth. Pine plantations, where 
appropriate, would be reforested with original species. 
Harvesting of stumps would not be permitted. When 
possible, existing roads, black .lines, foam lines, and 
natural breaks would be used to contain prescribed 
and/or natural fires. Unnecessary roads, firelines, and 
hydrological disturbances would be abandoned 
and/or restored to the extent practical. No new roads 
would be built into the project. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

Slarklp 

FY 1993-94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FEQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Forestry 

Soun:e of Funds Es111118tad Funds Raquirad 
(CAFI.. GR, ale.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL $360,442 ..(). $201,189 $985,866 ..(). 

CARL $360,500 ..(). $150,000 $20,000 ..(). 
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Total 

$1,547,497 

$530,500 
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VULNERABIUTY AND· ENDANGERMENT 
Vulnerability to development is low to moderate 
except along riverfront parcels. There are great 
expanses of wetlands on site that are not suited for 
development. The area has been. managed for 
sustained-yield silviculture since 1956 and could 
continue to serve that purpose. 

Growth pressures In this portion of Franklin and 
Uberty Counties are minimal .. A large development on 
all or a portion of the tract Is extremely unlikely. An 
attempt in 1991 to subdivide and develop the property 
appears to have failed, at least temporarily. If the 
property is sold off piecemeal to private interests, 
scattered low density residential development could 
result and this would affect the ability to manage the 
remaining lands property. Sales in 1992 of lots (40-50 
acres) on the southern portion of the New River have 
reportedly been successful. 

This project lies wiihln a Chapter 380 Area of Critical 
State Concern. · 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project design for the Tate's Hell Carrabelle Tract 
project was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Advisory Council on December 6, 1991. 

Project Design recommendations altered the resource 
planning boundary ·by adding• approximately 1,800 
acres of· coastal scrub to the southern project 
boundary. The addition· is undeveloped and in two 
ownerships. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 1: First Wachovia Bank, Glawson, McDonald, 

and Tucker parcels. 
Phase II: St Joe Paper Company and Cory 1 

University of. Florida parcels. 

Coordination 
The Northwest Florida Water Management District and 
the U.S. Forest Service will be participants in the 
acquisition of this project 

The Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
(GFC) has targeted as a priority acquisition area 
approximately 3,500 acres west of State Road 65 
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#19 TATE'S HELL CARRABEI..LE TRACT 

within the project area, this includes Bloody Bluff, a: 
Creek Indian battle site. The GFC is negotiating this 
purchase as part of thelrinholdlngs and. additions 
acquisition program.. Initial .contact with the owner · 
who is a willing seller has been made. 

The Tate's Hell project is contiguous. with . the 
Apalachicola National Forest and acquisition andjor 
management by the US Forest Service. may be an 
appropriate option at some time in the future. 
Congress appropriated $1 million to the . US Forest 
Service In FY 1993 for acquisitions In Tates Hell.· · 

OWNERSHIP 
The project consists of approximately 214,520 acres, 
several hundred parcels; and 6 major owners. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Acquisition of Glawson ownership dependent · on 
availability of funds under workplan. 

RESOLUTIONS 
1990: Franklin County Commission- Opposed State 

Acquisition. 
1991: Frankiin County Commission - Request the 

land be designated State Forest. · 

Year Acres Funds 

None 



LOCATION· 
The Charlotte Harbor Flatwoods project is located in 

.. soUth Charlotte and north Lee Counties approximately 
•. 15 , mUes northwest of Ft. Myers. This project lies 

· · within Florida Senate District 24 and House Districts 
· 72 and 74. · It .also lies within the jurisdictions of 
Southwest Florida Regional Planning CouncU and the 
South Florida Water Management District . .. '""" 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project encompasses the largest remaining tract 
of intaCt pine flatwOods in southWestern Florida. Old-

. growth South Florida slash pines on site are· home to 
at least -6· colonies of red-cockaded woodpeckers 
(federally endangered). Several · federally listed 
vertebrates, including the bald eagle and Florida 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IISted Elements 

Name ·. FNAI Rank 

. . · Beautiful pawpaw G1/S1-
I Florida panther · G4T1/S1 

Florida black bear G5T2/S2 
Fox squirrel subsp. G5T2/S2 
Florida sandhUI. crane G5T2T3/S2S3 

• Bald eagle G3/S2S3 
· Gopher tortoise G3/S3 

Florida bear-grass G3/S3 
. ··. Scrubby FlatWOods.· G3/S3 .. .. 

· Woodstork G4/S2 

21. FNAJ ·elements -known from site 

panther, are known to use the Site. The tract also 
provides hatbitat ·tor: several -rare plants, most notable 
of which is the largest· known · populatiol1 of the 
federally endangered beautiful pawpaw, 
Deerlngothamnus. pulchellus. This Is also. the only 
known population of this species occurring In natural 

. habitat. Theproject provides additional protection for 
the Outstanding ·.•· Florida . vvaters ... of .the Gasparilla . 
Soundo.Charlotte Harbor Aquatic Presei'Ve; ,It will also . . 
connect the Chai1otte Harbor State :Reserve and the · ·. · · ·. · • •. 

· Cecil M. Webb Wildlife Management Area ~-improving .: .. ··. · 
the manageability and long~term biological integrity of· 
bo

.th.·. . . . .. . .. 
. . . ~~ . ·. ,· 

. . .. 

A. review of the information contained in :the 'Florida'; 
Site File has determined. that there are no · 
archaeological or ,historical. sites· recorded within .the .•. 
project area. Lack of recorded sites is not: considered . 
signifiCant because the area has never been'subjected . 
to a systematic. professional survey ·to l()cate: such .• · · 
sites. 

The. size and location ofthe tractprovides fo~ varied··. 
recreation opportunities including~ llu'n~ing, hikiryg, · .. 
nature- appreciation, ·,natural resource .. education;. 
picnicking;. camping, · bicycling, eamping; . and · 
horseback riding: . · · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS ..... . 
Lands:acquired'would' be managed by the: Game and . 
FreSh Water Fish Commission as additions to Cecil M. 
Webb Wildlife Management Area., Management would 
b8 directed toward maintenanc:e of old-groWth natural·. 
communities and perpetuation of habitat' suitable for.·· 
associated species including red~cockaded · 
woodpeckers and·· fox·· squirrels .. ·.Measures.:would-· 
include a detailed biological inventory/assessment; .: .. 
preparation of management plans based on,_ the 
resource. inventory (including plans ·for . 
restoration/maintenance of rare· species composition 
and abundance), a prescribed· bum program, c.ontrol .·· · 
measures ~to .. protect sensiilve areas from. vehicular 
abuse, and exotic plant and anim81 control/removal. 

. Specific considerations . would include . 
assessment/protection of. populations of beautiful· .·· 

· pawpaw, no timber harvest in old-growth areas, and 
a study to determine the best method to mitigate 
adverse impacts of U.S. 41 where it bisects the 
project and the Webb managed· a~eas. · Management 

MANAGEMENT COSTS --------------...----.... -----· .· 
CATEGORY' 

Slarklp 

FY 1993-84 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
Game and Fresh Water Fish CommiSsion 

. Saulae err Funda Fsllmatad ~ Rlquirad 
(CARL. GR, fiiD.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $68,162 $7,000 $56,000 $58,300 

FCO 

-o-

CARL $68,162 $7,000 $56,000 $56,300· $125,000. 
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Total 

. $189,462 .. 

$314,462·_.·. 
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· considerations would also include mitigation of 
· · sheetflow obstruction· in · the ·· Yucca · Pen~ Slough · 

System caused by fill roads, and restoration (filling) of · 
the FOOT Canal carrying runoff froni U.S; 41 to 
· Charlotte Harbor. 

'VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT·.··.·. 
Because much of the site is uplands, itis particularly · 
suitable for development. There are already scattered 

. · · · mobile homes within the site, a subdivision with 
. · expensive homes near the center, ·and·. a pRJ· on the 

part northwest of County Read 765. The DRI was 
approved by Charlotte County, but the development 
order was appeated by the DepartmentofCommunity 

· .. ··Affairs. .•. The.Charlotte County Future Land Use Map 
· indicates that the entire site is designated agriculture 

l, which would allow residential development at a -
density of one dwelling unit per acre; Charlotte and 
LeeCOuntlesare,a rapidly growing.area·of the state, 
and the likelihood of further development and 
consequent··loss ·of· the. naturaJ.resources .is. high. 

. · ·ACQUISITION· PLANNING ·. . . . 
The Charlotte Harbor Flatwoods· project design was 
. •approved by the .Land Acquisition Advisory Council on 
Deeember 6, 1991. Project design recommendations 

··alter the western boundary deleting. tWo sold out and 
. developing . subdivisions;· approximately 420 · acres, 
. from the project boundary. At the eastern boundary, 
73. acres .were added to include· an entire ownership 
parcel •. · An additional 80 acres at the northwestern 
·boundary &nd. 6;400· acres·.on the southern. boundary, 
were added for.the.same reason; 

· Acaulsition ·.Phasing 
Phase 1: ·Bowers, Ansin, and Zemal Ownerships. 

· NOTE: Zemal ownership project design additions in 
Sections 15; 20, 2~, ancl22 were included to· 

. aid negotiations. . The Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission · and the Florida Natural 
Areas Inventory also identified this· area as 
red,:cockaded · . woodpecker habitat. If 
possible, however, only Zemal ownership 
within resource planning boundary (Sections 
1-4, 9-14, and 23) should be acquired at this 
. time. · All the ·beautHul pawpaw population 
should also be acquired in Phase L 

·Phase II: All other ownerships. 

On November 20; 1992, the LAAC approved a: Phase 
t· addition (Fairway Woodlands tract)· of approximately 
873 acres with an estimated tax assessed value of 

. $4;273,605. This tract has approved DRI permits and 
is under imminent threat of development Portions of 
this tract also provide habitat for the federally 
endangered beautiful· pawpaw. The acreage 

·. associated with the pawpaw was inadvertenUy 
· excluded from the Phase I boundaries in the project 

design. 

Coordination 
The Trust for Public lands may be an intermediary in 
the acquisition of the Ansin ownership. 
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OWNERSHIP: ·: . ··.·.·~· .... · •....•. ·.. ... •... . ,, . . . . .·. •·· ;, 
· Three"'major ownerships,i'Ansih; Zernal· and · Fai~y 
Woodlands (see·Acquisition Plaryning) comprise Phase' 
I of this project; ·· · · · · · · · 

ACQUISITION STATUS,. · · . . .· .· .· . · ..... ·... .· 
Appraisal maps are completE:} onPhSsel p8rcels; with ... · ... 

. the exception of the Fai..Way Woodlands tract, aqdec:F 
to. Phase 1.· on· 11/20/92: ··Appraisals;initiatE:l<fon: .. 

· Charlotte . County parcels with ·the exception of· the ' 
. Zemal· ownership. •.·· . 

·:. ···-; 

.· ~-:!,Rare· two·. DRI~s within the s~bject prop~rty.: · . · · · 
Fairway Woodland (approved) :8f1d ·Caliente ·Springs 
(in the . pr()perty: permitting pr()cess) . erice>rnpasses. · 
approximately 605 acres includes:·.···· 376 single ·faniil( ·.· .··. 
cluster units with a maximum density of five dwelling,: . 
units per acre, 2,376.multi-family dwelling units witha • . 

. ri'laximumdensity offi\te·dwelling units per acre, and> .... 
2,376 muiti-family dwelling units with a maximum:. ; >• · 

density of 12 units per. acre. Ther¢ore, a totaJ .. of 
0

• 

2;752 units are.proposed·for:the 605 acre tract This ·· 
DRLis located in Section 24 orithe eastern portion of · ...•. 

· the subject boundary~·The·:site is onthe:north.side of · .· . 
Zemal Road and Js at its intersection with• u:s. 41. · 
Caliente. Springs contains. approximatSiy ·1,780 acres ' 
and plans include . a tqtah of 1,81 o dwelling units;· . 
Proposed . improvements include. ··.commercial · 
development,.· a hotel, residential· parcels, golf and ·.·· ·.·. 
tennis club; utility~site; open>space site/lakes, driving · · 

·. range and parks.· •This' DRHs located on the westside · 
of:BumtStore Road'and encompasses.portions of. 
Section 20 as weJI·as Section 19; ·· 

RESOLUTIONS . . .. 
92-253: ·Charlotte ;.County Commission - Support 

for acquisition, · ... · ·.··.. , . . . · . .. · ·. 
91-Q6-23: Lee .county ·coinrnission. -;Support)or 

. . acquisitiqa:t · · · · ·.· · 
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LOCATION 
The Suwannee Buffers project, Phase I, consists of 
three separate tracts. Two tracts are located in 
northwestern Columbia County, approximately 15 
miles from Lake City, and one tract is in Suwannee 
County approximately 15 miles from Uve Oak. This 
project is within Aorlda's Senate Districts 4 and 5 and 
House District 11. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the Suwannee River Water Management District and 
North Central Aorlda Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project consists of three separate sites along the 
upper Suwannee River (an Outstanding Florida 
Water). It encompasses a diversity of natural 
communities that provide lmportint habitat for the 
Aorida black bear, wUd turkey, and numerous small 
nongame birds. The· Deep Creek Drainage Tract · 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

·Name FNAI Rank 
Slope Forest G3/S2 
Sinkhole Lake G3/S3. 
Gopher tortoise G3/S3 
Bluff. G?/S2 
Xeric Hammock G?/S3 
Upland Hardwood Forest G?/S3 
Alluvial Stream· G4/S2 
Blackwater Stream G4/S2 
Dome Swamp G4?/S3? 
Mesic Aatwoods G?/S4 
12 FNAI elements known from site 

would protect buffer ·areas of four tributaries of the 
Suwannee River and much of the·watershed·of Deep 
Creek as well as secure a corridor between . the 
Osceola National Forest, Big Shoals· State Park, and 
Suwannee· River Water Management District lands 
along the River. Deep creek accounts for about 25% 
of the drainage from the National Forest. The Falling 
Creek Falls Tract includes the largest waterfall in 
peninsular Aorlda and an unusual sinking stream .. 
The Trillium Slopes/Nobles Ferry Bluffs Tract (two 
miles upriver from Suwannee River State Park) would 
protect the highest bluffs on the entire Suwannee 
River and a host of plant species more typical of 
northern climes. · 

The diversity of forest habitats makes the project 
appealing .for a variety of recreational activities. The 
project can accommodate nature appreciation, natural 
resource educatl~n. bicycling; picnicking; hiking; 
horseback riding, camping, freshwater fishing, canoe . 
and boat access to the Suwannee River, and hunting ... 

Seven archaeological sites from within the Suwannee 
Buffers project area are recorded in the Aorlda Site 
File. When compared to other acquisition projects, 
the· archaeological and historical resources value of 
the subject tract is considered to be moderate to 
high. . 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
If acquired,· management considerations for Suwannee 
Buffers, Phase I would include protection. of sensitive 
areas from vehicular abuse, prescribed bum 
programs, exotic plant and animal removal, and 
removal of existing trash dumps. Nonessential roads 
within the . Deep Creek Drainage Tract would be 
removed, and the Aorida black bear would be fully 
protected from harvest. The · Division of Forestry 
would manage the northern threErquarters of the 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORr 

SlarHip 

FV 1993-94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET REQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Forestry for Nobles Ferry and North 1/4 of Deep Creek 

Source of Funds Estimated Funds Required 

(CARL, GR, ale.) Salary OPS Expense OCO FCO 

CARL $28,924 -o- $13,081 $76,617 

CARL $28,924 $13,000 $5,000 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parks for Falling Creek and South 1/4 of Deep Creek 

Source of Funds Eslimalad Funds Raquirad 
(CARL, GR, ale.) Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL $22,167 $14,560 $11,400 $55,000 $85,000 

CARL 22,167 $14,560 $11,400 $55,000 $85,000 

127 

Total 

$188,121 

$188,121 
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Deep Creek Drainage .. Tract and the Trillium 
Slopes/Nobles Feny Bluffs Tract; The steep bluffs 
along the River would be protected from degradation. 
Timber harvest would be primarily for restoration and 
maintenance; stands would be managed to maintain 
diversity of age classes and include areas of old
growth. The Division of Recreation and Parks would 
manage Falling Creek Falls Tract and the southern 
quarter of the Deep Creek ·Drainage Tract as new 
units of the State Park System. The southern portion 
of the Deep Creek· Drainage Tract and the adjacent 
DRP·managed land at Big Shoals would be managed 
as a unit. Specific management measures would 
Include monitoring user impacts on resources and. 
monitoring water use planning and regulatory 
activities to ensure water. quality maintenance. 
Measures ensuring protection of the sensitive geologic 
sites and steep banks of the Creek would be taken. 
In the park area, S.R. 131, which crosses Falling 
Creek very close to the falls, should either be rerouted 
or closed. 

WLNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Substantial portions of the project are along stream 
and river corridors, and much of the project contains 
developable uplands; Much of the original proposal 
has been removed from further consideration because 
of recent development or modification for agriculture. 
The majority of the project area is suitable for 
development, agriculture, and timbering operations. 

Growth pressures In th4! Suwannee River Basin are 
low, but development Is occurring along the rivers and 
streams In the basin. Although there are substantial 
restrictions on development within the riverine 
floodplains, fragmentation of the river and stream 
corridors through low-density, large-lot, rural 
development Is very likely and. will ultimately have a 
negative effect on the resources that are in need of 
protection. Portiorys of the project are adjacent to 
expanding developed areas, and portions of many of 
the project sites have already been subdivided. An 
expanding subdivision at Nobles Ferry threatens the 
viability of the slope natural communities at Trillium 
Slopes/Nobles Ferry Bluff. 

In the 1970's there were plans for a phosphate strip 
mine In the Deep Creek Drainage Tract and adjacent 
Osceola National Forest If this area is not brought 
Into public ownership,. it Is possible that another 
phosphate mine could be developed along the 
Suwannee River. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project design for the Suwannee Buffers project 
was approved by the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council December 6, 1991. 

Project design recommendations: 

Nobles Ferrv Bluffsarllllum Slopes: Approximately 
150 acres along the southern boundary were deleted. 
Removed two developed parcels and four partially 
Included parcels. 

Deep Creek: Eighty acres were added to both the 
northern and southern boundaries to include all of 
one ownership. Along the eastern boundary 

#21· SUWANNEE.BUFFERS 

approximately 290 acres were Included In the project 
boundary to further connect the .· project to the 
Osceola National Forest. Three Sections, 1 ,920 acres . 
at the northeastern project boundary, were transferred 
to the Pinhook Swamp project. 

Falling Creek Falls: Eight developed parcels, totaling 
approximately 90 acres were deleted. Approximately 
240 acres were added to the northern boundary of the 
tract to include all of an ownership parcel. 

Several improvements were included within each of 
the tracts. The intent is to acquire the .undeveloped 
portions of the parcels, or, in the case of a trailer, to 
acquire the land and relocate or surplus the trailer, if 
possible. The managing· agency may also decide to 
acquire . an Improvement as a site manager's 
residence. 

Acquisition Phasing 
None recommended. 

Coordination 
The Suwannee River Water Management District will 
be an acquisition partner with. the. State. on all three 
tracts. 

OWNERSHIP 
The Suwannee Buffers, Phase I project, including all 
three tracts, consists of approximately 16,356 acres, 
264 parcels, and 185 owners. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Willing sellers have been Identified and appraisal 
mapping initiated. 

OTHER . 
The remaining tracts contained within the original 
Suwannee Buffers CARL project: Ogeechee Tupelo 

·- Swamp, Wansley~Nemeth Tracts,. Pruitt Tract, .Sugar 
Creek-Lower End, Adams Tract (Alapaha River 
Slopes), Dempsey Lake, Dowling Park, Faris Tract, 
and Sand Point Mesic Hammock will be assessed as 
Phase II in 1992. 
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RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 
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LOCATION . 
In Monroe County, Florida Keys; southern .and central 
Big Pine Key. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
DistriCt 40 and House DistriCt 120: ·• It is also within the 
jurisdiCtions ·of the South Florida· Regional Planning 
Council· and the South . Florida· Water ·Management 

. District · · 

-· RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Coupon Bight/Key Deer CARL acquisition project. 
within the . Florida Keys Designated Area· of Critical 
State . Concern, encompasses virtually all· of the 
remaining undeveloped land between the .·Coupon 

· ··sight Aquatic Preserve -and the .Natiorlal. Key.·Deer 
· WUdlife Refuge on Big Pine Key. Public acquisition of 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements . 

Name . . FNAI. Rank. 
Pine Rockland · G1/S1 

.·· Garber's spurge G1/S1 
·.Sand flax · G1G2/S1S2 
Wedge spurge G2T1/S1 
Bahama sachsla G2/S1 
lnkwood G2/S1 · 

· Blodgett's wUd-mercury G2/S2. 
Pineland noseburn . G2/S2 
Big pine partridge pea G2/S2 
Key deer · . G5T1/S1 
• 34 FNAI elements known from site .. 

, . 
. ·: 

I 

·:..··· .. 
\:::·:·· .. ·• <· __ ··I 

. ·. '· : :., ~ . ..___. . 

. . 
·····7 ... :· 

. . .·· 

.: r,·_ :·: ~-

. . . . ... 

this project will help to proteCt the·.Outstandirag Florida ·_ · ·· · 
Waters surrounding· Big Pine Key··and<the Coupon ·:·. 
Bight Aquatic. Preserve.:from. the .ac:fver'Se effects of 
otherwise · inevit:ible' .development · · , The . projeCt ..... ·.· .··· 
includes what is perhaps the best wildlife ha~itat on 
the Lower· Florida.·-Keysbecause:the only significant. 
sources Of permanent fresh water.:. are within its ' 
boundaries. ··It is quite possible ~that the endangered · · · 
key deer cannot survive in the wild unless this project 

· . is acquired and proteetect · · · 

The · pine ro.cklands . and associated . communities · . 
within this · project:·. are the · largest and · tl1e best . • 
examples of. these highiy:·endangered communities,: •. · 
remaining anywhere. · No fewer than;24 FNAI Special ... _ .. ·. 
Element plantspecies~(14 ohvhict1:are stat9-listed as ·· · 
endangered or threatened) are known from the · 

· project area.·· For many'of these~ this: area is~the .• ·., ···· 
slngle'most·:important site:• and 'it. is:Jikely, ·that·several·. :' 
would ... go extinCt• if -this;·area:;'werEHdeveloped· tor 
residential tises .. · At least>41' FNAI4iSted >,anitnal 

·· species (21·· stat~1St8d as .endangered;. threaten9dj or 
special: concern) are known or: Strongly:· suspected ·· · 
from the project' area; · ·· 

. . . . . . . :: _· . 

No archeological/historicaJ sites within the bou_ndaries 
ofthis projectare recorded within the Aorida Site File. 
When compared toe other projeCts, the • potential for 

.. significant sites is considered to be low. · ·. 

Sln~-most of thepr~ject ishabitatforthreat~nedand ·. 
· endangered species; recreational opportunities shquid 
generally limited ·to ,passive actiVities such as 
photography, natureappreciatlon; ·and hiking: . ' .. ·. . .. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

VI: AD 

·FY 1991-82 

FY 1992-93 

FY 1993-94 

·CAT'EGORY 

SlarHip 

FY 1993-94 

PAST, aJRRENr. and PROJECrB) MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET· RECIJESr·· 
Division of State Lands for area south·of US-1 · · · 

Saurca of Funds funda. 
~ GR.eiC) Salary oco FCO OPS Ex~nae ' 

IITF $33,836 $2.085 $4,000 4- 4-
IITF $33,836 4- $3,no 4-. 4-
IITF $33,836 . $19,033 $10,000 .. $1,000 4-

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for &rea north of US 1 

Saurca of Funds Eslimatad Funds Raquir8d ·. 
(CARL. GR. ale.) .Salary OPS Expense· oco FCO 

USFWS $30.000 4- $4,000. $30,000 ·. $4,000 

.· USFWS $30,000 4- $2.000 $1,500 $1,000 
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Total 
. $37,836. 

·.·• 

$37,808' 

$63,869. 

',·; 
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Total 

.. $68,000 

. ~$33.500 
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• MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The portion of the project north of US 1 will be 
managed by the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service as an addition to ·the National Key Deer 
Wildlife Refuge. Management will be directed at 
protection of the many endangered and. threatened 
species and natural communities, and· the critical 
water resources. The Division of State Lands is the 
recommended manager of lands south of US 1 ; these 
lands would be managed as part of the Coupon Bight 
Aquatic Preserve. Critical management issues involve 
protection of the following imperilled resources: the 
endangered key deer, the pine rockland community 
and its native species, the unique fresh water 
resources in the project, the Coupon Bight Aquatic 
Preserve, and the waters of the Lower Aorida Keys: 

Passive recreation can be allowed if. it dOes not 
interfere with the primary objective of protecting the 
natural resources; Nature appreciation and study, 
hiking, and photography can be accommodated. 

. VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The project includes substantial areas of developable 
uplands. Residential or commercial development of 
these uplands would seriously impact the endangered 
key deer and the many threatened and endangered 
plant species. Development of the· wetland and 
upland· areas that serve as buffers . for the Coupon 
Bight Aquatic Preserve would jeopardize that 
resource. The fresh-water resources, which are 
unique in the Lower. Aorida Keys, are vulnerable to 
pollution and over-use Oeading to salt-water intrusion). 
There is tremendous growth pressure in the Florida 
Keys. All developable uplands wiJI·Jikely be developed 
as long as infrastructure concurrency provisions can 
be met The filling of wetlands continues in the 
Aorida Keys which have been designated as an Area 
of Critical State Concern. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In January 1986, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the project design for Coupon Bight 
Aquatic Preserve Buffer. The project design modified 
the resource planning boundary by excluding altered 
areas with substantial improvements. Some disturbed 
areas were left in the project boundary if the areas 
provided important buffer. The additions are minor 
adjustments to the resource planning boundary and 
added more protection for the aquatic preserve and 
dunes systems. Three submerged, conveyed tracts 
were also added to the· project boundary. 

Acquisition .Phasing 
Coupon Bight: 

Phase 1: Strachley Tract and Brothers Tract 
(original proposal). 

Phase II: Developable Uplands. 

Phase Ill: Jurisdictional wetlands, assuming 
adequate regulations of development by 
county and State regulatory agencies. 

On June 22, 1988, the land Acquisition Advisory 
Councn modified the project boundary by deleting 
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•·· three sites: Munson Island, an auto salvage yard, and 
lots associated with the Seacamp facUity. 

The Division of State Lands further refined acquisition 
phasing as follows: 

Phase 1: Large acreage tracts and .recorded 
subdivisions. 

Phase II: -Unrecorded subdivisions; · 

Phase Ill: Improved or commercial properties. 

On December 7, 1990, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council (LAAC)_included the.auto salvage yard in the 
project conditioned upon·. the owner removing· the 
auto salvage yard and obtaining an environmental 
audit acceptable to the' Department of' Natural· 
Resources. Any pollutants discovered in the 
Environmental Audit would be. remedied by the owner. 
prior to· closing. 

On July 20, 1990, the LAAC combined the -existing 
Coupon. Aquatic Preserve project with the. Coupon . 
Bight/Key Deer project. The amended project was 
approved December 7, 1990, by the LAAC. Project 
design recommendations dQ not· alter.the.·resource 
planning boundary of the project. It is recommended 
that the. Nature Conservancy continue negotiations 
with property owners on behalf of . the State. 
Substantially improved lots. are· not. included in this 
project. 

Coordination 
This is a cooperative venture with the US Fish and 
Wildlife Service, The Nature Conservancy, and· the 
South Aorida Water Management District. The 
Service has included this project as an addition for 
the Key Deer Nationai_WUdlife Refuge. Congress has 
appropriated $2 million in Fiscal Year 1993-94 to buy 
acreage within the Key Deer National Wildlife Refuge. 
The US Fish and Wildlife Service. priority acquisition 
area is No Name Key within the Key Deer. National 
Wildlife Refuge. (NOTE: Also i~cluded almost entirely 
within the Key Deer National Wildlife Refuge is the 
1991 CARL project, Hammocks of the Lower Keys, 
ranked #44 In 1992). The Seriice also spent 
approximately $1 million on this project received from 
the Aerojet exchange. 

The Nature Conservancy will continue to assist state 
· and federal programs, as needed, to acquire all 
undeveloped lots in both the original project and the 
Key Deer Addition. 

OWNERSHIP 
Within the Coupon Bight/Key Deer project are several 
subdivisions and several hundred owners. Some of 
the larger acreage tracts, in the original Coupon Bight 
Aquatic Preserve Buffer project, have been acquired, 
as well as lots In subdivisions north of the bight and 
south of US 1. The Strachley Tract, on the eastern 
boundary, was acquired by the US Fish and Wildlife 
Service, with the assistance of the Trust for Public 
Land. The Pepper and Pappa tracts, 85 total acres 
were acquired by the CARL program as well as lots In 
Piney Point, Tropical Park, and Klnercha subdivisions. 
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Lots have also been acquired in. an unr~corded 
subdivision northofthe bight. .. · -' 

. The Nature COnServancy has negotiated the purchase · 
· or option. -of over 520 acres· within the Key Deer 

portion of: the> project, closing em over 200 
· · ownerships, .expending approximately· $5,124,000 on 
behalf of the South AoridaWater ManagemEmtDiStrict 

• and the US. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

· · -Since- the project · design •. for -Coupon Bight·._ was 
· completed. several parcels have been . improv9d with· 

-- substantial dwellings or buildings. It is not the·· intent 
of the _ project to · acquire . -substantially improved 

·. parcels. 

ACQUISITION STATUS.---_ 
265 -contracts have been mailed for purchase of 
vacant> lots; 37 parcels -_ · under contract . and 

· _ negotiations •continue under mega.;parcel delegation . 

. -OTHER-_ 
This project is within a· Chapter 380 area of Critical 
State Concern. . It is also adjacent to a waterbody 
classified under the Special Waters Category of 
Outstanding Aorida Waters. -

. -.--... --RESOLUTIONS 
· _. · · 333;.;198§: . Monroe County-cOmmissioners i Support · 

for acquisition~ · 
. 72~5: Trustees/Internal Improvement Trust Fund 

- Support for acquisition~ 

.-.; ,,... 

· ... 
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$74;gso. 
.· $24,000 

$453.445: . 
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LOCATION 
In Jefferson and Taylor Counties, in Aorida's 
panhandle, approximately 23 miles southeast · of 
Tallahassee. Town of Wacissa is located near the 
head springs, and the Gulf of Mexico Is three miles 
south of the project. This project lies within Aorida's 
Senate District 4 and House District 1 o. It also lies 
within the jurisdictions of the Apalachee and North 
Central· Aorida Regional Planning Councils and the 
Northwest Aorlda and Suwannee River Water 
Management Districts. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
.. This project encompasses much of two river systems: 

a blackwater stream ·- the Aucilla, and a spring-fed 
stream - the Wacissa. Both of these river corridors 
are in good condition and are popular canoe trans. 
Although the surrounding areas are part of a 
commercial timber operation, the natural resources at 

Highest Ranked FNAJ-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Horst's cave crayfish G1/S1 
Spring-run Stream G2/S2 
Aorida wUiow G2/S2 .. 
Aquatic Cave G3/S2 
Aoodplain Marsh G3?/S2 
Alligator snapping turtle G3G4/S3 
Sinkhole G?/S2 

· Aoodplain Forest G?/S3 
Blackwater Stream G4/S2 
Wet Aatwoods G?/S4? 
20 .FNAJ elements known from site 

the site remain In good condition. Ten different 
natural communities occur within the project creating 
a very diverse natural area. Some of these 
communities such as aquatic caves and sinkholes are 
rare and threatened in the state. The natural 
communities provide excellent wildlife habitat and 
support an abundance of water birds and other wild 

animals. The project boasts several unique geological 
features including the Aucilla River Sinks, an area in 
which the Aucilla River alternately flows through 
subterranean passageways and then reappears at the 
surface. 

There are numerous aboriginal sites along both rivers 
and the project . offers excellent potential ·for 
archa~ogicaJ .. Jnvestigations. 

The project offers excellent opportunities for passive 
and active recreational ·.opportunities· including 
swimming, nature appreciation, picnicking, canoeing, 
fishing, and hunting. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Game aAd Fresh Water Fish Commission would 
manage parcels acquired under multiple-use 
principles as additions to the Aucilla Wildlife 
Management Area~ The Division of Historical 
Resources and Division of Forestry would cooperate. 
The project area ·Is heavily used for recreation; 
portions of the project area may eventually be 
management the Division of Recreation and Parks. 
Most of It is within the Wildlife Management Area. The 
Wacissa River is a part of the State canoe trail· system 
and the Aorida Trail follows the Aucilla River sinks 
through the area. There is a county park at the head 
springs, a privately maintained public access point at 
Goose Pasture, and a public boat ramp at Nuttall 

. Rise. ··If the existing public access.points tothe riVers 
were maintained, additional river access points may 
nOt be needed. Development and use should be 
managed to protect natural resource values. 

The Division of Resource Management of the 
Department of Natural Resources is conducting 
ongoing research into biological control (insect 
Introduction) of an Invasion of the exotic weed Hydrilla 
that has engulfed most of the waterways and springs 
of the project. 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Much of the area has been Jogged in the past, but 
only very small areas have been converted to pine 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY 1991-92 

FY1992-93 

FY 1993-84 

PAST, OJRFENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSI'S/BUI)GET REQUESI' 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 

Soulae of Funda Funda 
(CAR. GR. 8liC) Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL $9,431 -o- $10,437 -o- -o-
CARL $23,850 $8,500 $5,500 -o- -o-
CARL $60,800 $20,000 $20,500 $28,700 -o-
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$19,869 

$37,850 

$130,000 
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plantations. Rock mining -occurs In the area. The 
water resources are subject_ to degradation. Many 
archaeological sites · have been disturbed by 
unauthorized excavation. 

The forested _communities are still in good condition, 
even after logging, and no intensification of forestry 
practices Is anticipated by the owners.- River frontage 
Is always susceptible to development. 

ACQUISITION- PLANNING-
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
CouncU approved the Lower Wacissa River andAucilla 
River Sinks Project Design, resulting In a project area 
of approximately 20,258 acres. 

Resource planning boundary and project design 
additions included: the addition of the upper segment 
of the Wacissa River, the addition of the major river 
rises between the original project boundary. and 
NuttaU Rise, the lower slave canal and wetlands 
connecting the western project area to the Aucilla 
River, the addition of undeveloped coastal hydric 
hammock, the addition of the 150 acre Goose Pasture 
for recreational purposes, and a six mile corridor 
along the Aucilla R.lver. 

On December 1, 1989, the LandAcgulsition Advisory 
CouncD (LAAC) approved a modification of the project 
design to include an additional 320 acres -In the 
northwest project area for the. protection of all of the 
Calico HW Archaeological site; 

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition 
Staff recommends less tflan fee simple 
acquisition for Goose Pasture. Buckeye is 
receptive to leasing this area to the State for 
recreational purposes. 

Staff recommends prot~cting the corridor along 
the Aucilla River by - acquiring conservation 
easements. -

Owner contact agreement for the Yeager parcel 
In the short term, with application of fee or less 
than fee acquisition In the long-term. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 1: Buckeye ownership- ori{linal proposal. 

Phase II: 

Phase Ill: 
Phase IV: 

(acquired) 
(a) Northern additions to original 

proposal. 
(b) Conservation easement on AucUia. 
Southern additions to original proposal. 
Yeager ownership. 

On December 6, 1991, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Councl voted to assess a 4,50at acre addition to 
expand the connection between the St. Mark National 
WDdllfe Refuge, the state-owned portion of the 
Wacissa/ AucUia project and the Big Bend CARL 
project The evaluation of this addition should be 
complete sometime In the spring of this year. 

On April 7,.1992, the LAAC approved an addition of 
approximately 4,500 acres with an estimated tax value 
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of $2,692,320 to the· project. The addition Increases 
the continuity between the St. Marks National: Wildlife 
Refuge, Big Bend· Wildlife- Management Area_ and the -
Wacissa/ Aucilla CARL project · 

Coordination 
The Aucilla and Wacissa River Corridors are also . · 

- projects of the Suwannee· River Water Management 
District and .are described in the district's 1989-90 . -
Land Acquisition ·and Management Plan; It. is 
recommended that the Bureau of Land Acquisition 
coordinate negotiations -and acquisition activity with 
the district to expedite preservation ofthese important . 
areas. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 13,179 acres, . over two-thirds . (before 
1992 addition) of the project area, was acquired from 
The Nature Conservancy in 1988. There are three 
other major owners and 29 minor ones remaining, not 
Including those owners associated with the Aucilla 
River conservation easement, or the 1992 addition. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
One of the core parcels is owned by St. Joe Paper 
Company and is on hold- pending the outcome of 
negotiation on the Topsail project (St. Joe is a major 
owner within the Topsail project as -well). 
Negotiations unsuccessful on_otherlarge parcels, with 
the exception of the 1992 addition. Mapping. on . · 

. addition should -. begin In 1993, pending adequate 
funding for acquisition. 

OTHER 
This project includes a waterbody classified under the 
Special Waters Category of Outstanding Florida 
Waters. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 
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--.- ..• ·LOCATION 
· · The Bonlah Creek project is in southern Clay and 

_ -- • northern Putnarri Counties, approximately s·miles west 
,~ of Palatka. This. project lies within Rorida's Senate 

: : · District 5 and House District 21. It also lies within the . · 
· - jurisdictions of Northeast- Rorida Regional Planning . 

. CouncU and the. St. Johns River Water- Management 
·District~ 

' . . . 

. . RESQURCE·DESCRIPTION _ _-- - . 
· This project has a great diversity of natural resources 

___ inclUding good quality, recoverable, ·· sand hills with 
mature longleaf pines, red-cockad8d woodpeckers, 

· · and. Sherman's fox. squirrels. Natural communities _ 
- Include steepheads, seepage streams, and a 
· ·. blackwater -stream with populations of the. locally 

Highest Ranked. FNAI~Isted Elements · 

Name. FNAI Rank._ 

Etonla rosemary · ~1/Sf 
-Scrub G2/S2 

Black Creek crayfish G2/S2 
Red-cockaded 

-woOdpecker_ . G2/S2 
Sandhill-. - G2G3/S2 

-· Rorida black bear G5T2/S2 
, Slope Forest G3/S2 .-
- Scrubby Aatwoods · ·-. G3/S3 

Gopher tortoise G3/S3 . 
Seepage Slope G3?/S2 

1 25 FNAI elements known from site 

-· ._ .: e~emlc Black Creek crayfish (G2S2). Two patches 
· of sand pine scrub harbor scrub .·jays and the only 

known populations of a newly discovered species of 
- -·- · woody . mint - recently named Conrad ina atonia 

(recommended for Federal Endangered status). The. 

;_!,'. 

dry sandy portions of the project area are believed to . 
be important for recharge to the Aorida Aquifer; The <• 
project Is part of an acquisition strat~gy th8t·may · 
eventually secure-._ a- ·corridor· of wildlife · habitat.-·_· 
conneCting the . Ocala_· Nationai.-Forest ·and eamp - . 
Blanding. · 

. ~ - . . . 

Five archaeological sites within the- Etonlah Creek: · 
project area are r~corded In the _ Rorlda Site File. 
When compared • to -other acquisition projects; the · · 
archaeological and historical· resources vcilue. of the ·- ·_ 
subject tract is considered to be low. ·• · · 

The size aaicf resources· of the tract • allow ror varied ·., ·.· . 

recreation·_· opportunities; '·Including. hunting, ·-•-· hiking, -•·-. · 
nature ·- appreciation; natural ' resource education, .· .. 
picnicking, bicycling, camping, horseback riding, boat · ·• · · 
launching, and some swimming i:lnd canoeing;- Ao-- ··._ 
section of the Florida Trail passes through Jhe- '. .- < 
proposal. -_ · - · ·.. · --

MANAGEMENTCONCEPTS- . 
If acquired, the Division of Forestry would manage the<. 
Etoniah Creek project under multiple use concepts as · · · 
a State Forest Timber harvest would. be :primarily for· 
restoration and maintenance~ natural standswol.lld be 

-__ ._·-\ 

managed to maintain diversity of age· Classes and .· ..• ,_. 
include areas ofold-growth. Pine plantations, where. -· · · 
appropriate; would be reforested with original 5pecies. 
Harvesting of stumps would not be permitted. When 
possible, eXisting roads~ black lines, 'foam ·lines; and : 
natural breaks woUld .be used to ·contain· prescribed: . 
andjor natural fires •.. Sufficient acreage of old-growth · . ._. 
longleaf pine stands woUld be restored to allow:tor · · · · 
recovery of the red-cockaded woodpecker and scrub : · 
sites would be managed to ensure continued surviVal-·. 
the scrub jay and Conradlna atonia. A_•~udy should.· 
be conducted -- to . -determine If . restoration of · the. 
channelized ·westl!m portion of Etonuih .Creek would' ._ .. 
be desirable and feasible/ · · · · 

VULNERABIUlY AND ENDANGERMENT _ 
There are extensive·.upland areas on the site, some' · 
currently managed: for silviculture, that are highly · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FEQUESrs- F ACQUIRED . 
Division of Forestry · 

SauR:e of Funda Esllrnalad FundS Aequirad "' 

CATEGOR't (CAR. GR, ale.) 
Salary PPS Expense oco FCO T~ 

SlarHip CARL $78,001 .Q. $51,743 . $199,091 .Q. $328,835. 

FY1993-84 CARL. $78,000 .Q. $50,000 $10,000 . .Q. $138,000 .. 
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suited for development. Even scattered lo~,density 
residential development.· within a ··• project:? of . this 

· magnitude can seriously affect the ecological integrity 
of the site and. present potential . management 
problems.. · 

Although Putnam and . Clay ·.· Counties. a~e not · 
experiencing rapid growth; there is a platted, but as 
yet undeveloped, subdivision and tvio. developments 
of regional .Impact that are being considered on 
portions of the Etoniali Creek project site. 

. The Putnam Association, Inc. (Deltona) ownership has 
preliminary approval for a proposed development 
·called Timber Cove. The DRI study encompasses 
7,242 acres, and Included 8,976 dwelling units, a golf · 
course, and a community center. The subdivision plat 

· and specifications for Phase I have not been 
submitted to date for county approval .. 

Another DRIIOcated northeast of the project area is 
known as The .Villages of· Seminole Forest Union 
Camp has preliminary approval for the development 
which is to be located along US Highway 17 at the 
Putnam/Clay County line. It is proposed to Include 
seven villages. or phases which will encompass over 
11 ,000 acres and include over 31 ,000 dwelling unit& 

The proposal is thus viewed as under imminent threat 
of development Landowners have threatened to 
close the section of the Aorida TraU that passes 
through the proposaL 

ACQUISitiON PLANNING ·. 
The Etoniah Creek project design was approved by 
. the Land Accjulsitlon Advisory CouncU on December 
6~:1991. Project design recommendations altered the. 
resource planning boundary by deleth1g approximately 
480 acres from the western boundary. The area Is 

. partially developed and In· multiple· ownerships .. 
Approximately · three · s8ctlons,. 1 ,920 acres, were· 
deleted at the southern boundary •. The sections were 
Inadvertently left In the project boundary during. the · 
assessment stage. ·. The seCtions are subdivided and 

· developed.. Four· pockets of. development within the 
project boundary and along State Road 100 were 
deleted totaling approximately 1 ,000 · acres. The 
approximate acreage deleted durhig the project 
design phase Is 3,400 acres. · 

Several improved parcels were included in the project 
boundary; The substantially improved parcels are not 
to be acquired unless the managing agency needs the · 
residence for an on site manager. A suitable buffer 
should be negotiated with the property owner around . 
the other improvements. · 

The large owners: Putnam Associates Ucl. (Deltona), 
·.union Camp, the Manning FamUy and Georgia Pacific . 
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. havebeennotlflea.ofpotemlal;ac~ulsltlo~ by theSta~~··•••·· 
and have indicatect their willingness to negotiate VJith ; . . 
the exception of Georgia Pacific;anUI)'Nillirigselier.:: : 

It ,should be notEM.t. that th~ entire Union Camp . ·.. . 
·ovvnership ..• is. approximately. 55,ooo~ia:.cres/:13;ooo .. : ·. · 
acres of whlchc are in ttie. current Etonlah Creek.> 
project· The rest of the Union·eampownershiptwill. 
be. assesSed in 1993 and considered as a :Possible 

. addition to the project. 

\ Acauisition Phasing . 
.· Phase 1: . Deltona; ·Union Camp, . and. Manning 

ownerships; and lnter1achen Lake Estate;S~bdivision~: 

Phase II: Roberts;. and other remaining 
ownerships, including. subdivisions. . .. .. .. . .. • . 

. - . ·. . .: ·.· : . 

Coordination c ·.. • · ·.. · · · ·· : . • 

The project is iriclud9d in St. Johns, River:water 
Management. District's • flv9-year plan, :however, cno • ·•·· 
funding. was allocated for 1992 .. acqulsltlof1S; ·.· The ·. 
District:h&s··•been ··actiVe.· in •· past··.coordlnatlon .of'thi~ > • · 

project and is expected to continue in ttiat role. . · .· .·· 

OWNERSHIP . . . . . .· · · . 
The project· consists.· of approximately ·.55,237. acres;: 
321 parCels, and 47 owners. .· . . .. ' 

. ACQUISITION• STATUS . . . . . 
AppraiSal mapping Is comple~eJora:pqrtion of Pha~e ·, . 
1- lnterlachen:Lake.;EState SubdiVision. · · . · · 

RESOLUTIONS 
91-04: St. JOhns River Water Management District .;, · · 

. Support for acquisition. 

.· ... 



LOCATION 
In northern Polk County approximately two miles east 
of the town of Davenport. This project lies within 
Aorlda Senate District 17 and House District 65. It is 
also within the jurisdictions of Central Aorlda Regional 
Planning Council· and the Southwest Aorlda Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project Includes scrub, xeric hammock,. sandhills, 
floodplain swamp, a black water stream, and a 
sandhill upland lake. The tract Is an Important 
recharge area for the Aoridan Aquifer. The tract 
supports populations of no fewer than 14 FNAI 
Special· Element plant species, 12 of which are listed 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Carter'swarea G1/S1 
Star anise G1G2/S1 
Scrub G2/S2 
Britton's bear-grass G2/S2 
Paper-like naU-wort G2/S2 
Lewton's polygala G2/S2 
Sand sklnk G2/S2 
Scrub plum G2G3/S2S3 
SandhU! Upland Lake G3/S2 
Curtiss' mUkweed G3/S3 

24 FNAI elements· known from site· 

as endangered or threatened. Most of these species 
are Inadequately represented on protected lands, and 
face extinction unless wild populations can be 
protected. Situated near the northern end of the Lake 
Wales Ridge, this tract supports populations of. scrub 
endemic plants at the extremes of their , respective 
ranges, and Is therefore Important to preserving 
within-species genetic variation. An occurrence of a 
woody mint at this site represents either the 
northernmost population of Dlcerandra comutlsslma, 

a disjunct population of D. frutescens, (both critically
imperiled Endangered species), a hybrid population, 
or an even rarer undescribed species. 

No archeological/historical sites within the boundaries 
of this project are recorded within the Florida Site File: 
When compared to other projects, the potential for 
significant sites Is considered to be low., 

The tract can support passive recreational . activities 
such as. nature appreciation and hiking as well as 
providing educational and research opportunities. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
This project Is recommended to be managed by The 
Nature Conservancy under single use concepts as a 
unit of their Lake Wales Ridge Scrub Preserve system. 
The primary management goal is to protect the native 
communities and plant and animal species present .. 
FacUlties to support· recreational activities should be 
located on disturbed areas or outside areas . with 
highly sensitive resources. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
A portion of the site is wetland and not particularly 
suited for development. However, the scrub and 
sandhUI habitats on the property are prime 
developable uplands. Parts of this project have been 
cleared, or are in the process of being cleared of 
native vegetation. During the past two· years, one of 
the landowners· began. clearing for pasture· and has 
bulldozed another area and planted a citrus grove. 
Another landowner has contracted to have another 70 

· acres cleared. The rare scrub plants are vulnerable to 
trampling and to poaching by rare plant fanciers. 
Without appropriate fire management, many of the 
rare scrub plants can be expected to disappear. The 
value of this area as a source . of recharge to . the 
Aoridan Aquifer would be reduced if it · were 
developed. 

Residential development is already occurring in the 
upland areas adjacent to . the project site. 
Development· will likely continue along the upland· 
areas associated with the creek system. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATmORr 

Slarklp 

PROJECTED IIANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS- F ACCUIRED 
The Nature Conservancy 

Saulm of Funda Eslillaalad Funda Raquirad 
(CAR.. GR, ale.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

TNC $25,000 $3,000 $3,000 $28,000 $5,000 
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ACQUISITION. PLANNING 
On December 7, 1990; the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the Horse Creek Scrub project 
design. It altered the Resource Planning Boundary by 
Including all of two ownerships which had . been 
divided. Several large ownerships have indicated a 
willingness· to negotiate. 

On April 7, 1992, the LAAC approved an addition of 
approximately 1,040 acres with an estimated tax 
assessed value of$68,518 to the project boundaries. 
The expansion was at the request of the South Aorida 
Water Management District. However, most of the 
addition was within FNAI's original resource planning 
boundary for this project The addition facilitates a 
shared acquisition with the district. 

Coordination 
This Is a shared. acquisition· with the· South . Aorlda 
Water Management District. Portions of the project 
are alsO within the jurisdiction of the Southwest 
Aorida Water Management District, although 
Southwest has not yet allocated funds for Its 

· acquisition. 

OWNERSHIP 
This project consists of 11 parcels and 8 owners 
(does not include 1991 additions). Most larger 
ownerShips have lndlcatE!d a willingness to negotiate. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
The South Aorida Water Management District has 
acquired·· approximately 600 acres. within the 
expanded boundary; This project's new. higher 
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ranking and shared acquisition commitment should 
qualify It for funds under the CARL 1993-94workplan, · 
depending on extent of continued Preservation 2000 
funding. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 

None 



,- .... --~--------....,....------~-----~~---------~----------....... ·-~-~, ___ '"'!'_ ._ .. _ .... 
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- . 

_.LOCATION 
In Alachua· County, within a half hour drive of 
Gainesville. This projeCt lies withlri Aorida's Senate 

· District 5 and House Districts 22 and 23~ -. It Is also 
· within the jurisdictions of the North Central Aorida 

Regional Planning CouncU and the St Johns River 
-·Water Management District. · - ·· 

- RESOURCE DESCRIPTION_ 
This project contains lands _that would· significantly 
enhance the protection and maintenance of· Paynes 
Prairie State Preserve, a National Na~ural Landmark. 
The projeCt Includes wetlands that are an Integral part · 
of the prairie basin; Prairie Creek and associated 

-wetlands, which drain Into the prairie; and an upland 

--Highest- Ranked FNAI-listed Elements-
- . 

-Name FNAI Rank 

Sherman's fox squirrel- G5T2/S2 
. Aorida sandhUI- crane·- G5T2T3/S2S3 
·Sandhill Upland Lake G3/S2-
-Bald ·eagle G3/S2S3 
Scrubby· Aatwoods G3/S3 
Gopher tortoise G3/S3 · 
Red-tailed muskrat .G3/S3 
Aorida mouse - G3/S3 
Eastern indigo. snake . G4T3/S3 
Blackwater Stream· - ~4/S2 
Seepage Stream G4/S2 

29 FNAI elements known from project 

buffer. The diversity of natural communities support 
an array of wildlife, Including several rare and 
endangered animal species (e.g., bald eagle, 
woodstork and sandhUI crane). · 

:._; 
)'' ~:: ... · .. 

• ' ' • ', ' • ' '. : ' 'c, ,• :· ..... · 

There are numerous a!)originSJ sites Jocated on this •• •·. 
project and .tt1e:area is considered-_to have excellent>• 

· potential -for archaeological• investigations~ - · - _ _ __ _ 

. The project area can .support a variety ohecreatlo~ . •
activitl~s that · are ccunpatible with the :primary _ _ . 
acquisition objective • of natural·- resource protection. _ 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS· - . - -
The project should: be managed as a· part of Paynes -· ·· _ 
Prairie State Preserve- by the .Oivisian·•of .• Recreation -- --•-· 
and Parks with the: Game and Fresh Water Fish . . 
Commission and the Dlvlsion·of Historical· Resources·_. 
cooperating. · The project -Is Within_ the. optimum 
-boundaries of the preserve arid will- add significantly -
to the State's · abDlty to manage. the. prairie · basin!s _ _. 

- ecosystem, as -well-·- .. ·- as . providing'- recreationaJ _· : -
opportunities and a buffer to the-basin. Management __ -. 
practiCes wUI be in -confor111ance with the : f'aynes -_ -
Prairie State Presel'\fe_ Management. Plan. No l .. riterim -
management costs are -antlclpatSd _-- fi'om • the •-- CARL-· 
program fund since Paynes Prairie State Preserve is -_ 
currently staffed;. fUnded;· and·-open to -the public; 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT -
This area is critical to the water quality and quantity of- •·
the adjacent State Presenle and· is easily disturbed by. 
·human activity. · 

. • • ! 

Development pressure In rapidly growing Alachua · 
County Is Increasing, upland portions of these tracts: 
are prime areas for development and will probably be : 

· sold to a private developer if not purchased by the' -. · 
State. ·· -

The 26 acre Hunt Club parcel, part of an approved -- · 
planned unit development (PUD) is under Imminent 

·threat of development · · · · 

ACQUISITION PLANNING . 
This _ project was reevaluated in Spring 1988 to · · 
determine the optimum project boundaries .·from a-- · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PAST, CURRENT· and PRlJECrED ·MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST. 
Division of Recteation and Parka 

Soun:e of Funds Funds 
Y9R (CAR. GR. 811:) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total. 

F'f181H.ez CARL/SPTF $359,000 $4,638 $98,631 ~ -o; $463,224 

F'f18BM3 CARL/SPTF $360,024_ $6,000 $112,000 $16,500 ~ $494,524 

F'f 198Se4 CARL/SPTF $360,024 $6,000 $112,000 $18,500 -~ $494,524 
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#26 PAYNES PRAIRIE .· ~. · . ., . 

··management perspective. . · . The . project.t: design 
approved by the Land Acquisition Advisory COuncil in 
June 1988, combined and expanded the original . 
Paynes Prairie project and the 1987 Prairie Greek 
proposal; The enlarged project area refleCt:s,cLirrerit 

. and foreseeable land needs for the maintenance, arid 
. protection of PayneS Prairie State Preserve. . .... 

. . ·,· 

'"'·· · Acauisitiori Phasing . 
All.103·parcelswereranked in order of prlority,l~23. · 
See project design on file in Land Acquisition Planning 
Section; Department of Natural Resources; 

. . . . . .. 

On March 27; 1991, the LAAC approvect an 
amendment adding approximately 23.97 acres to the 
northwestern .project boundary. . 

CoOrdination 
· The St. Johns River Water Management District has 

·. acquired approximately' 158 acres of the flOodplain, 
·. along··Prairle Creek. The Alachua Conservation Trust 

. . · and The Nature Conservancy are also pai:ticipants in 
· this project. . 

-·. :'-' 

<: ·.· 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately· 18,026 acres .were purchased from 

·1970 to 1974 with EEL, LATF, and. LWCF funds 
($6;997,550). . 

· · · Approximately 100 parcels in 70 ownershiPs remain to 
·· .. be acquired. Three ownerships are·. greater than 640 

acres· ... and• .. 13 .. ownerships .represent 75% .. of· .the 
project.i · · · 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Approximately 596 acres were acquired . (put under 
option) .· during ·the past year. through . the Alachua 
·eonservationTrustandthe Trust for·Publlc·Land; 

.. RE:SOLUTIONS . ·. .• . .·· . . . .· .·· ... . 
·, . R-88-1 0: City · of Gainesville . - Support for 

acquisition. 
~ St. Johns .. River Water Management 

District - Commit up to $500,000 in funds. 
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. 88-28:. City .. · of£' Gilnesyille <. Sypt,ort 

aCqUiSitiOtl~;-; :!_<_~- .... __ ,_~-.. _-- ·.__ · ~: :. · 

90.:S1: · . City .· of, . GaineSville ~ SupP<>rt 
·, acquisition.< .. · . . .. . 

9h05: i. · • · St) ·Johns '~ River ·water. "Management .· 
. District -:i~upport for: acquisition; . ; .---...:. 

1992' 
1991 
1990 

. 1989 
1988 \ 

.. 1987 . 

.. 1986 
1985 
1984' 
1983 .· 
1982 
1980 

·so 
43 

. 54'···· 
35 
f)2 

'48 
20 
22····· 

24• 
26 
43 

; 21 ·.· 
ffiffi:FEFEE7~EE~~~I 

·.·_;. 

··'· 

~- :: 



as 
** Does not include approximately 2,640 acres acquired through mitigation and protected by permanent 

conservation agreements. · · 

LOCATION 
The Wekiva River Buffers project is in northwestarn 
Seminole County, six mBes east of Sanford; Interstate 
4 passes within one mBe of the tract on the east. The 
Wekiva. River forms the western boundary. This 
project lies within Senate Districts 9 and 12 and 
House District 25. It is also within the jurisdiction of 
the East Central Florida Regional Planning CouncU 
and the St Johns River Water· Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Wekiva River Buffers project includes mainly high 
quality palustrine communities in the floodplain 
between the Wekiva and Uttle Wekiva Rivers and to. 
the east of the Uttle Wekiva River. A substantial 
addition to the project with upland natural 
com111unitles was approved in 1992. Communities in 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Usted. Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Star anise . G1G2/S1 
Florida black bear G5T2/S2 
Blackwater Stream G4/S2 
Upland· Mixed Forest G?/54 
Floodplain Swamp G?/54? 
Bottomland Forest G4/54? 

6 FNAI elements known from site 

the expanded boundary Include: bottomland forest, 
floodplain swamp, upland mixed forest, scrub, 
scrubby-wet flatwoods, sandhBI, . and blackwater 
stream.. The forested wetlands are second growth, 
but are considered to be in good to excellent 
condition. The project supports a diversity of wUdlife, 
and Is an important part of a movement corridor for 

the state threatened Florida black bear between Ocala 
National Forest and Rock Springs Run State Reserve. 
Maintenance of the project. in a natural condition. wm 
help preserve the water quality of the. Wekiva and 
Uttle Wekiva Rivers. 

Two archeological sites within · the project are 
recorded In the Florida Site File. When compared to 
other projects, the archeological/historical potential of 
the tract is considered to be moderate. 

The project can accommodate fishing, boating, 
canoeing, hiking (on old tram beds), and picnicking. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The project would be . manag~ by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks as an addition to Wekiva River 
State Park under ·single usa• concepts. . The primary 
management objective should be the preservation • of 
significant natural features while simultaneously · 
providing. compatible recreational opportunities. 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The majority of the site is forested floodplain wetlands. 
DER regulation of jurisdictional wetlands, Seminole 
County's floodplain and wetlands ordinances, and 
county and water management district requirements 
for buffers along the Wekiva River and its tributaries 
severely limit the amount of deVelopment that could 
occur In on site. The entire project site Is designated 
Conservation on the Seminole County future land. use 
map. However, an application to harvest timber on. 
one portion of the site has been filed with Seminole 
County, and it appears that restrictions are not 
sufficiently stringent to prevent at least some habitat 
alteration through logging. 

The entire Wekiva River basin Is under intense 
development pressure as the brtando metropolitan 
area expands northward. Uplands adjacent to the 
floodplain are rapidly being developed as large 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

SlarHip 

FY 191!D84 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET fEQUESTS .. F ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parka 

Sauma of Funds Eslillllllad Funds Raquirad 
(CAFI.. GR, aiD.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 
CARL $44,334 $7,280 $15,500 $58,500 

CARL $44,334 $7,280 $15,500 $58,500 
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FCO Total 

..().. $125,614 

..().. $125,614 
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parcels. Over 400 acres are rezoned for Planned Unit 
Development. Approximately 1,200 acres · of the 
project site is the subject of a proposed land swap for 
mitigation of wetland destruction elsewhere in 
Seminole County, so a great portion of the site may 
eventually. be dedicated to the St. Johns River Water 
Management District, Seminole County, or the 
Audubon Society. 

The Wekiva River Buffers project lies within the Wekiva 
River Protection Area. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project . design for the Wekiva River Buffers 
project was · approved by the Land Acquisition 
Advisory Council on December 6, 1991. Project 
design recommendations altered the . resource 
planning boundary by deleting approximately 150 
acres of developed land on the eastern boundary; 40 
acres were added. to Include all of an undeveloped 
ownership. 

Over 75% of this project Is either owned by St. Johns 
River Water Management District, or protected by 
Audubon and conservation easements. Additionally, 
protection Is afforded by the Wekiva River Protection 
plan. Both Lake and· Seminole Counties have similar 
set back regulations along the river. The minimum set 
back is 200 feet from the ordinary high water mark, 50 
feet from associated wetlands. 

Approximately 500 acres of the project area is 
recommended for acquisition. 

Less-Than-Fee-Simple Acauisitlon TechniQues 
It is recommended that this project be acquired in fee
simple. As mentioned in Section II, however, 
approximately 75% of the project is protected through 
conservation easements and public and private non
profit ownerships, and therefore, does not require 

·public acquisition. · · · · 

Acauisition Phasina 
None recommended. 

C90fdination 
The St. Johns River Water Management District has 
acquired 1,447 acres within the project area as a 
result of mitigation land received for development 
occurring elsewhere in the county. It expects to 
receive additional · acreage from mitigation. The 
District Is currently managing land it has acquired 
within the project area, and does not seek 
reimbursement from the CARL program. 
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. On August 20, 1992, the LAAC approve<f an addition . 
. ' of approximately 447 acres with an estimated tax 

assessed .value of $7.87 million (estimated coSt $6.56 
million): ·seminole County to pay approximately half .. 
The site Is under control of the Resolution Trust . 

· Corporation (RTC) and is within the boundaries of the · 
Wekiva River Protection Area. 

OWNERSHIP 
The total project area conslsts.ofapproximately 3,587 · 
acres, 43 parcels, and ·18 owners. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Board .of Trustees to be asked to. consider. the RTC 
site under. the statUtory provision· for . emergency 
acquisition under· · Preservation . 2000. Seminole 
County. has offered·Arvida parcel to cover part of.RTC· .. 
purchase and complete bargain commitment. 

RESOLUTIONS 
. 89-08: St. Johns River Water Management District -

Support for acquisition. . . 
91-04: St. Johns River Water Management District -

Support for acquisition. 
92-20: St. Johns River Water Management District -

Support for acquisition. 

Year Acres Funds 

None 



· ' The· Econ.;.St Johns River Corridor Conservation and 
... R~utlon Lands (CARL). proposal Is lOcated In 
southern .Seminole County and in northern O.range 
County. To thfa north of and adjacenno this project . 

··. lies the Lower Econ'CARL project, whUe ·seminole 
Ranch is adjacent to the southeastern boundary. 

It lias within Aorlda Senate Districts 9 and 14 ariel 
. .. .. House Dlstrict·33 .. It also lias within the jurisdictions 

of the East Central Aorlda Regional Planning CouncU 
and the St Johns River Water Management DistriCt 

. . ·· . RESOURCE DESCRIPTION ·. · 
· The Ecorl-St Johns River: Corridor P,.oject would 

provide . protection of wetl~s aSsociated with the 
floOdplain of ·the Econiockhatchee and St · Johns 
Rivers, . extensive · hydric · hammock · ... · natural 
communities; arld.over six .mues of.fromage on the St 

. Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 
·. . 

'. Nama· FNAI Rank 
.. 
. Scrub ·G2/S2 ·· 
Chapman's sedge G2G3/S2 

:. Bald eagle G3/S2S3 
. Curtiss' mUkweed ·.· G3/S3 

•• Daeurrant sedge . G3G4/S2 
.. · ··Aoodplain marsh G3?/S2 
•· ·H~rlc Hammock. · . G?jS4? 
· Wet Aatwoods . G?/S4?:: 
···Mesic Aatwoods G?/S4 
·Blackwater Stream G4/S2 
.. 

12 FNAI elements known from project · · 

• .· Johns River. Other communities within the ·project 
.. Include baygall, . mesic/wet . flatwOOds, floodplain 
· marsh, and scrub/scrubby flatwoods. Over 20% of 

the project Is In Improved pasture; natural areas have 

: ~·. ~:: . 
·,., ·.;. . 

. . 

. :·: 

also been impacted by grazing and'clearcuttlng. ~ The .•... 
project Is known to harbor;J FNAt Special :Plants and - · 
is reported to harbor 1·1 Special. Animals (1: recorded ; · 
in FNAI database)~ . 

The. proj~ is adjacent to· the· southem bou~daryc'of . 
. the tower Econlockhatchee CARL project and, along , . 

the eastern boundary, with· Seniil1ole Ranch 
(SJRWMD). If acquired, this project could:ultimately. · 
be part of public .larld that would protect' a: riparian'< 
·corridor nearly 54 mUes.• along,the •Econtqckhatc~ee <. 

and St Johns Rivers. · · · · . 

·Nine.(9) aborlginal':moullds(some.buriaJ);have:.been • :·.· .. 
recorded in the Florida Site File within the project; ;the , . 
project appears to be eligible for listing·iri the National ' . • 
Register of· Historic'. Places. ·.······some. scientific ·. 
excavation' ·ha5:·occurred; at •only> one of the mound· .. ·. 
sites. When 6ombarectto other acq~isition projects~ .·.· ... · 
the archeologiCaJ·resource value. ot'~is~ proj~t is::,,; 
considered to be· high: · · 

The· · project area could· · acco~modate variec:t : .' ···· . 
recreational . opportunities ,such, as picnicking; · 
camping, l:liking, nature appreciation, natural resource.· 
education, . archeoiogical ·· interpretation, · hunt!rig, 
bicycling, and horseback· ridi11g. 

.. . 

MANAGEMENT'CONCEPTS; ': . 
The DIVIsion ·• of Forestiy' is· the : recomme~ded lead :, .· 
manager of the Econ-$t Johns River Corridor project:~ ·. 

. the Game ariel Frash·water AsJ:I· Commission ·arid •the' 
' Division of Historical Resources will: be cooperators. 
The project wUI, b8 managed in accOrdance with• the ' 
Division's . "total resource . concept" . - to restore, · 
mairitain, and protect ' in . perpetuity all ' native 
ecosystems; to integrate compatible human use: ahd . 
to Insure long.;.term vlabUity of populations and species.·. · 
considered rare; Management activities' will also , 
stress enhancement of the abundance and distribution· 
of threatened and·· endangered spades. • Disturbed ·.· 
areas should be:restored:to original eonditions~tothe 
greatest extent practical~ Unnecessary . roads ·and · 
flrellnas: should b8 abandoned andjoi restored .. 

.. ·· ... 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET JEQUESTS -·F ACQuiReo 
· Division of Forestry 

Sawat·of Funds Esllllllllad Funds Raquilad 
·CATEGORY' (CARL. GR, ale.) 

Salary OPS. Expense ' oco .,FCO Total 

Slarklp CARL $31,849 ~ -$29,661 $80,575 . ~ $142,085 
,. 

FY181B84 CARL $31,849 ~ $29,661 $80,575 ~ $142,085. 
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· #28 ECON-ST. JOHNS RIVER CORRIDOR / 
. .... . 

. . . . Hydrological disturbances - particularly le~e~s along . 
. .·· . the:' riVers 'should be restored. to the greate~ extent 

pra·ctl~.-- ··· 

Resource Inventory should ·• be used to Identify 
sensitive areas needing special protection or 

. . ... management,. and to locate areas (primarily 'already . 
disturbed) that are appropriate for any facl.litles. The 
western portion of the . Fore . tract consists of· xeric 
habitats that may be suitable habitat for the Rorida 

· scrub jay. · A stand of old-groWth pines reported on 
the Hunters· . Development tract· has potential for 
. occurrences of. red-cockaded woodpeckers; 

. ': ,' ,. . . 

· Are management wUI be one of. the·. most ·Important 
tools for management .for this project,·· particularly In 
flatWoods and· scrub habitats. An a11· season burning 
program wUI be established utUIZing existing practlqes 
plus recent research findings. Whenev&r: possible, 

. . axistlng roads, black lines; foam lines and natural 
·. · · • breaks. will be utilized to contain and control 
. · prescribed and natural fires.. Timber management 

.·· . aCtivities. wUI. primarily: consist of practices aimed at 
· · maintaining and perpetuating forest eeosystems; 

. : >stands should not have a targeted rotation- age; but . 
·.•. should be managed to . maintain a broad diversity of 
· age Classes · Old-growth stands should be: managed 

to maintain old~rowth characteristics. 

·. WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT . , 
· · Vulnerability: - The . site Is vulnerable to further 

degradation from unntstricted lagging·actlvitles and to 
development of th8 upland areas, particular1y along 

· ·.. those ·portions of the ·project. with river frontage, · 
· Development would ultimately result In loss of Wildlife 
habitat and jeopardize· the ability to maximize 

· protection of the entire river corridor. 

Endangerment: Although the future land use 
_ designations for the site In bOth counties anticipate 
rural densities .of a maximum of one dwelling unit per . 
five acres, both counties> are experiencing rapid 
growth. . Development of. the site, particularly along 

· · .· the,rtver;·would be expected to occur relatively soon. 

ACQUISinON PLANNING . 
The project design ·for .the ·-econ-St. Johns. River 
Conidor · project was approved by the Land 

·. •· AcquisitiOn· AdvisOry ·eouncil··on December 1 o, -1992. 

The project design recommendations did notalter the . 
. resource planning boundary. 

.. \'.:.:·: ... 
:·_-..._, .. 

: .,. __ _ 

-... 
-i_. 

. · .. -__ · ~--:-.·:.~\t:::~,:-; 'r: 
~~. ' ... ···.. . .. 

,t : , Acauisniori;f;h&~•t1a>·.~:- ... ·.·.·-·. · . .•• . ·. 
Phase~ 1:.. -Ttie large•>ownei'Ships'• _ .•. · .. ·1-1ur1ters ... 
Development Fund,-Lee Ranch, and. R~y ·Fore·s· .· 
prqp9Jty.- -·- .. _ .... · .· .. --; ··· · -... 
Phase ·11: · inholdlngs .;·Henning, Mcleocf,; Barker and 
Ritcher, and .. Clonts (northernmost large,ownership). •· ··. 

< .•. CoordinBtion ·. · · . . ... > > 

Both · Orange. ·· and <seminole Counties will-' be 
acquisition .. partners .. ·. exact· amount- of}fUn9s to•· be.· 

. contributed is yet to be determined. · · · · - - ·- .· · · · 

St. Johns ·River. Water ~ana~ement •. Dl~trictisal~() a 
·._. partner In this: acquisiti(Jni.:<The•·Econ~t..Johns River ·· .. · • _. 

Corridor project is identified~withh1the district'~ FIVe-"- · 
• Year Land Acquisition Plan; Tt~e.distrlcb:.Vilt take,'the 

· · leadonmapping; appraisals, anq:riegotiations.'.CARL >-
wUI reimburse; · .· .. . . . . 

154 

OWNERSHIP .·.-· ·. ·. •··•· . . ' . ·.• ' : . . 
The ·project· consists• ot .• ~ppr()xi~tely 13;~73-·acres, _ ·· · 

· 46 parcels,. arid 8 owners; · ·· ' · · · 
. . - . 

ACQUISITION STATUS .·... ·. . . : .. . ..•. · .. ·.··· .. _ • -

The tanc1 Acquisition- Advisory:. CounciL ranked this . · · 
project .for ·the •,_ ,first'time . iiit::.Deceinber·••· 'J 992. · · •· 
Acquisition - activities, · lEk - bOundary :I'Tlapping, · ..• ·_ .. ·. 
appraisals; etci, havenotyet begun.; .·· ·· · · · · 

··, . 
·. ·. 

RESOLUTIONS / . . .· .··. . . . . .· _ . ._ .·-·· 
-92;.18: ·. St Johns River-Water Management District ..: .··•· · · 

· Support fer SharectAcqulsition. -• · · · · 

· . ...-



LOCATION 
In southern Putnam and northern Volusla Counties. 
Lake George forms the western border and Lake . 
Woodruff the southern border. The town of Crescent 
City is less than one mile to the north of the project. 
This project lies within Aorida's Senate Districts 5 and 
8 and House Districts 21 and 26. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Northeast and East Central Aorida 
Regional Planning Councils and the St. Johns. River 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DES€RIPTION 
Most of the original pine flatwoods ofthe Lake George 
CARL acquisition project has been converted to 
commercial pine plantation. The project does, 
however incJude some Intact flatwoods and scattered 
wetlands - depression marshes, cypress domes and 
strands. and hydric hammock, in addition to the lake 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Sandhill . G2G3/S2 
Aorlda sandhill crane G5T2T3/S2S3 
BaJd eagle G3/S2S3 
Gopher tortoise G3/S3 
Basin Marsh G?/S4? 
Aoodplain Swamp G?/S4? 
Hydric .Hammock . G?fS4? 
Mesic Aatwoods G?/S4 
Umpkin G5/S3 
Osprey G5/S3S4 

16 FNAI elements known from site 

shore marshes and cypress stands. The primary 
intact natural.cornmunity is the hydric hammock along 
Lake George. At least 11 active bald eagle nests are 
reported from the tract. Acquisition is important for 
the protection of Lake George (and the St. Johns · 
River) water quality. This project would protect a 

wildlife movement corridor of more than 20 miles 
along the shore of Lake George and the St. Johns . 
River. The project is contiguous along its southern 
boundary with Lake Woodruff National Wildlife Refuge. 

Fave archeological/historical . sites within the 
boundaries .. of this project are recorded. within the 
Aorida ·Site File. . When compared to other projects, 
the potential for significant sites Is considered to be 
high; 

The project's size and location.will allow for a. variety 
of passive and active recreational activities including 
hiking, bicycling, horseback riding, fishing, and 
swimming. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
This project will · be managed as a State . 
Forest/Wildlife Management Area under multiple use 
concepts by the Division of Forestry as ·lead manager 
and the Game and Fresh Water FISh Commission as 
a cooperator. The St. Johns Water Management 
District and Vol usia County may also be cooperating 
managers. The property is large and well suited for 
such consumptive uses as selective timber harvest, 
hunting, and fishing, as.weJI as non-Consumptive uses 
incJuding picnicking, camping, hiking, boating, 
horseback riding, and resource protection. 

Much of the Lake .' George property is currently 
managed · as a commercial pine plantation. · By 
thinning pine stands, lengthening rotation periods, 
encouraging natural regeneration, and .. · restoring 
habitats, the property's diversity and suitability for 
non-consumptive uses can· be· improved. 

Introduction of prescribed fire will be one of the most 
Important tools . for restoration of pine . plantation to 
original character and management of intact flatwoods 
sites. A burning program will be established that 
whenever possible will utilize existing roads, black 
lines, foam Jines, and natural breaks to contain and 
control prescribed and natural fires. Timber · 
management activities will primarily consist of 
practices aimed at maintaining and perpetuating forest 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

Soume of Funds 
YEAR (CARL. GR. etc) 

FY 1993-e4 CARL 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT BUDGEr JECUESI' 
Division of Forestry 

Funds ' 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

$140,984 $16,148 $80,514 $272,134 
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ecosystems. Any . old:-Qrowth. stands should be · 
managed to maintain old..;growth characteristics. 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The project contains • significant expanses of uplands 
that could be developed. There are already many 
srriall homesteads . and fern farms scattered 
throughout ·the. timberlands in this. area. 

The area around. the ·project site is not experiencing 
significant growth pressures at this time. In Vol usia 
County, the Future Land Use Map identifies three land . 
use designations on the site: ·Conservation, which· is· 
lands · already In public ownership. or otherwise 
protected through mutual agreement; Environmental 
System Corridor, on which silviculture is the preferred 
use, and· resldentJal·development cannot exceed one 
unit per 25 acres; and· Forestry Resource, · where 
development cannot exceed one unit per five acres. 
Endangerment of all these lands Is low. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In December 1990, the Land Acquisition· Advisory 
CouncD approved the Lake George project design. 

Acauisition Phasing 
Phase 1: Union Camp Inc., Florida Power 

Corporation, and DSC of Newark. 
Phase II: To be ldentffled ·after successful 

completion of. Phase I. · 

On November 22, 1991, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
CouncD voted · to eliminate all phasing from this 
project. 

Many small parcels within the overall project boundary 
have not been fully evaluated and may be counted for 
addition at a later date. 

Coordination .. . · · .. 
The St Johns River Water Management District is a 
major owner with this ·project· and· Is the project 
sponsor. Volusla County Is also a financial participant 
and The· Nature Conservancy.ls an intermediary. 

I . 
I 

f ~\.Y ·., 
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#29 LAKE GEORGE 

OWNERSHip·· 
There are approximately 91 parcels and nine 
ownerships In the project area. St. Johns River Water 
Management District. and Vol usia County collectively · 
have acquired 19;312 ± acres. 

ACQUISITION STATUS .· 
, Contracts signed on a portion of Union Camp 

(1 /26/93 Cabinet Meeting). Timber cruise being · 
finalized on Coracl. Other major ownerships In 
process of appraisal. · 

RESOLUTIONS . . . . . 
91.04: St Johns RiverWaterManagement- Support 

for. acquisition 

Year Acres Funds 

None 

\. 

·~. 



. . . . 

by the CARL Program: 280 acres for $738,517 
. • by Suwannee County: 1; 7 acres · 

·.· · .. · . LOCATION . · . · 
· .. · · · ·· .. In Suwannee COunty, north Florida, six mUes north .of 

Mayo; two miles east of Luraville, and 16 miles~from 
Uve Oak: Gainesville and Perry are each about 50 
miles away. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 5 and . House District 11. It is within the 

. jurisdictions of the North Central Florida Regional 
Planning Council ,and the ·Suwannee River· Water 
Management· District · 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The. project. protects a .nationally significant example 
of. karst topography with its flora and fauna · in a 

•. continuous; rel8tively undisturbed landscape. A 
mOsaic of wetland and ·terrestrial plant communities 

· contributes to the overall biotic diversity - providing 
habitat tor several· species of ·rare plants and. animals. 

' 
Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank . 

Florida cave amphipod G2/S2 · 
Spring-run Stream G2/S2 
Sandhill G2G3/S2 

·. Chapman's sedge G2G3/S2 ·. ·· 
Hobb's cave amphipod G2G3/S2S3 

· Pallid cave crayfish G2G3/S2S3 ·.· · 
· Aquatic Cave· G3/S2 .· 

Gopher tortoise G3/S3 
· Sinkhole G?/S2 

Xeric Hammock G?/S3 

15 FNAI elements known from site 

The karst region includes two major springs and five 
major sinks and siphons. Peacock Springs itself is a 

. \ ...... : .. _:·.·.-;. 
f.-. 

·, ..... ... 

2nd magnitude spring.· The fivErmile uride~ter.cave: ........ ··· 
system Is the longest knc)wn in the Uriit9d States, and x 
provides. critical '.habitat for·. several endangered. . 
animals endemic to the karsta:reas:,of north Florida .. · 

A major expansion . of. the · project· boundary : was 
appraved in 1992 (a Project Desigri·had notprevi()usly 
been ·done· for .Peacock). · ... The eXpansion greatly. 
improved · the · project's ; overall·· resource> diVersity,. ·. • 
potential: for long~terni · resource · ·protection;· 
manageability, and· recr.eationaJ·.'opportunities:· ; The·.·; 
expanded project contains mature;·.,secorid groWth . 
and Old. growth forest stands ~ induCting a substanti.al' .··· · · 

· area of sandhill/upland pine forest. · 

The area around ·Peacock Springs is ar~haeologi~lly:.' ; ·. .· .. 
rich. Artifacts recovered from the sites in the Peacock. ·. · 
Springs area· indicate human occupation· .diting from: :··· • 
the,Archaic period (ca. 65QQ, B.C.· ~ 1000-.B;C;) to· . : 
Historic, time& Sites: from .. the earlier Pal~lndian . · 
period can also be,expected/ · · · '· · ·· · 

The Peacock Slough underwater : cave . system : is 
heavily utilized· by scuba divers .. It is anticipated that 
this activity will. continue, · · ·.Fishing> and other 
recreational pursuits associated · with• springs arid ' 
sinkholes· also occur. . .. , . 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS .. · ·. ·. . . · · · < ·. 
The Division· of Recreation anC:tParks•will manage·tt1iL .· 
project and is currently. managing the ~te-:acqulred · •. · 
within the project)~· Cooperating agencles·inClude the 
Division of Historical Resoui'ces;·,and potentially .. the ··· 

. Suwannee River Water 'Management District. The· . · · 
project is proposed as.a,siate Park .or. Geologic site ·· · 
with ·. limited · recreational . development · Future·.· 
recreational use of the site will be.baJanced.;wlth.the· ... 
preservation of the cultural sites and:Jnatural.c::, 
resources. Recreational use of the springs• and sinks · 
of the project should be.designed s() as not to cause:. · 
damage to the surrounding vegetation. · 

,. ;. <. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PAST, CURRENT, . and·PROJECTED. MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST. 

Division of Recreation and Parks· · 

Scuat of Funds Funds 
YEAR (CAR., GR. etc) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO . Total 

' 
FY 1991-92 CARL/SPTF $50,691 ~ $9,684 _. ~ '. $1,322 $61,697 .· 

FY 1saz.a:t CARL/SPTF $52,572 $5,000 $7,435. ~ ~ $65,007 

FY191B84 CARL/SPTF $52,572 $5,000 $7,435 .()o ~· $65,007 
\ 
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••. ,< 

:.#30~PEACOCKSl0UG~ · .· . ... . , ... ·.~ ~. '. .· ~-~·,1. 

. . Severatspring8 wlthln:the project surroundecf.~y lands . 
in priVate ownershlpare sUffering from severetabuse - . 
d&fdructlon : of surrounding · groundcover .. · and 

. · · subsequent erosion. Sucli area& will: require · 
· ·... restoration through restriction of use; erosion control/. . 

·· · repair; and revegetation; · · 
. . 

. . 

Much of,the pine forests of the project have sUffered 
. frOm fire suppression; there is much encroachment of ... 

woody · plants with . succe8sion to· xeric hammock/ · 
upland mixed forest in process. How&Ver, there is a 

···.surprising amount of IntaCt wlregrass groundcover 
and use of preScribed fire would likely be highly · 
effeetlve in restoration of the plnelands .. · To the 
greatest extent possible, parcels converted to .pine 
plantation should be restored to their original-speCies 
composition. . . . . . . 

. . . . '· 
.. . . . . 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT ', 
· Se'lieral of the springs are experiencing ·significant · 

erosion 8ndloss of.vegetatlon caused .. by unrestricted·, 
. use by the public. ·. Pollution and overuse· could . ~ 
.• jeopardize the aquatic· environment . and. associated 
· cave fauna. · 

Plans-for • development have, already •. been. prepared 
and ·()J19 of.,the·owners haS.indiCat8d that heiwiiL. 

· proceed with developtnent unless the property .is . 
. . .ac:quir8d, · · · · · 

•·• ACQUISITION'PLANNING . 
···~ .· .. ·· On August 20, · .. 1992, the LAAC approved an addition 

. of approximately 1, 723 acres to the PrOjeCt bourldary; . 
The addition consists of • •.. a diverse assemblage of 

. terrestrial, aquatic, and subterranean resources~ within 
... an important section of the Suwannee River basin• 

7 :(1992 CARL Project.Assessment). 

Coordination . 
·. The· Suwannee· River Water Management District iS an 
· acquisition partner In this project. The District 8nd the 

··~· · / · Division of RecreatiOn and Parks Of the Department ·of 
'' ·= · ., ... Natural Resources,· coordinated· by the. Offlee .of Land · 

Use Planning· and BiolOgical SeNICes (now: LAAC 
(· CoOrdlnatloti. Section) developed the 1992 project 

design expansiOn. · · 

OWNERSHIP .. ·.· · . . · .· · 
The expanded, utiacqulred portiOn of the project is. 

·.·. riow comprised: of approxlrriately twelve ·ownershipS· 
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. . ~: . 

and'•7s•··lots.within Bi·SlJbdlvislon.···. The:·1~:pi'ojecf·:.• .,···.· '. 
expansion InclUdes approXimately;29 pai'Celst~ tWo> · 
major owners. ·· · · · · · · 

ACQUiSITION· STATUS .. · .. _.·.· • · ·.·. . . . ·. _· > . > .. 
Slrice•·the LAAC increased its ranking on: December;: • 

· 1 o, 1992, and since it qualifies for the Bargain/Shared • · · ·· 
acquisition category, it"is iikeiy 'that this. project .• will:;;· · ·· 
receive funding. (a~ul11irig .continued Preservation·>:>· · ' 
2000 funds)· under the 1993;;94 CARL Land: Acquisition : ' 
Workplan. · Appraisal•n1applng of the addition· should · 
begin in the spring of 1 !:)93. . · · 

. RESOLUTIONS .. .· . . . • . . .. . .... . 
90.;19: .. Suwannee River Water Management District·.,.'· · 

Support for acquisition;:,: · . ·.· . ·. . . . 
92-27:. Suwannee River Water Management DiStrict - • · · · .. 

Support for acClulsitlon. 0 . 

. 1992 

. 1991 .·. 

. 1990 

1989 
1988 
1.987 ·. 

. 1986 . 
··1985. 

1984.· 

·.-r 



LOCATION 
In Monroe County, approximately 15 miles east of Key 
West. The project area spans approximately eight 
miles and includes hammocks on portions of eight 
different Islands In the Roricla Keys. The project lies 
within Rorlda's Senate District 40 and House District 
120. It Is also within the jurisdictions of South Rorida 
Regional Planning Council and the South Rorlda 
Water Mana,gement District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This proposal includes all of the tropical hardwood 
hammocks of significant size and quality remaining in 
private ownership. in the Lower Rorida Keys, except 
those on No Name and Big Pine Keys. Acquisition 
would help to protect virtually all remaining 
populations of the federally endangered Lower Keys 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted 8ements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Pine Rockland. G1/S1 
Garber's spurge G1/S1 
Sand flax G1G2/S1S2 
Coastal Rockland Lake G2/S1 
Prickly-apple G2G3T2/S2 
Porter's broom spurge G2T2/S2 
Key deer G5T1/S1 
Key ringneck snake G5T1/S1 

· · Lower Keys rabbit G5T1/S1-
Rorlda Keys mole skink G4T2/S2 
43 FNAI elements known from site 

marsh rabbit, as well as populations of no fewer than 
19 other endangered or threatened plant and animal 
species, including the K~y deer. The sport and 
commercial fisheries and the many offshore reefs 
within the Special Water category of Outstanding 
Florida Water of the Lower Keys ·would be given 
additional protection by acquisition of these buffering . 
uplands. 

Ten archeological/historical sites are recorded from 
the project boundaries· in the Rorida Site File. When 
compared to other projects, the archaeological and 
historical resources value of the tract is considered to 
be moderate. 

Extensive areas of wetland and other sensitive lands 
limit the recreation· development Recreational 
opportunities such as nature appreciation, education, 
and hiking can be accommodated on most upland 
areas. ·Ramrod Key has potential for boat launching. 
Sugarloaf Key would allow for additional activities 
such as picnicking, camping, swimming and bicycling. 
Fishing. can be ·accommodated on most of the water 
areas where deeper water exists and access Is 
available. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
If acquired specific management measures for the 
Hammocks of the Lower Keys project would include 
conduct of a detailed inventory /assessment of 
biological communities and rare and endangered 
species - with the goal of resource perpetuation and 
restoration, preparation of a resource management 
plans based on the resource inventory, control· 
measures to protect sensitive areas from vehicular 

\ abuse, protection of hammocks from fire, exotic plant 
and animal removal, and removal of existing trash 
dumps. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGOR't' 

Slarkrp 

FY 191B94 

CATEGOR't' 

Slarklp· 

FY191B94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parks for Sugarloaf Hammock 

Soun:e of Funds Esllmalad- Funds Requlrad 
(CAFI.. GR. ele.) Salary CPS Expense oco 

CARL $22,167 $24,560 $10,000 $61,978 

CARL $22,167 $24,560 $10,000 $61,978 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service·for Big and Middle Torch Keys 

Soun:e of Funds Esllmalacl Funds Requlrad 
(CAR. GR, ele.) Salary CPS Expense oco 

FCC 
..()-

..()-

FCC 

Federal $30,000 ..()- $4,000 $30,000 $4,000 

Federal $30,000 ..()- $2,000 $1,500 $1,000 

161 

Total 

$118,705 

$118,705 

Total 

$68,000 

$33,500 
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·.#31 HAMMOCKSOF·THE LOWER KEYS 
. ·• . . . ' .· ·. . r•-"" .. •. 

~- :J'he Division CJf Recreation ancf Parks will.:manage · 
·) Sugarloaf Key as a ·unit of the· State Park'~Sy$tem 
.. · .·. under the' ·single use·· concept - ' .primarily< for 

. r8source-based recreation.· The Division -would 
.develop a plan for .• public use of the property 

> ';o. ·. • ·.compatible with' resource conservation and •woUld 
' i . ~- develop a monitoring ·. program to determine :user . 
,:/· . i ::;Jmpacts on naturaL resourceS. The tracts ori Big . . 
{;. · :' 'Ton:h Key. and Middle Toreh Key within the projeCt . 
/>;<;; would be mallaged by the U. s~ Fish and Wildlife · 
" ·•·· .. ServiCe·· as part of National Key Deer ·Refuge and 

· .·. ·· · , receive · the same amount of protection that other 
>' .<refu~:te areas receive. The ·· Nature· ·Conservancy 

. · ··~·. · proposes to manage the remaining key tracts on five 
· • of: the· islands within the project under the single use . 

ii.;_i .~ : concept ~ primarily to perpetuate th~ natural 
;;,: ~; • resources• The TNC management. plan would 
: :~; ' l'8COR1mend a method· to restore the hydrOJogy.that · 
· '· · .·· · .·.·has been alterecf by the dredging of mosquito ditches. · 

;-.:·.-<:.-.··. 

~ . ' .. WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT .. ·· .. ·· .· .. 
i'<i :,:·tAll uplarid areas. in the Rorida Keys. are under 
, )\'' :.·· extrfm1ely high development pressure~ The hammock 

<· · ... areas within this project are among the. most· 
/}'~> '/vulnerable areas in the Lower Keys. There is;already .· 
~{; F ':< scattered residential• c:fevelopment · within or: near 
.; ; '( portions of the prOject on Sugarloaf ·Key ·and the .· 

;;~·.· :fi~:Torch Key& · · · · · 
~' ,- . 

'if . ·.. · Monroe County allows residential densities of only one· 
:>,::~ \(:'. unit per five acres on . a• majority Of the: site ·with 
·:. ,o; c : limitations on the amount of clearing and disturbance . 
'/t .. of native vegetation; HOW8'ier, these restrictions are 
---·>:.:>. _ .. >not sufflCient·-.to preVent slgnlfleant·degra~atlon ·Of 

· . these lands; As Monroe County continues. to grow, 
the gradual encroachment of low density residential 

. : development within the project area will significantly 
, ;;diminish. the natural resource•· values unless·· it is: 

,, . :· acquired for conservation purposes; 

.·"t: '; '·.'This project lies Within a Chapter 380 Area ofCrltlcal 
· ;[ ::: , )J State Concern. 

,,'. ·; 

;d .. :.; .. '• . . 
'•1: ... :····" . . . . . • 
;:;,;:;:.: .• ·· ACQUISinON PLANNING . . 
·.?; •.; :, ·The Land AcquisitiOn Advisory CouncU ·approved the 

.· · ' Hammocks of the Lower Keys project design on 
,, . .. > December 6,1991. Project design recomnienctatlons 
.!t;.yj'yt~· altered the resource planning. boundary of-the ·project ·· 
-~!-!);;; }X.;,'• by adding approximately 217 acres of undeveloped 
>.tb: ' . • tropical hardwood hammock on Uttle Torch Key. 

•;9;~> X) Approximately 8 a~ (two· parcels) were add.ed on 
.{~·.ii;).•:I'Cudjoe Key which were also undeveloped; The 
;]/ ·:·; 'l'. Summerland·· Key .project boundary was. changed·. by 

·:~.. trre · deletion· of approximately 13 acres which· are · 
.. • · · improved with single family dwellings. None of-the 

oUher resource planning boundaries were altered . 

. . :· AI~ of the project area falls within the· US Fish and 

. · Wildlife Services (USFWS) Great White Heron and 
·· > Natlorial Key Deer Refuges. The only funding US Ash · 

. . 

. ~ ~ ::·:.~: .. : .. ···.,.· .. · . 

··.· . 
·\ ... 

~==~lfe~~~g:,,~~~=;~~r~::;::·: .. 
Key. ·The. USFWS+priority acquisitiOn :are'Nc:fNa!ne •··•·· .· . 
Key within the Key Deer Refuge. · · · · · 

Acquisltion•Phasii1Q:: .. · .. · .·•. .. .·• 
None recommended: How~er; there ··are.·:spme < 
priority siteS,, , small and' large parc81s '.·that.· are ;· 
extr:emelyvulnerabletplmmedlate development. They · · · 
are: Cudjoe' Key-Kephart tract;,:Big; rorch Key~··· .. · 
Outward Bound/Stf!lmok tract; Summerlanc::t<Key.,The· ·· 
area around the pc)nd; and•Uttle Torch Key:'Torch'Key :··. 
Estates SubdivisiOn. · · · · · 

Coordination ..•. ·· . . . ·• •. · ... ···. .•.... , 
The Nature.Conser\t~r1cY IT~C).subrnitted.thls project' .. · 
It assisted: In . the ). Coordination : 6f i site .. ; visits;' •by 

. obtaining tax iriformation,:>and byc9ntactlng?ow.,ers 
withinthe project area·· · .. ·. /. ; 

: . : ,::~ .. . .. > 

.. ·1. 

.ACQUISinONSTATUS····· ... ···~;• .'.. .. . .. . 
This •.. project •· has Increased· .triircu"lklng~,fl'am #44c in· • 
1992 to #31 on the 1993 CARL prioritj;JJst. Some .· 
sites will be·a· bargain. purchas8 .with 'Monroe eounty · .. 
Land Authority. State fundlng.will'dej)endion fourth~ 
year- Preservation. 200Q:,furicUng. · · · · · · 

RESOLUnONS . . . . . . ... · . . 
· 02-1991: c, . Monr<:Nt:eoumy: l..and: AtiUlOritY~:' .Support.· 

· · · · · .. for acqulsltiOm :· • · · ·· .. · ·. · · ·. · · · . · • ·•·.· .· · · 
02-1992: "' Mpnroe County Laijd Authority - Support · 

for acquisition . · 



LOCATION 
Highlands County, south central Florida, 
approximately four and one-half miles southwest of 
U.S. 27 and Sebring. This project lies within Aorlda's 
Senate District 26 and House District n. It also lies 
within the jurisdictions of the Central Aorida Regional 
Planning Council and the Southwest Aorida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project Is comprised ·of generally good quality 
scrub, scrubby flatwoods, xeric hammock, mesic 
flatwoods, baygall, and basin swamp natural 
communities. The project also includes some 
relatively minor areas where the natural vegetation has 
been disturbed. The basin swamp is of particular 

Highest Ranked· FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Scrub G2/S2 
Cutthroat grass. G2/S2 
Scrubby Aatwoods G3/S3 
Gopher tortoise G3/S3 
Xeric Hammock G?/S3 
Basin Swamp G4?/S3 
Baygall G4?/S4? 
Mesic Aatwoods G?/S4 
.Aorida scrub. jay G5T3/S3 

·Osprey · G5/S3S4 

11 FNAI elements known from site 

importance because of hydrological connections with 
Highlands Hammock State Park. The diversity of 
natural communities supports healthy populations of 
wildlife; Including several threatened species. The 

long-term viability of populations of these animals · 
would be significantly enhanced· by this·addition. 

The project area has moderate potential for the 
presence of archaeological sites representing any of 
the cultural periods typical of the Okeechobee Basin. 

The project would provide additional areas suitable for 
camping, hiking, horseback riding, nature study, and 
photography. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The project will be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks as an addition to Highlands 
Hammock State Park. The addition includes the 
headwaters of Charley Bowlegs Creek, which runs 
through the Park. Maintenance of the tract in a 
substantially natural condition· will ensure the 
continued high quality of water. flowing into the park. 
The primary management objective is the preservation 
of significant natural features, restoration of disturbed 
lands to the greatest ·. extent. practical, and the 
integration of compatible resource-based recreation. 

WLNERABIUTV AND ENDANGERMENT 
The area, due to its fragile habitat, is susceptible to 
degradation by grazing and lack of proper resource 
management, i.e. ecological burning to maintain plant 
communities. There is also the potential for pollution 
•at streams .running into Highlands. Hammock State 
Park from cattle, from contaminants resulting from 
orange groves and, if development occurs, from 
residential effluent. 

Although there Is not enough data at this time to 
predict the impact of development, existing 
information suggests that the preservation of water 
quality in its present state would be important for the 
protection of local groundwater, particularly the 
discharge Into streams going into Highlands 
Hammock State Park. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FV 1991-'12 

FV19D83 

FV 1993-84 

PAST, CURRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTSJBUDGET REQUEST 
Division of Recreation and Parka 

Sclun=e of Funds Funds 
(CAR. GR. ale) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL/SPTF $298,320 $10,790 $79,400 ..(). ..(). 

CARL/SPTF $278,890 $12,000 $80,000 ..(). ..(). 

CARL/SPTF $278,890 $12,000 $80,000 ..(). -o-
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Total 

$388,510 

$370,890 

$370,890 
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Because the location of the area is in close proximity 
to the. rapidly expanding City of Sebring, it. Is 
potentially a prime area for development of private 
and commercial housing. Developments of this sort 

· are currently present in close proximity to the area. · 

The county considered locating a land fill on adjacent 
property in 1988 but withdrew the proposal; 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Highland Hammock Project Design was approved 
by the Land· Acquisition Advisory Council on April 1, 
1988. The resource planning boundary was refined 
by the addition of approximately 40 acres to the 
northeastern part of the project area and the deletion 
of approximately 60 acres in the southeastern part of 
the proj~. The area deleted Was predominantly 
pasture and citrus. 

Less than Fee-simple Acquisition 
Iris Young, the major oWr1er, has indicated she would 
prefer to keep all property east of Charlie Bowlegs 
Creek, but that a conservation easement or life estate 
might be negotiable. Preferable means of protection 
is by· purchasing the fee simple title. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 1: Sections 5, 7, 18, 19, 20 

· Phase II: Sections 8, 9, 16; 17, 21 

On October 25, 1989, the Land. Acquisition Advisory 
Council modified· the Highlands Hammock State Park 
Addition Project Design by the removal of acquisition 
phasing. 

Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy was an intermediary in the 
acquisition· of the 804 acre Livingston· tract. 

OWNERSHIP 
This project is south and adjacent to the 3,030 acre 
Highlands Hammock State Park, acquired from 1935-
1947. No state funds were expended. ·There are 
approximately 10 owners in the entire project area; 
two major owners, Young and Livingston. 
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.. ' ACQUISITION STATUS 
An additional 86 ± acre tract· was acquired . from 
Livingston during· the past year. Negotiations have• 
been reopened with ·Judge Young based on new 
appraisals. Balance of project being re-appraised. 

RESOLUTIONS 
Lake Placid Town Council - Support for 
acquisition. 
Sebring City Council - Support for 
acquisition. 
Highlands County Commission ~.Support 
for acquisition. 

DesignfBoundary·Modlfied: 
10/25/89- Phasing eliminated 

Year 

1990 
1992 

Acres 

804.30 
86.17 

·Funds· 

$1,841,585. 
$185,330. 

/ 



· .... LOCATION . .· . 
· · ·•··. . Gilchrist County, north Florida, approximately.30 miles 

west .of Gainesville .. This project lies within• Florida's 
Senate· District· 4 and House • Districts ·1 o ·and ··11. It 

· also lies within the jurisdictions of the North· Central 
Florida Regional Planning CouncU and the Suwannee 

· River Water Management Dlstrlc~ ·. · 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION ·· ·· 
Waccasassa Flats . is predominantly comprised. of 
commercial pine plantation~ .. · The planted pine on the · 

·southern· half of the . project · was recently clearcut~ 
. FlatwoOds soils are ·.Interspersed among numerous 
cypress. pondS, . depresSion· ·marshes,.· . hydric· 

. hammock, and other wetland natural communities. 

. . . . . 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 
·.· 

Nama·· FNAIRank 

. SandhU!· G2G3/S2 ·. 
• Sherman's foX Squirrel· ·· G5T2/S2 
· gopher tortoise G3/S3 

Bachman's. sparrow G3/S? 
spoon-flower G3G4/S3 

5 FNAJ.elements known.from site 

.. ·.Several relatively large lakes (the largest is 150 acres), 
·.small areas of· uplarld hardwOOd forest, sandhill,. and 
other natural communities contribute to the natural 
diversity of the · project · The project area is 
considered to be a watershed of the Simannee, Santa 

· Fa, and Waccasassa Rivers. 

Several. archeological· sites· ·Including a significant 
Paleo-Indian (ca. 12;000 - 8500 B.C.) site, within the 
boundaries of this project are recorded within the 
Florida Site Fila. When compared to other projects, 

. . ... ·.·-~· 
'· -;.:.·-. 

. :, . ~., . .· . ' : 

:._: 

the potential for significant sites is. considered to: be' . 
h~~ . . . . 

This proje<:t hasthe size and diversity. to support. a : ·•···.·. ·· . 
wide . variety of· • actiya :· and passive~ rE!cr9atlonaL 
activities:·. These actt\iitle~ might :include picnickil)g, •.... . .. 
camping, fishing, .hunting; bOatlng;>ttorsebacl(tidlng; .. · .. ' 
hiking, · bird:.watching; nature . appreciation.: · arid· · 
photography.· · · · · · · · 

. MANAGEMENT .CONCEPTS·:· ·. • .. · .. ··•·• ·. .... ·•· ·.· .. ·· ·~ •. .· .. ·· :. · ... 

The. project would' Qe· managed as:a ·SUite ;Fprest 'by · . 
the Division of Forestry with the Game· and' Fresh · . 
Water Fish· Commission .cooperating .• :· T~e. proj~ ~is .. · · 
of sufficient· size,· character; and quality to support a 
variety of .. multiple .. use .. •·activities;· · .· .·· . The· .. ·. tract's 
productivity and dlvarsity:ean be Improved by thinning· ·. ·· 
pine plantations, . lengthening timber '. ' rotations, • 
encouraging natural ;regeneration; .lncr~slng wildlife .. 
management aCtivities, and'rest:o.rlng;~tural na,bitats ..•.. 
The Waccasassa: Flats project .. · is \yeU,,· suited. for 
selective timber harv~St; wildlife rrianagerl)ent, oUtdoor : 
recreation; educational and:' scientific aC"tivitie$;. and:.· · 

. resource· protection: > 

Prescribed fire will be a vit81 management. tool the 
. restoration/mana.gement of this .. proj13ct -; .. .,atural fire .. 
breaks; existing roads; and black·llnes:shouJd·be·used ·.· 
to contain prescribefj.flreS;: Abumirig.program wm be· ... 
establiShed that whenever possible •Will utilize existing • . ·>· ,: 

road~ black line~ foam. Jines, and natural.breaks:to .•..• · ... 
contain ;,:and control-' prescribed aild natural-:' fires/: .. · 
Timber management ·aCtiVities will primarily ccinslst of · 
praCtices aimed atrriaint~Uillng and;JJ'erpetlJ8ting foreSt .· 
·ecosystems; ·. ·· ·... .· · · · · · - ' · · · · 

VULNERABIUTV AND ENDANGERMENT . · 
The vegetative arid' hydrological .resources of this • 
parcel are highly susceptible t~ damage by residential .. 

· development Site modifications necessary for the .· 
development of. residential or business structures · 
would . damage . vegetation on the uplands . arid . ·. 
wetlands, and ·could • adversely: affect. water quality: 
Development of. the uplands could IncreaSe runOff, 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

Slarklp 

FY191B84 

.PRo.JEcrED MANAGEMENT'COST/BUDGET REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
, Division of Forestry 

Soun»' of Funds Eslimalad Funds Required 
(CARl. GR. ale.) 

Salary · OPS · Expense oco 

CARL $140,964 $16,148 $98,924 $450,510. 

CARL $141,000 .-(). $70,000 $10,000-
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.0. $705,398 

-(). $221,000. 
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#33 WACCASASSA FLATS 

· could Increase water levels in the wetlands and could 
contribute to the eutrophication of the numeroUs lakes 

. c on the tract. . . .. 

Unless this property Is purchased by the state, major 
· . portions . of the tract will be converted to more 

intensive uses,-the site's villue as a watershed and . 
wetland area will be vastly diminished and the entire 
tract will be lost to public use (1987 Project 
Assessment). . · ·. 

ACQUISmON PLANNING 
The Waccasassa Aats project design was first 
approved by the Larid Acquisition Advisory Council on 
February 12, 1988 and wasfurther.amended_onJune 
22, 1988. The project design modified the resource 
planning boundary by dividing. the project into. phaSes ._ 
and recommending that only Phase I be'immediately 
bclundary_mapped. appraised and riegotlated.·•···Phase 
I consists of approximately. 44,846 acres and two 
. owners .. Phase$ II and Ill ;contain an addttlonal11 ;204 
acres and· 41 oWners. . The mapping, appraisal· and 
acquisition of Phases II and Ill should be dependant 
·.on the acquisition Of the two major awners In Phase 
I. 

.. OWNERSHIP 
.. Two owners,. GUchrest .Timber and Rayonler., comprise 

·. Phase I, the only portion of the project currently 
... appraisal. mapped and appraised. GDchrest Timber · 
· (southernmost parcel). has been purchaseclby an 
·h1surance- company for investment ·J)urposea . 

. .. ACQUISrnON·STATUS 
Project unfunded in 1992-93 CARL Land Acquisition 
Workplan. Will require timber cruise.and reappraisal. 
Available funds for this project still unlikely in 1993-94. 
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. RESOLUTIONS: .. 
- Gilchrist County SchoOl ,e&rct ~<Support.<tor 

acquisition. . • · ·•· ._ . ·. . • · · ·· .. · · __ •· • . . · ·.· ·. · · 
- GilchriSt Count}i Commission - .Support for . 
· , acquisition. ·..... . .. . . ·. . · 

· ~- Suwannee River- Water.,. Management District - • · 
·· SupJ)ort for-acquisition. · · · · .. · ·· · 

1992 
·.1991, 
1990 

.1989 
1988 .. 
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see 
** estimated tax value as of 1991. 

LOCATION 
The Point Washington project Is located in south 
Walton County In the Rorida panhandle. -,It is 
approximately 20 miles east of- Fort Walton Beach. 
This project is within Rorlda's Senate District 1 and 
House District 7; It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the Northwest Rorida Water Management DiStrict and 
the West Rorida Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project consists of a large tract with a diversity of 
natural communities inCluding wet, mesic, and 
scrubby flatwoods, sand hills, coastal sand pine scrub, 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name· FNAI Rank 

Coastal Dune Lake G2/S1 
Red-cockaded 

woodpecker G2/S2 
·- Curtiss' sandgrass G2/S2 

Gulf coast lupine G2/S2 
Scrub G2/S2 
Godfrey's golden aster G2/S2 
Large-leaved jointweec:l G2/S2 
Chapman's- crownbeard G2G3/S2S3 
Cruise's golden aster G3G5T2/S2 
Sandhill G2G3/S2 
22 FNAI elements known from site · 

wet prairie, beach dune, and coastal dune lake. Eight 
endangered or threatened plant species are known to 
occur on the proposal area. The Deer Lake portion of 
the project includes Snowy plover and sea turtle 

nesting areas. -. The federally endangered red
cockaded woodpecker was found to _ occur in the 
project in 1992. Choctawhatchee beach mouse is 
known from adjacent Topsail Hill and possibly occurs 
on site. If current acquisition plans are successfully 
completed, Pt. Washington could link together 
Grayton Beach State Recreation Area and Topsail Hill
- protecting one of the largest intact natural areas-on 
the US Gulf Coast and providing exceUent 
opportunities for recreation and- increased tourism. 

Two archeological sites (300 B.C. - A.D.1 000) are 
known to occur on site. Unfortunately, pot hunters 
have severely degraded one of . these. When 
compared to other acquisition projects, the 
archaeological and historical resOurces value of this 

_ project Is considered .to be low to moderate. • 

Hunting,. hiking, camping, natural resource 
appreciation, freshwater fishing, saltwater ·fishing, 
horseback riding, picnicking, saltwater beach 
activities, and canoeing can be accommodated on the 
property and In conjunction with adjacent areas 
managed- by the Division of Recreation and Parks. 
More intensive recreational use would be made of the 
Deer Lake. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
If acquired, the Division of Forestry would manage-the 
majority of the acreage in Pt. Washington under 
multiple use- concepts. The Game arid Freshwater 
Fish Commission would cooperate In management of 
the primary area as a Wildlife Management Area. 
Timber harvest would be primarily for restoration and 
maintenance; natural stands would be managed to 
maintain diversity of age classes and include areas of 
old-growth. Pine plantations, where appropriate, 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

Slarklp 
FY 1993-94 

CATEGORY 

Slarklp 
FY 1993-94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FEQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parks for Grayton Dunes and Deer Lake 

Soun:e of Funds Estlmal8d Funds Raquirad 
(CARL. GR, ale.) Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL $47,711 $24,560 $6,000 $15,000 $44,000 

CARL $47,711 $24,560 $6,000 $15,000 $44,000 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FECUES1'S- IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Forestry for primary tract 

Source of Funds EsllliiiiiBd Funds Raquir8d 
. (CARL. GR, ale.) Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL and GR $7,000 .Q. $6,000 .Q. 

CARL $140,984 $15,000 $80,514 $167,360 
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.Q. 

.Q. 

Total 

$137,271 

$137,271 

II 
T 

s13,ooo II 
$403,838 II 
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would be reforested with original species. Harvesting 
of stumps would not be permitted. When possible, 
existing roads; black lines, foam lines, and natural 
breaks would be used to contain prescribed andjor 
natural fires. Sufficient acreage of old-growth longleaf 
pine stands would be established to allow the 
maintenance/reestablishment of viable populations of 
red-cockaded . woodpecker. A search would be 
conducted for populations of Choctawhatchee beach 
mouse and any found would be protected; if not 
found, it would be reintroduced. 

Portion of the project contiguous with Grayton Beach 
State Recreation Area would be managed as an· 
addition to the Recreation Area and the former Deer 
Lake project would be managed as a new unit of the 
State Park System. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The vast majority of this site consists of developable 
uplands. Over 5,000 acres have been clearcut in the 
recent past, and pine plantations dominate· on 5,000 
additional acres. 

Growth pressures in Walton County are low, 
particularly in areas of the county that are not 
immediately on the coast. There Is some danger that 
development wUI occur on the site, and, as Is always 
the case with large tracts of land, even a limited 
amount of scattered development can affect the ability 
to manage the site. 

The Deer Lake· portion of the site is extremely 
vulnerable to near-complete destruction by vacation 
home and hlgtr.rlse condominium development. 
Development Is proceeding at a rapid rate up to both 
the east and west boundaries. Natural Communities 
are completely disrupted by such development, which 
destroys the water quality and shoreline of the lakes 
and eliminates most. of the naturally occurring 
vegetation, replacing these dynamic communities with 
relatively species-poor oak scrub and exotic lawns. 

Off-road vehicle activity Is evident throughout the Deer 
Lake Parcel interior from the dunes to CR 30A The 
ORV damage destabilizes the dunes and scrub. 
Portions of the dunes have also been removed for 
beach access. Foot traffic may be contributing to this -
damage. Where vegetation has been destroyed, the 
exposed loose sands have covered the scrub on the 
dune summits, and begun covering the interior pine 
flatwoods. If degradation of the area continues, 
dramatic shifts in community types may be expected, 
and much of the very unique dune and scrub system 
eliminated. Destabilization of the dune system also 
reduces Its buffering effect during storms and natural 
catastrophes. As a result, the interior coastal area 
becomes increasingly vulnerable to this type of 
destruction. 

Man-Induced destruction Is certainly to take place on 
this site In the Immediate future If the site Is not 
acquired by the State. The apparent goal of the 
landowner south of CR 30A Is a larg~scale 
development Development In the Immediate vicinity 
Is proceeding at an astounding rate without regard for 
the future. or for provision of· public access to the 
coast. Current state and local governmental 
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regulations .do virtually nothing to protect anything 
inland of the face of the fore dune .. Some regulation 
may benefit the wetlands, but, following development · 
around Powell lake to the east, for eXample, there has 
been Increased pressure. to develop Philips Inlet to 
provide access from the lake to the Gulf. Such 
pressure is bound to occur, if it has not already, from 
homeowners on camp Creek Lake. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project design for the Point Washington project 
was approved by the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council on December 6, 1991. Project design · 
recommendations did not alter the resource planning 
boundary. Later work on Phase 11; however, may 
indicate the need to exclude some parcels if 
developed. The Coastal Resources Interagency 
Management Committee is reviewing the project 
design boundaries to determine if boundary 
modifications. should be recommended. 

Acauisitlon Phasing 
Phase I: RTC (acquired), Deer Lake, FNAI 

additions in Section 20, T2S, R20W, and 
Sections 11 and 14, T3S, R19W. 

Phase II: All additions to the project made to better 
connect Isolated and partially connected 
parcels. 

OwNERSHIP 
Approximately 4,400 acres remain to .. be acquired 
including the very significant Deer Lake tract. St. Joe 
Paper Company is the major remaining owner. A 
number of smaller, more isolated, but strategic tracts 
also remain. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
· During 1992, 18,000 acres were acquired from the 

RTC at auction with. the assistance . of The Nature 
Conservancy. 

The LAAC increased this project's ranking on the 1993 
list, recognizing the importance of . acquiring such 
remaining tracts as Deer Lake. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 



LOCATION . . 
· The Plnhook SWamp project is located in west Baker 

and east Columbia COunties about 40 rniles west of 
Jacksonville and about 20 miles north of Lake City 

. · and the 1-10/1-75 Interchange. This projeCt is within 
Florida's Senate District 4 and House Districts 11 and 
. 12; It Is alSo Within the jurisdictions of both Suwannee 

· · River and St. Johns River Water.Management DIStricts 
·.and the North Central and Northeast Florida' Regional 
• Planning Councils. · · 

·RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . 
The project consists of a large tract of moStly wet 
flatwoods, floodplain swamp, and floodplain forest 
natural communities between Osceola National Forest 

. . . . . . - . . . 

Highest Ranked FNAI-"Iisted 8ements ·. 

r ·Name FNAI Rank 

Florida ·black bear G5T2/S2 : 
·. Florlda-sandhUI.crane. G5T2T3/S2S3 
Floodplain Marsh? G3?/S2 
Floodplain Forest G?/S3 
Wet -Flatwoods G?/S4? 
Floodplain Swamp G?j$4?. 
Wet prairie? G?jS4?. 
Blackwater. Stream ~4/S2 

7 FNAI. elements known from $ite 

and Okefenokee Swanip National WUdllfe Refuge. It 
provides a linkage between these managed_ areas as 
well as· protection for the resources of the Pinhook 
Swamp Itself. The core of Plnhook ·has· already been . 
acquired by the U.S. Forest Service· from The Nature 

· Conservancy. This project provides one of the best 

opportunities · ·. in 'the Southeast for long~term .•.. · ·· 
conservation of· large mamrTlals "such .as the state .· •.. 
threatened Florida. black bear. ·· Pinhook Swamp is.· • · 
also provides excellent habitat for:· other. wetland- ·· 
dependent . species ·such as the state ·threatened ·· · 

. ·) 

Florida sandhill· crane. . The. Swamp .:is 9onnected to ·. 
the Stiwannee River; St. Mary's > RIVer, and· the . · , · 
Okefenokee Swamp. ·· - · · · 

When compared to oth~r ·.acquisition~ projects; th~e . · .. '. 
archaeological and historical res9urces value of-the·. 
subject tractis considered·to be low to moderate. · 

. . . .. 

The project provides opportunities · for · primitiVe .· 
camping, hiking, .. ·. canoeing, nature- appreciation,. 
hunting, fish~ng, Canoeing, and boat'ing. ; - ' .. ' 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS' ·•·· •. ... . > . . ..• . · 
. As acquired;· the US Forest Service will mari~fge iai1ds -~. , 

· within the project as additions ~o the.Osceola National 
ForeSt. · The Game .and Fish Commission will 

·cooperate in . management of the·· project a Wildlife · ·• · 
Management Area;.· · 

A study should be conducted to determine the most .·· ' 
appropriate methods to mitigate the effects of S.R. 2, ·.· . 
which bisects the project; · ·· · 

The following statements pertah~ to any . lands 
acquir8cf· under ttae~ CARL program. Timber harvest ._·· ·· · .. · 
would be prlmarffy for- restorat!on and\ maintenance; 
stands would be managed to maintain diversity of age ' ' ' 
classes and Include areas of old-groWth:. Plantations, 
whereappropriate; would ultimately be· r~orestedwith · 
orlginaJ species. ·Harvesting of stumps would not be.· . 
permitted. When possible, exiSting roads, black lines; 
foam lines. and natural ;breaks would> be used-·to . 
·contain·pre8crlbed.ancj/or natural fires:. Unn~essary .. · 
roads,. flrellnes,. ancfhydrologlcal' disturbances would . " .. 
be ab8ndoned and/or restored to the extent practicaL . 
No new roads, would be buUt into the~ project;: . ' 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY1BI-81 

FY1812-83 

FY1_... 

PAST. Cululerfr. and PROJECIBJ IIIANAGEIIEIIraJSTS/BUDGET REOUESr · · 
u.s. Forest Service 

.... ell. Fundra 
Fundra 
('CARL. GR. .... Salary . OPS Expense oco FCO 

Federal - - .... .:-- ·-
Federal - - - - -· 

. Federal - - - - -
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Total 

'$40,000 ·.·· 

$180,000. 
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. VULNERABIUTv AND ENDANGERMENT.· .... ' 
The uplarld areas of the site are suitSble · for 
development; and most of the site is suttable for 

. tlmberlrig activities, which: have already occurred . 
throughout the site. Growth pressures In tlils portion 

· ·of ttie state are miniri'lal. There is no evidence-of any 
·.. large--scale developments . being proposed · or .. · 
· ··. undergoing · approval. ·· · .. The -greatest ·threat-· is 

. deterioration of natural _ habitat values . through 
> clearcutting and other commercial and- industrial 
timber operations. 

· In the 1970's there were plans to develop a strip mine 
for. recovery of phosphate within the proposaJ.area 

... and the adjacent OseeolaNational Forest The plans 
· have not materialized, but if the land· is not brought 
into public ownership, a- strip mine might someday 

· · · eliminate the corridor betweeri the. Osceola • NatiOnal . 
· .. ··Forest :and- the· ()kefenokee National Wildlife Refuge; 

·. ·.··ACQUISITION PLANNING 

. '~: 

.' 

··: :"': 

. .-:~ <·~ ·_ .. · ..... 
·.··.~ . ..,. · . 

__ Acaulsition,Phasiria' < . J. · __ > 
Phase 1: J.W. >tcu1gdale Woodlands, Inc. arn:f·; 

- .. JeffersonSmurfltCorporation/CarriigieUS. ···-
Steel· Peh'sion ·Fund. .. · - . · .· - - -

Phase II:- rrr•: Rayoni~r/Sam Summers, and all 
remainir:~g.:parcels~-. 

•· -Coordination •.•. ·-· . ._ _. ·. · -· _. _ . .. -... -.·- .... 
· The US Forest Service and The Nature Conservancy 

are acquisition partners· in . this project. • . Congress 
· appropriated· $2;4' million to. the US Forest· Seriice in ' 
FY ·1993 for acquisitions in. Pin hook Swamp. -. · · · ·-

. . . 

OWNERSHIP __ ·_.·-· .··. ·_ ··•·. -.-_--.··._ ·._ .. · __ .. ·• '········• ·· .. -- •. -' 
. The project. consists·,of.approximately 70;008- acres, · -. 
144-parcels,. and _21· owners.. The US ForestServlce ; • 
has.acquired .• approxii'Tiately 44%. of the .project;. with . 
the assistance of,The Nature:Conser\lancy. ·The:tWcf ·· . 

. primary ownerships targeted< bY the CARl. program:· . -- · 
have not yet been acquired> . 

. . . 

- ACQUISITION.STATUS . . _ · The· project design for the Pinhook Swamp ·project 
was approved by the Land Acquisition_ Advisory 
Council on December 6, 1991. ProjeCt ·design 

- . Project was not funded .. under 1992~93 .CARL 'Land ... -

· . recommendations altered · the resource planning 
. boundary by adding approximately 2,000 acres on the 

·. northern boundary to further connect the Plnhook 
. _. Swamp ·project to the federally owned . Okefenokee 
·NationaLWddllfe Refuge~ This addition Is within the . 

. ·_wildlife: refuge boundary··but has·not.been acquired. 
Also at' the southeaStern. boundary .1 ,920 acres were 

· added' to connect the Pinhook Swamp project to the 
i northern boundary-of the Suwannee Buffer; Phase· 1. 

-._project · · 

Future~ expansion areas. for this project may be east . 
.. . toward the St. Marys River and west toward· Sandlin Bay. . . . . 

. ·Approximately.75%-of the project area Is encumbered 
. by timber leases which may lirnit public access. The 
Nature ··Conservancy. has made initial contact with 

..•• ·. these coinpariies and is attempting to. open a· line of . 
· · communication~ . · · ·· · · 

· Carnigle US Steel Pension Fund sold ItS timber. rights 
to Jefferson· Smurflt Corporation. This is a .long term 

. lease .untB th8 year 2020. . Sam Summers· sold his 
timber rights to ITT Rayonier Corp. This is a long 

·.term ·lease untUthe year 2017. The majority. of the 
project is also:le8sed by several hunt clubs; . 

Acquisition Workplan; ltfell·in ranking on 1 ~ list; -

. RESOLUTIONS.-.. ._ ... 
Florida -Wildlife·_ i=8derati6n .. -Support . for. 

· - acquisition; 

.~ .. 

·: ._·, 
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LOCATION 
The Scrub Jay Refugia Conservation and Recreation 
Lands (CARL) acquisition project is located in Brevard 
County and consists of five sites. 

It lies within Rorida Senate District 18 and House 
Districts 29, 30, 31, and 32. It also lies within the 
jurisdiction of the East Central Aorlda Regional 
Planning CouncD and· the St Johns River Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Scrub Jay Refugia project includes five · core 
scrub areas that are considered essential to the 
preservation of the scrub community along the 
Atlantic Coastal Ridge. Acquisition and management 
of these core areas are Imperative for the viability and 

Highest Ranked FNAI..;Jisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Scrub G2/S2 
Rorlda scrub jay G3T3/S3 
Scrubby Flatwoods G3/S3. 
Gophfr tortoise G3/S3 
Mesic Ratwoods G?/S4 
Hydric Hammock G?/S4 
Wet Ratwoods G?/S4? 
Depression Marsh G4?/S3 
Dome Swamp G4?/S3? 
eaygall. G4?/S4? · 
11 FNAJ elements known from project 

long-term survival of the Rorida Scrub Jay on the 
East Coast of the state. 6 FNAJ Special Plants and 4 
FNAJ Special· Animals reportedly occur within one or 
more of· the· project sites. 

All of the·tracts proposed for state·acquisitlon In the 
project are surrounded by development and several of 
the areas proposed by FNAJ to provide ecological 

buffers to the scrub cores are already being 
destroyed. The rapid encroachment of housing 
developments are likely to completely eliminate any 
unprotected scrub and adjacent · flatwoods 
communities of · Brevard County in the· very near 
future. 

The five tracts in the Scrub Jay Refugla project have 
not been subjected to a systematic cultural resource 
assessment survey, and no sites are recorded with the 
Roiida Site File. When compared to other acquisition 
projects, the archeological and historical resources 
value/potential of this project is considered to be low. 

The small size of the tracts and the sensitivity of the 
biological resources necessarily limit recreational 
opportunities to low intensity uses such as natural 
resource education, nature appreciation, and limited 
picnicking. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS · 
Brevard County Is the recommended manager of the 
Scrub Jay Refugia sites. Brevard County's 
Environmentally Endangered Lands· Program intends 
to . establish a county-wide network of scrub 
conservation areas to protect the biodiversity of the 
Atlantic Coastal Ridge. Fire management will be a 
vital· component for the management ·Of each site. 
Management will focus on long-term viability of natural· 
communities, rare species, and overall biodiversity. 

Initial management activities will focus on site security, 
prescribed burning, determination of status of listed 
species, and location of "core areas" for· critical · 
resource protection. , 

Management topics of primary importance will 
include: management for long-term viability of scrub 
species and communities, Identification of site-specific 
management needs for each core area; integration of 
each core refuge into a regional protection strategy 
for Atlantic Coastal Ridge scrub, and the development 
of the prescribed bum strategy. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CAlEGORY 

Slalkp 

FY 1993-94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
Brevard County 

Source of Funds Eslimalad Funds Aaqulrad 
(CAR.. GR, elc..) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

Brevard County -o- -o- -o- $50,000 $150,000 

Brevard County $30,000 -o- -o- $50,000 $100,000 

Total 

$200,000 

$180,000 
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VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Vulnerability: The fact that only a few fragments of 
scrub habitat suitable for scrub jays remain In Brevard 
County attests to the vulnerability of this syStem to 

. . development. The. upland nature of the sites presents 
few impediments to development. 

' Endangerment: Brevard· County is·· in .a high-growth 
area of the state. These habitat fragments will be lost 
to development· very quickly if not purchased soon. 

ACQUISITION PlANNING 
The project design for the Scrub· Jay Refugia project· 
was approved . by the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council on December 10, 1992. 

The project design modified the resource planning 
boundaries of Rockledge, South Babcock, Tico, and 
Valkaria to include erltire. ownerships. 

Coordination . 
The Broward CountY· Commission has committed $10 
million toward the acquisition of the Scrub Jay Refugia 
project Brevard County proposes to be the lead 
management agency for · this. site, The 
Environmentally Endangered Lands Committee has 
pledged $2;6 million for s~e management. Finally, 

. Brevard County will conduct. negotiations. 

OWNERSHIP 
The· project consists .of approximately 7,790 acres, 
several hundred parcels. and. owners. 
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#36 SCRUB JAY REFUGIA 

ACQUISITION,STATUS:· · ·.. .. .. . .. .· 
The Land· Acquisition. Advisory Councn. ranked ·this 
project . for the fl~ time In: December 1992. · 
Acquisition activities, i.e .. boundary · mapping; · 
appraisals, etc., have·· not. yet ',begun . 

RESOLUTIONS 
Brevard. County - Support for acquisition. 
Home.Builders & Cont. Asso./Brevard.Co. - .. 
Support for acquisition; . · 

··Acres 

None -! 

. ) 



... LOCATION. 

X Ninety percent of the North Indian River project is 
.. located In Vol usia. County:. south . of· State· Road . 442, . 
,:eastof Interstate 95,.and west ofUS.1. The balance 
·. of the project Is located In northern Brevard County. 

The John F. Kennedy Space Center arid Merritt Island· 
National Wildlife Refuge Is loeated to the west of the 

· · ,• project · 

. It lies within Rorida Senate Districts 16 and 18 and 
· ··HoUse-•Districts- 28· and ·29. It· also lies .within the 

·. juriSdictions ·of the East Central Rorida Regional 
.· . :Planning Council and the St Johns River Water 
•. :· ' Management District. · 

· •·. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
· Th8 North Indian River project would protect of a.vast 

. : area of high quality basin swamp/hydric hammock 

quality .. natui'al communities that connects temperate . 
and subtropical plant assoc:iations. · PredOminant 
natiJral,,communities•· indude: basin•: swamp, •hydric. ·· 
hammock, upland' hardwood forest; and•· mesic/wet . 

. flatwoqcJs.- · ~ · · · ~ . .' 

The preservation of natural eeosystem i~tegrity and.·.·.·· 
function .. of ·this system :is considered ·imp~rative for 
biOdiversity, water quality, and therefore-estuarine and ·. · 
fisheries produCtivity of the Indian RiVer Lagoon; -The 
Lagoon is known to be of particular imp~rtance to the 

. federally:.Sndanger~· West.· Indian, manatee.:. _·-The- : 
estuarine grass ·beds of~the · noithem Lagoon are. 
nearly pristine and very eXtensive, and the Lagoon 
contains one of the few remaining areas approved for . 

. shellfish harVesting··onRorida~s Atlantic.Coast 
' . . -

. . •;; .. that, ln. tUm, Provides buffering for the Indian River -
.... · ·.· .. • lagoon and its watershed. The project area provides 
. : ,, a . nearly. continuous north.;,soi.rth . coriidor: of high 

Although the North ·Indian River. project: has not been .·_ 
subjected to·a cultui'aJ resource ·a~essmerit:surifey,•: 
1 o archaeological. sites have been: recorded in • the 
Roricla< Site FOe within the project with· g()()d 'potential 

. Highest Ranked .FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

-~ Estuarine -Grass Bed G2/S2. 
Scrub G2/S2 
·SandhU! G2G3/S2 
· Shell Mound . G3/S2 

·· SCrubby Ratwoods G3fS3·· 
Upland Hardwood 

Forest- . G?/S3 
·.· Xeric HammOck . G?/S3 

M9Sic Ratwoods G?/S4 
Wet Flatwoods G?/S4? 

· .· Basin Swamp G?/S4? 

.. 18 · FNAI elements: known from project·. 

:· 

. for additional slt&S;·• ::•When compared to> other 
acquisition proJects, ·the';archeological and historical ._· . 
resource valuefpotEimtiSI of this pr:oject is considered 
to be moderate.· · · · 

. . 

Low. intensity public~;recreatlonal uses ·cciuld: include .. 
nature appreciation, natural resource'. edu~tion, ... 
hiking, bicycling; and ·hunting., The relatively smalL·-· 
amount of uplaoo acreage would allOW . for t>arklng · · 
facUlties and limited picnicking opportunities. . 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS .··. -• .· .. ·. · · .· . ·. · 
The recommended, manager of .this projecr is the ... ·· 
Game ai1d Fresh· Water Fish Commi~iori. · The : 
primary land management goal· for this-project should 
be the maintenance of the .water quality of the ·· 

.· resources associated. with .the ... proj~ct and .the 
adjacent portion of the< Indian River. Lagoon system. 
Within the water:shed ofthe Lagoon; special care will ·. 
be necessary to insure-that any facUlties development 
is planned, and that recreational uses are managed, · 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FEQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 

Saulat of Funds Esllmalad Funds' Raquirad . 
CATEGORY (CARL. GR, ale.) 

~ Salary OPS Expanse oco FCO Total· 

Slid-up CARL $36,950 $5,000 . $20,000 $43,700 ~ $105,6so .. 

FY 1993-84 ·CARL $68,182 $5,000 $30,000 $65,400 $125,000 $293.562. 
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t.··· .. 

··.-... -. ···: 

1!37 NORTH INDIAN RIVER 

. ··- .·. __ so as nouo cause,degradatlon of the syst~nl;• Initial 
. management. activities · .. on ; . site 'should i! include 

.. assurance··of.-. site ._security, -·_resource Inventory; . 
·._, introduction• of• fire-into· fi~dapted communities 

. ·-. (including wet•prairle; scrub; and scrubbyrflatWoods), 
~·and removal of invasive eXotic· species; - - . 

. . 

Disturbed . areas.. ~houtd be ~1o\Ned to naturally 
succeed, or be" restored,· to their origir1al .,Stural- · 

· ·character to the greateSt extent. possible~ -• · 
'. . . . - . . . . . ' . ~- .. 

· The:state-threatenecfAoiida bliick bear occurs within 
this -.·project · Restoration. and maintenance of the 
native forest and swamp ecasysterrisis recommended __ 
for the black bear. No.additlonal reads should be 

. built, and<:norH&sentiaL.existlng ones should be 
· closed.· · 

VULNERABIUTY·AND ENDANGERMENT · · 
Vulnerability: · The central core of the project is 
'relatively safe fi'()m developmenfbecSuse of' its hydric.· 

· nature; butthe upland fringe areas are, vulnerable• to 
·_ development and logging. The lack of flushing In the 
northern reaches of the Indian River Lagoon could 
result. in rapid degr:adatlon of .-water quality if 
surrounding· areas were developed. 

. . . 

: Endangerment:- COastal areas of both Volusia and 
_Brevard counties are experiencing intense:growth, sa -· 
development Of _SUitable -areas·. anct loss of the site's 

·· natural attributes can· be expected to oCcur~ relatively 
soon.· 

.· .• ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The. project design for the North Indian River project 
was approved by the Land Acquisition Advisory 
COunciton December 10~ 1992. · · · 

- . . 

-_ The project design. recommendations made minor 
changes to the .. RPB for ownership considerations_and 
deleted improVements within the project bouridary. 

. Coordination . . . 
. The _Brevard County Commission· has committed'$5'···:. __ 
, . million for theNorth Indian River CARL project The:: 

Brevard County Environmentally 'Endangered Lands 
program has . pledged $2.6 million for site 

· · management. · 
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·· · ·· _ _ ._ .·. .. _ . . • ·•·• _ .. --.. _ : ;~-.+t~)·:.ttrw/:>:.; __ ·. _ · ., .. -.. :' 
St.. Johns-. ~lvefo•;water:;,,>MaJ18.gernentL"}elstriC! .• ·.~· •··· • ·_.·.
acqulred·1,167 acr8SiWithin the.:proj~Vl>QiJtidalyHn- .. · ... ;, 
Volusla County.' · · · · · · · · -

-... -;,' 

·- . . Acauisiti~nd Phllsina , ._. ·•·• • : · · < d.•- · , d . -
Phase 1:. ·. ·Majo_r ownershlpsJnVo1Lisi8,\CO~tityrt()talt· 
acreageJn Brevanf Co~nty. . .· .. , ;>_ · ·· 

. Phase- II: ·.· Rerhaiping,_acreage·.in<-\lolus~i(!O.UrttY·<·< 
·."',· 

OWNERSHIP . ·.·. ·._._ . .·· .•.. ·. · .. · ·.· ..... · ._···. 

The tax assesSed value;is: approxlmately;$7,924,294~ > · 
. . . ' .· . 

ACQUISITION STATUS · 
· The land· AcquiEiition· Advisary. Colif"!cil. 11)nked)this·, _ 

project for the· first:. time-· in · December: 1~; 
Acquisition activities; .• -I.e. ·bOundary mapping,> 
appraisals, etc.~ have not'yet·beQun; · · · 

j> ., 

RE_S~LUTION_s·: . ... ._ . .· .. _ . ~.:·- __ :. __ .. . ·.· .. -. . . _. .:--· . __ -.. 
·· 92-18: · St. Johns· River Watet"· Management· District ~: · · 

Shared ACquiSition. ; · _ ··. . . - _ .. . . . . 
·Brevardeounty~$5-millionin·rriatchlrigfutids .. · 

. . ' 

' . 

. ,•. 
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LOCATION 
In Putnam County, just north of Crescent Lake. It is 
approximately eight miles south of Palatka. This 
project lies within Senate District 5 and House District 
21. It is also within the jurisdictions of Northeast 
Aorida Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns 
River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Dunn's Creek CARL acquisition project includes 
longleaf pine/turkey oak/wiregrass sandhills, xeric 
hammock, sand pine scrub, swamp, and frontage 
along Dunn's Creek and Crescent Lake. The mix of 
natural communities provides excellent wildlife habitat. 
The topographic diversity associated with the 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Scrub G2/S2 
West Indian manatee G2?/S2? 
Gopher tortoise · G3/S3 
Sinkhole Lake G3/S3 
Sandhill G?/S2 
Upland Hardwood Forest G?/S3 
Aoodplaln Forest G?/S3 
Xeric Hammock G?/S3 
Seepage Stream G4/S2 
Scrub bay G4/S3 

13 FNAI elements known from site 

steephead ravines In the interior of the property is 
perhaps equalled at only two other places. in 
peninsular Aorida (Gold Head ·Branch and Ravine 
Gardens). West Indian manatees are occasionally 
sighted In the creek. Public acquisition of this project 
would help to protect the waters of Dunn's Creek and 

the St. Johns River from the adverse 8ffects of 
development that would otherwise Inevitably occur. 

One archeological site, a midden mound within the 
boundaries of this project, Is recorded within the 
Aorida Site File. The site has been largely degraded 
by use for barrow and by erosion. When compared 
to other projects, the potential for significant sites is 
considered to be· moderate. · 

A variety of recreational activities can be 
accommodated on· the project. Boat and canoe 
launching facilities on Dunn's Creek would ·provide 

·access to Crescent Lake and the St. Johns River. 
Cabins and camping facilities could be provided in the 
leSS sensitive. areas. Hiking trails and horseback 
riding trails can be developed through a variety of 
natural. communities. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
This project wHI be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks as a State Park. · Special 
management consideration should be given to the 
high sandy scrub ridge that is important to the 
recharge of the Aoridan Aquifer. The flatwoods and 
sand hills,. now degraded from years of fire 
suppression and harvesting of the pines, should be · 
restored with a regime of growing season fires. 

WLNERABIUlY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Approximately one-half of the project consists of 
wetlands that are limited In their development 
potential. The remainder of the site .. contains 
developable uplands. There is a potential for more 
intense silvicultural activity on the site.· The value of 
this area as a significant source of recharge. to the 
Aorldan Aquifer would be lost if it were developed. 
The Sandhills community cannot persist without 
periodic fire. 

' 

Putnam County Is not experiencing strong growth 
pressures at this time. However, the area will 
ultimately be affected . by the southern expansion of 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECTED MANAGEMBIT COSTjBUOGET REQUESTS- F ACC1UIED. 
Division of Recreation and Parks 

Source of Funds Eslinaaled Funds R8qull8d 
CATEGOR't (CARL. GR, elc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

Slarklp CARL $69,878 $14,560 $8,686 $73,500 $57,720 $224,344 

FY 1sa:M4 CARL $69,878 $14,560 $8,686 $73,500 $57,720 $224,344 
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growth and development In Duval County; Hoot Owl 
Ridge Subdivision bordersthe project on the western 
boundary. 

ACQUISiTION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition· Advisory Council approved .the 
Dunn's Creek project design on December 7, 1990 .. · 
It altered the Resource Planning Boundary by deleting 
several small developed parcels and included a 124 
acre subdivision which is part of the Sam Kaye et.al. 
ownership. Any developed parcels within the 
subdivision are to be excluded. 

AcauisHion Phasing 
Phase 1: Sam Kaye, et.al. 
Phase II: Johnson, Tilton and minor owners .. 

Coordination 
This project is a shared acquisition with the St. Johns 
River Water Management District. The Nature 
Conservancy is acting as an intermediary to acquire 
the major ownership. 

OWNERSHIP 
Sam Kaye et.al., . is the largest ownership. ·The 
southwest side of the creek includes approximately 
eight other owners. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
The St. Johns River Water Management District has 
acquired the Tilton ownership on the northeast side of 
the creek. The LAAC· moVed this project from #53 to 

#38 DUNN'S CREEK 

~· #38 on the 1993 priority list increasing Its chances for 
" dundlng under the 1993~ CARL Land Acquisition 

Workplan: 

RESOLUTIONS 
91-05: St. Johns River Water Management District - .· 
-- Support for acquisition. · · · · 

Year Acres Funds 

None 
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. . . as 
· · · * ·. by Sarasota County. · · 

LOCATION. 
The Myakka' Prairies is adjacent to·-MyakkaRIVer State
Park in Sa_raSota County, approximately 15 miles eaSt 

· . of Sarasota. This project is within Rorida~s Senate 
DistriCts 24 and 26, and House District 70 .. It is also 

·-· within. the.jurisdictions Of the Southwest Florida Water 
· Management District and the Southwest Rorida 
_ Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION .. 
·-·This project includes one of the last large expanses of 
-· dry prairie (some 6,000 acres) remaining in the world, 
· Dry prairie is found only in Rorida and is rapidly being 

· converted · to agricultural- uses or residential 
.• - developments. Other natural communities . of the 
.... project include depression marsh/basin marsh; mesic 

Hi~hest. Ranked . FNAI-IIsted Elem~nts .· 

Name. 

Dry Prairie 
Florida panther 
Florida sandhill crane 
Basin Marsh 
Mesic FlatWoods 
Eastern indigo snake 

. · Depression ·Marsh· 
Pra!rie Hammock_· . 

.. White ibis. 
Snowy egret 

FNAI-Rank· 

·. · .. G2/S2· 

G4T1/S1·· 
G5T2T3/S2S3 

G?j$4? 
G?/S4 
G4T3/S3 
G4?/S3-
..G4/S4 
.·G5/S4 
· G5/S4 

· ·13 FNAI_ elements known from site • 

. . . . . 

flatWoods, and prairie hammock. Nota.ble·rare.anlmal 
· _· species that occur within the project boundaries 

include the Rorida burrowing owl, Bachman's 
sparrow, and the State threatened Florida sandhill 

· crane; Acquisition of the project would increase the 

•' .:;r ... - . ~ 
,. '•: 

',.:1- . . ::~ . 
\ -.~·· .. J 

. ··. 
s .. 

amount .of protected wildlife. habitat ·at: MYilkkaJ=tiver.- .·· .· 1 
State Park as well as ii'TlProve its manageability.· 

.:··: 

When compared ~to oth-&r·'acquisitlon ·projects/.t~e 
· archaeological and'· historical resources:Nalue;ofthe 
subject tract Is considered• to be low.· • < • · · 

Nature appreciation, natural resour~e education, 
· fishing; hiking; horseback tiding, bicycling,: primitive 

camping, and picnicking can be accommodated ori 
the project. · · - . · · · 

MANAGEMENT· CONCEPTS'.· _ . . 

·-. 

· If · acquired, the Division of Reereation:~_and Parks · 
would. manage the· .. · project- . as. cln ~:adclition• .to. th~.- . .· 

· Myakka RIVer State Park and would develop a plan .for 
·public. use of ,the .pi'opertyicolnpatlble \yith.~r~sQurce> 
conservation. · Management of· the project-would 
emphasize. protectiOn_ :ahd/or .. · r8storati.on"; of•water · -· 
quSJity and·other;riatur8J-systems; ·provi~ion-of-public·: 
resource based recreational-use, and ·provlsion·.of -· · 
public education:<- and interpretation;~ - -Specific -- -
management measures would .include restoration of 
the natural hydroperiod and other natural:-processes .. -

.'' .: 

such as growing season fires, control measures to 
protect. sem:sitive- -areas . from . vehicular abuse, __ and· · · · ·· -
exotic plant and ~:~nimal removal. > Portions ·of the 
project converted.to p8sture and hot usec:Uor facilities 
c6nstruction, . would be ,restored' to:dl)i:• prairie where · · 

. possible. The- Deer~PrairieSiough ·drainage· ditch 
would be filled and,the slough allowed to return to its . -· 
original course; . '" study- Would be. conduCted to . 
determine the roosfappropriate methods to mitigate · .. 
adverse affects of SR 72; which separates th~ projeCt 
from the State Park Governmental water use . 
planning and regulato,Y activities, particulartywell:.field -. 
development, would be . monitored to' ensure that 
water quality and quantity are maintained; . · · 

VUJ.;N-ERABIUTY:AND; ENDANGERMENT-. . . . - ·. ·. . .·· , 
More than half the site consiStS of uplarcfs suitable for :. . . . 
development The remainder of-the site-consists<Of 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

SlaJt.4lp 

FY 191Be4 

·PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTJBUDGET FECUESTS- F ACQUIRED . 
· DiviSion of· Recreation and Parka 

Saulat of Funds E"sllmaiBd Funds~-
(CAfl.. GR, ale.) 

Salary·. OPS Expense oco 

CARL $44,709 $7,280 $6,000 $18,000 ..(). 

CARL . $44,709 $7,280 $6,000 _$18,000 ..(). 
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MYAKKA PRAIRIES 

SARASOTA CO. 
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DIUIWIIIIIDUDUIII 1992 ADDITIONS 

~ MACARTHUR OWNERSHIP 
(TO BE ACQUIRED BY CARL) 

~ SARASOTA COUNTY 
OWNERSHIP 

SARASOTA CO. DONATION 
PENDING STATE 
MACARTHUR PURCHASE 

II (1111111111 
SARASOTA CO. TO RECEIVE· IN 
EXCHANGE WITH STATE 

I I SARASOTA CO. TO GIVE IN 
EXCHANGE WITH STATE 

* COUNTY WATER PRODUCTION WELL 



·- -·· · #39 MYAKKA\CPRAIRIES 
. . . . . 

_·.: ma~es andwetpnilries:.that could· be harmed·by 
' adjacent deVelopment. . . . . . r 

,. ' ,· &~.County 'is experiencing vecy rapict: growth. 
' Half ofthe proposal site is now owned by Sarasota 

County, :and the Other half is currently unctergoirig 
review as a development of regional impact Sarasota. 
County bought its half from the owner of the property 

·. · · > undergoing ORI· review, and if the DR lis denied· by the. 
eounty, the county must offer to sell its land back to 

· . the forriler owner. Approval Of the DRI on half· the site 
.. could thus jeopardize the entire proposal. ·-The<current 
. -rural land use designation and zoning of the property 
. .. would allow development of one dwelling unit per five .. 

acres. 

·' > ACQUISITION PLANNING . . 
· The project design for the Myakka Prairies projeCt was 
· approved by the land Acquisition Advisory Council on 
·December 6, _1991. · The project design did notatter 
the resource planning boundary. · 

•. Acquisition Phasing . 
None. recommended; · 

. · ._ Coordination . 
_· .• This is a shared acquisition . with Sarasota County. 
··._.·Within the 16,606 acre .project, Sarasota County has 

acquired 8;238 acres from the MacArthur Foundation. 
·. It • should -·be noted· that. the .purchase· of this acreage . 

.· ..• :. Was contir~gent on the subsequent approval of-the DRI -
· .. ··• mentioned in SectionV.C, of the project de5ign~ The 

. MacArthur . Foundation will release. the County from· · · 
· this contingency when the DRI is approved orthe land 

is purchased; The MacArthur Foundation is willing to 
negotiate the sale of the remaining 8;393 acres with 

· the State. NOTE: Only those parcels ownecLby the 
:, •. MacArthur Foundation will• be-purchased .• by the CARL 

-·•·_ program. County will donate additional acreage upon· . 
. . state acquisition of MacArthur tract.· · · 

:· . - . . . . . . . 

. • On November 20, 1992, the LAAC ap.pr~ved an 
addition of •·approximately 3,480 acres with an 
estimated tax assessed value of $1, 186;680 to· the 
project boundary.. This. boundary amendment is at 

· the request of Sarasota County, CARL's acquisition 
partner, and Will facilitate an exch&nge and donation 

-·with the-county. The acreage added.contail1s •high to 
· · very high quality. examples of natural' oommunitles•, 

·.-· according to the Aorlda NatUral Areas·lnventory. The 
·Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural . Resources, the proposed manager of ·the 
project, does not oppose the boundary amendment. 

The boundary amendment was approved by the L.AAC 
contingent upon: (1) State maintainingtitle to all 
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larids·,;• . ..Whln. -•the'.<~ed''.proj~:•·• ::(2)• •. ~-coJnl'J ... ·"' · ..•.• 
.·.maintaining. "water< rightS~ -for.> the CoUnty·~ Wellfleld: 

lacated• on the:MacArlhui.tract;,. howeveri:ctht! county's ... 
consumptive;use'peinilt,forW&terWithdraW&lsmustbe·.·· 
approved :by .. ···the.. ~outhw8st Aorlda.· >Water, .·-. 
Managemen1::Distrlct/ln_~C()njunctlon•··withthe .. Divlsi()n;, .. 
of Recreation- and·••Parks:-·•(3):thecounty: agreelng:to _._· 
develop and Implement a manage111ent'rplan, • to' be . 
reviewed by~he Land)t1anagementAdvlsory Cot:mcil; . 
describing how they: will manage.their.-propert}dn P,i~r < '· .. , -
area .to perpetuate the natural communities.. . ' . 

OWNERSHiP · . . .. . . . . . .· 
The project, consists'·of app~oximately 2o,086. acres . 
and 2 owners MacArthur F(n.indatkln; ancfSarasota 
9c?unty. =·_ r · 

' . . - . . .. 

ACQUISITION ST~TUS .. ··_. ·• .. · •. -· • . .... 

Appraisals on· MacArthur tract under: review. · · 
. :, ' .. 

OTHER . . ·. ·. .· .·. . · . · .. ···. 

The managlng·ag~ncy should:develop a•·sJ)8CiaJ-:well 
• monitoring plan wilh,'the Southwesf Aorida)Nater \ 
Management District and SarasOta Countfto assure ... 
the oontinued viabilitY. of the natui'al re8our6es on:site . 

RESOLUnONS- . _ ·. .· . . . ._· ... 
91-R;.29: · North Port City:Conimisslon - Supp()rtfor · 

acquisition> . ··•· -. _.· . . : .. 
. 91.-395: . SarasOta: County• COmrriisslon, - Support 

for acquisition. · ··· · · · ·· · ' ·· · · ·. 

.. :-

.·.·.·I 

·-· ·.-·· 



LOCATION 
In southern Marion County approximately two miles 
east of Ocala. The southernmost boundary is just 
north of. Lake Weir. The Ocala National Forest forms 
much of the eastern boundary. The project Is within 
Aorlda Senate District 5 and House Districts 24 and 
42. It Is also within the jurisdictions of the St. Johns 
River Water Management District and the 
Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE. DESCRIPTION 
Heather Island supports upland and wetland natural 
communities which include: upland mixed forest, 
floodplain swamp, bottomland forest/hydric 
hammock, mesic flatwoods, floodplain marsh, dome 
swamp, depression marsh, flatwoods lake, sandhill, 
and xeric hammock. Approximately 50% of the tract, 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Game FNAI.Rank 

Plnkroot G1G2/S1S2 
Coastal vervain G2/S2 
SandhUJ G2G3/S2 
Shell Mound G3/S2 
Aoodplain Marsh G3?/S2 
Night-scented orchid. G?/S2 
Ghost orchid G?/S2 
Xeric Hammock G?/S3 
Depression Marsh G4?/S3 
Aatwoods/Prairie Lake G4?/S3 
22 FNAI elements known from site 

including much of the Oklawaha · River, has been 
substantially Impacted by man's alteration of the 
natural features and would require r~storation. The 
areas less severely impacted· by man which are still · 
considered to be natural communities are generally in 
fair to· excellent condition. . The project includes an 
outstanding . example of old growth upland mixed 
forest dominated by very large loblolly pines. The 
tract also harbors excellent populations of the 
endangered pinkroot (Spigelia loganioides) and the 
rare cedar elm (Ulmus crassifolia). The diversity. of 
habitats supports an abundance of wildlife which likely 
includes many rare species such as bald eagle, black 
bear, wood stork, gopher tortoise, and indigo snake. 
Restoration and maintenance of the project in a 
natural condition would provide significant protection 
to the water quality ofthe Oklawaha River. 

Two cultural. sites are documented from this project. 

One, a two-story Colonial Revival masonry residence 
constructed ca. 1910, is considered to be potentially 
significant. The tract has not- been systematically 
surveyed for cultural sites, and there is good potential . 
that other sites are present. 

The project has very good recreational potential and 
couJd provide opportunities for hunting, fishing, hiking, 
camping, canoeing, and h~rseback riding. 

MANAGEMENT.CONCEPTS 
The part of the project south of Sharpes Ferry Road 
is recommended for use as a Wildlife Management 
Area under management of the Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission, with the Division of Forestry 
acting In a cooperating ·role. As lead manager, the 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission would have 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

Slarkrp 

FY 1993-94 

CAl'EGCfW 

Sllllkp 

FY111884 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET· FEQUESTS- IF ACQUIFED 
Division of Recreation and Parks for area north of Sharpes Ferry Road 

Soun:e of Funds EslimaiBd Funds Required 
(CARL, GR. elc.) Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL ~ $3,640 $10,000 ~ 

CARL ~ $3,640 $10,000 ~ 

FCO 

~ 

~ 

PROJECTED MANAGEMelT COST /BUDGET REQUESTS- IF ACQUIFED 
Game and Fresh Water Rsh Commission for area south of Sharpes Ferry Road 

Source of Funds EsllrnaiiMi Funds Requirad 
(CARL. GR, elc.) Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL $92.186 $10,000 $75,000 $96,100 ~ 

CARL $92,186 $10,000 $75,000 $96,100 $225,000 
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Total 

$13,640 

$13,640 

Total : 

$273,286 

$498,286 
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overall management responsibility; Management 
would follow multiple-use principles with special 
attention given to the protection of any rare or 
sensitive resources •. Emphasis would be placed • upon 
restoring and· maintaining hydrological resources, 
improving waterfowl· and general wildlife · habitat, 
restoring and perpetuating the old growth loblolly pine 
forest, and preserving habitats for rare plants and 
animals. The primary function of the Division of 
Forestry would be management of the. pinelands. 

It is recommended that the Division of Recreation and 
Parks manage the part of the project north of Sharpes 
Ferry Road as an addition to Silver Springs State 
Park. The property should .be managed under single
use concepts as an addition to Silver River State Park 
with the primary goals of preserving the. natural 
communitlesand providing recreational opportunities 
that are compatible; The Division of. Recreation and 
Parks should also· have a ·cooperative role in ·the 
management of the project south of Sharpes Ferry 
Road for the specific purpose of establishing a trail 
system to be associated with Silver River State Park. 

The project Is a. joint project between the ·CARL 
program and the St. Johns River Water Management 
District. The water· management district. may wish to 
act as a cooperating manager with primary emphasis 
placed on the restoration and maintenance of. 
hydrological resources. · 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Over half the site· consists of wetlands and would not 
be suitable for development. The remaining area 
consists of developable uplands. 

The site· is· near the Bellvlew and Ocala· urban areas. 
Marion County Is one of the fastest growing areas of 
the state (66.4% growth from 1976 - 1986, . ranked 
#13), so development can be expected to expand 
rapidly Into suitable areas around Ocala. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On December 1, 1989, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council (LAAC) approved the Heather Island Project 
Design, with only minor modifications to the resource 
planning boundary. Several small parcels were 
deleted from the southern boundary to simplify title 
work and boundary mapping, State and water 
management district owned parcels were deleted from 
the northern boundary as well as a small, Improved 
parcel. A cemetery was deleted. from the boundary 
adjacent to Canal Authority lands In the southwest 
part of the project. 

Acauisition Phasing 
Phase 1: Container Corporation 
Phase II: Minor owners 

.· #40 HEATHER ISLAND 

On November 22, 1992; the LAAC voted to assess a .·· 
1, 723 acre addition proposed by the St. Johns River ·. 
Water Management District.· Evaluatlon.Was compiete .· 
in spring of 1992. LAAC.dlclnot approve addition; 

Coordination . . .. 
This is a shared acquisition with the St. Johns River · · 

'(I Water Management District. The Nature Conservancy 
is an intermediary. · 

OWNERSHIP 
The project area targeted by the Conservation and 
Recreation Lands (CARL) ··program C()nsists · Of 
approximately· 34 parcels and 4 owners. Container . 
corporation Is the major owner. ·The two other major 
ownerships within the project area are Oklawaha 
Farms and St. Joe. The. St. Johns· River .. Water 
Management District has acquired Oklawaha ·Farm 
(4,400 acres, $8,200,000). The Canal Authority also 
owns· acreage within . the. project. area which will be 
transferred to the Trustees, pending development of 
a management plan. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
The Nature . Conservancy, under a Multi-Party 
Acquisition ·Agreement, is. negotiating .with Container 
Corporation. 

RESOLUTIONS 
89-08: St. Johns River Water Management 

District ·- Support for acquisition. 
91-04: St. Johns River Water·. Management 

District - Pledging 50% Of funds. 
90R-333: Marion County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 

Year Acres Funds 

None 
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The Jupiter Ridge project is located in north Palm 
. Beach County in the' City of Jupiter. This project is 
within Florida's Senate Districts 27 and 30 and House 
District 82. It is also within the jurisdictions of the 
South Florida Water Management District and the 

··.··-.Treasure Coast. Regional. Planning Council ... 
. . ·. . . 

. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
· .. ··.An estlmatSd 95% of the scrub that once occurred on 
· ·.· the Atlantic. coast of soUtheastern Florida has been . 
. lost to development .. The Jupiter Ridge site contains · 
, .~sOme of the highest quality of the s% that remains 

· · :and supports seVeral rare and endangered ·species, 
including Florida scrub jay, Florida scrub lizard, and 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Usted ·Elements . 

Name FNAI.Rank 

Four~pet8J paWpaw · G1/S1 
. Scrub 

·. G2/S2 .. 
· Dancing-lady orchid . G3/S1 
Scrubby Flatwoods G3/S3 
Gopher tortoise G3/S3 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp G3/S3 
Large-flowered· rosemary G~/S3 .. 
Curtiss' niUkweect · G3/S3 
Florida: sc.rub lizard · G3/S3 

· Florida :scrub jay · G5T3/S3 

.. 14 FNAI elements known from. site 

·four federally endangered. plant· species. . Especially 
. noteworthyJs the occurrence of four-petaled pawpaw, 
Aslmlna · tetramera, which . has an eXti'emeJy small 

··range (in Palm Beach and Martin Counties). 

· ·· No archeological or historical sites from the project 
· . are•recorded within the Florida Master Site File. When 

compared· to other projects, the potential for . 

significant . cultural· 
considered loW. 

Due to. the small si.ze and· sensitiVity;· the project ean 
accommodate only law~impact uses:such as ila~ure · · 
appreCiation·. along:: nature trails; ' natural' • resource 
education, and -resea,rch, · · 

lniti8J ~nagement activities would:coilsistof securing .· 
the site against unauthorized·uses:'.poochlng ofnative-: 
plants or anil"ilals,Arash dumping; and: degradatlo[l , . ·. · 
caused by off-road ·vehiCles ... : A management · plari · .. 

. would be ·developed to .addrc:!8s, ·of : FNAI Speci&l · · 
Elements and·detail how each should• be protected-or 
restored; ·. Special :attention would· be· g.iven· fa· .long~ ·· · 
term · maintenance. ·· of · occurrences of four-petal 
pawpaw.·. No mangrove trimming shouid <?Ccur. :. · 

Introduction of prescribed fire will be one~of the rriost 
. important tools- in the management/perpetuation of . 
the ·projeCt's. scrub-and the;species. lt.suppoi1s. · . The 
burning prograJ1l•· should; whenever· P9SSible~ utilize . 
existing roads, black lines, · foam lines; · and •natural :. 

· breaks to contain 'and control prescribed· Ciifld .natural · · 
fires. · · ~ · 

. . . . . . - . . . · . 

. • WLNERABIU1Y AND ENDANGERMENT 
The site consists of . highly developable uplands in. a- · . 
rapidly growing·- uroanized area. Th$re is ·already •. 
substantial development to the north and sbuth ofther · 
project site. Vulnerabitity·is exceedingly high,_·.· 

There is significant frontage on US 1; ancfefforts have·· • 
· already been made to deVelop the site. Among recent • 
development proposais is a: sigl'liflcant commercial .· 
development on ;.the portion of .the site along us. 1; . 

· The site· will ultimately. be developed if not purchased 
for its environmerltal·attrlbutes. · · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

Slarl-up 

· PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED.· 
Palm Beach County 

. SaUnle of Funds fslimaiad Funds Raquirad 
(CAFI.. GR, ale.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

Palm Beach Co. $8,482 -0- $4,000 $500 $500 
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. #41 JUPITER>RIOGE 

. ACQUISmON PLANNING~ . -.. _. .. . . . . . ·:::; .·. . 
· ··· The Land Acquisition Advlsary Council approved the. 
. Jupiter Ridge project design on December 6, ·.1991'. · 
. Project design recommendations only·stlgtrtlymodlfy 
the re&)urce planning bollndary~ 'A Florida Power ~nd 
• Ught substation· was deleted (L78 •··acres)·-· and· the•. 
project :ooundary was amended ,on the southern: arid·· 
northwestern .·.boundaries • •. to . correctly .· . reflect .. 
ownerships. thatwere intended' to be included in the 
project · · . · . · 

Acauisitlon Phasing . 
. ·. None r8comniended; however, eorbally et al.' .~hould' 

•··. be acquired before smaller lnhOidings are negotiated. 

· · · ·. · Coordination · .. · . ··• ·. · 
. Palm Beach County Is In suppOrt. of this. project and 
. will be a financial participant in its acquisition. The 
·county ·pledges •. a 50% lllatch. to . CARL .. program· 

.. · dOllars.· 
. . . 

. . . 

. OWNERSHIP · .. ·. . · .. · . . · . .•...• . _· 

. The· project consiSts of .approximately 287 acres, . 14 
. . 

parcels; and one major awner, · the MacArthur 
Fouridatlon, and two other minor Q'#nerships . 

... ACQUISITlON·STATUS 

County Is. proceeding with aequisltlon and;. on their 
. behalf, The. Nature Conservancy has. negOtiated' a 

. contract with a. rnajor·landowner .. · The~ project was .· 
.• · .. next•ln-llneto be .. fundedunderthe'1992;93 CARL 
.· • Land AcquisitiOn· Woi'kplan; While it movedLup· in 

ranking ;for 1993, ftinding·uooer 93/94 is.uncertain; 
. . 

. . ,:f.-:{:&<·<'< 
'-,;"'•; 
. ' ::f J )"..,. ... • ~ • • ... ,. _",• .• 

. ~.;~ :_; .. . .. );: ~- · .. , ;:~J_gr:t~~~Nif:~}~\rjf:'i~:1_.'::~::~:· C:~.' ... 

.·· ·. du~;to~numbe!:·Ofj~~,~~~c~,;R~Jects-.~ked c.:-. , 
· ,._abOve~ It;·.. ·: .. ·: · · · ,.· · ·•. :. · · :~-';, · · ~ ., ... · · · 

~· . . 

·. ~~::~~Pieri,~upport.i(W.'a~u~}0'/0,·.··; 
--~9t::~-Boea:RatorrQity-.:eouncii''-'PiedgetF.$100;()()(). •· .--/• 

toward ·acqlJisltlon; . . · -_.. . . _·. · < • . . . . • . _· .••...•. < -: 

91~54: .Boynton Beach Glty .. Commission :->Suppqrt>:. · . · 
. ... ~~. 

. . · . · · for-acquisition> . · :- · ... · · _ .• , > 
-1~91::·· City of'Jt.Jpiter ~ Suppart;for acq~!sltion/ 

., .: . . 

·- ·· . .' 

. -~· 
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.-----------------------------------------------------------------

LOCATION 
In Martin and St. Lucie counties, the coastal area of 
soUtheast Rorida, approximately 30 miles north of 
West Palm Beach. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate· District 27 and House District 81. It Is also 
within the jurisdictions of the Treasure Coast Regional 
Planning Council and the South Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
SoUth· Savannas · comprises the last relatively 
undisturbed example of coastal freshwater marsh in 
soUtheastern Rorida. It also includes a small area of 
sand pine scrub and. several other natural 
communities. These communities are in excellent 
condition and support a great diversity of wildlife, 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Bements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Four-petal pawpaw G1/S1 
Fragrant prickly-apple G2G3T1/S1 
Sand-dune spurge G2/S2 
Scrub G2/S2 
Rorlda threeawn G3/S3 
Large-flowered rosemary G3/S3 
Piedmont jointgrass G3/S3 
Rorlda scrub jay G5T3/S3 

8 FNAI elements known from site 

some of which are rare and endangered . in Rorida. 

This project can support a range of recreational 
activities that are compatible· with the·· primary 
acquisition objective of resource protection. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS _ 
The Division of State Lands has been appointed to . · 
serve as lead· agency for the· management of the 
Savannas State Reserve; Agencies participating on a. 
cooperative level with Reserve management include 
the Division of Historical Resources of the Department 
of State (assistance in managing any 
archaeological/historical resources). and the Florida 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission (assessing 
game resources and the feasibility of hunting in the 
Reserve). 

This project would be managed as an addition· to 
Savannas State Reserve. The primary goal of 
resource management·for the EEL part of Savannas 
is to preserve and perpetuate the natural resources of 
the area, and secondarily to provide for public use 
compatible with resource protection. Major objectives 
of the Savannas State Reserve -Management Plan 
include: maintenance of the natural hydrological 
regime of the freshwater marsh; protection of the 
plant communities and associated wildlife, including 
rare and endangered species; and preservation of 
archaeological/historical sites. Management 
measures designed to meet these objectives include 
regulation of drainage into and from the Savannas, 
state acquisition of inholdings, ·implementation of 
controlled bum program in fire-adapted· communities, 
elimination of encroachments and abusive uses, and 
removal of exotic species. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Changes in water quality and quantity resulting from 
development by private interests would threaten the 
resource. 

Perimeter areas (especially on the west) are already 
scheduled for development. The · West Jensen 
Development of Regional Impact (DRI) was approved 
by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel and 
Martin County. The DRI included an 82 acre parcel 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY 1991-82 

FY 1992«1 

FY181D84 

PAST, CURRENT, and PFnJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET FEQUEST 
Division of State Landa 

SouR» of Funds Funds 
(CARL. GR, etc) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

lrTF $33,752 ~ $4,000 ~ ~ 

I rTF $33,752 ~ $4,000 ~ ~ 

I rTF $34,454 $20,152 $4,500 $25,000 ~ 
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Total 

$37,752 

$37,752 

$84,106 
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··.· • =~the=edl"':~~~~:o:;:gl~~··.~ ·. ·'~~'~./~~t:~tJu~~~~~·~.!!Cof,;i 
.·. county/ The·provislan.oUhe:DRI:stlpulatectJh8t the • 824: --~· :·, ·rreasure.edast RegioilclJ.f?lannlng·Coi.Jncil. 

important bUffer area be managecLfor. recreatlon.and·. ---: .·· . - Supp{>rifor_acquisttlon. :· . . 
open space ancfthat any development by the eolJnty 80~94: .. . . ' St.· iucie~:ec,..intYC Comrrilssion. <Support 

... be approved by the DepartmentofCominunity Affairs · for acquisition.:: ~ ·· • . ; . . . · .. ·. .· 
(DCA)< and the· Department of. Natural Resources . aa-s;1: Martin CouniY.commission~_support;for: 
(DNR). . . . . acquisition~ .. · . . . · .•.. ·. ·.· .. ·. . . . _·-. .. · . . 

·· · · · · . · · · ·· ··· · · . . · 89-382: . St;Lucie:County.- SupportJor:acquisition;:_. 
· ACQUISITION PLANNING · . . . . . . . . 89-10:2: Martin-County co·mmls5iori -. Support for. · . 

. On June· 22, 1988 the Land Acquisition Advisory acqulsttion. . . __ •... . ·. . ... ·. : ... 
CounCil approved the South Savannas Project Design; St.:: lucie .County: Conser\iation •AIIIanc~ . .: . 

····Ten parcels and portions of three parcels· totaling~ Supporffor-acquisition;; · ·. ·. ·. ·· ·· 
· ·. 65.56 acres· were deleted and 49 properties totaling 

· 724 acres were added~ Of this addition, 289.34 acres 
will likely be donated to the state; Also of the 

.·.·· 1,620.12 acres of private lai'ld c:urrently: within. the 
. CARL bOundary~ 128.9 acres might be acquil"ed by 
. dedication ahd 181.2 acres could be managed 

.. through a management agreement. . . _· It is 
· <reCommended that the Department of Natural· 

> ·<;Resources coOrdinate land purchases with the Trust 
· :· for Public Lands ai1d · the South Rorida Water 

·.·Management District when approprl8te. . The South . 
. Savannas project is complex but a rniinber ofclirrent 
il'litlatives.are striving to simplify it. · 
. . ,, . ,.·. . .. 

. . 

. J.)n December 6, 1991; the Land Acquisition Advisory 
. Counclrvoted·toassess aproposed 1,0()0± addition 

to the project This tract Is the WeSt Jensen· DRI. 
Approximately 80 acres of the DRI are·. at ready 

··• .. _ included within the project boun~ary/ Evaluation 
should be complete In the spring of 1992 ... ·· 

Acauisltlon Phasing . 
It is recommended that this project be acquired in one 
phase. The•sand mine area; however, should not be 
appraised or negoti&ted until the completloru)fminlng 

· ... · actlyitles; · 

OWNERSHIP . . 
· Approxlinately 3,491 acres were: purchased under the 

EEL. program· ($5,065;492) . from 1977~79. 
Approxl111ately . 206 acres were acquired. during ·the 
past year .. · aose to 100 owners still-remain to be 
acquired. . . 

· .. · ACQUISITION STATUS .·. . .. . · .·. . · 
... Negotiations, continuing. :. Approximately-76% of: the . 

project:has been acquired; 

· .. RESOLUTIONS 

St ··Lucie County Conservation Alliance -
Support for acquisition. · 

~ Stuart City Commission - · Support for 
acquisition. · · · 
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'$4,976.855. 
. ·$88;6;38 
. .:$58;750 

.. ··' $9;500-' 
:,·$333 840' 
. ~ . ' 

·.··· ·<'$390,000·1 
$1~683;775: 

... ·.· ... $2,274;078' 
.. $1 ,659,569 



** CARL Total Funding Allocation. 

LOCATION 
In Collier County south of lake Trafford and the City 
of Immokalee. On the southern border the project 
connects with the Florida Panther National Wildlife 
Refuge. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
Districts 25 and 29 and House District n. It Is also 
within the jurisdictions of the Treasure Coast Regional 
Planning Council and the South Florida Water 
Management District 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project would connect the Florida Panther 
National Wildlife Refuge and Fakahatchee Strand State 
Preserve with the National Audubon Society's 
Corkscrew Swamp Sanctuary, thereby securing 
Important habitat for the Florida· panther and Florida 
black bear. These large, contiguous expanses of 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name· FNAI Rank 

Florida panther G4T1/S1 
Florida black bear G5T2/S2 

. Bald eagle G3/S2S3 
Round-tailed muskrat G3/S3 
Wood stork G4/S2 
Swale G4?/S3 
Dome Swamp G4?/S3'J 
Slough . G4/S4? 
Mesic Flatwoods G?j$4 
Strand Swamp G4?/S4? 

15 FNAI elements known from site 

South Florida wetlands are believed to be critical to 
the continued survival of these critically Imperilled, 
wide-ranging species. The acquisition project 
supports populations of at least two species of rare 
and endangered orchids, and Includes an unusual 
stand· of dwarf bald cypress. 

No archeological/historical sites within the boundaries 
of this project are recorded within the Florida Site File. 

When compared to other projects, the potential for. 
significant sites Is considered to be moderate. 

The project could accommodate hiking, bicycling, 
camping, horseback riding, and provide opportunities 
for resource education. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The project would be managed by the South Florida . 
Water Management District with Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission, Lee County, National 
Audubon Society, and Collier County cooperating. It 
would be managed under multiple use concepts with 
special attention given to maintaining and enhancing 

, Florida· panther populations. and hydrological 
resources. Emphasis would also be placed on 
protection of other rare' · or sensitive. biological · 
resources. The project would be divided Into: several · 
units for management purposes. · One unit will be 
managed by the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish 
Commission as a Wildlife Management Area: another 
unit ·will be managed as a park with limited 
recreational development such as primitive camping 
and environmental education; and at least one unit will 
be managed by the· South Florida Water Management 
District as a Wate.r Conservation Area or Preserve. 

WLNEAABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The vast majority of the project consists of wetland 
swamps and marshes unsuitable for residential 
development However, this region Is traditionally 
used for agriculture, and much of it has already been· 
drained, ditched and developed for row crops. Some 
of the area surrounding the project has been 
converted to citrus groves. 

This region Is a growth center In Florida, so there Is a 
threat of residential development in the upland areas 
of the project The portion of the project In Collier 
County Is Identified on the Future land Use Map of 
the adopted comprehensive plan as 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

· CATEGORt 

Slarkrp 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTfBUDGET FEQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
South Florida Water Management District 

SaUiat ol Funds Esllmalad Funds Raqulrad 
(CARL, GR, ale.) 

Salary CPS Expense ceo FCC 

WMLTF $50,000 $2,000 $100,000 $5,000 $10,000 
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Total 

$167,000 
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#43 CORKSCREW REGIONAL ECOSYSTEMS'WATERSHED. 

Agricultural/Residential, .with a. maximum density of 
oheunit per five acres.· The wetland areas of the site: 
are designated Areas. of. Environmental· Concern, and 
a majority of the site is indicated as lands to be 
acquired for conservation. The portion in lee County 
is designated on the Future land Use Map as Open 
land, with allowable residential densities of one unit 
per acre, interspersed with Environmentally Critical 
Areas where densities are not to exceed one unit per 
40 acres. 

A portion of the project in Collier County is in the Big 
Cypress Area of Critical State Concern. 

ACQUISITION· PLANNING 
On December 7, 1990, the land Acquisition Advisory 
Councii.(LAAC)• approved the project design with the 
acknowledgement that the CARL program's primary 
focus would be on acquiring easements and 
ownerships In the Camp Keis Strand area connecting 

· the project with the Aorida. Panther· National Wildlife · 
Refuge and Fakahatchee Strand. ··Special emphasis 
will be placed on providing suitable upland buffer to 
complement the existing wetland corridor. If fee
simple acquisition is not negotiable, then conservation 
easements· or other less-than-fee-acquisition 
techniques will be pursued. 

C09fdlnatlon· 
The entire project in both lee and Collier Counties 
.consists of approximately 49,810 acres. South Aorida 
Water Management District has acquired 13,253 acres 
for $10,127;155 In Corkscrew Marsh; which connects 
with-Audubon's CorkscreW Swamp Sanctuary. Both 
lee and Collier Counties are participating in the 
purchase of land within the project area. lee County, 
with the Trust for Public land as intermediary has 
acquired 6,037 acres . in Aint Pen Strand for 
approximately $11 million. It will transfer 3,665 acre's 
to. the South. Aorida Water Management District ... 
Collier County recently committed $1 million. The 
Nature Conservancy has bought the 3,000 acre Fich 
tract for $2 mUllan and assigned the option to the 
South Aorida ·Water Management District 

On November 20, 1992, the LAAC amended the 
Corkscrew Regional Ecosystems Watershed project 
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design to allow CARL funds to be used to, acquire. 
tracts within the overall· project and outside the 

. · corridor if, CARL funds-. are matched, dollarJor dollar, 
with new money from its acquisition partners; but ' 
otherwise, state acquisition efforts will be focused on . 
the Camp Keis Strand Corridor, contingent on: the 
state's share of the acquisition costs "not exceeding 
$10 million. 

OWNERSHIP 
The primary targeted ·area for CARL funding consists 
of approximately 18,205 acres and 73 owners. The· 
largest owner Is the Collier family. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Due to its low ranking and limited CARL funds,. 
appraiSal mapping, appraiSals; and. negotiations have 
not been initiated on this project. · 

RESOLUTIONS 
lee County Commission - Pledging $1.5 
Million. · 

Year Acres Funds 

. None 

{ 



. . . . ,. . . . 

. . . . This project lies within Aorida Senate ·District 18 and · 
. > House Districts. 29 and 30. It also lies within . the . 

jurisdictions. of the East Central Aorida Regional 
Planning -CouncU .. and the St. Johns River Water 

· , Management DistriCt . · 

· RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
· The· Maritime Hammock Initiative is designed · to 
· -. protect S&Ven ··remnant parcels- of the· few. remaining 
· maritime hammocks In Brevard County. These near-· 
· pristine hammock and coastal· strand sites; and their 
geOgraphic distribution along -the coast ensures a 

.Narrie 

>A DevU's Shoestring . 
. Coastal Hoary-pea 
· Coastal Vervain 
· Sand~une Spurge . 
.;.scrub 
· Prickly-apple 
Aorida Lantana 

· Shell Mound . 
Estuarine ·Tidal Swamp 

. Freshwater Tidal 
Swamp·. 

G10/S1. 
G10/S1 .. 

.G2/S2-
G2/S2 

_G2/S2 _. 
G2G3/S2S3 · 
G2T2/S2 
G3/S2_ 
·Ga;sa· 

G3/S3. 

· continuum of speCies composition and community 
-.. · · structure from dense forests with an array oftropical 
· hardwood species to luxuriant and . . nearly 
· impenetrable stands of· saw palmetto-dominated 

Coastal Stra~ vegetation. · The parcels proposed: . · 
were also chosen to augment orconriect to significant > •.. 
Managed Areas including the proposed 'Archie Carr 
National Wildlife Refuge and the.Sebastlan Inlet State . 
Recreation:· Area .·The project is· known t() harbor 6. 
FNAI.Special Plants-~nd .is reported-toJ1arbor 2 FNJ\1 
Special Anirrials; including the staie-threatfmed.Aorida · 
scrub jay. The project: Is considered. ·Important ·h1_·. 
providingJorested :•stepping:-storie islaOds~ :for spring .. 
and fall coastaUnigratlons Of Neotropical bird species. _ ·_ 

• . . I • • , 

Although the seven tracts of the Maritime'Ha:mmock . 
InitiatiVe project have not been subjected to a cultural. ··· 
resource assessment su..Vey, 4 archaeological sites . · · 

· have been recorded in the Florida Site File withirdhe · 
project · boundaries~ When. comf,ared to Ot~er · 
acquisition projects; ~the· archeological and historical. • 

· resource value/potential of this proj~ct is.considered · 
to be moderate. · · · · · · · · 

ThesmaJI.-size Of:the tracts (wetlands;inisoifae (:ases) _:_ · 
and . -the . sensitivity · of . ·the: biological- resources 
neceSsarily limits . recreation~: ' opportunities; to Jaw . 
intensity uses such _as. nature appreciation;. education; 
and limited picnicking. · · · 

. ··. . 

MANAGEMENT'CONCEPTs _.· . . .; . 
The Maritime Hamm.eck lnitiatiye encorii~sses:sever:r 
remnant -traCts' qf ~ritime. raiTlmocks'. in.· ~~evard . 
Bounty. : Five Of these sites will be . managed by . · 
Brevard · County;. • they,· are.··· North · A·arida~ ·Beach, 
Washburn Cove, Hog ~oint. Aquarina, and ::Jetty Park · · _ · 

· South .. The U;S;FISh.ancfWildlife Service,iDivlsionof. 
WUdlife Refuges proposes to manage two.-of the sites: · 
Norih- Coconut Point' Extension-. and Coconut· Point. 
These· sites ~e adjacent to · lands. acquired or · 
scheduled to be. acquired for Archie Carr. National 
Wildlife Refuge. _· 

The primary land management goal for this project · . . -· 
· should· be the protection;.· maintenance,· and. where 
appropriate, the - restoration,. of -all of;- its natural · 
resources. Initial management activities on site· 

MANAGEMENT COSTS ·.·, ________________________ lllillllll ............. 

CATEGORY 

Slalklp 

FY191B84 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FEQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Brevard COunty for sites other than portions adjacent to Archie Carr S8a Turtle Refuge 

Saun:e of Funds &lill1818d Funds Raiquirad 
(CAR.. GR. ale.) 

Salary OPS ·expense . oco 

Brevard COunty .(). .(). .(). $50,000 

Brevard COunty .(). .(). .(). $25,000 
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PUBLIC OWNERSHIP 
(NONE IN SITE #1) 



:·.· 

#44. MARITIME·. HAMMOCK INITIATI~: ; . • ·.· .· . 
. -. :, ':' 

. . . 

. should' Include assuran~:. of. site security,\resc)urce.. . · 
· inverrtory, and removal of invasive eXotic spe:Cies. · ·. · · ·· 

··.····.··•• :Topl~d.major importancewm include:• identmcatlon. 
of . sPec:iflc management needs for ·•· the critically 

.· •. endangered' natUral COmmunities andcspecies .Of. the 
. · .. barrier island, the development of a comprehensive 

management . strategy that addresses .these last 
. ·· .. · vestiges of Brevard County's barrier island natural 

·· .... •· .·· · · communities in. a· ·regional perspective;· ·.and ··.the 
· · .·.··integration of these · properties with . the proposed·· 

.· Archie carr National Wildlife Refuge. · 

· WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT .. . .. 
· Vulnerabilitv: •·. These remaining fragments of coastal , 
· maritime hammock J)Oint out their vulnerability to 

.·. ·being lost· to·· development-.··. There are. e8sentially ·no 
· · impediments to their being developed~ · 

. . 

· .. · Endangerment: Coastal ·property in Brevard County 
is· among the mast endangered in the state. It is only 

. ·a matter of time before all coastal uplands that are not 
•- in public ownership will be developed and their natural 
· ·attributes -lost 

ACQlJISITION. PLANNING . 
. · .. On December 10, 1992, the Land Acquisition Advisory 

CouncU (l.AAC) approved the project design for the 
MaritlmeHammock Initiative project. · 

.. ·. . ~ 

The resource planning boundary wa8 modified -slightly. 
to· conform to ownership boundaries, to more clearly 
define· state and county· owned parcels, and to 

. transfer some parcels to the Archie carr Sea Turtle 
·· Refuge CARL project. · 

Acauisitlon ·Phasing . 
. . ·.·No·phasing is recommended .. However, the Aquarina 
· and· Jetty Park South sites· should· be· second 'priority · 
· acquisitions. · Staff· recommends a. certain·amount or 
percentage of funds be allocated (to be -determined 
during development of the 1993-94 CARL . Land 

· · Acquisition Workplan) Per year (as in Archie Carr Sea 
Turtle Refuge project) for acquisition of the project 

Coordination 
... This Is a cooperative effort with Brevard County. The 

County.wDI contribute $10 111illion towards acquisition 

~':\. . . 
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. ~ ' i' .. : . 
---.-~:_: . -...... · . __ . .,-:-_:-. 

··. 9f, th~i.;~~o~g~~~y::t;ub~itt~E;f31"evard Go~ntY·' the: .. :>< 
. US\Fistl:iaiid'Wildiife~Service, and<tlie: Bureau of Landi' •·· '' 
Acquisition should ·-work , closely-- on coordinating . , -. · _ 
acquisition of.these sites with acquisition of the Archie- -. · · 
carr project. ' ' ' . :,; 

.·_, -· .·. 
. . - . . 

OWNERSHIP . .. . ..•..... ··. . . .. • . . ,: .•. 
The .project consists: of approximately ~16acres, 51: 

. parcels, and 35 owners; The:tax.assessedvalue·is· .· .J 

appr~imately $24;1"13;830. · ...••..... ·. ..• · . . 

Brevard County acquired 7Sacres'w~hin'the:North' i.·. · 

Aoridana Beach site ~for a cost of $2;300;00q; . · . . .. 

ACQUISITION STATUS · · . · ·. · .. . . ·· ··. ·· . • • · 
The Land Acquisition Advisory Council ranked. thi~; ·. 
project for· the;· first. time. in December 1992., · 
Acquisition .. activities, i.e~ .. ·. boundary JT18ppirlg,: .· 
appraisals, etc.; have not~yet begun~ ·· · · · 

. RESOLUTIONS ·. · · ·. .·· · 
BreVard . County· - Matching Funds/Shared · 
Acquisition. · 

. . \-

None·· .. 

. !·"<:-



LOCATION 
· In Collier County, southeast Roricla, approximately 25 

mUes east of Naples, stretching from · 1-75 or State 
Road 84 (Alligator Alley) south to U.S. 41 (Tamlami 
Trail). Big Cypress National Preserve and the CARL 
Save· Our Everglades project form the eastern and 
western boundaries. This project lies within Roricla's 
Senate District 29 and House District 102. It Is also 
within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Rorida 
Regional Planning Council and the South Rorlda 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Fakahatchee Strand is probably the best example of 
strand swamp found in the United States. Strand l" 

swamp is a shallow, forested depression that 
accumulates standing water; it is usually linear to 
oblong in shape, and Is usually dominated by cypress 
trees. The uniQue physical character a( the 

Highest Ranked. FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Hanging clubmoss G2/S1 
Nodding catopsis G2G3/S1 
Hand fern G2/S2 
Rorlda panther G4T1/S1 

· Rorida black bear G5T2/S2 
Rorlda royal palm G20/S2· 
Shell Mound G3/S2 
Leafless orchid G?/S1 
Narrow-leaved strap fern G?/S1 
Ghost orchid G?/S2 

23 FNAI elements known from site 

Fakahatchee Strand creates. a habitat that supports 
profuse populations of rare plant species, many of 
which are found nowhere else in this country: The 
Strand harbors the largest concentration and the 
greatest diversity of native· orchids in North .America. 
The area also supports several rare and endangered 
animal species, and is one of the ·core areas of the 
current range of the Rorlda panther. The 
Fakahatchee Strand is linked hydrologically to the 
Everglades system and is particularly Important to the 
estuarine ecosystem of the Ten Thousand Islands 
area .. 

The Fakahatchee Strand has several archaeological 
sites and has excellent potential for future 
archaeological investigations. 

This project can · support . a variety of passive 
recreational activities that· are compatible with the . 
primary acquisition objective of resource protection. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Fakahatchee Strand project areas will be 
managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks as 
part of the Fakahatchee Strand State · Preserve. 
Passive recreation within the project· that does not 
interfere with the primary objective of protecting the 
natural resources will be encouraged. The project 
consists of numerous in-holdings within the Preserve. 
All of the proposed purchases are within the optimum 
boundaries of the Preserve, and their acquisition is 
necessary for adequate management, protection, and 

· security for the Preserve's unique natural resources. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Very vulnerable to changes in water levels and public 
uses incompatible with resource conservation. 

Problems of piecemeal public ownership create 
endangerment from current unmanaged uses within 
the Strand. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY1991-82 

FY1811H3 

FY191884 

PAST, CURRENT, and PFDJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
Division of Recreation arid Parks 

SaulaJ of Funds Funds 
(CAR. GR, elc) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

SPTF $143,653 $466 $25,810 ~ .~ 

SPTF $148,908 $16,640 $55,000 ~ ~ 

SPTF $1-18,908 $16,640 $55,000 ~ ~ 
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Total 

$169,929 

$220,548 

$220,548 
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#45 FAKAHATCHEE S~D ·>. . . -~~-· 

~'', •> ACQUISmONPLANNING,d. . .· .-.bee·· .. i- . 
·; Although no formal project esigl'l has·. n'initiated 

for the Fak8hatchee Strand project, prioritY areas have 
·. been identified; The acquisition staffis coneenttatlng . 

onacquiring theiOts along SR29, Janes Scenic Drive; • 
••· ··.· atorig·the Oktlogging trams; and •on ·negotiating with·· 

. willing.sellers. 

CoOrdination .. . . 
. . · • .011 · October 10, · 1989, the board approved an 

interagency joint participation agreement-between the 
· ·· Rorida Department of Transportation.· and the BOard 
· 6f. Trustees .. for the··acquisition-•_of ... envjronmentatly 
sensitive areas adjaCent to and west of State Road 29 

· · · in Collier County. · · 

. OWNERSHIP · 
Approximately 34,727 acres, now managed as the 

·· · · Fal<ahatchee State Preserve, were purchased ·under . 
·.the EEL program ($8;173;951 ); Approximately 9;523 
··acres were acquired in 1972 through litigation; . 

Best estimate of the number of remaining owners .is 
·. . approximately 8,800. 

· ACQUISinON STATUS · . ,_ · 
· Project is part of the Save Our Everglades .pr<)gram 
···.and negotlaitons are ongohig. . Approximately 727 

acres were purchased or put under- option in :1992; : 

Eminent Domain , . 
Reauthorized and ··axtendedby the ··1987. L&gisiC!turet •· · 

·aTHER· 

The Save Our Everglades Initiative was introduced by 
: the· office of the Governor In 1984 and has .continued ·· 

as a priority of thtl current administration. Reports-on 
-the status of protection efforts in the Everglades are 

· . issued quarterly. · · · 
. - . . ' 

Fakahatchee Strand· is within a· Chapter 380 .·Area of 
Critical State Concern. · 
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. RESOiiUnONS:< 
None· knOWri: ·.\ 

1992; . 
1991 

. ~-990 
····J989.······ 

.1988· . 
. ·1987 

1986' 
.. 1985 ··· ... 

1984 ... 
. 1983 

j' 

.. 1974 
'1976 
1977 . 
1982 
1983. 

. 1984 
1986 
1987 
1988 
1989. 

. 1990 
1991 
1992. 

1982 
1980 .· 

9;530;65 .. 
'57:1;55 .• ·. 

. ···2;50. 
.··'·6.25 

. 4',777.25 . 
6,159.06-

430 .. 29 
230.97' 
. 31.31 

. ~-, -~ .. 

. __ ,-

'r,-., 

,. 



LOCATION 
In Dade County, south Aorida. All of the sites are 
located In the greater Miami/Homestead area.. This 

. project lies within Aorida's Senate Districts 32; 39, 
and 40 and House Districts 102, 112, 118, and 120. 
It also lies within the jurisdictions of the South Aorlda 
Regional Planning Council and the South Florida 
Water Management District 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes some of the most outstanding 
examples of rockland hammock that remain in Dade 
County - and Aorida. The ten sites in the project 
were selected specifically to preserve a broad array of 
plants and animals typical of this natural community. 
The project harbors numerous plant species· that are 

Highest Ranked FNAI-llsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Eaton's spleenwort · G1/S1 
Pine Rockland G1/S1 

. Aorida lantana G2T1/S1 
Pineland nosebum G2/S2 
Blodgett's wild mercury G2/S2 
Wild potato morning glory G2?/S1S2 

. Eaton's splkemoss G2?/S2 
Wright's anemia G2G3/S2S3 
Aorida pinewood privet G2T2/S2 
Rockland. Hammock G?/S2 

. 41 FNAI elements known from site 

rare and endangered, and several animal species that 
are ·also rare. 

Several of the hammocks also contain significant 
archaeological sites. 

Recreational activities would be limited to preserve the 
character of these· sites. Possible recreational 

activities would include nature appreciation and 
photography. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS . 
Dade County has proposed that this project be 
maintained as environmentally endangered land 
preserves. Management of these areas will be done 
by the. Dade County Park and Recreation Department 
in conformance with the State's 

1 
Environmentally 

Endangered Lands Plan as well as the State 
Management Plan. The primary focus of . the 
proposed management plan will be to reduce 
unauthorized intrusion, vandalism, removal of. exotic 
species, and to provision of limited access for 
interpretive uses. It is anticipated that the parcels 
would be fenced to prevent illegal dumping and 

· uncontrolled/ access. Special care will have to be 
taken to insure that poaching of rare plants/animals 
does not occur. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The relatively small size (1 0 to 30 acres) of the parcels 
allows minor disturbances to have major impacts 
upon the Integrity of the natural systems. Invasion by 
exotics is also a. possible threat. 

According to a 1984 inventory of forest lands in Dade 
County conducted by the Dade County Department of 
Environmental Resource Management, only 2,000 
acres, or approximately two percent of the original 
systems, remain outside of Everglades National Park. 
The remaining acreage is currently being r.educed by 
urban and agricultural development at such a rate that 
all of the hammock areas would be eliminated by the 
year 2000. Illegal collection of rare species and the 
removal· of· trees for. firewood also pose significant 
threats to tropical rockland hammocks. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land · Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the project design for Tropical 
Hammocks of the Redlands only slightly altering the 
resource planning boundaries of two of the 
hammocks. An addition improved access for 
management purposes and a deletion removed 
disturbed acreage. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECTED MANAGEIIENr OOST /BUDGET REQUESTS- F ACQUIFED 
· Dade County 

Saulat of Funds Estirnal8d Funds Requinld 
CATEGOR'f (CAFI.. GR. aiD.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

Slarklp Dade County $311,000 ~ $30,000 $60,000 $252,000 $653,000 
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· #46 TROPICAL HAMMOCKS OF THE REDtANDS · , •.. : ·-

;' · · ·· .. Acquisition: Phasina, · -.. · . · . . · <~. · 
"' · . Phase 1: Silver Palm (2 of 3 parcels acquiniet) 

;:.··,,· ·.·, .. Phase> 2:.· Castellaw Extension. · · 
Phase 3: Loveland -.. ·. 

. ;' :: Phase 4: Big & Uttle George 
~:;:,::::;~: Phase 5: Meissner · 
::.. Phase 6: Rbss 
: >··· ··· Phase 7: SouthweSt Island· · 

. Phase a: . HOliday 
• • .·· Phase 9: Lucille . 

.. · . Phase 10: Madden's Hammock 

Project bOundaries · were revised by the Land 
· Acquisition Advisory Council In November~ 1986, to 

··· · include the Madden's Hammock CARL project.· 
·- . . . . 

. On • October 25, 1989. the larid ·Acquisition ·Advisory 
Council> approved the addition 0t 6.4 acres to the 
LUcille Hammock: tract to mo~ fully protect t_he 

. hammock and its.distinCt:fritiging vegetation . 

. Coordination . 
• The Nattire Conservancy purchased two·(Cooper and 
Cunnegan) of. the three parcels of the ·Silver. Palm 

·.· Hammock site, which the state has since acquired. 

Dade 9ounty has participated in all phases of. project . 
deVelopment and has paid for b_oundary mapping and 

,title· work on all the hammooks. In May: 1990; Dade 
··· · .. • County voters approved a referendum which .will 
· increase•the ad valorem taX by.:·;75 mill for2 years. It 

is expected to generate 90,0 million specifically for the 
· ·._ acquisition and. 'management Of environmentally 
· endangered land& · · · · 

OWNERSHIP 
There are 22 remaining owners~·· 

ACQUISITION- STATUS 
·. N.o acquisition activity during the past . year by the 

state due to loW ranking.. Dade County is . in _the -· 
· process of appraising SeVeral parcels; . · 

-\ 
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· ... ··.-. _·,. 
. . .. -.. ~~ -.. ~ ;J- . . . .,._ - . 

-~-- . " . 

. ~ .. 

RESOLUTIONS .· .- .. 
R1262:.90: ·. ·Dade·.County!-COmmisSIOn--~··Piectge·runds:· ,;,· 

for acqulsitlom8nnanagerilel1t __ · __ · · · 
R25&-89: · Dadei COUnty;Commissl()ii - • Supportfor · ·• -•·- .· 

. ... acquisition; ·. . • ·. . ·.. . . . . .. . . . ' . . : . 
.··· ..... Dade· eoutity Land. Acquisition ·Selection: ·•. 

COmmittee >- High . RankiSuppoi1 . for ·_ 

1992: . • · ~'::i~~~~~ · ~~ee & For~• Resource·;":: .. 
AdviSory Committee - ,Support . ·for · ·· 

· -acquisition .. ·· · 

1992 . 
1991· .. 
199() . 

1989' 
.1988···. 
1987< ,· 

. 1986 
1 

65 
.. _··.51·. 

5.7 
-45 

.. ·. 34'' 
16 
46 

. 51 

. ·10.37 



LOCATION 
The Pal-Mar project is in south Martin and northern 
Palm Beach Counties just west of the town of Jupiter. 
This project is within Rorida's Senate Districts 27 and 
35 and House Districts 78, 82, and 83. It is also 

· within the jurisdictions of the South Rorida Water 
Management Olstrict and the Treasure Coast Regional 
• Planning CouncU. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project Includes some of. the highest quality pirie 
flatwoods communities remaining in southern Ronda, 
and represents an ecotone between pine flatwoods 
and the treeless Everglades. The project would also 
protect high quality examples of prairie and savannah. 
The project provides habitat for the federally 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAJ Rank 

Rorida panther · G4T1/S1 
Srlail kite G4?T1/S1 
Rorlda threeawn G2/S2 
Rorida sandhill crane G5T2T3/S2S3 
Piedmont jointgrass G3/S3 
Wet Aatwoods G?/S4? 
Hydric Hammock G?jS4? 
Wet Prairie G?jS4? 
Mart Prairie G?/S4? 
Mesic Ratwoods G?/S4 

14 FNAJ elements known from site 

endangered snail kite and wood stork. The project is 
contiguous with the J.W. Corbett Wildlife Management 
Area and the private Pratt-Whitney Wildlife Refuge -
and includes a mile-wide connector to Jonathan 
Dickinson State Park. Urbanization is rapidly isolating 
the State Park. 

When compared to other acquisition· projects, the 
archaeological and historical resource value of the 
subject tract is considered to be low. 

Hunting, hiking, natural resource appreciation, fresh 
water fishing, bicycling, horseback riding, and 
primitJve.·camping can be accommodated on the 
project. Acquisition of the project would also serve· to 
expand J.W. Corbett Wildlife Management Area and 
Jonathan Dickinson State Park as wen· as preventing 
isolation of managed areas. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
If acquired, the Game · and Fresh Water Fish ·· 
Commission would manage most of the project under 
Multiple-use principles as an addition to J. w. Corbett 
Wildlife Management Area; The Division of Recreation 
and Parks would manage the portion of the project 
east of 1-95 as an addition to Jonathan Dickinson 
State Park and would develop a plan for public use of 
the property compatible with resource· conservation. 
Specific management measures · of both agencies 
would include preparation of a detailed inventory and 
assessment of biological· communities; restoration of 
the natural hydroperiod and other natural processes 
such as growing season fires, control measures to 
protect sensitive areas from vehicular abuse, and 
exotic plant and animal removal. A study· should be 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

SlarHip 

FY 1993-94 

CATEGORY 

Slarklp 

FY1993-94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET FEQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parks for area east of 1-95 

Saun:a of Funds Eslimaled Funds Required 
. (CAR. GR. etc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL -0- $3,640 -0- $58,212 

CARL -0- $3,640 -0- $58,212 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTjBUDGET REQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for area west of 1-95 

Saun:a of Funds Eslimaled Funds Raquirad 
(CAR. GR. etc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $92,186 $12,000 $91,800 $83,200 

FCO 

-0-

-0-

FCO 

-0-

CARL $92,186 $12,000 $91,800 $83,200 $225,000 
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Total 

$61,852 

$61,852 

Total 

$279,186 

$504,186 
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conducted to determine optimum location of wildlife 
·underpasses where U.S. 95 and the turnpike sever the 
connector to the State Park. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
More than- twenty-five percent of the project consists 
of wetland habitats unsuited for development. These 
wetland systems have been ·altered by a series of 
canals, dikes, levees, and a roadway, all of which 
have interrupted natural sheet flow of water over the 
site, created standing water in what were formerly 

- upland vegetative communities, and drained other 
portions of the site. 

The site Is currently zoned for agricultural use, which 
allows residential development of one dwelling- unit 
per 20 acres. The growth pressures in Martin and 
Palm- Beach Counties. are Intense. Development of 
the upland areas suitable for development would be 
expected to occur In the -near future if the land is not 
purchased for conservation purposes. ·Because of the 
large number of owners within the project area (Palm 
Beach Heights, a- platted but undeveloPed 
subdivision), it is likely that scattered residential 
development throughout the site could occur with 
sufficient frequency to Interfere with restoration of the 
site to its original state and with management of the 
remainder of the site. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The- project design for the Pal-Mar project was 
approved by the land Acquisition Advisory Council on 
December 6, 1991. Project design recommendations 
alter the southern boundary by including the 
remainder of the Corbally, et al ownership (2,560 
acres). The resources are similar to the adjoining 
project area according. to the Aorida Natural Areas 
Inventory. 

. The Ma~rthur Foundation has been CQntacted and is 
willing to negotiate the sale of the property to the 
State. A large majority of the owners in Palm Beach 
Heights· unrecorded . subdivision are . represented by 
one real estate agent. Indications are that there are 
many willing sellers within. the subdivision. 

Less-Than-Fee-Simple Acquisition Techniques 
It is recommended that this project be acquired. in fee
simple, with the exception of the Pal-Mar Water 
Management District owned lands. A conservation 
easement rNer these land$( or a donation) should be 
negotiated if possible. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 1: MacArthur ownership, Pal-Mar Water 

Management District, lara, Aorida 
National Bank, FNAI additions adjacent 
to J.W. Corbett. 

Phase II: Palm Beach Heights Subdivision, 
corridor to Jonathan Dickinson (Sections 
17-13, T 40S, R41 E, and Sections 7 and 
18, T40S, R42E). 

Coorcllnatlon 
The South Rortda Water Management District 
committed $1,000,000 to purchase the FDIC 
ownership within the· project area. 

#47 PAL-MAR 

. Martin County has committed $1 ,000,000 toward the 
~:acqulsition of the Pal-Mar project; $440,000 for the _ 

FDIC tract and $450,000 for other tracts within the 
project area; The county . has. committed its 
acquisition dollars to assist the South Aorida Water 
Management District; Palm Beach County has no 
funding committed toward this project at this time. 

OWNERSHIP 
Phase I of the project area consists of approximately 
23,440 acres, 89 parcels, and 21 oWners. 

Phase II includes part of Palm Beach Heights 
unrecorded subdivision and ·the Jonathan Dickinson 
Corridor. the subdivided area within the project -
boundary consists. of approximately a, 737 ·one acre 
lots _with an approximate tax assessed . value of 
3,058,000 (figure estimated). The corridor linking (7 
sections) the bulk of the . project area to Jonathan 
Dickinson State Park consists of 4,394 · acres, 19 
parcels, and 5 owners. The 1991 tax assessed value 
is approximately $26,720,553. 

The total project acreage consists of approximately 
32,137 acres, 8,845 parcels; and 7,026 owners. The 
1991 tax assessed value is approximately $46,334,231. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Pal-Mar did not receive funding last fiScal year due to 
its relatively low ranking; Since its position on the list 
has remained almost unchanged, it will lik&yiise be . 
unfunded in the 1993-94 FY as well. · 

OTHER ' 
The CSX Railroad right-of-way along State Road 710 · 
(Bee Une Highway), .which separates the southern 
boundary from J. W. Corbett, is part of a proposed 
High Speed Rail Study COrridor. The managing 
agency should coordinate with the Aorida Department 
of Transportation inregard to the protection of the_ 
resources· of the Pal-Mar project if the High Speed 
Rail becomes a reality in this area. 

RESOLUTIONS 
84-91: City of Boca Raton - Support for acquisition. 

Year Acres Funds 

None 

; ~"·. 
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.... ·LOCATION · . . . 
· · The Belle Meade Conservation arid Recreation Lands 

· .· .· .. · (CARL) . project is :located In the western portion of 
· · Collier County, just east Of Naples. 

< _;: 

· • · .. This project lies .within Aorida Senate Districts 25 and 
.·.• ::· 29 and Hou8e District· 102; It also lies··wlthln· the 
· · · Jurisdictions • of the SoUthwest Aorida Regional 
· · Planning Council and the South Aorlda Water 
\Management District. · 

.. · · · . RESOURCE. DESCRIPTION 
·. The Belle Meade project includes some ofthe most 

· . :' extensive examples of mature Old-growth hydric pine 
· < flatwoods (a wet flatwoods type) ln.southwest Aorida 

. .. ·. not within existing CARL projects. The hydrology of 
· · ·'·the .. hydric .·.pine· flatwoods and dwarf cypress 

Name 

·• Red;;cOckaded. 
.. woodpecker 
Aorida panther 
Bald eagle 

. Gopher tortoise· 
• Blrd~s nest spleenwort .. 
. Cow-homed orchid . 

Delicate lonopsis 
Ghost orchid · 

· .. MeSic Aatwoocls 
· Wet Aatwoods 

FNAI Rank· 

G2/S2 
G4T1/S1 
G3/S2S3 
G3/S3 
G?/S1 
G?/S1 

. G?/S1 
.·G?jS2. 
. G?/S4 
. G?/S4 

·~;Communities within· th&:. project are· relatively Intact 
The project would protect habitat for at least 5 FNAI 
Special Plants and a reported 23 Special Animals, 
Including the Aorida · panther, red-cockaded 

• woodpecker, and Aorida black bear. 

. The project is directly adjacent to- ther Save.· Our .. •.• .· 
Everglades CARL project (Golden Gate Estates); and 
would aid in protection ofthe primary watersh9d-:of. · 
the Rookery Bay Natlorial Estuarine Preserve. The: 
project also shares a tWo mile bounda,Y· with Collier.: · 
Seminole. State Park.·. If acquired, Belle Meade, ·will . • .. 
ultimately be an important part of a contiguous plibllc ' · · ··.. : 
conservation · area'· extending . acroSs·.· South ·:Aorida< · .•· • 
from the Gulf Coast to approximately ·ten (1()) miles· 
inland from the-Atlantic Ocean . 

. EXtensive .. wetlands .. within . the~ . project· .. ·· woulcf 
necessarily . limit_ public recreatlo,nal· Lis~s .to · I()W 
Intensity uses such as nature appreciation; naturaL : .. 

· resource education, .and hiking. . Hunting, and• · 
horseback riding<could :also. be·,. accommodated> 
These opportunities woUld be limited.for-muct•(of the . ·. 
year during the wet season. .. ·· · · · · · · ·. · 

. . . ·' .. 

Although . the. Belle Meade· .projeCt ·has· not been . · 
subfected to a· cultural resource asSessment survey; . 
3 archeological· sites· •haVe· been recorded in. the· 
Aorida Site File within the project boundaries; 'and 
additlonai'·Sites· may be present When compareet to • 
other acquisition projects; the archeological and . . · · 
historical resource· value/potential of. this project is · 
consldered·.to ._be moderate. · · · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS .... 
The Division·of Forestry proposes to manage the Belle ·· 
Meade• project'• in. conjunction·. with .the·· ·adjacent• 
Golden Gate .·State Forest (G. G.· Estates South); 
cooperating· managers wiD· be the· Game. and Fresh: . · · . 
Water Fish Commission and the Division ~of Historical.· · . 
Resources. The . projeCt·~ will 'be .• ·managed. in ·. . . 
accordance . with the · Division's "total .. resour~e 

. concepr _- to re8tore, · maintain, and protect in 
perpetuity ·· all · native '· eco5y8tems; ·. · to. . integrate 
compatible human use; . and to insure · long~term 
viability of. popul8tlons and species considered rarei' -
Management activitleswUI also stress enh8ricement of· · 
the abundance and distribution of threatened ; and·. · 
endangered. species - particularly for the· red
cockaded woodpecker, Aorida panther, and Florida 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

··- · .... : ·. 

CATEGORY' 

·Siarklp 

FY191B84 

PR0.JECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FEQUESTS- F ACCUIRED 
. Division of Forestry 

Saulae of Funda Esllmalad Funds Raquirad-
(CARL. GR. ale.} 

Salaty OPS Expense oco·. 

CARL $31,849 .().. $15,661 $76,675 

CARL .. $31,849 .().. $15,661 $5,000 
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FCO . Total 

.().. $124,185 

.().. . $52,510 
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tW3~ julginaL conditions ·to the ·greatest • 'extentYRractlcaL 
, .~; • · ... · .. ;_Unnecessary roads, · firelines, · ancL hydrPJagiCal. 
:;:+-;;~·. :./•diSturbanceswlll· be· abandoned·· andjorrestored:.to 
·~ ·;:;; ;· "; the greatest extent practiCal/ A re5ou..Ce~ inventory · · 
~ ,i'l . wtll be· used to Identify sensitive areas neecJirig special' .. 
•: .•t:(·( ·. : protection' or management; < and to loCate areas•· ·•· 

. )~~~yi> ---~n;::ill~:;eadY cilsturbed) that are appropriat~::for 
' .~ .:.!.. : .. -;~1 

.•;},t?~. :>_·Fire . management will be. one of the most important· 
· '''> < tools for management of ·Belle Meade. An all season 

~\~ =7u.rarn~ =:'"=I.:UL~..z 
£;)• •· } _possible, exiSting·· roads, black lines;·. foam Jines. and 
:·~- ·';{natural breaks will be utilized to contain and control 

· • ' ·. >,.. prescribed ·lind natural .··fires .. · _Timber ·management :; ~J~0:t '< activities·. will• .. primarily, consist·. of practices aimed.· at . 
::.·_\, .. '_:I.:~.: maintaining and perpetuating forest: ecosystems; 

-·. · :; stands· should not have a targeted rotation age~. but 
:· · · · . should be managed to maintain a bread diVersity of . 
·v ; t':age classes. Old-growth stands should be managed 

~/;~}}' . ), 'to maintain old:.growth characteristics; . 

. ~i,i;-~~. ; vULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT · 
.. §t:_.x< Vulnerability: The project site is most vulnerable to 
;)" ·: .. : chcinges In hydrology as land Is drained to 
~ }.; i' •. accommodate future development and to sUbdivision 

-;~t¥'." 2 :•·into.small .. parcels as has·•occurred-ln· Golden Gate· 
·/:R··, ,' .Estate&· At present theproject is a large contiguous· 
'k!;i;': ;y · : system whose hydrologic system Is comiected to 
·~~Jr·' -.·rRookery Bay. ·Changing .. the current land use· to 
•··~~;~·< ;::::agriculture.orresldential development will interrupt the · 
·'-\§)f,'tnaturaJ:hydrology, notonly.altering.slgniflcant wildlife· 
. i;•· · • habitat, but also affecting the ecology ofthe Rookery . 

' .. ·· · Bay estuarine system. . There is also a threat of 
;. ::- .. increasing Occurrences of invasive exotic plants 
:d;K·~;~ .:)·>•resulting from an increased frequency of fires (related 
• ~·-.•· .t ~ to changed·. hydrology) arieL a lack of . active 
j,.b, •• - :~. management to remove those exotics already on;;site. 
~·~~(~_Q.:·.-.: - _::- . . . . .. 

{~ ··- : -~ Endangerment: The Belle Meade proJect is currently • . 
• ~~.·· ,·· • .• in. an area of Collier County that has been· relatively 
,,.,, .free of development pressures. However; as the . 
:I}L ··.county's urban• areas move eastward, this area ·is 
· /;:' more likely to be developed orto be converted to 

•· · •· · · ·· · agricultural . uses. 

.. •{,.,;. •• A: Development pressures targeting the Belle .Meade are . 
; -~'· ·;;!Jncreasing:rapldly, with Naples leading the~ county in · 
; /•: <' · metropolitan growth; Urban development· in· primary 

''·' '~-. watersheds of other estuarines (e.g. Tampa Bay) has 
· .• resulted in . significant· loss of habitat; as well as 

: ; abundance-and diversity of important fisheries; 
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'ACQUISmONiPtrANNi~G,·,,, .... • ...•. ·: .. < 
The projecf.design ,~~es poitk)ns.•.of three ~and·· One.· · 

· · ~ sectiPn!l<alor:~g,.the/westem ··. tl()undar:Y:. Jllese . 
· d~ettons exclUde\ daveloJ)ect ··(florida _Sporis'f»ark) 
· areas·and;Sectlons.•closesuo. SR 9s rwith·:liLimerous · 
-•own&rshiiJs,;~··~lgheri::denslty:zonlng;,,::anct,-~ai>praved;.·.· .. 

· developments; · Minor7 aqjuStmel'ltsc.lo ;the::souttlem •·.·•· •. ·.·: 
boundary"..were·--alsq"·.made<prirnanly"'.to•falow:.··.·. ·· 
ownership boundaries; · · ··· · •' ·· ·. · 

.· . Acaulsttion Phasina ~ .... ····.... . · · ... · ... · . .. . . 
· Phase. I:: Acreage·· south ()f.· 1-7?:. and .north ancL · ·· 

. adjacent to Sab81 Palm.,ROad/~ectlons~s · · 
anct 29 south;and:adjacenuo~Sabal .Palm 

.~ Road). : ? ·· 
Phase II: . Acreagt) :.north_.of···l.;75. and· remaihlrtg·, 

. acreage~south.of $abal Palm;Roat:i: ,·. . 
. ,·, .· ... ·.·- ·:.:· -- ·•.-.,. 

OWNERSHIP .·~. _ · ... · , .·. ·.. , .. • ·.· ..... 
This. project consists otcapproximately.40;846 a~r~; ... · 

. 762 parcels. aild 504 ownn"The.taX;asses,sed value.' 
is approximately·$62.933~ooo,: .. . . 

ACQUISITION;stATlls - ... · . · .. · ._ .. ·.. . .. · ... ··,· .... · .· .. _ ... ·. ·. , 
The.· L.8nd. Acquisition AdvisOry CouncH 1'8rikecL this 
project . for the·.· first time • .In • DecemtM!r ·1992. 
Acquisition · activities, I.e. · .. · boundary • mapping, 
E!ppralsals, etc;, have nOt yetbegun.; : · · 

. ' - . . . . . . . ' . 

.·RESOLUTIONS, . . 
·, . Rookery:· Bay: Nati9nai,, ESt~ry;-;;. Research _ · 

. . ReserVtfiSupJX)rt far,acquiSttloni · · ; ·. . .... . ... ·. ..·. 

.. -~.; 

-! 



LOCA:noN 
The Yellow River Ravines Conservation and 
Recreation lands (CARL) acquisition project Is located 
in East Santa Rosa County and West Okaloosa 
County, on the southern boundary of the Blackwater 
River State Park. 

This. project lies within Florida Senate District. 1 and 
House District 1. It also lies within the jurisdictions of 
the West Florida Regional Planning CouncU and the 
Northwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Yellow River Ravines, lying between Eglin Air 
Force Base and Blackwater River State Forest, 
consists principally of cutover ·uplands bisected by 
three north-south seepage streams that harbor several 
rare· plant and animal species. The tract, If acquired, 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Panhandle Uly G1G2/S1S2 
Hairy WUd Indigo G2T1T2/S1S2 
Florida Bog Frog G2/S2 
SandhU! G_2G3/S2 
Flatwoods Salamander G2G3/S2S3 
Sweet Pitcher-plant G3/S2 
White-top Pitcher~plant. G3/S3 
S~flower G3G4/S3 
Alligator Snapping Turtle G3G4/S3 
Floodplain Swamp G?/S4? 

17· FNAI elements known from project 

would maintain the integritY of these seepage streams, 
which are tributary to the Yellow River. The project Is 
known to harbor 5 FNAI Special Plants, including the 
state endangered panhandle lily, sweet pitcher-plant, 

and white-top pitcher-plant. 9 FNAI Special Animals 
occur on or near the project. Occurrences of other 
listed species are considered likely. The majority of 
the uplands once supported sandhill, but that has 
been largely destroyed through mechanical site 
preparation and planting of sand pine plantation. 

One of the unique biological communities of the state 
is that associated with the steephead streams and 
seepages of the lower Yellow River valley. Many of 
the streams of this area are· characterized as swift, , 
clear, and sand-bottomed. The "shifting• sand 
streams of this project are known to be of particular 
importance for the existence of a number· of rare 
invertebrates (part_icularly several species of cadisfly). 

Although the Yellow River Ravines project has not 
been subjected to a cultural resource assessment 
survey, 2 archaeological sites and 1 historical site 
have been recorded in the Florida Site File within the 
project. When compared to other acquisition 
projects, the archeological and historical resource· 
value/potential of this project is considered to be low 
to moderate. 

The project. area could accommodate varied 
recreational opportunities such as. picnicking; 
camping, hiking, nature appreciation, natural resource 
education, freshwater fishing, and· hunting. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Division of Forestry Is the recommended manager 
of the Yellow River Ravines project .. The project 
would be managed In conjunction with the adjacent 
Blackwater River State Forest and in accordance with 
the Division's "total resource concept" - to restore, 
maintain, and protect in perpetuity all native 
ecosystems; to lntegrate·compatlble human use; and. 
to insure long-term viability of populations and species 
considered· rare. Unnecessary roads, firelines, and 
hydrological disturbances will be abandoned and/or 
restored to the greatest extent practical. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY 

Slalklp 

FY181B84 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET REaUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Forestry 

Source of Fwlda Eslimalad Funds Aaquirad 
(CAR. GR. elc.) 

Salary CPS Expense oco 

CARL $31,849 ..(). $15,661 $76,675 

CARL $31,800 ..(). $15,000 $5,000 
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FCO Total 

..(). $124,185 

..(). $51,800 
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The projectwUI require, a large scale effort to restore 
the uplandsvegetation to its original character Qargety ' 
sandhill).. Areas with. intact groundcover should: be 
actively; managed with prescribed fire to insure an 
onsite seed source. Long-term restoration should 
include maintenance of longleaf pine in age classes 
sufficient to be viable breeding/foraging habitat for the 
red-cockaded woodpecker. Fire historically would 
have burned down from the sandhills into the baygall 
(Atlantic white cedar bogs) of the ravines and wet 
prairies of the project. The majority .of the rare plants 
of the project occur in these communities and require 
relatively open habitat; fire should be reintroduced into 
the wet prairie and baygalls along the creeks of. the 
project as soon as practicaL 

The state-threatened Aorida black bear is known to 
occur on or near the project. A study should be 

· conducted to determine the desirability /feasibility of 
retrofitting Interstate 10 and US 90 with wildlife 
underpasses (e.g., installation of larger box culverts at 
stream crossings) to allow for movement of large 
mammals, including the black bear, between· natural 
areas on the Yellow River Ravines, Blackwater River 
State Forest, and Eglin Air Force Base. 

Julian Mill and· Burnt Grocery Creeks flow under 
Interstate 10 through concrete box culverts. These 
creeks are suffering increaseq sedimentation at these 
crossings apparently due, in large part, to Improper 
culvert size and/or design, resulting in altered 
streamflow characteristics. Long-term protection, 
these streams will likely require the retrofitting of the 
drainage structures. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Vulnerability: The principle threats to the site are 
conversion of more natural· areas to. pine· plantations, 
loss of upland resources to development, degradation 
of water quality in the Yellow River system, and 
impounding the river system to create ponds for 
raising . fish. 

Endangerment: Santa Rosa County is not 
experiencing the high growth being seen in. other 
areas of the state. However, endangerment could be 
considered moderate because of the likelihood of 
converting the property· to pine plantations and the 
fact that. impoundments to create ponds for raising 
freshwater fish are numerous in the area. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project design for the Yellow River Ravines 
project was approved by the LAAC on December 10, 
1992. 

The resource planning boundary was modified to 
exclude all improved parcels and smaller ownerships 
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1 within the project boundary. The .OMsion of Forestry 
, · and NorthWest Aorida Water Management District will · 

acquire part of the Champion ownership, CARLthe 
remaining (see attached map); CARLWill also acquire · 
the smaller ownerships within Sectlon·20. 

Coordination 
The Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services is using its Preservation 2000 inholdings and 
additions fund to acquire part of Champion· 
International. The district is·currently appraising the. 
floodplain area and intends to acquire it . in. an 
exchange with Champion. 

The Division of Forestry will acquire approximately 
5,242 acres (It Is anticipated that the Northwest 
Aorida Water Management District will• acquire· the 
flood plain portion of the acreage) with a tax value of 
$2,279,681. The CARL program will acquire ·the. 
remaining 5,214 acres with a tax value of $2,587,992. 

OWNERSHIP 
This project consists of approximately 10,457 acres, 
31 parcels, and 7 owners. The tax assessed value is 
approximately $4,867,857. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
The Land Acquisition Advisory . CouncU ranked this 
project for the first time. in December 1992. 
Acquisition activities, l:e. boundary mapping, 
appraisals, etc., have· not yet begun. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 

Year Acres Funds 

None 



LOCATION . . 
. Citrus· .. County, on Rorida's west . central coast 

· ·· · · .· . between Crystal. River and· Homosassa· Springs~ This 
·• · ·. , .. · project lies within Rorida's Senate District 4 and · 
· · · ; House District 43. It is also within the jurisdictions of 

· .. · · the Southwest Rorida Water Management District and 
· · .· the Withlacoochee Regional Planning. CouncU. 
. ;.: ' . . 

. ··· .. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION · .. 
This projeCt Is •· predominantly· hydric harnmock, 
bottomland forest; Salt marsh, mangrove islands, and· 

.·. spring-run streama These natural communities are In · 
· · good to excellent condition and support a diversity of 

.. · .·.·. wildlife, InCluding some speqles that are .considered 
· rare or endangered (e.g;, bald eagles and West Iridian 

. . . 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements·.··. 

·Name ·FNAI Rank 

· West Indian manatee · G2?/S2?· 
.· Bald· eagle · .G3fS2S3 
. Estuarine Tidal. Swamp G3/S3. 

Hydric Hammock G?/S4? 
Maritime Hammock G4/S3 
. Estuarine Tidal· Marsh G4/S4. 
· Marine tldai marsh ... G4/S4 

7 · FNAI ·elements known· from site 

·· manatee). · The project bo~ders; and has a direct 
influence on, the St Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve. 

Several archaeological··· sites are reported ·for the 
project area, and • there Is good potential that others 

. could be discoVered through a system8tlc .cultural 
survey .. 

. ,· ·. 

. .. ~-·· 

. . This project provides· : excenent · recreational .• 
opportUnities which'coulct·.•lncltide bOating~ fisliir~g; ·. · 
camping, swimming; . picnicking, rl8ture stu~y •. and 
photography. . · · · · 

.. MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS .... •· •... . < ...•. ·. . • .•..... · . • ••.••••.... 

· The St Martins River project is to .be matuiged .by the· • ,·· .· . 
Division of State lands of the Department of Natural 

. · Resources. as· al'l;· addition to: the•St: Martins· Marsh · . 
· · Aqt.iatlcPr~senie. The.primarymEm~gementobjectiVe < .• 

for the.·. project . is ·tl)e • ·. preserVatiOrf of~. the< naturally 
occurring. and ~elatiVely-· un~ter9ct~ flcna :and:~ ta~QB~· .' 

·The preserV&tlon ofthe' ~racf hi a stibstanti~l.IIY natural<· . 
· condition will·· provide additional,: 'Important· benefits: 
protection of:habita(for endangerec{ or threatened .. · . 
species, protection of water q4Biity in the Aquatic• ··· 
Preserve, and; protection Of slgnlflc;arit archaeological_ •·• .· · 

. . sit&s: . . . . ' . 

VUtNERABIUTY. AND ENDANGERMENT, .,.··.. . , . .. 
··· The• project area li~s within .·ther-physiog~phic .r~gi()n ·•.· 
. defined by· CitliJ~F COunty: . as .Terraced:: Caastar 
Lowlands. · .. This · area· Is. liighiy. unsuitStile '':foh . 
. development because the fractured limeStone snelf, ·. 
underlying this ·area and even. outcropping·. in·. places,· 
allows·almost ·immediate 9Xchang~;V/ithoti'Je,altesiaii • · ·• · 
aquifer: . · ' ·• · · · 

. Citrus County is experiencing ~()ne/of the• fastest . · 
·population growth, rates ('72;82% Hom 1980 to 19.9()) · , .· 
. In the state, only behind Charlotte,· Collier, .Brevard . · 
ai1d · Browarcl Counties.\ The countyJ1as atterr1pted to ·. 
restrict .. new . high density. developmenf\vithin the · 
coastal,lowlands westor·us 19·111 its _C()mprehenslve · : 
Plan. ·Some · subStantial· · development . permits; 

. . however,· have· been grandfathered; ·and. c6mmerci81 . · · 
. development, housirigdev81opmetit, and mobUehome . . .. 
parks Impact parts'of the project :iirea Closest to :us ··· · 
19.· Vacatlonhomes·~nd flstlPampsoccur along·the .. 

·· lower·reaches·of the Homosassa River. A. power. nne · · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS. 

PAST, CURRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT cosTs/BUDGET REQUEST 
Division of State lJinds · •:, ; .. 

.. ! 

Saulae ol Funda Funda 
Y9R (CAR. GR, 811:) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCo Total 

FY11111.az IITF $34,851 $6,998 $10,500 ~- ~ $52,349'· .•. .·. 

FY 'ISIID83 IITF $34,851 $13,995 $12,735 -~ .,:o. $61;581 

FY1SID&I IITF $34,851 $27,989 $16,500, $56,800 . $15,000. $151,140: •. 
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ST. MARTINS RIVER 

ACQUISITION PHASES II & Ill 
BEING APPRAISED & NEGOTIATED 

~ ACQUISITION PHASE IV 
~ LAST ACQUISITION PHASE 
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· #50· ST~. MARTIN'S ·RIVER 

. ··' eXtel1ds along a sizeable length,ofthe,St Martin: anct 
•.•.• · Homdsassa> RIVers~· ·and •· · will•• probably •. assU're>• the::.·.,. 
· · · .. · · evemu8J develoP,Y,ent of substantial portions• of this. .• 

biOlogiCally· productive estuarine .environment; if it: is 
.· ··· ..• · not permanently. proteCted; . 

. . ACQUISITION PLANNING ... . .. . ··. ·. . . . . . 
· ·.The. St Martins RIVer project design was approved• by .. 

·. the· Land Acquisition· Advisory Council (LAAC) on · 
. February 12; 1988. The final project boundaries.were 
.• designed with the Intent to exclude industrial and 
commercial development, developed> subdiVisions, 

.. ·. and. other· substantial;· habitable hoosing:> Priority_ 
· : areas Initially emphasize protection ·of. an upland/ 

·. wedand corridor betWeen .the Crystal RiVer and st.· 
Martins projects and the protection ofthe main river 

. corridors. Phase I of, the project area should be 
· .. , · boundary mapped; appraised; . and acquired• initially; 

.· After successful completion of Priority Area ·1; priority 
·.. Area 2 should. be begun, then Priorities 3 and 4. . 

· · . Accjuisition· Priorities: 
·1. large ownerships, ~ 40 acres, within Area 1. 
. 2. Other ownerships .. ·within Area I and large · 

ownerships, · :> 40 acres, within Area II. 
·.··. 3. Other.'ownershipswithin Area 11. · 

4. Ownerships in Area 111. · 

On December 7, 1990; the LAAc· approved the 
. ·addition of approximately 420:acres to•Phase.l of the 

... ··.northeastern project boundary. The additions were 
for- the· purpose of •facilitating negodations. and 
·management 

On June 28; 1991 •. the LAAC approved the boundary 
mapping of Phases II and Ill; approximately 4700 
acres: 

. ) On November 22; 1991, the L.AAC approved the 
· • · addition ofctwo parc::els, 14 and 20 acres; to the 

• project boundary. · · · · · · 

. OWNERSHIP; . . .. . · 
Most of the large ownershipshave been acquired in 
Phase I. Approximately 75 awnershlps (4700± acres) 

·. ·remain to be a~ulrecl.ln ·Phase II and Ill. . 

·_,.-:"'.' ·. -"\'·· 

; .· .···;· ... 

''.AgQ,UISfT!~N~~~~S:i.:. ·:·:' .. : .. :.:~_·/ i,;·.···.· :::·.· ''_··•.·, __ .. 
~~: •. Durjng;~titt~Jlllst!year;fi!pprj)ximately.2;358,acres 111ere· : ·· . 

. ··· .·:·~~:aecyll••'~i:N)t(~"!-~aJ:,ni'm:m:~t=~ii·····-·.:·.:··.·.·.·· 
• negotiation at~ Phases itkancUII; theionly;.parts of/ttl~· · ·· 
· .project··remalnlng ~Will•.be:the Out:~ IslandS,\ very•srnall:, •·· 
tracts ·and• ul'ldeveloped subdlvlsiorrlots. ·· · · · 

. . RESOLUTIONS · .. ·· · • . · ... ·. ·· . . / .. .· · ... 
86R-10: City ·. of/ C'rystai RIVer . < Support . 

acquisition. · .•• · ... · •. · .... · ·-.·.· · .· . ·· .. · .. ··.·· ·· • .. ·. ·· .· . 

a&;168: _Citrus ·County!'Commissiort·"···· $upport.fo( 
· ·. . acquisition.· · · · .. ·•·_.•· · .· ·· ... ·,·•· · · .. ·.· · · , 
89R;;17: City · of· CrySUif• . RIVer. .:<. Support i tor· 

· aCq~iSitl~~ ,' _,. .. · _ .. : .· ·- · 
89-181 :. · Cit~s.: County ·CommisSion 

. acquiS~IoJ:t. . . . . . . 

· .. - ....... ·-~. . 
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LOCATION 
.In Chartotte County, along Aorida's southwest coast, 
between Port Chartotte and Fort Myers, approximately 
20 miles north of FortMyers. This project lies within 
Aorida's Senate District 24 and House Districts 71, 72, 
and 74. It Is also· within the jurisdictions of the 
Southwest Aorlda Regional Planning Council and the 
SouthWest ·Aorlcla 1Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Chartotte Harbor estuarine system is considered 
to be one of the most productive bay jestuary.systems 
in Aorlda. This project. provides an essential addition 
to lands previously acquired through the EEL 
program. · Most of the lands are wetlands, including 
mangrove, salt marsh, and salt flats, and directly 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

West Indian manatee G2?jS2? 
Aorlda sandhW crane· G4T2T3/S2S3 
Bald eagle · G3/S2S3 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp . G3/S3 
Aorlda long-tailed weasel G5T3/S3? 
Mesic Aatwoods G?jS4 
Estuarine Tidal Marsh G4/S4 
Southern mink G5T5/S2 
Snowy egret G5/S4 

.·Great egret G5/S4 
10 FNAI elements known from site 

Influence the water quality of Chartotte Harbor. 

. The project area contains two recorded 
archaeological sites, both of which are shell midden 
mounds. 

This project can provide a variety of recreational 
opportunities that are compatible with the primary 

acquisition objective of natural resource protection 
including boating, fishing, and nature appreciation. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Chartotte Harbor project would be managed by 
the Division of State Lands as· an addition to the 
Chartotte Harbor State Reserve and as upland buffer 
for· several state Aquatic Preserves (Gasparilla 
Sound/Chartotte Harbor, Cape Haze, and Matlacha 
Pass). Management of the State Reserve would 
coincide with management objectives and policies set 
forth in the Chartotte . Harbor Aquatic Preserve 
Management Plan, adopted by the Board of Trustees 
(Governor and Cabinet). The basic goals of resource 
management for the Reserve are: to conserve natural 
values and allow visitors access; to enhance 
protection and preservation of the wetland resources 
of the adjacent Aquatic Preserve; to protect and 
preserve native species and habitats, partlcularty any 
that are rare or endangered; to restore communities 
altered by man, to the greatest extent possible; to 
protect archaeological/historical resources; to 
enhance· public appreciation for the elements of 
natural diversity. A cooperative management role for 
the protection of archaeological and other cultural 
resources in the Reserve will be provided by the 
Division of Historical Resources. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The project lands ·are moderately vulnerable 
compared with other types of ecosystems in the 
State. They are vulnerable to nearby . dredging, . 
interference with the flow of water and nutrients from 
adjacent uplands, and, bulkheading and filling.· · 

State and Federal regulatory agencies are currently 
doing a reasonable job of protecting coastal wetlands, 
but it is very unlikely that they could preserve the 
Chartotte Harbor mangrove fringe in the face of the 
intense development pressures occurring there. 
The Caliente Springs DRI was approved by Chartotte 
County on the portion of the project adjacent to the 
Chartotte Harbor Aatwoods project. The development 
order was appealed by the Department of Community 
Affairs, and the accompanying comprehensive plan 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY1991.C 

fY 1saz.a3 

fY 1993-84 

PAST, aJRRENT, and PFOJEC1ED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET FEQUEST 
Divlaion of State Lands 

Source ol Funds Funds 
(CAR. GR, ale) Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

IITF $7,484 .o- $3,500 .o- .o-
IITF $7,057 .o- $3,500 .o- .o-
IITF $40,891 $33,587 $25,000 $2,750 .o-
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Total 

$10,984 

$10,557 

$102,228 
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amendment was found to be not iri compliance by the 
Department. · · 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Charlotte Harbor project was reevaluated in the 
spring of 1988 to enhance its manageability. A. 
project design, approved by the Land Acquisition 
Advisory Council (LAAC) in June 1988, retained 
sixteen of the seventeen parcels from the original 
project (2,215. acres) and. added another ten parcels 
in nine ownerships (3, 141 acres) for a cumulative total 
of 5,356 acres. The revised project area primarily 
included estuarine wetlands critical to.the ecological 
integrity of the Charlotte Harbor estuarine system, as 
well as other lands intended to Improve the· protection 
and recreational. value of existing state owned lands. 

The LAAC approved· the Charlotte County portion of 
the project design but did not approve recommended 
Lee County additions. Staff was directed to develop 
a separate lee County project design for the Charlotte 
Harbor area. 

· On November 20, 1992, the LAAC approved the 
addition of three parcels, totaling 188 acres with an 
estimated total tax assessed value of $66,086.45 to 
the project boundary. One 60 acre parcel on 
McGrath Point was recommended for addition by the 
aquatic preserve manager and consists of tidal.marsh, 
mangroves, and two Islands with pines· and oaks. The 
other two parcels were recommended for addition. by 
the Trust for Public Land and consist of wetlands 
adjacent to two subdivisions. 

Coordination 
The Trust for Public Lands has been an intermediary 
in the state's acquisition of two large tracts within this 
project and is a continuing participant in Its planning 
and acquisition. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 16,300 acres were acquired with EEL 
funds ($5,115,956), and 936 acres through donations. 
Twenty-seven property owners remain, nine of which 
were added In the ·June 1988 project design (see 
• Acquisition Planning•). 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
This project is eligible for funding as a substantially 
complete project The Trust for Public Land (fPL) is 
taking the lead in negotiations for acquisition of the 
remaining acreage, but has had no success to date;· 

Eminent Domain 
Reauthorized and extended to 1993 by the 1987 
legislature. 

OTHER 
This . project is within a Chapter 380 Resource 
Planning and Management Area with Management 
Plans Adopted, and Is within the study area for the 
Charlotte Harbor Committee, a resource planning and 
management committee appointed under the authority 
of Chapter 380. The Charlotte Harbor Committee 
endorsed the purchase of the original acreage 
purchased under the EEL program. 
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RESOWTIONS 
. 92'-254: · Ctl5lrfotte County ·cOmmission - Support 

for acquisition. . . 
90;.294: Charlotte County Commission· - Support 

for acquisition. · · 
89-03-50: lee County Commission - Support for, 

acquisition. · · 
891-88: City of Punta Gorda · - Support for 

acquisition .. 
88-26: DeSoto County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 
88-4: Lake County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 
89-137: Charlotte· County Commission - Support 

for acquisition. 
. 88-6-29: lee County. Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 
88-49: Charlotte County Commission -. Support 

for acquisition. . 
88-82: Charlotte County Commission - Support 

for acquisition. 
83-157: City of Belleair Bluffs - Support for 

acquisition. 
82-10-3: lee County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. · 
1987: Greater Pine Island Civic Association -

19n 
1982 
1985 
1986 
1987 
1990 

Support for acquisition. . .. r 

1992 
1991 
1990 
1989 
1988 
1987 
1986 
1985 
1984 
1983 
1982 
1980 

15,609.21 
1,074.30 

140.00 
414.00 
840.00 
526.00 

32 
48' 
50 
39 
39 
8 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
3 

$4,815,956 
$300,000 

$0 
$0 

$2,954,882 
$202,475 
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* ·. ACtual acreage acquired is greater. Joint FOOT fDNR ·acquisitions of less.-than 1 oo.: acres do-not require i . · >. ·· 
Trustees' action or approval, and are not included in Bureau of La:nd AcquiSition's status report- of acreage ·. 

. . acquired. · · · · 
. * Includes acreage acquired in Collier-Phoenix Exchange:. . 
. * . _·. Includes acreage acquired by National Park Service (NPS) to October 1; 1992; · 

** -· By all· programs. Does not include funds expended or encumbered by NPS from January 1 1 1992 to October .· · 
1, 1992. . 

LOCATION· 
·. :. In Collier County, south Aorida, east of Naples. The 

project is north and south of Alligator Alley, adjacent 
to the Fakahatchee Strand project area. · This project 
lies within Florida's Senate District 29 and House 

. /Districts nand 102. It is also within the jurisdictions 
· of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council 

· ·.• and the SoUth Aorlda Water Management District 
. . 

· ·RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . . . .. . 
. This . project 'ln~udes areas . of . very. important 
· • hYcfrologlcaJ, connection with Big Cypress NationaJ 

....... Preserve, Fakahatchee Strand· State Preserve~ and 
: ': ;; Ev8rglades National Park •. The project area-serves as 

· _ · .• · : the headwaters of the largest· strand· swamp in the 
., · · ·· · · · nation - the Fakahatchee Strand: Besides performing 

Highest Ranked FNAJ,;jisted Bements 

Name FNAJ.Rank·. 
' .. 

Coastal vervain G2/S2 
Aorlda panther G4T1/S1-

. Narrow,;jeaved Carolina 
scalystem G4T2/S2 

Aorida black bear G5T2/S2 
Aorlda sandhUI crane G5T2T3/S2S3 . 
Shell Mound ·G3/S2. 
Bald eagle G3/S2S3 

· ·Night-scented orchid G?/S2 
· GhOst orchid· G?/S2 
· Eastern -Indigo· snake. G4T3/S3 

17 FNAJ elements known from Site · 

· essential hydrological functions for other· significant 
natural areas, the Save Our Everglades project Is an 

··· excellent natural area In its own right · Natural 
community types existing on the property include 
cypress forest, pine forest, hammock, mixed swamp 
forest, wet and dry prairies and freshwater marsh. 

.· The project area Is known to support many 
endangered, threatened or rare ·species Including a 
large variety of rare orchids and other epiphytes, as 
well as the endangered Aorlda panther. 

· . Although the project area. has not been sy~terriatically ... ·· 
surveyed for cultural resource sites, it is believed:to 
have gOoc:f potentialforarchaeological investigations;· 

. . . . .. · .· . 

The project can provide. a range· ofcrecreational• . 
. OPPortUnities that are compatible .with .the. primary. 
acquisition· objectiVe of. natural resource protection ... · .... 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS· · . .. .· .. ·. . . · 
· The· Save Our Everglades project:should:managed as 
a-multiple-use area·1with,;primaryi'manageme!it. being ; . 
orlentSd,toWard·iresource·protectlon; •··. Allowable<uses-

. that should: be considered include -Jluriting,.Jishing: 
hikin~ eamping, and' nature appreciation. . Lands 
acquired will ·be managed as additions to the 
· Fakahatche$ . State Preserve, . the Aorida .·Panther 
NatlonaiWildlife,Refuge and, the Blg;C}ipress National 
Preserve. Lead.managers for this project should be . 
the DIVision of Recreation and Parks (Fakahatchee);· 
the'Natloiial .Park Service (Big cypress Connection),·· 

· ·•· Division: of· Forestry .for GOid~n ·Gate Estates,. and: the . 
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United ·.States FISh 8nd : Wildlife·, Service .. (Aorida · 
Panther·NatiOtial WUdlife:Refuge) with the,Game and 
Fresh Water Fi$h,.Commission, and the DiVision of 

· Historical_ ResourceS of . the Department:. of _State 
cOoperating. 

. . . 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT . 
. . The ecological· character and unique resources within · 
· the Save Our Everglades CARL project are extremely .. _ 
sensitive; and.are•wlnerable•to a variety ofactivities. 
Drainage· and other··, physical· disruptions to· the 
hydrology of the area can cause significant shifts in 
vegetative composition: ·by· changing ·• Inundation ... 
periods, fire regimes, or soil. properties. .Construction . · 
of access roads not only has the potential . for _· 
changing surface sheet"-fiOW patterns, bUt also brings 
a greater disturbance to . wildlife and places greater 
stresseS on endangered plant and animal populations. 
The·, small size, and. ·limited · distribUtion of · these 
populations • makes·. them- particularly· wlnerable to· 
distUrbance. 

The project area caJ1 be considered endangered by a 
number Of human activities .. ·The presence of·mineral 
depOsits· such- as limestone· arid ·.peat ·.provides· · 
Incentive for exploitation of these resources. Although 
no specific plans for mining are known for the project · 
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. MANAGEMEN].;COSTS 

PAST, CURRENT,. and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
Division of Forestry for Golden Gate Estates South 

Source of Funds . Funds 
YEAR (CAR., GR. elc) 

Salary OPS Expense· oco FCO Total 

FY 1992-93 CARL andGR $3,000 -0- $1,000 -0- -0- $4,000 

FY 1993-94 CARL $63,698 $5,000 $24,202 $94,975 -0- $187,875 

PAST, CURRENT; and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service · 

Source of Funds 
YEAR (CARL. GR;. elc) 

Salary OPS 

FY 1991-92 Federal $385 -0-

FY 1992-93 Federal $400 -0-

FY1993-94 Federal $460 -0-

area, such activities · could occur possibly in 
association with existing limestone mines' north of the 
Northern Fakahatchee Strand· parcel near Copeland. 
on and gas eXploration and development. Is occurring 
in the Big Cypress Area,as a highly regulated activity, 
and it' would probably occur on the· Save Our 
Everglades project whether it Is acquired or not. Well
site access roads and pipelines have the potential for " 
ecological damage if not sited, con.structed, operated 
or removed property. 

ACQUISITION. PLANNING 

Coordination 
This is a joint endeavor of the National Park Service 
(NPS), the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and 
the State of Aorida's Conservation and Recreation 
lands (CARL) Program. The FJorida Department of 
Transportation (FOOT) also worked in conjunction 
with the CARL Program as it acquired acreage for the 
expansion of SR 84, now.1:.1s. Congress appropriated· 
$2 million to the NPS in FY 1993 for acquisitions 
within the Big Cypress National Preserve. 

The NPS and CARL are consolidating tracts in the Big 
Cypress Addition and the East of SR 29 Butter; and 
the USFWS acquired the acreage now managed as 
the Aorlda Panther National Wildlife Refuge (north of 
1-75). Approximately 6, 700 acres, adjacent to the 
refuge, were originally included in the CARL SOE 
boundary. The land Acquisition Advisory Council 
transferred this acreage to the Corkscrew Regional 
Ecosystem Watershed (CREW) project. This acreage 
Is, therefore, not Included in the remaining acreage 
calculation for the Save Our Everglades project. The 
CARL Program's primary focus in the Save Our 
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Funds 

Expense oco · FCO Tot8J 

$144 -0- -0- '$529 

$144 -0- -0- $544 

$180 -0- -0- $640 
.• 

Everglades project ·area has .been on Golden .Gates 
Estates South. 

The Big Cypress National Preserve and the Florida 
Panther National Wildlife Refuge will be enlarged 
considerably (84, 703 acres) by the finalization of the 
Collier-Phoenix Exchange. The remaining acreage to 
be acquired reflects this transaction. 

In estimating the required CARL funds to complete the 
Save Our Everglades project, 20% state 

. reimbursement to the. federal government for the 
·acreage acquired in the Collier-Phoenix exchange was 
not Included. 

OWNERSHIP 
The four programs, NPS, USFWS, FOOT, and CARL 
have acquired approximately 130,667 acres within the 
Save Our Everglades project as a whole. Over 22,000 
ownerships and 38,000 acres remain to be acquired. 
in Golden. Gate South. Approximately 3;000 
ownerships and 29,558 acres are left to acquire in the 
Big Cypress Addition. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Project is part of the Save Our Everglades Program 
and negotiations are progressing ahead of schedule. 
The Bureau of Land Acquisition of the Department of 
Natural Resources closed or put under option 
approximately 2,952 acres in Golden Gate Estates 
South during the past year and· another 729 acres in 
the Big Cypress Addition. Negotiations have been 
gready enhanced by the assistance given by the. 
Collier County Conservancy. · 

The NPS received $2 million for acquisition in the Big 
Cypress Addition last fiscal year. 
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. . Emlftenti:~oomaln, · - -. 
··- .· · · The Florida Legislature has specifically provided the · 

· · • power of eminent domain far· acquisition·. ot ,larx:ts . 
. _ . within this critical area . (Chapter 380:055(7); Florida · 

·· .Statutes)•. · Emlner:rt-domaln ·authority was'extetndedto 
1993 by the 1987 Legislature~ · · 

.-...••.•. : OTHER . . . . 

·• .. · .. This .project Is. within a Chapter 380 area of Critical. 
·.- State. Concern. · 

· .. The Save Our Everglades Initiative was· introduced by 
. the office of the Governor in 1983 and has continued 

· · · . ~ a priority of the· current administrC1tio1t Reparts on 
· .. the status of protection efforts in the Everglades are

issued quarterly. 

RESOLUTIONS 
<. · 88-25: .· Governor's Executive DirectiVe ~·Interagency 
--.. Joint· Participation· Agreement._ · 
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' ~- .... 

1992 
1991. 

.•.. 1990 
1989 

· .... · 

-;: 

.1988-· ... 
1987 . 
1986 

. 1986 . 
1987 
1988 

.J989 

.. 1990 

.. 1991 
.1992 

1985 
1984. 

.··755;80 
7,627.36 
5,805~70. 

129;90 
2,344;45 
1,6n:24 

_3,680.94. 

. 35 .. · 

29··· 

21.< 
22 . 
26 

:18 
29 
31 
33 

.-.. ' 

. 4;576,41 . 
_·_'4;706,519 

85~986 
·1,530,944 

•. -4;668;326 
3,004,919 

-·:'C.-



acres; acres. 
** Trustees = $5,945,557, St. Johns River Water Management District = $5,745,950. 

LOCATION 
In Seminole County, east central Rorida, just south of 
Lake· Harney, approximately 10 miles north of 
Orlando; This project lies within Senate Districts 9 
and 12, and House District 33. It Is also within the 
jurisdictions of the St. Johns River Water Management 
District and the East Central Aorida Regional Planning 
Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project ·includes a sizeable segment of a 
blackwater stream system. · Hydric hammock, 
floodplain swamp and floodplain marsh border the 
stream. These natural communities are generally in 
good condition, although heavy grazing by cattle has 
diminished the diversity of herbaceous ground cover 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted 8ements 

Name . FNAI Rank 

Shell Mound? G3/S2 
Roodplain Marsh G3?/S2 
Blackwater Stream G4/S2 
Roodplain Swamp G?/S4? 
Hydric Hammock? G?/S4? 
Mesic Ratwoods G?/S4 
Wet Prairie? G?/S4? 
Bottomland Forest G4/S4? 
Baygall? ' G4?/S4? 

9 FNAI elements known from site 

in some areas. Wetland communities grade into. 
mesic flatwoods or upland mixed forests with small 
strand swamps and dome swamps interspersed. 

Much of the uplands, however, have been converted 
to improved pasture. The project supports· a variety 
of wildlife including several · species that . are · 
considered rare. 

Five archaeological sites which date from 8500 B.C. to 
the 19th century are recorded from the project area. 

· There is good potential for other cultural sites· to be 
found in the project. area also. 

This project can support many types of recreational 
activities. The scenic nature of the river makes. for 
excellent boating, canoeing, and fishing. Horseback 
riding, hiking, hunting, ··camping, photography, and 
nature appreciation are also possible recreational 
activities. Recreation associated with the uplands will· 
be enhanced by restoration of the pastureland into a 
more natural condition. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Lower Econlockhatchee project Is recommended
to be managed by the Division of Forestry with the 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 
The project is to be managed as a State Forest; 
Wildlife Management Area with the primary objective 
of providing multiple-use recreation in a natural setting" 
while simultaneously preserving any significant natural 
features. Much of the uplands have been converted 
into pasture and should be restored to a more natural 
condition: Plnelands would be managed using 
ecologically-sensitive silvicultural techniques to offset 
operational costs. 

Introduction of prescribed fire will be one of the most 
important tools for restoration of pine plantation to 
original character and management of intact flatwoods 
sites. A burning program will be established that 
whenever possible will utilize existing roads, black 
lines,· foam lines, and natural breaks to contain and· 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY 1991-92 

FY 1992-93 

FY 191B&4 

PAST, CURRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET· REQUEST 
Division of Forestry 

Saun:e of Funds Funds 
(CARl. GR. ele) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL and GR $1,993 -o- $964 -o- -o-
. 

CARL and GR $5,000 -o- $2,500 -o- -o-
CARL $31,849 -o- $29,681 $80,575 -o-
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Total 

$2,957 

$7,500 

$142,085 
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control.. prescribed and natural fires. Timber 
management·'· activities· will primarily. consist of 
practices. aimed. at restoring. and ·perpetuating forest 

· ecosystems. · 

. VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Much· of the surrounding agricultural lands are being 
converted to residential housing: The project area is 
currently zoned at a density of one dwelling unit per 
five acres. The Seminole County Comprehensive Plan 
~~esignates acceptable land use for the ·project area 
as: below the 100 year floodplain - Conservation; 
above the 100 year floodplain - General Rural and 
Suburban Estates, which would allow low density 
residential development. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Advisory · 
Council (LAAC) approved the lower Econlockhatchee 
project design. Developed parcels along the northern 
and southeastern boundaries were deleted as. was a 
partially developed subdivision south of the river, east 
of and adjacent to Snow Hill Road. Phase I included 
only the Demetree parcels, one of the three largest 
ownerships. Other phases were to be brought to the 
Council for· approval when· Phase I was acquired· or 
under .option. · ' 

On January 17, 1990, the LAAC modified the project 
design by the deletion of all acquisition· phasing. 

On March 27, 1991, the LAAC approved a 371 acre 
addition to the southern project boundary. 

On November 22, ·1991, the LAAC voted to assess a 
proposed 8,600 acre addition to this project. This 
addition would provide a connection· of the southern 
part of the Econlockhatchee Basin to public land to 
the east and south. Evaluation of the addition should 
be complete in the spring of 1992. 

Acauisition Phasing 
. Phase 1: Demetree (acquired) 
Phase II: Remaining parcels 

Coordination. 
The St. Johns River Water Management District is an 
acquisition partner. 

Seminole County and a representative of the local 
chapter of the Native Plant Society and Sierra Club · 
have also contributed in a significant way in the 
planning and coordination of this project. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 13·ownerships remain to be acquired. 
Demetree, one of the largest tracts, was acquired by 
the district and the state in 1990. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
During the past year, the District placed another of the 
large strategic ownerships (Kllbee) under contract. 

. #53 LOWER ECONLOCKHATCHEE 

Negotiations fqr. RiVers Edge parcel: are ongoing by . 
· "'· the State. The DivisiOn of State Lands has mapped 

an additional. area and . the District haS· conipleted .. 
appraisals for State review. The District and. State will~ 
coordinate acquisition efforts on these parcels to · · 
maintain shared • acquisition· status. 
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OTHER. 
The conclusions and recommendations of the second 
draft report of the · Econlockhatchee . River Basin 
Natural Resources Development and Protection· Plan 
to the St. Johns River Water Management District, by 
the University of Aorida, · support restriction of 
development within the basin and ttie design · of a 
wildlife corridor connecting the southern part of the 
Econ Basin to the T osohatchee State Preserve and 
Seminole Ranch~ These and other report 
reCommendations reinforce CARL and water 
management district acquisition. goals. 

RESOLUTIONS· 
Orange. County Audubon Society - Support 
for acquisition. 

88-55: Vol usia County Council - Support .··for 
acquisition. 

91-Q4: St Johns River Water Management District :;; 
Support for acquisition. 

Central Aorlda Native Plant Society -
Support for acquisition; . . 
Sierra Club, Central Aorlda Group - Support 
for acquisition. 

1479: City of Winter Park- Support for acquisition; 
Orange. County. Commission - Support .. for 
acquisition. · 

Assessment Approved: 04/01 /Sa 

Design/Bounpary Approved: 12/14/88 

Design/Boundary Modified: 
3 - 371 acres added 

Year Acres Funds 

1990 1,019.56 $5,945,557 



..... 

. .. · . . 

. LOCATION. . 
, . : Santa . Rosa County, · in the • northwest Florida 
.. : _:, panhandle~ approximately 10 miles east-northeaSt of 

, ~: Pensacola This project lies within Florida's Senate · 
. : District 7 and House District 1. it also lies within the 
• .. jurisdictions of. the West· Florida RegionaJ Planning 

: ·.· Councn and the NorthWest Florida Water Management 
. District.· . . 

t·.:. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . . 
. · Natural coinmunitles occurring Within this project are 
. ·'.: in good to excellent condition and include wet prairie, 

· estuarine tidal marsh; ~ wet flatwoods. The project . 
I . . . . . . 

protects . one of the few outstanding examples of 
pitcher plant prairie that remain in Florida. This prairie 
community is characteristically, speeies-rich ·and 

.. 

. 1.: .Nama ·· FNAI Rar.k· 

.. · 
Curtiss' s8ndgrass · G1G2/S1S2 

. Kral's yellow-eyed grass : G2/S1· 
Flatwoods salamander G2G3/S2S3 
Saltmarsh minnow G3/S2 
White-topped pitcher plant . G3/S3 
Pine-woods bluestem G3/S3 · 

· Pond Rush G4/~1 
· Wet Prairie ·. · G?jS4? ·. 

Wet Flatwoods G?/S4 
· Estuarine Tidal Marsh G4/S4 

I 

10 -FNAI elements known· from site 

• Includes orchids and insectivorous plants such as 
pitcher · plants, sundews, buttarworts, ·· and 
bladderworts. Especially . significant· Is the large 

.. r. '. 

'. 
population of white-topped pitcher plants (Sarracerl,a< .. 
-leucopliylla),. state'endangered!" : The·•~ract; tu~.rbors_ .• 

. several other· rare plant.species_;as well. The project 
is adjacent to Yellow· River. Mar:sh. Aquatic·. Preserve.·. -· 

. . ··~ 

At ·1a8st. four areas of. archaeological. and ~istorical· 
significance have- been 'reportecfwithin '.the t:project • 
area. Evidence suggests that this area was the 
location of two . .Indian· villages displaced fr.om ·the · ... · .• ·_. 
Tallahassee area.by.·the'Britisti . · · · · · 

The project llas· good potential-for :mostly,.pa:ssive .· . 
recreation. The tract could support hiking, picnjcki'lg. 
fishing, -biro-watct1ing;. nature.study,.an~·photograp~y ••. 
while simultaneously protecting the sensitiVe biologiCal 
resources . 

. MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS : .. . ·_. . . . . ... '· 
This.'· project· wiiL'ba~:-managed:··by -the· Division of··. 
Recreation . arid · Parks as· a· State Preserve. or State_ .. 
Botanical Site~. The: primary ·management objective.· ... 
wUI be the· maintenance and'. :preservation·: of. the 
natural communities, .especially the fragile·wefprairle. · · 
No management activities should be allowed . that 
disrupt the natural hydrology of the.· wet ... -prairie 

·system;· Maintenance of:thiscnatural. ~irimunity wi!l .•. 
also require prescribed bums :to._.prevent invasion by .·· 
woody species;.· . . · · 

-The. project will. be able .to supp~ limited ~ecreation .. 
.that . is. compatible •: with the ··sensitive. biologiCal 
resources. · The northeast_ comer of the project 

. Includes a gRilded area with PaVed and. dirt raads·that ·· · · ·' 
would most appropnately accommodat$ ' visitor . ·• .• ' 
parking and any. recreatiorial facilities~--: .. A • narrow· ., 
beach berm is found most Of the'~length of the 
shoreline. The construction of several small· bridges 
to span tidal creeks would . allow users to• hike the . , 

.. entire,perimeter. of, the -project . The project area has 
long .• been.· uSed .. for .. educational- and .. research. 

· actiVitieS; these uses should .continue to be allowe9 
where appropriate. 

..··.' 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 
. '.; 

PROJECTED· MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FECUESTS- F ACQUIRED. 
Division of Recreation and Parks 

Saurat of Funds Eslimallld Funds Requirad 
CATEGORY (CAR. GR, file.) 

Salary CPS Expense ceo FCO Total 

Slarklp. CARL . $50,152 $14,560 $8,000 $27,8oo .· $44,000 $144,512 

FY 1983-84 . CARL $21,454. $7,095 $5,437 $21,944 -o- $55,930 
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. :/.·WLNERABIU'TV.AND ENDANGERMENT . . . 
·. . .. This project area,. particular wet prairie ancUiatWoOds; -
·.· ) Is very. .susceptible to alteration from' ditching, 

· .. · un~estrlcted plant. collecting arid development: There· 
, . Is evidenee of ditching In portions of the wet: prairie, 
· but, on:the.whole; the tidal_ marsh and'pralrie areas ... 
are untouched;· Plant collection . press_ure in these · 

.. ·· .. types of areas Is usually high and as the site bedomes 
, mare widely known it is likely thatthis pressure would 

increase In the prairie. Several jeep trails ~e .used to 
·· · access the site but off-trail activity is slight. · 

•. \ . . . . . . : . . .• ,. . : -~- : 

,' Although these, areas , are largely not considered 
jurisdk:tlooal Under the state's permittlng•authOritY. 

· .. these wetlands· are under federal. wedand jurisdiction; 
. . The extent of sovereign lands of the state In this 
·. ·:project area-has not been forrnSJiydetermined:by the 

·Department of· Naturai.Resources. ·_.·An· application. Is 
currendy under review by state. and fedel'ilJ•·agencies 

. for a transportation project which wquld impact. the 
.sensitiVe reSources of the project. · · · · 

. -··Under_·. these • circumstanCes,.·· these •lands,• including 
those ·already ·acquired for conservation, are ver'f. · 
sUsceptible to development Pensacola IS nearby (15 

. mDes by road) and the Garcon Point< area Is 
. · · experiencing an Increase. In .th8 development-•of small 
. subdMsions.. · · · · 

••··ACQUISmON; PLANNING 
·. -· .·.· .. ·.The . Garcon Point: Project Design :wa& .. appr<>Vecf by 

.··. the .Land· Acquisition Advisory CouncD on November 
19, 1987. There .were few changes to the-resource 

_ planning boundary .. ·.·One single-owner·. parcel· of 60 
''·acres was added; Appraisals should not consider the 
timber value of this addition. · 

, , 

· ' Acauisitlon Phasing · . . . . . . . . . 
.· Phase 1: _ .. FDIC (acquired by Northwest Florida 

Water Management District - state has 
contract to reimburse for ·half) 

• Phase II: All. remaining ownerships· ln. boundary 
exceptSectlons 24 and 25 .·· ·. · · 

Phase Ill: Ownerships In Sections 24 and 25 

Coordination . . 
The Northwest F;Jorida Water:· Management DistriCt 
(NWFWMD) is a partner In the acquisition of this 

· · project. -Aiso.Th8 Nature Conservancy (TNC) has 
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·_· -' ~~nr~x~~~rffiecuary!\Ytth:t~e'f?DIC a~d-paicl i()r.tti~<.· 1 
· bounctary:.·mapplng .•. The ·santa Rosa/Bay·.· .. Bridge_ · .. 
Authority .. is coordinating·with'the·.Department and··.t~e.·.•· ...• _ ...... . 

. NWFWMD.•todevelopa land• acquisition mitlgatiorl:•.• •.. •.;.. 
plan ,·for the.prop9SEKL •bridge. if·. it. ·is· .·approved ·for. C··· · .. 
construction. · · · · · · · · · ·· 

.. OWNERSHIP . 
There are approximately 21 owners. The FDIC · · 
eontrolled·-the·major·,ownership;.(1,864 acres) -···First .. ··•· .. 
American Bank · and · Trust; which •.•_·· the: · Wa.ter · .-. · · 

· management district acquired in. 1991· expending:. 
$8oo,OOO. . . . • .·: 
. . ' . ..· ,. 

ACQUiSITION STATtJS ·-·. ·. · . 
.·.·. $tateto.purchase•50% lnterest.in·FDIC:propertyfrom 
··the Northwest: Florida Water Management Dlstricti · · · 

. RESOLUTIONS·.· 
None known . 

1992 ··-· 51 1991 . 42, :, ·. 
1990 . 40 .. 

. 1989 .·.· 38 ; 

1988 3f . 
~~~~~~~~~ 

1992. 

:. :~ 

·;' 
J 



LOCATION 
The Warea Archipelago · project contains six sites. 
FIVe of the sites (Castle Hill, Ferndale Ridge, Flat 
Lake, Schofleld.Sandhill, and Sugarloaf Mountain) are 
located in Lake County, and one site (lake 
Davenport) Is located in Osceola County. 

It lies within Florida Senate Districts 11 and 12, and 
House Districts 25 and 41. It also lies within the 
jurisdictions of the East Central Florida Regional 
Planning Council, St. Johns River Water Management 
District and the South Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE ·oESCRIPTION 
The six sites of the Warea Archipelago project target 
the long-term preservation of the rapidly disappearing 
upland biodiversity of the northern Lake Wales Ridge 1 

(archipelago referring to the island-like distribution of 
the sites). The project Is designed not just to protect 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

. Clasping Warea G1/S1 
Lewton's Polygala G1?S1 
Scrub G2/S2 
Sand Skink G2/S2 
Britton's Bear-grass G2/S2 
Sandhill G2G3/S2 
Paper-like Nail-wort G2G3/S2.S3 
Scrub Plum G2G3/S2S3 
Florida Sandhill Crane G5T2T3/S2S3 
Sandhill Upland Lake G3/S2 

23 FNAI elements known from project 

the clasping warea (namesake of the project), a 
federally-endangered Florida endemic plant species, 
but to prevent the extirpation of a suite of species 
unique to the once-vast forested Sandhills of the 
northern Lake Wales Ridge. The species composition 
of the Sandhill communities in this area, while sharing 
a fair percentage of their rare species diversity with 
the more southerly Central Ridge, contains an array of 
species found nowhere else on earth. The six project 
sites are known to collectively harbor 1 o FNAJ-Iisted 
species of rare vascular flora - most of them Lake 
Wales ridge endemics at the north end of their range. 
Six (6) FNAI-IIsted animals are known to occur within 
one or more of the project sites. 

•. 
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When compared to other acquisition projects, the 
archeological and historical resource value/potential · 
of this project Is considered to be low to moderate. 

The small size and biological sensitivity of the sites 
necessarily limit public recreational uses to low 
intensity uses such as nature appreciation and · 
education, and where appropriate, picnicking and 
carefully planned nature trails (making optimal use of 
disturbed areas): An abandoned railroad right-of-way, 
which may be appropriate as a rail trail, runs through 
the Sugarloaf Mountain site to connect with the Lake 
Apopka Restoration Area (owned by St. Johns· River 
WMD) approximately 0.9 miles eastward. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Warea sites are recommended for management· 
by local government (Lake and Osceola Counties). A 
management consultation group . {made up of 
managers · and those knowledgeable of ·the· 
management and life histories of the rare plants on 
site) should be established to integrate management . 
of the sites and facilitate· exchange of information; 
Knowledgeable staff with The Nature Conservancy, 
Bok Tower Gardens, and Archbold Biological· Station 
have Indicated a willingness to assist lead managers 
.in the development of management plans for the sites. 
The USFWS Recovery Plans for the federally listed 
species on the six sites should be Incorporated into 
the management plan(s) for each site. 

. . . ·, . 

Disturbance of the ground cover In these sandhill sites 
often leads to soil erosion. This is particularly the 
case fn locations with steep slopes such as at the 
Ferndale Ridge site: 

An inventory of each site's natural resources and rare 
and endangered species should be conducted to 
provide. the basis. for formulation of · management 
plans. Up-to-date, Special Element data should· be 
used to assist in management decision-making (such 
as development of bum schedules, choice of fire 
management techniques, and protection from 
poaching/collecting prevention). 

Bum management will be critical to the survival of the 
majority of the rare species within this project. 
Because clasping warea is an annual plant that sets 
seed In the fail, and seed-banking (seed dormancy in 
soU) is little understood In this species, cautious 
experimentation will be neceSsary to determine the 
species' optimal bum-tlme(s). 

MANAGEMENT COST 
Although Lake and Osceola Counties are the· 
recommended managers for the sites In the Warea · 
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#55 WAREA ARCHIPELAGO ,. l, l 
; . . . ' . j" . 

:Archipelago; the . Boards of County Commissioners 
· · ··.· ·have not yet accepted management responsibility and . 

. · estimates of ._ management .. cost are; therefore~ . 
presently unavailable. · · · 

. . 

. VliLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT. •· 

Vulnerability: All of the sites in this project comprise 
.·.primarily sandhill-tYpe vegetation with little impediment 
• to immediate deVelopment or conver-Sion to .citrus 

• ... _· groves. The majority of the sites have been altered by 
selective loggingi turpentining or fire suppression and 
will continue to Suffer UnlesS managed property. 

Endangerment: Ferndale Ridge, Suaartoaf Mountain, 
Schofield Sandhill, and Flat Lake are all located In 
rural areas which were primarily utiliZed for agricultural 
purposes (orange groves). Since most of the orange 
groves inthearea.are now "burned out",howaver, the 

· groWing . trend Is conversion to "ranchette" type 
· subdivisions (5 to 10 acre lots). The Castle Hill site is . 
· located along a heavily trafficked eastjwest corridor 
·connecting. aermont· and Winter Gardens to the 
. Ortando area. Current trend for this co'rricler ranges 

from. intense commercial development to single family 
· · residential subdivisions. Even tho~gh Lake Davenport 

is currently designated Rural Residential under the 
Comprehensive Plan, It Is ·In 'Very close proximity to 

· us ·192 (orie quarter mUe north) and the-entrance to 
Disney Wortd .(4;5 miles east). 

ACQUISmON PLANNING· 
· • The·project .design for the Warea · Archlpelago•project 

was approved by the Lancf Acquisition Advisory 
Council on December 1 0; 1992. · 

. .The· project-design. recommendations did· not-alter the 
'• resaurce. planning boundary for the. following sites: 

· Castle Hill; Flat.Lake; and Schofield Sandhill. Project 
design recommendations did alter . the resource 
planning boundaries for 'the remaining sites: In 
Ferndale Ridge; cleared and. improved parcels were 
deleted from the northern boundary, ·acreage was 
deleted to conform to oWnership boundaries, and 
acreage was added to the southern boundary for 
additional buffer; in Lake Davenport, -acreage was 
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. added' to . InclUde .. an entire own~rshlp .· (the.•Wall 
Family); aild, in ~ugar LOaf Mountain, acreage 'MIS; 
added to Include al~'of several ownership ·parcels; . · 

. · ACcniisitlon Phasl~g . ... · . .· .. 
The priofity order of the Sites is . as ·follows: · (1) 
Schofield Sandhill; (2) Lake·Davenport, (3) Flat lake;. 

. (4) Castle • Hilll (5) · Ferridalei . and . (ar~ . Sugartriaf 
Mountain. · .· · · · · 

. . . ·. . - . . 
.· OWNERSHIP . .· .· ·, . .. · .. . . ·. ·._ · ·_. 

This proj~ consists of six sites of· approximately 
1;020 acres, 39 parcels, and 2a owners. The taX 
assessed value Is approximately $4,548;345 .. · · · 

ACQUISITION STATUS .· . .. ·· · · . 
The· land:. Acquisltlon··Advlsory· Council.• rank~ this 
project for the first time In Deceniber ' 1992. • 
Acquisition·. actlvlti&Si ·•·- .I.e. · · boundary•. mapping;: 

· appraisals, etc., .hav~ notyetbf:)gun~ 

RESOLUTIONS ·. 
None knoWn; 



LOCATION 
The Hlxtown Swamp Conservation and Recreation 
Lands proposal Is located generally between US 90 

· and Interstate 10, between GreenvUie on the west and 
Madison on the east 

This project lies within Florida Senate District 3 and 
House District 11. It also lies within the jurisdictions 
of the North Central Florida Regional Planning Council 
and the Suwannee River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Hlxtown Swamp is one of the largest, relatively 
undisturbed, ·cypress-dominated basin swamps in 
northern Florida. The core swamp area is a mixture 
of cypress swamp,. freshwater marsh, and open marsh 
ponds (50%), as well as shrub swamp (20%), and 
disturbed uplands. The surrounding . uplands are 

Highest Ranked. FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Upland Hardwood Forest G?/S3 
Basin Swamp G?jS4? 
Basin Marsh G4?/S3. 
Baygall or Bog G4?/S4? or 

G?/S3 

4/5 FNAI elements known from project 

mostly highly disturbed sUvlculturaljagriculturalland. 
There are no well-defined channels or streams 
associated with the· swamp. At least during high 
water, ·the waters of Hlxtown Swamp flow slowly 
southward, and the swamp is functionally a part of the 
much larger S&n Pedro Bay wetland ecosystem. 

The value of Hlxtown Swamp as a regionally 
significant wetland has been documented, particularly 
as habitat supporting a wide array of both game and 
nongame species. The swamp and surrounding 

agrlculturalland·are considered particularly important 
as an overwintering area for waterfowl and supports 
large numbers of sandhill cranes. Anecdotal evidence 
also Indicates the possible presence of a resident 
population of Florida sandhill crane. 

Although the majority of the Hixtown Swamp project 
has. not been subjected to a cultural · resource 
assessment survey, 21 archaeological/historical sites 
have been recorded in the Florida Site File within the 
project. A Spanish missionsite and Hick's Town ~ 
initially a Seminole occupation site may be among the. 
sites within the project. · When compared to· other 
acquisition projects, the archeological and historical 
resource value/potential ofthis project is considered 
to be high. 

Extensive wetlands within the project would. 
necessarily limit the public recreational uses that 
could be accommodated. . Upland. portions of the 
project can accommodate hiking, nature appreciation 
(excellent bird watching), natural resource education, 
and picnicking. Horseback riding and camping may 
also be appropriate, depending on the amount of 
upland acreage acquired. Hunting could. be 
accommodated in both the wetlands and uplands. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The recommended manager of the Hlxtown Swamp 
project . is the Game and Fresh Water Fish 
Commission. As Hixtown Swamp is an important · 
contributor to the larger San Pedro Bay wetland 
system, Its integrity and ·· natural . functioning are 
considered to be of great concern. Therefore, the 
hydrology of the area should be maintained in a· 
natural state. Additional road culverts or other 
corrective measures may be required to restore 
natural functioning of the area. 

An inventory of the site's natural resources and rare 
and endangered plant and animal species should be 
conducted to provide the ·basis for·formulation of a 
management plan. Hixtown is considered an 
important regional wetland for waterfoWl and sandhill 
cranes. Studies should be conducted to determine if 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CAT'EGORY 

Slarklp 

F'i 191D84 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTjBUDGET AECUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
Giune and Fresh Water Fish Commission 

Soulat of Ftmds Esllmlded Furlda Raqulrad 
(CARL. GR. ale.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $36,950 $5,000 $15,000 $34,700 

FCO 

-().. 

CARL $68,162 $5,000 $30,000 $56,400 $125,000 
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Total 

$91,650 

$284,562 



/ 

246 

HIXTOWN SWAMP 

D PROJECT AREA 

~PHASE! 

PHASE I CONTINGENT 
UPON 50% DONATION 
(GILMAN OWNERSHIP) 

CO. 

1 



. the Florida sandhill crane nestswithin the project, any 
such areas should be mapped and closely monitored 
to insure minimal human intrusion during nesting 
season. 

Protection and study of any significant historic 
resources located on lands acquired will undoubtedly 
be an important component of the long-term 
management. Further studies should be conducted 
to determine whether or not the Spanish mission site 
and the Seminole village of Hick's Town are within this 
project. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Vulnerability: The majority of the site consists of wet 
areas that could not be easily developed. The 
surrounding upland areas have been heavily degraded 
but still provide some protection to the significant 
swamp system. Development of the uplands could 
result in degradation of the swamp and diminution of 
its usefulness to the wildlife that currently inhabit the 
site. 

Endangerment: Growth pressures in Madison County 
are slight. However, the proposed development of a 
portion of the site for a hazardous waste incinerator is 
an immediate threat. The wet areas are in danger of 
being subjected to timber harvesting and cypress 
mulching operations. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project design for· the Hlxtown Swamp project 
was approved by the L.and Acquisition Advisory 

· Council on December 10, 1992. 

Project design recommendations altered the resource 
planning boundary by excluding all but the L.aurent 
ownership north of US 90, adding all land owned by 
the Gilmans south of 1-10, and deleting the Cone 
ownership north and south of 1-10. A county owned 
sanitary ·landfUI along the western project boundary 
was also deleted. Finally, approximately 227 acres 
were added to include more of· a major ownership, 
Musselwhite. 
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Acauisition Phasing . 
Phase 1: Gilman ownership (contingent upon 50%. 

donation) Clnd all.major ownerShips in the · 
core of the project, Including ·MusSelwhite, 
Proctor and. Gamble, Miller,· Collins, 
Genecer, and Muggee. 

. . . 
Phase II: L.aurent and remaining ownerships; 

OWNERSHIP 
The project consists of approximately 23,057·acres, · 
139 parcels, and 75 owners .. · 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
The L.and Acquisition Advisory Council ranked this 
project for the first time In December 1992. 
Acquisition activities, i.e. appraisal . mapping, 
appraisals, etc., have not yet begun. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 



-l-:.-· 

LOCATION · 
In eastern Levy COunty, western peninsular of Aorlda. 
approximately 30 miles west· of Ocala. This.project 
lies within Aorlda's Senate DIStrict 4 and House 
DIStrict 10 .. · It Is also within the juriSdictions of the 
Suwannee River Water Management District and the 
Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council. · 

. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project Includes planted slash pine forest and a 
large tract·of mesic-to-wet flatwoods characterized by 
mature longleaf pine. The flatwoods are interspersed 
wlth·swamps and sloughs, and are the headwaters of 
·several blackwater streams. The. tract· aJso·includes · 
high quality· sandhill, a rapidly disappearing upland 

Highest Ranked·FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI·Rank 

Plnkroot G1G2/S1S2 
· .. Scrub G2/S2 
• .. Red-cackaded woodpecker G2/S2 

Sandhill . G2G3/S2 
Pln~wood dainties G3G5T2/S2 
Sherman's fox squirrel . G5T2/S2 

: Aorlda water~parsnlp · G1QjS1 
·• Sandhill Upland· Lake G3/S2 

Scrubby Ratwoods G3/S3 
· Gopher tortoise ••· .. ·.G3/S3 · 

Aorida bear-grass G3/S3 

19 FNAI elements knovm from site · 

natural· community type. ·However, a major J)Ortlon of 
the sandhill& In the project are being lost to 
agricultural conversion and/or subdivision and 
ranchette development The . · project supports 
excellent populations of wildlife. including numerous 

[>· 
. \ 

. . ;: 
. ··.:~··. r ·. ·. 

. :~ 

· rare species; such as gopher tortols~. gopher. frog; ··••·· 
Indigo snake, and federally endangered red~cockaded • ·· 
woodpecker; 

. . . . . ~ . . . . . . . . ' . . : 

. No archeological/historical sites within the boundaries 

. of this project ar~ recorded within the Ao~da Site•File: . 
When· compared to other projects~ th~ potential for 

. significant sites Is considered to be low; : · · · 
; : . - . . _. . : . ·:·. ·. . ·. 

This proj~ · is . recommended for > inultlple~use .· . · · 
management and woUld provide . an · array of . 
recreatlonSt opportunities which could . include: . . . •. ··. ' 
. hunting;. fishing; camping,· canoeing, •, hiking,·. and ; •... · .. 
horseback riding. .. · · · 

. ·. . . . . 

MANAGEMENT CGNCEPTS · 
'The Levy County. Forest/Saridhill~ ··.··project .Is 
. recommended for multiple use. management as. a 
. State Forest an(fWildllfe Management.Area withthe 
. Division of Forestrydeslgnated as•tl'le lead manager·.··· . 

anc:Uhe Game and.-Fresh Water Fish Commission as · .· 
. cooperator. . ·Management". activities.·· .• should: stress ·.: 

· maintenance of natural communities and• protection of • 
· rare or sensitive resources. Where feasible,·. forest · · 

management practices .·should emphasize natural . · 
regeneration and·reforestatlomto the original, native · 
species. . Pine plantations should be ' managed to : · 
develop' a more natural. appearance and function:,· · .. ···.' :····. 

· through a aeries of~ car$fully• planned: in1provement · · · · · · 
thinning~····. In •foresr starids which' exhibit' old .gro~h/ 
characteriStics>~ rrianagernem . activities should; ' be . 
carefully designed ·and conducted to·maintain.these-
old growth qualitieS; · · · · 

Introduction of prescribed fire will be one of the most · 
Important tools for restoration of pine plantation' to · 
original character and management of Intact flatwoods · 
sites. A burning prograin will be established ·that ·. 
whenever possible will utilize existing roads. black 

· lines, foam lines, and natural breaks to contain and 
control. prescribed and natural fires .. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECTED MANAGEMBIT COST/BUDGET REQUESTS- F ACQUIFED 
Division of Forestry 

Saun» of Funds Esamal8d Funda Raqulrad 
CATmORV . (CARL,; GR. 811:..) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

.Siarklp CARL $264,329 $15,000 $86,708 $534,860' .().. $900,897 

FY 1983-84 CARL $264,329 $15,000' $85,000 $10,000.' .().. $374,329 
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. •. •.. ··.#57 LEVY COUNTY .FO~EST/SANDHIUS, .. · 

.-- . . . . . ' . - . . . ~ . . . .. . . :. . . . . .. - . 
' . - . ... . · . . . .. . -· 

WtNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT •• . . . . 
WhDe· muchofthe project sitewestofCR•327:is.:wet· ''. 

· flat,woods. the majority ofthe project eastancfwest of · 
· CR 327:1s ·upland· mature longleaf pine flatwoods~a:nd 

·. ·sandhDis~ both having· a high deyelopr1lent potential. 
Although Levy County is a relatively ·slow grQWlti 

.. county (33.4% frOm. 1976 to 1986), the subdivision, 
•.·· resale, and imminent. development of two of the . 
· largest ownerships east of CR 327 (deletec:ffrom the 
. · project area) indicate the . endangerment of the 

.. sandhDis. The larger acreage western J)ortion of the. 
·.··• , project Is under less threat of development,· although 
· Goethe, the major oWr1er, considered putting his 
,property on the general marketln 1989. · · · 

-,' .. · 

·. <ACQUISITION PLANNING .. 
·In December, 1989, the ·.Land··Acquisition Advisory 
CouncD approved ,the Levy CountY Forest/Sandhllls 
Project Design. The project design combined . the 
Levy . County Forest · and Levy County Sandhllls 

. projects with a net deletion of apprOximately 9;000 
· .. ·.acres.·. Deletions· primarily •canslsted .. ·of. platted and 

. . ·:> : . substantially · sold · out ... subdiVIsions; and· . small, 
developed and undeveloped parcels. · 

· ·, Acaulsition Ph8sinq .. · .· . . . . 
·Phase 1: Goethe .. (acquired)/CrownjKoeppel 
< ·. · .. · . (acquired)/MyarjRaas · 

. < Phase II: Other ownerships~ 

, ·. • . · · .... COOf'dlnation · . ·. · . · . . . .. . . · . · . 

The Natura Consar'iancy, In· reSponse to the Game 
and. Fr8sh Water Fish Commission, ·made the Initial· 
contact with the major ownei',.Goetha, and.wlll.asslst 
the state as n~ry to complete the project. 

· OWNERSHIP 
Approximately . 47 ownerships remain -. one . major 
owner, Mutual Ufelnsuranee of New:YOrlc,·westofCR 
327. Savarallmportailt sandhDI tracts.east ofCR 327 
remain to be acquired. · 

'I 

··. ··,: '\~-
. ,.· 

,~--- . 

_,··· 

A~~ulsanoNfs±~-rusx. : · .· ..• , •...• :. . ··;.:. 
. . · Over.;43;oooiaeres.were'pUt .. under,contract.or.-closed·?'· 
· _, · . durtng~1992·:;~ih:e;G~Ii·~;~:~~f>Pel~~ and Posey tracts, · 

approxltnately)i9%;01.-tt1e:,p~ojeci:~t:Negotiattons are-',,. ·" 
. . ongoing¥,Wilh;, MUfu~k~Life;.insllni~ce': of. New~·,york.· ·. 
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·.Negotiations ·unsucqesStul<oil :remainder·of large~:··· · 
signlflcant'sandhlll'tracts'east-of CR327~ ;. · . 

RESOLUTIONS'· •·· 
NoneknoWil . 

/;.:~· .. ·.- ,' . . 

. . .. · .... , . 



acres 
* by the Southwest Aoricla Water Management District - $3,079,080 
** Phase II and remainder of Phase I 

LOCATION 
In southwestern Citrus County, just west of the town 
of Homosassa Springs. This project lies within 
Aoricla's Senate District 4 and House District 43. It is 
also within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee 
Regional Planning Council and the Southwest Aorida 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
One of the most important aspects of the Homosassa 
Reserve/Walker property is its geographic position 
between other protected conservation lands and its 
consequent value as an ecosystem corridor. 
Acquisition of this property will fUI a gap between the 
Chassahowitzka National Wildlife Refuge, the 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Usted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Spring-run Stream G2/S2 
West Indian manatee G2?/S2? 
Shef!'lS"'S fox squirrel G5T2/S2 
Aorlda black bear G5T2/S2 
Aorlda sandhill crane G5T2T3/S2S3 
Bald eagle G3/S2S3 
Gopher tortoise G3/S3 
Scrubby Aatwoods G3/S3 
Eastern indigo snake G4T3/S3 
SandhUI G?/S2 

20 FNAI el'ements knoWn from site 

Chassahowitzka State Wildlife Management Area, the 
Crystal River State Reserve, the St. Martins River 
CARL project, the Homosassa Springs State Wildlife 
Park, and the St. Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve. 

Waters In the adjacent Cha8sahowitzka Bay and St 
Martins. Marsh Aquatic Preserve are designated 
Outstanding Aorida Waters, and acquisition of this 
property will help protect these resources from 
possible adverse effects of private land uses. Most of 
the merchantable timber (Including pine, cypress and 
red cedar) has been harvested from the Homosassa 
ReservejWalker Property. Harvesting of young · 
cypress for mulch continues. ·A quarter of . the 
property has been converted to pasture. No rare or 
endangered plants are known; . however, several 
threatened and endangered animals such as Aorida 
black bears, bald eagles, eastern indigo snakes, and 
Sherman's fox squirrels are known to occur on· the 
project. 

No archeological/historical sites within the boundaries 
of this project are recorded within the Florida Site File. 
When compared to other projects, the potential for 
significant sites is considered ·to be low to moderate. 

The project can accommodate a variety of 
recreational activities including nature appreciation, 
picnicking, horseback riding, camping, fishing, 
canoeing, and hunting; 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The · Homosassa Reserve/Walker Tra9t will· be· 
managed as a State Forest and Wildlife Management 
Area· with the Aoricla Division of Forestry as the lead 
management agency and the Aorida Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission as a cooperating manager; 
The property will be managed as a unit of the 
Wlthlacoochee State Forest under multiple use 
concepts. The property is well suited for such 
consumptive uses as selective timber harvest, hunting, 
and fishing, while providing increased protection for 
the St. Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve and important 
West Indian manatee habitat. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY1991..Q2 

FY 181112-83 

FY18111:M4. 

PAST, aJRRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 

Source of Funds 
(CARL. GR. ell:) 

Salary 

CARL and GR $3,972 

CARL and GR $5,000 ' 

CARL $31,849 

Division of Forestry · 

OPS 

~ 

~ 

~ 

/ 
( 
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Funds 

Expense oco 

$2,909 ~ 

$3,000 ~ 

$15,661 $76,675 

FCO 

~ 

~ 

~ 

Total 

$6,881 

$8,000 

$124,185 
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. lntrod~n of. prescribed fire will be one of the most 
important tools, for restoration of pasture areas and 

· other disturbed flatwoods/sandhill sites ·to originaL 
character and management of intact flatwoOds sites. 
A burning program will be established that whenever 
possible will utilize existing. roads,. black lines, foam 
lines, and natural breaks to contain · and control 
prescribed and ·.natural fires. · Timber management 
activities will primarily consist of practices aimed at 
maintaining and restoring forest ecosystems. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT. 
A significant portion of this project Is wetland habitats 
not suitable for development. The upland areas are, 
however, highly suitable for development. Much of 
the site has been · converted to pastureland, with 
agricultural conversion· a possibility for the remaining 
natural· upland· communities; Most of the property has 
been timbered, and more intensive commercial 
forestry operations are a possibility. 

The project's location near U.S. 19-98 would be 
desirable for either residential or commercial 
development. The Citrus County Comprehensive Plan 
identifies most of this area on its Future Land Use 
Map as Low Intensity Coastal and Lakes, where 
residential densities· of. ·one unit per five acres · are' 
prescribed. Densities may actually reach six units.per 
net developable acre if such minimum development 
standards as clustering, central water and sewer, and 
buffers around water bodies and wetlands are 
provided. Commercial development is allowed· along 
U.S. 19-98 at major Intersections or with the provision 
of frontage roads. A portion of the Rooks property 
has already been developed as an industrial park. 
Other parcels within the Rooks ownership also carry 
commercial and industrial zoning. The ·county is 
considering constructing a road through the property. 

. ACQUISITION PLANNING 
·On December ·7, ·1990, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
CouncU approved the Homosassa Reserve/Walker 
Property Project design. It altered the resource 
planning boundary by Including a relatively small 
ownership on the western boundary to· connect with 
federally owned land and on the northern boundary to 
form a corridor to Homosassa Springs Wildlife Park. 

Acquisition Phasina 
Phase 1: Rooks (acquired), Walker (acquired by 

Southwest Florida Water Management 
District), other ownerships except in 
Sections 28, 33, 34, and 7. 
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Phase II: Minor: owners in Sections 28 and 33 making .. 
cormection·to· Homosassa Springs Wildlife 
Pali<; .. 160 acre VOla· Sites Addition' to. 
Ho~osa8sa subdivision ln. Section 34; also 
Uoyd.Johnson's 134 acre parcel in· Section 
7. 

Coordination .. .. . . 
The. Southwest Florida Water. Management District Is 
a partner in the acquisition of this project. It acquired 
the Walker tract in.August·of 1991. The district· also 
purchased an adjacent (south) 3,000± tract from the 
Lykes Brothers. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 16 relatively small ownerships remain 
in Phase I and Phase II. Phase II also includes an 
undeveloped subdivision consisting of 5881ots and n 
owners. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
The major ownership; Rooks, was acquired this past 
year. Negotiation on remainder of Phase land Phase 
II should be complete by June 30, 1993. 

RESOLUTIONS 
88-54: Citrus County· Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 
90-38: Citrus County. Commission.- SupPc>rt for 

acquisition. · · · 

Year Acres Funds 

1992 5,212.00 $7,500,000 



.·- ... -:- .. •-:::-. 

LOCATION .·· 
In-Marion COunty, north central Florida, less than one 
mile e8st of OCala. This project lies within Florida's 

·· . · Sen&te District 5 and House District 24. It also lies 
· · within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional 

Planning CouncU ·and the St Johns River· Water 
. · Management _District.. 

. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . . . 
· ·The Silver River; a large spring run, Is an outstanding. 

natural feature of this project. . Approximately 5,000 
•· . _·feet. of river frontage are InCluded. ·With the exception 

of the head . spring, the : riVer corridor is virtually 
undeveloped .. The project area also comprises good 
·exaniples of five natural community types: floodplain 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements .. 

Name FNAI Rank· 

:.PinkroOt G1G2/S1S2 
' Spring~n Stream G2/S2 
, Scrub G2/S2. 
·Sherman's. fox squirrel G5T2/S2 

- Terrestrial Cave G3/S1 
Aquatic Cave G3/S2 

· Gopher tortoise . G3/S3 
- Short-tailed<snake . G3/S3 

·_ SandhUI · G?/S2 
Floodplain FOrest. G?/83 · · 

26 FNAI elements known from. site 

swamp, hydric . hammock,. upland hardwood forest, 
upland mixed fOrest; and xeric hammock. •Gumbo• 

. . ~- -.·._- '" ., .. 
. -·~~1: -· . 

~ _; . , ... 

. ···· ·.~. 

_,·.-._. . .. 

. - . . I . · .. . -''·.: . 

hardwood .forest within the. 'project-Is • a plant • . · 
. community unique to-the'Oklawaha,River:reglori :The - · 
corridor along the- riVer Is virtually undeveloped with ·· 

. some very large cypress. trees on: the rlve~s shores; 
. \ ·. . . . . -~~:.. . . 

Although thecprojecfare~fhas' never been subjeeted .... ··_·· 
to a systematic· _cultural resource site survey, it ·is 
believed to haVe goad potential• for archaeological·.·-· 
Investigations,;. -A-· review- of the Florida Site file 
revealed the•presence:of two archaeological sites on-
. the Silver· River tract' One, site;- a,~putcitive 'mammoth:. 
kill·site;•. is very:signlfieant'archaeologically;because. it- ·-• · ·· 
is one of the· few:in. the United~ State which has . 
demonstratetta·relatlonship between·hurnans•and·the •. -· · 
now extinct mammoth.: . . . 

The- project can. provide ·an array,of recre~tional . 
. opportunities. that are compatible with :the: primary · 

acquisition objectJve;'Of natural resource• prot~ction. -.•· .· 
. ·; . . . . . 

· __ MANAGEMENT CONCEPT$ ·_ .·, 
· Management should be:: as a State Park by the ·. · __ · ·: . 
· .. DMsion< ·of Recreation· ~and· -Parks~ . -·The: pf!mary_ 

management-'ObjectiVe· sl':loUldibe the -preservation of 
significant -natural : _,,features '· while - simultaneously 
providing compatible;'. recreational ' . opportunities .... ' . 
N8cessarydevelopmem-'should be carefully sit&d--and • . 
confined· as- appropriate~ . Some.· pasture a'reas will ._ .. 
need to be ; restored. .· The', springhead( ·area arid ... 

. attraction •. if .acquir~ •• would be managed more 
lntensively'a8 a'recreatlon area. • ·- · · · · · 

Introduction of prescribed fire will be one ohhe most 
important t()()is for restoratlonjm~nagement'c:>f. scrub .· 
and.sandhUHo origlnafcharacter.· A burning program.· ., · 
.wUI be·establlshed thafwhenever possible will utilize'.·.·.· 
existing roads, black lines, foarri lines, and natural .· · .· 
breaks to. contain and' control prescribed andjnatural· 
firea . · · 

MANAGEMENT-COSTS 

PAST, aJRRENT, and PROJECTED. MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
Division of Recreation and Parks 

Saulat of Funds Funds 
Y6\R (CAR. GR. elc) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

FV 1881-82 CARL/SPTF $53.648 -o- $12,208 -o- $35,728. $101;584 

FV 191l1Z83 CARL. $53,648 -o- $9,919 -o- -o- .$63,567 

FV191DfM· CARL $69,001 -o- $10,057 $29,084 . -Q.- $108;142· 
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#59 SILVER RIVER · 
. ·. ·.:. _·.. ; .· _·. . . . 

' ' . i . •. . .· .· . f1 
·. ·· WLNERABIUTYAND ENDANGERMENT:·, 

Thtfg~inbO soU unique to portioijs ofthEt·Okla\Yaha 
. River· basin Is <not resUient to disturbance . 
. . ·. Arch&eologicar sites, such as the midden h8ve to' be 

· protected from pothunters. · 

Growthls occurring lnMarlorlCountyat a rapid rate.·· 
The population has • .Increased•· 62:06%. ·from .·19ao -

. 1990, eleventh highest growth rate Of all 67 counties. 
Frontage on the Silver River Is susceptible to 
development. · 

ACQUISITION'PLANNING 
The original (northern side of the river) project area 
was added to the CARL priority list In July 1984. The 
southern addition was proposed during the 1984-85 
evaluation.·· cycle. The. resource . planning boundary 

. and project assessment for the southern addition were 
approved by the Advisory Council in April, 1985. This 
boundary was. approved by the CouncU as the final 
project·deslgn bOundary In June, 1985;. and by the 

. Governor. and ·Cabinet as part.·· of the. CARL Annual 
Report In July, .·1985 .. 

The Land· Acquisition Advisory CounciLamended the · 
· project.design bOundMy on December 19, 1986 to 
lnclude,a. tract surrounding :the sprlnghead· and· again 

. on December 14, 1988 to. add buffer for state owned 
lands and to Increase protection for a relatively 
undisturbed natural community.· 

' . 

. The. Land. AcquisitiOn Advisory CouncU amended' the 
project boundary· on December· 1; 1989, ·.to Include 
approximately 440 acres on. the western ·boundary. 

· · . OWNERSHIP · · .· .. ·. · . . . 
The· State has acquired approximately 2,241 acres 

. north and south of-the river; There are five remaining 
. owners, Including: thesprlnghead addJtiOn·owned by 
· the University of Aolida Foundation, approved as an · 
additiOn .on. December 19, 1986 by the Advisory 

· CouncU; other additions approved on December 14, 
1988; and the most recent addition approved 
December 1, 1989 (see ~Acquisition Plannlng1. 

; ( . 
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· .. · ACQUIS:ITION;STAru~ :, · . .· . · . . ••· .. · .·· 
· · Attraction: parcelunder..-:·n~otiatiOn?;'one• additional. 

parcel: appraised for negotiations. . . ·. . . . . · .... · 

.·.·.RESOLUTIONS .... ····•· ... · .·· .. · .... , · .. ..... :J>·.· --~:' 
90~8: ·--~~MariOn· _·C0untY~::SCJ:;o9f:-~ B98td-7--> Supp,brt:~--tpr _··:<.:. --~-~ 

. : "':. ~ 
acquisition; . . . . . . . . . ·.· . . . . . . . . . . · .. · 

·· 91-as: .st JohnsiRivef::;waterManagement'Districf~ >. 
SUpport~ to( SCqUiSitlort~· :. . . . . ·.. ;· -· · · : 

·. 1985 
1986 



as 
** By the St. Johns River Water Management· District. 

LOCATION 
In Marion and Lake Counties, in central Aorida, 
between Ocala and.·Ortando. This project lies within 
Aorlda's Senate District 11 and House District 25. It 
Is also within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee 
and East Central Florida Regional Planning. Councils 
and the St. Johns River Water Management 'District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project consists of predominantly marsh natural 
communities and agricultural land along the east side 
of Lake Griffin and the Oklawaha River in Marion and 
Lake Counties. Although much wetland acreage 
within the project area has been converted to muck 
farmland, the remainder of Emeralda Marsh provides 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Aorida sandhUI crane G5T2T3/S2S3 
Bald eagle G3/S2S3 
Aoodplaln Marsh G3?/S2 
Wood stork G5/S2 
Umpkin G5/S3 
Snowy egret G5/S4 

· Uttle blue heron G5/S4 
American alligator G5/S4 

S·FNAI elements known from site 

a largely undisturbed freshwater marsh system. The 
project area harbors numerous rare and endangered 
animal species including bald eagle, woodstork, 
limpkin, and Aorlda black bear. The region is 
especially Important as a major nesting/overwintering 
area for sandhUI crane. At least one-third of the 
eastern greater sandhUI crane population heavily 
utilize this marsh and adjacent agricultural lands 
during winter months. 

No archeological/historical sites within the boundaries 
of this project are recorded within the Aorida Site File. 
When compared to other projects, the potential· for 
significant sites is considered to be low; 

Recreational activities should be strictly. regulated in 
. some areas to maintain the high qLiaiJtY habitat that is 
currently present. More intensive recreational 
activities may be developed in areas.that are not as 

. sensitive. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Game and ·Fresh Water· Fish Commission is 
recommended to manage the project as a Wildlife 
Management Area in coordination with the St. Johns 
River Water Management District ·The tract· offers 
opportunities for hiking, camping, fishing, wildlife 

· observation and photography. Waterfowl arid dove 
hunting could be implemented on agricultural fields, 
and these sites may be utilized during certain times of 
the year as bass hatcheries for restocking Lake Griffin. 
If the agricultural lands . are acquired, it is proposed 
that the State lease these lands back to farmers who 
would be willing to farm according to State 
specifications concerning intensity and type of 
pesticide, herbicide, and fertilizer applications, type 
and timing of crops, and percent of crop to be left as 
waste grain. Areas could. be flooded· once farmers 
· have harvested their crops in the fall. 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
· The marsh ecosystem is highly vulnerable to any 

further drainage and conversion to other land ·use. 
The use of chemical· products by farmers in part of 
the project currently poses a severe threat to the 
integrity of the marsh. Timber removal is also a 
potential threat. 

Current farming practices (runoff contains herbicides, 
pesticides and fertilizers) present a continuing threat 
to the integrity of .the marsh ecosystem. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

Y9R 

FY18111M4 

PAST, QJRRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT alSTS/BlJDGET fElUEST 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 

SaulaB of Funda Funds 
(CAR. GR. ale) 

Salary OPS Expense . oco FCO 

CARL $60,974 $5,000 $50,000 $87,400 ..(). 
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•. ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council (LAAC)· .. approved the. project .design for 
· Emeralda Marsh. The project design refined the 
resource ·planning boundary· by· deleting developed 
residential tracts and planted groves. Acreage was 
added primarily to consolidate ownerships, and 
expedite the possibility of negotiations. 

On November 22, 1991, the LAAC voted to assess a 
2,835 acre addition to the project proposed by the St. 
Johns River Water Management District. Evaluation is 
scheduled to be complete in the spring of 1992. 

Less than Fee Simple Acauisition 
Project design staff recommends the· protection of 
habitat for the sandhill cranes by negotiating 
conservation easements or owner contact agreements 
with large landholders engaged in agricultural 
production. As referenced to the boundary· map, on 
sheet 9, Sections 9, 10, 15, and 16, those parts of 
parcels A, B, 2A, 2/W, H, D, C, E, G, F, ODD, E not 
below ordinary high water and not juriSdictional. As 
referenced on sheet 11, Sections 21 and 22, parcels 
A, C, and D, (not including that part of A on Buck 
Hammock), all parcels referenced on sheet 13, 
·sections 14, 13, 23, and 24, all parcels referenced on 
sheet 15, Sections 20, 21, 29, 28, . 32, and 33 not 
below ordinary high water and . not jurisdictional, all 
parcels referenced on sheet .17, Sections 23, 24, 26, 
and 25, and all parcels referenced on sheet 19, 
Sections 28, 27, 33, and 34, 4 and 3. 

Acaulsitlon Phasing . 
Phase 1: Jurisdictional wetlands not in agricultural 

productions adjacent to Emeralda 
Marsh/Bull and Buck Hammocks, (fee 
simple). . 

Phase li: Large holdings in agricultural production 
Oess than fee simple - conservation 
easements/owner contract agreements). 

Phase Ill: Parcels below ordinary high water Oess 
than fee simple- donations). 

Coordination 
The St. Johns River Water Management District is an 
acquisition partner and has acquired substantial 
acreage within the project. 
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OWNERSHIP ' . 
The majority of the original project was composed of 
four major owners. The 1992 addition InclUded an 
additional six owners: .. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
St. Johns River Water Management District has 
acquired approximately 6,030 acres within the project 
area. There has been .no acquisition activity· by the 
state due to low ranking. 

RESOLUTIONS 
91-04: St. Johns River Water Management District -

Support for shared acquisition. 

1992 63 
1991 88 
1990 84 
1989 78 
1988 63 
1987 46 
1986 53 
1985 59 

Year Acres Funds 

6,030 $13,460,000 
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LOCATION _ 
The JullngtonjDurbin projeCt · is adjacent to the 
peninsula fomled by Jullngton-and. Durbin• Creeks in 

· southern Duval County. · 

- This project lies within Florida Senate ;Districts 2 and 
· 6 and House District 19. It also lies within Northeast 
Florida Regional Planning Council and St. Johns River 
Water_ Management District. 

. --RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . 
Jullngton-Durbin · -Peninsula encompasses ·typiCal 
northeast Florida sandhill-mesic flatwoods-floodplain 

· swamp_ landscape association. Although all of·_ the 
.upland communities have·been impacted in the past 

· by various siMcultural_ treatments, mOst of the wetland 

: -- Highest Ranked FNAI.;.Jisted Elements 
.. 

- ·Name FNAI Rank. 

' Bartnlrn's bda G2/S2 
·. VariabltHeaf 

crown beard G2/S2 
· SandhU! G2G3/S2 
· Floodplain· Marsh G3?/S2 
. Southern ·red IUy G3/S3 

Upland Mixed Forest G?/S4-
-Floodplain Swamp- . G?/S4? ·. 
Mesic Flatwoods · G?JS4 _-

. . . . •' · .. · . . 

8 FNAI elements known from project · 

communities are relatively intact. Past disturbances 
·-to the natural communities· on site -and the long-term 
exdusion . of fire have . severely altered the natural 

_ quality, diversity, and vl8billty of the fire-adapted 
communities (mesic flatwoOds and sandhill). Four 
FNAI Special Animals have been reported. as 
occurring on or near the original project boundary. 
There are at least three populations of state 

. . . ~ -i·;. 

. . .. ·,· . 
. {:. 

' ! 

. . . ' '"'·· -~ 

endangered Bartram;s _ ixia within the projeet. 
project is acquired, an actiVe restoration program ••• 
including prescribed ' burning, will be 'necessary to . . .. 
conServe. · both · the natural · communities •. and ·. · 

. associated-rare plant. populations .. 
.· . . ' 

.· 'Although the project area has not been subjected tCJ .• ' . 
· a cultural · resource asSessment survey{,' 3'' · 

archeologiCal sites. are reco_rded in the Florida Site File .. 
within the· Julington/Durbiri Peninsula project~ When ;< · ·-.• --. __ · 

compared -to · other·._ acquisition •-- projects; -· the,_ · 
archeologiCal and hiStoriCal resource value/potential·· 

-ofthls_project Is considered to be low. 
.. · .. - . . . . . . . 

Varied public reCreational uses: could-· include·.·,· 
:camping, picnicking, nature appreciation, hiklrig, and . 
horseback riding. - The two . creeks. also provide 
OppOrtUnities·_ for-- icimQe laUilChing · and : limited 

-- freshwater••fistlirig;-_··t:arge;l:>arrow;,pits:alongi'l~95.are··· 
. currently us9cl: for. 'sWimming and':could' be•improved -
·to enhance-thls:actlvity. - -. · · · · · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS'. -·.. _ --- __ · .. _--
The City of JacksonvUie arid ,St.·: Jotinss.County. · _.-.
propose to- manage the portions of -the Julingtonj · 
Durbin Creek Peninsula project· under their respective 
jurisdictions. • _ 'Management of the overall ·project, 
however, should· be as- integrated as: praCtiCal. The 
proj!3ct should- ~~~:managed :as.~ a -natural:,,park (or · 

.'r; 
.. -._. 

parks) wltb the car9fu1- Integration of public ·.use. • · ·· · 

DistUrbed 'areas and /pine -plantations: shoulc:i be -
·restored· (relying ·on; on-site. Seed. sources).-.to their--
original species c~mposition to -the ·greatest, extent ·- · · ·. 
possible .. ,Jhe remaining native ground cover within : 
the project Is suffering fronf .fire suppression and --- · · 
shading created by dense pine. plantations. In areas . 
where groundcover still exists, a top -management 
priority -should be .the--removal. of trees• in, plantations .. ·. · · 
and subsequent . prescribed . ba:uning; · : Complet~ > 

removal of s8nd pine as sOon as•possible:should be 
seriously considered. Prescribed burning will · 
necessarily be part of plans to manage/restore lands 
within this project. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJEC1'ED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET RECUESTS- F ACQUIRED · · 
City of Jacksonville · · 

Saulce of Funds ESIImalad Funds Raqukad 
CATEGORY' (CARL. GR, aiD.) 

Salary OPS Expense. oco FCC Total 

Slarkp Jacksonville $66,878 . $4,200 $87',750 $88;000 . $1;792,000 $2,038,736 

St. Johns County . . 
Budget estimates for the portion of the project in St. Johns County are not yet available • 

. -/ 
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":· '·· 

._ #61 JUUNGTON/DURBIN PENINSULA··. · .· .. 
. . 

Special care should be· given tO• the prot~ion· the~ . ·. 
;: ' federally-eridangerect' West Indian manatee In waters · 
· · : adjacent to~ the project (by maintaining• water quality.' 

. arid. careful. rnonltorlng ;of recreational activities); 
·PopulatiOns. of rare plants; particularly' Bartram's. bela:, 
should be carefully protected arid mariag~ to insure._· 
.their survlvaiQargely-accomplished throughbumlng). 
A J'X)Wer line rlght-of'-way, wtilchcrasses the' property 
on the east ·acts as ·a refuge for a number of -rare 

. . plants. An. interdepartmental agreement should be 
_ reached for maintenance of the power line right-of-
. way to insure management appropriate. to theSe 

plants (exclUding u8e of herbicides for example). .. · 

.. ·. --. WLNERABIUTV AND ENDANGERMENT 
Vulnerability: The site is ·susceptible to losing its 
natural attribUtes to development Water quality In the 
cre8k systems-would • be dfmlnistfed by .. development 
along the streamS, as would the scenic quality of. the 
two. creeks. for recreational use: ._ 

Endangerment: Duval County is an urban county 
experiencing much greater growth pressure than 
surrounding. counties in. north Rorlda. There Is 

. . already a. substantial- amount·of development along 
· •:' .• portions of the creeks. The· creek systems will likely 

. soon be altered and degraded by further development 
- If not placed In public ownership; -

·. ACQUISITION PLANNING 
-_-_The project .design for the Jullngton/Durbln Peninsula 

project . was approved by the -Land Acquisition 
AdvlsoryCouncll•on·D8cember10,1992: .. The project 
design recommendations did not alter the resource · 
planning boundary~ 

· AcauisHion Phasing -
· _ .. ·_ .. ·. Phase 1: WarrenWeiss (Trustee, Applebaum Trust) 

-ownership; 
.· Phase II: Remaining ownerships_ 

Coordination 
The City of JacksonvUie pledged $3.3 mUiion toward~ 

· the purchase of JulinQt:on/Durbin Peninsula . 

St Johns River Water Management District is also a 
partner in this acquisition.· Jullngton/Durbln Peninsula 
Is Identified asa priority acquisition area within the 

·diStrict's Five-Year Land.AcquisitionPian. The:distrlct 
has committed $3.7 mUiion towards its aequlsitlon. 

OWNERSHIP 
·The project.consists of. approximately 4,580 acres, 29 
parcels, and 12 owners. 

.ACQUISITION STATUS 
Relatively low ranking of this project will likely 
preclude ·1993-94 CARL funding. 

... 
,, ·\ 

.... ,_-

- ... ~. -' · .... · .. · 

. ': RESOlUTIONS'• - . > ·. . · · - . .:. 
-85:91: · · -· 'City· of::Jacksonville/Mayor -·Support 

·· · · for.acquisition; · _- ... •-. · · -. . .· .· · ... . ..... - . : .•.. ___ . 
87~1 ::. :. ··· ._ ~acksorwilleEn~iron~ental Pr,qtection<·~ ... 0 

····- Board,'" Sup~ort for acquisition~· ·j!:: .-.····· > , . : 1 

-·- 87~14: · · ._.-. St. Johns RJVer~Water·M~nagement::•i , 
· :otstrtcf:~·$up'port for-acquisition/: ... · · ·· 

_ · 87-108:· · St:; Jotins County •commission. -
Support for acquisitiori . . . _·_ ·. . 

88-138-27:•·· City. ()f·. Jacksonville·~ Support·· -for:·-·· · .. _-. 
. acquisition; . · · 

88-255-116: ·_. -.·_ City , of Jacks()iwille . , . ~.. Matching · 
· Ful'lds/$500;000. _ .· _.. ._ · -· . - ·-·-- . · . _ .... · 

89-272: -St. Johns County Commission -
Support for acquisition; . 

. -· ~4-21 o: .• · .JacJ<sonville city Council.,. support for • 
· . acquisition; .-- · 

89-1297-,681:, City, of JacksorwUie - · Matching 
._. Funds/$500;000. . ·_· · .. -:. · · · . ·.· 

91-04: St. JO,hns . River Water Management 
District , ~ · Support for. Shared 
Acquisition. ·. -·· -· .. •. . . · ._ .. ·. . . · . . . 

92.:.18: ·.·. St. Johns River Water Management · 
· · ·- District Support ·• for • Shared · 

Acquisition. . .. · .. - .· .. , 
92:977-207: .. City of Jacksonville •- Pl9dgect $3.7-

million toward .acquisition. 

19881. 
1987 
1986 ' 
1985 .\. 

1984'' 
1983 
1 

· None 

·Removed ._7o· · ··· _ ... _ 
61 
63 

.. 51' 
36 -
16 

·11 
-19 
21 
33 

.::_ .. _.-

-.··.·;.,. 
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LOCATION 
The Waddell's MDI Pond project is in northwestern 
Jackson County near Marianna. The proposal lies 
about six miles north of Aorida Caverns State Park. 
This project is within Aorida's Senate District 3 and 
House District 7. It Is also within the jurisdictions of 
Northwest Aorlda Water Management District and the 
Apalachee Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project includes a series of caves and sinkholes 
(some with water in them), a second magnitude 
spring, a spring run, a man-made impoundment, 
upland hardwood forest, floodplain swamp, and some 
agricultural fields surrounding the natural 
communities. Several rare plant species have been 

Highest Ranked FNAI..Jisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Spring-run stream G2/S2 
. Marianna columbine G5T1/S1 
Aquatic Cave G3/S2 
Alligator snapping turtle G3G4/S3 
Sinkhole G?/S2 
Aoodplain Forest G?/53 
Upland Hardwood· Forest G?/S3 

. Alluvial Stream G4/S2 
Wild· comphrey ~5/S2 
Aoodplain Swamp G?/54? 

11 FNAI elements known from site 

ed from the project, and several rare cave animals 
ch as the Georgia blind salamander and Dougherty 

lain cave crayfish probably occur onsite as well. The 
ndangered gray bat probably uses the dry caves. 
addell's MDI Pond Creek flows into the Chipola 

River, an Outstanding Aorida Water. The karst region 
f the upper Chipola River is one of the most 

biologically unique areas In the state and is 
characterized by an unusually high level of animal 
endemism. 

The site is on the National Register of Historic Places. 
It has archeological resources from cultural periods 
dating back approximately 10,000 years. · When . 
compared to other acquisition projects, this project Is · 
considered to have high archeological potential. 

The project can accommodate resource-based 
recreation activities such as natural and cultural 
resource appreciation; picnicking, hiking, primitive 
camping, fishing, and canoeing. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
Jackson County was recommended as manager for 
the project in late 1992. The entire project should be 
managed under the single-use concept with the 
primary goals of preserving and protecting the 
significant. natural and archaeological resources, 
providing a buffer for preservation and enhancement 
of water quality in the mill pond and consequently the 
Chlpola River System. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Vulnerability: Most of the site contains wetlands that 
would not be readily developable. 

Endangerment: Jackson County is experiencing very 
little growth pressure. There is only a low threat of 
development of the proposal site. However, there is 
an increased threat of vandalism and looting to the . 
archaeological resources since the property was . 
acquired by an Out-{)f-town owner. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Advisory Council approved the 
Waddell's Mill· Pond project design in December, 
1990. Project design recommendations altered the 
western boundary slightly to Include an additional 
archaeological site and . to take in most of an . 
ownership; the northern boundary was expanded to 
provide a wider buffer for the mill pond; and the 
eastern boundary was expanded to provide a buffer 
for the mUI run into the Chipola RIVer. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 1: Waddell Plantation ownership. 
Phase II: Minor owners and Mutual Ufe Insurance 

Company of NewYork. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

Start-up cost (estimated by the Northwest Aorida Water Management District) 

Salary CPS Expense oco FCC Total 

·$60,000 $12,000 $25,000 $15,000 $100,000 $212,000 

ater management 
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" Coordination 
The Northwest Florida Water Management District has · 
acquired portions of the Mutual Life Insurance 
Company of New York; approximately 1705 acres 
within the CARL project boundary, as well as 
approximately 1,217 acres eastjsoutheastofthe CARL 
project. The Mutual Life Insurance Company parcels 
are In Phase II of the CARL Waddell's Mill Pond 
acquisition. This is not a shared or joint project with 
the water management district, however. They will 
retain title to the Mutual Life Insurance Company 
parcels;.· 

OWNERSHIP 
The project consists of approximately 2, ns acres, 19 
parcels. and 10 owners. Waddell· Plantation, Inc; and 
Mutual Ute Insurance Company of New York have 
indicated that theywould be willing sellers. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
There has been no acquisition activity by the state 
due to low ranking .. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 
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LOCATION
This project is located -in the southwest portion of 
CitrUs County sh8rlng a border with a portion .of the 
WithlaCoochee River. - It lies within . Florida· Senate 
District 11 and House District 43. It also lies within 
the · jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional 
·Planning CouncU and . the Southwest·_· Florida· Water 
Management District. · · 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Pineola Fem Grotto represents a . significant 
botanical, . biogeographical, · and geologic site. · The 

· Grotto.· once contained an· unprecedented fern flora 
diversity with the· occurrenCe of- fem species found 

·. noWhere else within the continental United 'States. 

Highest Ranked FNAI'-IIsted Elements . . 

·.Name. 

Craighead's nodding:- · 
caps 

Florida· bristle fem 
Incised· groove-bar· 
Creeping-leaf . 

stalkgrass 
. Upland. Hardwood 

Forest•· 
Floodplain Swamp 
Sinkhole 

. Upland Mixed Forest -
· Brittle maidenhair fern 
Yellow hibiscus 

FNAI Rank . 

G1/S1 
G2/S2 · 

. G3/S2·. 

G?/SH 
G?/S3 

.G?jS4? ·. 
G?/S2· 
G?jS4 ... 
G?/S3 
G4G5/S2S3' 

13 FNAI elements known tram project 

The Grotto is:considered.to be·of natlonal·ecological 
significance. When· compared to other karst features . 
of simllai structure and size, Pineola Grotto has a 

. more unique flora and, despite some disturbance; 
remains In good condition .. The rich fem flora 8nd the 

·.·-·· 

presence of rare .mid. endan~ s~ebt~s ~rther •.• .•• ·. 

enhance· the value of this 'site for··canservatlon., . The . . .. 
project is· known to ·harbor. a FNAI~Istecf.speci~s _at . 
vascular flora. -Occwi-ence8 'of other listed species 
are probable. _. · · · 

_ Plneola-:Fem·Grotta:ls~~~signifieant site-to vascular: ·· . . . . . ' ' ,. : -·~ -o~·~:-..... - . . .· . . . . . . 
· · plant conservatlon·:;Jri-tth~:~;state ·for <th,e: following 

reaSons: 1) it eo'ntains: a\'~high~ concentration at rare 
ancL geog~phldiiliy' disjunct<:, fer~? species;: . 2).- it 
enccimpasses .ai·high · quatity eXample .atone .. ~. of the -

· ·_most .solithem Upland Hardwood Forests; 3) it is erie. 
··of the few remail"ling kSrst grottoes in,-*e.enttre:U;S;; . 
4) it contains several rare non-fern plant species; and:· 
5) several plant species are thought to- reach their · 
northern limits along Florida's west coaSt on 'site; . . ' 

Two · {2)- archeologi~· sites Oithlc Scatters) : are. ·
reeardedfromthePineola Fern Grotto; However, the. · ·.·· 
project- 8rea haS·· not yet·been subjectecL-to. a . 
systematic cultural resOurce .. assessment . survey. 
When compared to•• other acquisition projects, the ·, 
arch9ologlcal, and . historlcal,·resource .• v81uefpot~ntlal 

. of this project is :considered to be .lpw. to' moderate~ : 

The recreational significance of • the project- Is its 
geological .and botanical. features as well- as in. its· 
frontage of the Withlacoochee Riverandrrelationship· 

· · to the Wlthlacoachee StatecTraiL · Public recreational· .. 
-uses-- could. Include .geological anch: botanical 
_interpretation,.· hiking, . jimit&d camping,-·· •· picr1lcking, · · · -. 
bicycle riding, boat launching, canoeing, and' limited .. ·. 
freshWBter fishing·. opportunities~ · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS · . - · .·· _ -
The · Division of ·· Reereation and Parks · is - the · 
recommended· manager of the Pineola. Fern Grotto; ·. 
The primary· focus of the PineolaFem Grotto project · 
. should be the protection and restoratlon.of the .natural 
· communities ... ·_ of the project, particularty:' those 
associated with the grotto. The· integration Of, . 
compatible resource-based outdoor .. recreation· 
activities and environmental education should be· 
provided for and. encouraged. · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECI'ED IIAIMGF"FK1' COS1"'IIUDGET REI:luEsJs •IF ACQUIRED 
Division Of Recreation and Parb 

.;,·· 

S.....aiFtmda EsO'ala ... Funda' .......... 
CA1EDDIIY (CARL. GR. 811:..) 

Salary CPS ·Expense oco FCO Total ,, 

/ ........ CARL $50,187 $34;560 $8,550 $89,908 $90,000 $254,183 
_(, 

FYt-M CARL $50,187 34,560 $8,550 $89,908 ·_. $80,000 $254.183 . -·~ ·:.-
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·. · #63' PINEOLkFERN:GROTTO q, 

. . . . I . 

Non;.natlve;· Invasive species Of plants an,g animals 
· · ·. shalrnot bS·Inti'oducad, and, when present,. shaiFbe 

contrOlled to· the greatest extent: practicaL.. ·The· 
· .. ··.greatest threat to the grotto ecosystem Is Invasion of 
·exotic. plant. species,. partlcularty . the lnvaslye skunk. 

· ... · vine (PaediU'ia foef!da), which ·has aggressively 
. invaded much of the site. Failure to control this 

species will resUlt in significant degradation of the 
unique vegetation of. the grotto; its removal/control 

.. should .be a top management priority. 

· The microclimate (coricluclve to fern diversity) of the 
grotto itself Is maintained; In l~uge part, by the 
bUffering effect of the surrounding forests. During any 
facilities development In the immediate vicinity of the 
grotto,. particular care should b8 taken to disturb the 
forest canopy and subcanopy as little as possible. 
Entrances to •-the terrestrial caves ·and sinks of the 
grotto are· some of the best remaining fern site$ in· the 
grotto. · ·Access to. these areas should be carefully 

· monitored to Insure that.undue degradation Of these 
sites does. not occur. 

VULNERABIUTYAND ENDANGERMENT 
Vulnerabilitv: The greatest threat to the grotto itself is 
Invasion of exotic. plant specles,.·partlcularty·· skunk. 
vine. Failure to Control these species will result in 
significant degradation of the unique vegetation of the 

·· grotto. The grotto Is 818o vulnerable to over -'Collecting 
by humans. The surroundinQ upland areas are 

·.vulnerable ·prtmarlly to· residential development .. 

· Endangerment:·. Th8. endangerment from faUure• to · 
control exotic plant species Is high. · Otherwise, Citrus 
County is not experiencing rapid growth, so significant 

· loss of the portion of the. site around the grotto would. 
not be expected to occur In the near flittire . 

. ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project designfor the. Pineola Fern Grotto project .. 
was .approved by tlie · Land Acquisition .. · Advisory. · 
Council on December 1 0; 1992. 

The project design modified. the resource planning 
boundary on . the· northwest boundary·. to· conform to 
ownership. boundaries and to exclude an expensive 
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. ~. ·. ·~ . . 

Improvement Three one.: acre lots·. ~era· eXcluded . 
·· · from northeast boundary; one. iOt;,. CQntalned an• · 

inexpensiVe improveiTient > ! .·· · 

. Acauisition Phasing • . . 
Phase 1: · · Fairley ·and MorrisOn > . . .. . . . 
Phase II: ·· MUJer··awne..Shlp south-along,riVer 
Phase 111:. Ownerships ·north· ar1d ·along ;river 
Phase IV: Ownerships along railroad ·rlght-of-:way 

·OWNERSHIP 
The· project consists. ofapproxi~tely: 453. acres, 20· · · 
parcels,. and 14 owners~ · ' 

ACQUISITION: STATUS' .... · ... ·· H ••••• • ' •••••••• 

The. Land Acquisition Advisory Council;. ranked this .·. 
project for the first time .. · In . December 1992. · 
Acquisition activities, i.e .. -appraisal · mapping; 
appraisals, etc., have not yet begurt 

RESOLUTIONS . • · 
None known; 

. NOI'le·• 

I . 



** by South Florida Water Management District ($8,288,699) and National Park Service ($385,000). 

LOCAnON 
In western Dade County, adjacent to and east of the 
Everglades Natlorial Park. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate Districts 39 and 40 and House 
District 112. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the 
South Florida Water Management District and the 
South Florida Regiorial Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPnON 
The East Everglades project, in western Dade County, 
is divided Into two separate areas: a northern area 
comprising approximately 70,000 acres, and a 
southern area comprising approximately 30,563 acres 
(see map, part 2). Both areas border the Everglades 
Natlorial Park and are considered critical to the park's 

Highest Ranked. FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

carter's large-flowered flax G2T2/S2 
Florida· panther G4T1/S1 
Florida royal palm G20/S2 
Rockland Hammock G?/S2 
Ghost orchid G?/S2 
Hydric Hammock G?/54? 
Basin Marsh G?/54?. 
Mart Prairie G?/54? 
Wet Prairie G?/54? 
Banded wUd-pine G4/S3-

13 FNAI elements known from site 

ecosystems. East Everglades serves as a water 
storage area. The water storage capacity helps to 
prevent excessive flooding and serves as a recharge 

area for well fields.in south Dade County. The project 
area encompasses the habitats of numerous rare and 
endangered species. 

Although the project area has not been systematically' 
surveyed for cultural resource sites, it is considered to 
have potential for archaeological Investigations. 

The primary public purpose of restoring natural 
hydrological and biological systems takes precedence 
over intensive recreatlorial use. The area can support 
hunting, fishing, camping, hiking, nature study, and 
photography. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
This project was designed to further objectives 
adopted· by the Everglades Natlorial Park - East 
Everglades Resource Planning. and_- Management 
Cornmittee set forth by the Governor in 1984. These 
objectives Include: restoring the natural sheet flow of 
water to the Everglades Natiorial Park through the 
Shark River Slough; ensuring that the quality of water 
flowing Into the Park and into the Biscayne Aquifer is. · 
not degraded due _to developmentjagricultural 
practices In the East Everglades; ensuring that the 
quality. and quantity of water entering Florida Bay will 
allow for rejuvenation of the estuarine system; and 
ensuring that future development in Dade County 
does not affect the. viability of the natur31. ecosystems 

- in the East Everglades and Natiorial Park. 

In 1989 federal legislation expanded the boundaries of 
Everglades Natlorial Park to include the · East 
Everglades project area (plus some addltiorial minor 
acreages); subsequent action· by the Board of 
Trustees effectively transferred management 
responsibility of the projeCt to the National Park 
Service. (The L.AAC had orlgirially approved 
management' by the Game and Fresh Water . Fish 
Commission, the·. South Florida Water· Management 
District, and other state agencies.) 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

V9R 

FY1891-82 

FY 11111Z83 

FY 191113-94 

PAST, CtHIENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTSJBUDGET REQUEST 
National Park. Service 

Soulce of Funda Funda 
(CAR. GR, etc) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

Federal $60,500 $106,700 ~ $28,800 ~ 

Federal $68,700 $109,800 ~ $18,800 ~ 

Federal $90,000 $113,o0o ~- $30,000 ~· 
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. VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The • Everglades natural. communities are extremely 
sensitive to disruption by man; Artificial manipulation 
of water levels can be devastating to natural systems 
In and out of the project area. 

Acquisition, priority . based in part on endangerment 
have been recommended by an East Everglades 
technical committee. The highest development 
pressures (residential and agricultural) are adjacent to 
those areas that have already been developed. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 

Coordination 
This project Is a shared project of the CARL program, 
the South Rorida Water Management District 
(SFWMD), and the National Park Service. Although 
the district has concentrated Its efforts so far In the 
southernmost C-111 Canal area, .priority areas 1 and 
2 'tn the northernmost part of ~e project are also in 
the SFWMD's five year acquisition plan. 

On December 13, 1989, President Bush signed 
legislation expanding the Everglades National Park to 
include the East Everglades project area. The 
National Park Service (NPS) received $7.5 million for 
Fiscal Year 1992-93 (beginning October, 1992), for 
acquisition and construction within the Everglades 
National Park. It Is recommended that the Bureau of 
Land Acquisition coordinate with the NPS as well as 
the SFWMD on the acquisition of the East Everglades 
project. The band Acquisition Plan for the East 
Everglades prepared by NPS in 1991, concludes that 
the top priority In restoration of the Everglades 
system, and the guiding factor in establishing 
acquisition priorities within the East Everglades 
project, is restoration of the hydrology and ecology of 
the Shark River Slough. ' 

. OWNERSHIP 
The northernmost 70,000 acres consists of over 6,000 
ownerships. 

The Aerojet Wildlife Management Area, between the 
northern and southern parts of the project area, was 
a joint state, water management district (WMD) 

,acquisition consisting of approximately 34,572 acres. 
It was transferred to the National Park Service in 1991. 

The South Rorida Water Management District has 
acquired a large percentage of the southernmost part 
of project area - the C-111 Canal area. 
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ACQUISITION STATUS . 
DNR has successfully 'acquired some tracts through 
tax deeds. DNR Is also coordinating with the National 
Park Service to acquire additional acreage. 

OTHER 
This project Is within a Chapter 380 Resource 
Planning . and Management Area. with Management 
Plans· Adopted. 
On June 13, 1989, the Board approved the inclusion 
of East Everglades within the Save Our Everglades 
program, authorizing the state to negotiate the 
project. 

RESOLUTIONS .. 
Governor and Cabinet - Support joint· 
federal/state acquisition. 

1992 54 
1991 44 
1990 43 
1989 '46 
1988 35 
1987 53 
1986 59 
1983 13 
1982 21 

~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~~ 

Year Acres Funds 

1983 17,280.00 $10,574,560 



LOCATION. --- .· __ 
In Lee CoUnty, · on Florida's southwest coast;' 
approximately 20 miles west-northwest of Fort Myers, 

·betWeen· Gasparilla Island and Fort Myers. -Includes 
the barrier Island of Cayo Costa and portions of North 
Captiva and Buck Key. This project_ lies within 
Florida's Senate DistriCt 24 and House District 74. It 
Is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida 
Regional Planning council · and the . South -Florida 

. Water Management District.·-. · 

. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Cayo Costa• 8nd North Captiva Islands are part· of. a 
small chain of barrier Islands that provide. protection 
for Chariotte Harbor. The Chariotte Harbor estuarine 

. system Is one of. Florida's most productive estuaries~ 
The maintenance of Cay9 Costa and North Captiva 
Islands In a natural condition woUld provide significant·_ 

Hlghest.Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements. 

Name FNAIRank · 

Rorld8 lantana G2/S2 
Piping plover G2/S2 
Sanibel lovegrass G2/S2 
Aboriginal-prickly-apple G2G3T2/S2 
loggerhead G3/S2· 
Shell Mound G3/S2·· 
Coastal Grassland G3/S2 
Bald eagle .G3/S2S3--·· . 
Coastal Strand G3?/S2 
EstUarine Tidal Swamp . G3/S3 
20 FNAI el8ments koown from site 

. additional protection for . the bay. The natural 
· communities Within the·project are In excellent 

condltlori and- have high species diversity; some plant 
associations may be unique to these Islands. · 

'-r:;. . ·:t· 
,-~ 

·.i .. :c..~ . ·~ ; \_ 

· .. .. 

: .. : .· . . . . 

This project contains_ several ·archaeological ~nd' .· ·. 
. historical sites and has potential for archaeological·· 

Investigations. .· · · ' · ··- · 

The . project . ·could •-· provide eXcellent . reereatiorial • ·· 
. opJ)ortunltles associated . with tlie beach;. including . · ... ' ' 
swimming, fishing; and.boating, The acreage. is also · 

· large enough to Bilow hiking, camping, and· nature ·· 
... appreciation.· · · · 

. . . : . 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS .· _ . . · • · ... 
. The majority of the project would be managed by the .· . 
Division of Reereatlori-and Parks as an addition to the 
Cayo Costa State Park for preservation and~ for . 
passive · reereation. · The Division •_ of Historical · 

· Resources of the· Department of State ·participates in. 
management ·of .the cultur"al ~ reso~ in- the -park:· 

·_ The Cayo Costa State Park Management Plan ~has 
b8en developed as a toOl to effect wise management · 
of"·the •resources of. the-- environmentally. endangered.·.- · 
larids compriSing Cayo Costa State: Park, while · · 
simultaneously. providing for· public uses compatible· 
with resource · • management. The· . ·. goals ' of. ·_ 
management for the Park Include preservation· and ·_ · 
protection · of · naturally ·occurring· plant and animal 
species and their habitats · (partlculariy . those 
considered rare); Speelflc· management. objectives; · 
policies, and procedures are presented in the plan to 
achieve each of these goals to the greatest extent · 
possible. Public Lises are limited to resource• ba.sed- - · 
activities that have minimal impact on the · 
environmental· attributes of ·the· Park . 

Buck Key·. would be · managed as part of the Ding 
Darting National Wildlife Refuge by the US Fish and. 
Wildlife Service. 

. .... 
WLNERABIUTY, AND ENDANGERMENT· ·. . .· _ 
Coastal barrier islands are highly vulnerable io 
impacts from-storm activity but are.mostly degraded 
by human disturbance.. Because Of the aesthetic. 
·quality and reereational oppOrtunities of the Chariotte- · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS ·. 

YEAR 

FY1981-82 

FY 1811Z81 

FY181D84 

PAST, aJRRENT, and- PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET. FEQUEST 
Division of Recreation and Parka 

Saine of Rnla Funds 
(CARL. ·GR,aiD) 

Salary OPS Expenae oco FCO 

SPTF $120,000 $27,885 $87,000 $7,148 . $122,810 

SPTF $122,932 $65,000 $90,000. $40,000 .(). 

SPTF $122,932. $80,000 $97,000 $40,000 $240,000 
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Total 

$364,841 

$317,932 

$579,932 
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Harbor area, Cayo Costa. is· highly desirable. for 
residential development Even. though the island is. 
only accessible by boat, most of the remaining 
privately owned acreage is subdivided into lots and 
small acreage tracts on which permits are being 
issued and buildings erected. 

Lee County is the 12th most densely populated 
county .. The growth rate for 1980-1990 was 64.876%, 
the 9th most rapidly growing county in the state. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 1 ,393 acres were acquired with EEL 
funds ($15,903,240). Lee County donated 655 acres 
on northernmost Cayo Costa to the State. More than 
400 owners remain. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Being prepared for acquisition .under the. Mega-parcel 
category. 

Eminent Domain 
Reauthorized and extended to 1993 by the 1987 
Legislature. 

OTHER 
This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource 
Planning and Management Area with Management 
Plans Adopted. 

RESOLUTIONS 
~ City of Sanibel - Support for acquisition. 
80-5-29: Lee County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 
Southwest Rorida Regional Planning CouncU 
- Support for acquisition. 
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1976 
19n 
1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 
1988 
1989 
1990 
1991 
1992 

1992 
1991 
1990 
1989 
1988 
1987 
1986 
1985 
1984 
1982 
1980 

· #65 CAYO COSTA ISLAND. 

839.97 
278.01 
64.60 

0.34 
126.07 
92.43 
42.16 
20.88 
67.21 

1.44 
20.50 
10.00 
19.40 

1.20 
5.76 

61 
56 
53 
37 
40 
5 
12 
13 
14 

$7,723,757 
$3,867,388 

$697,500 
$0. 

$2,684,256 
.$984.835 
$529,670 
$478,427 
$609,030 
$93,100 

. $794,587 
$363,335 
$450,378 
$12,600 
$86,000 



. LOCATION-
_ In Taylor and DiXie Counties, atong Florida's 

northwest coast. The project · lies . within Senate 
District 4 and House District 1 o. It is also within the 

• jurisdictions · of the . Suwannee River Water 
Management District and the North -Central Florida 

· f_=leglonal Planning Council. 

. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . 
This.·· project· is part · of a · larger state .·acquisition. 
initiated under the Save Our Coast program protects 
an estimated sixty miles of low energy coastline on 
the Gulf of Mexico~ The project area h1cludes the 
following natural community types:· salt marsh, hydric 
hammock, mesic·.· flatwoods~ sandhill; uplarid 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted ·Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

West Indian manatee _G2?/S2? 
.·Sandhill G2G3/S2·· 

Florida black- bear G5T2/S2 
· Bald ;eagle G3/S2S3 

Gopher tortoise G3/S3 
Freshwater Tidal Swamp ·· - G3/S3 
Corkwood G3G4/S3 

-· _Eastern indigo snake G4T3/S3 
. Black rail G4?/S3?.: 

Maritime· Hammock G4/S3-

•· ·16 FNAI eiemelits ·known from site 

hardwood· forest,. maritime hammock, .and- coastal 
swamp. _ Much of the drier acreage has been 
converted to. pine plaritatlon. The region supports 
excellent popUlations of wildlife. . The project area 
directly Influences the water quality of the adjacent 
Blg_Bend Seagrasses Aquatic Preserve. Maintenance 
of the tract In a natural condition offers significant 

..... 

proteCtion to the. offshore.·g~.beds allct -associated --.-.--·•. ··-
sport fishery. - - · · 

. ' . 

-Several archeological sites .within the bouf1dal1es of , : -
_this· project: are · recordecl,wlthln: the Florida Site • FOe~· 
When compared to other projects~ th.~ potential-for · 
significant sites is considered to be hlgik 

The project's. recreational potential . Is >sor:newhat 
limited by its substantially hy(jric character~ H()wever, - : • 
it does provide exceUent opportunities for:recreatlon · 
that Is unhampered- by wet conditions · such as -· • ·. 
hunting, fishing; 'arid can~ing. Drier sites are.suita~e 

. for . camping; • hiking, photography,, . and .• nature ·. 
. appreciation~ ' . 

MANAGEMENT-CONCEPTS. _ 
Project acreage as yet unacquired would be mallaged .· --- · 
as apart of the:Big-Bend·-Coast_WIIdllfe Management· 
AreabytheGame-arid.Fr&ShWaterFish•COmmissio~i' -_.- .•. 
with the Division of Forestry cooperating. The primary 
management objective for th8 Mariagement Area: Is 

- the• preservatlon···of.existlng natural·.·communitles, w_ith
particular emphasis:on the·conservatlon•of.rare,plant . - ·.
and animal species, . and the protection of water 
quality in the Big.Bend-Seagrasses Aquatic Preserve; , 
Some upland sites disturbed by previous siiVIcultural 
activities may require restoration; -· The project-area 
can .. accOmmOdate . an array -.Of multiple-use 
recreational activities including hunting, fishing; 

. canoeing~ camping, hikif1g, nature appreciation,' . 
·photOgraphy, and· horseback riding. · · · 

· WLNERABIUTY AND ·ENDANGERMENT 
The biological and. hydrological. resourceS of this 
project are ·presently :most- threatened·_ by the physical · 
disruption of natural systems :associated with timber 
removal, esJ)ecially in hydric natural Communities. · · 
This activity ts.ongolng. Although.thls Is not a,regfon 
with high development pressures, upland. sites ·are 
susceptible to degradation resulting from residential or · 
resort development 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

G 
FY 1981-82 

FY1992«S 

· FY191D84. 

PAST, CURRENT~ and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSI'S/BUDGET REQUESI' 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 

Soulat of· Funds . Funda 
(CARL, GR. ., 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL $138,117 ~ $347,991 $37,059 ..().. 

CARL $224,031 $45,600 $314,993 $71,155 ..().. 

CARL $260,981 $50,600 . $329,993·_ $88;855- ..().._ 
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TotaJ 

$523,167 

$6155,779. 

$730.429 
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N 

0 

GULF COUNTY 

15 ~ 

MlL.ES 
(APPROX.) 

1. ST. JOSEPH STATE PARK 

45 

2. ST. JOSEPH BAY BUFFER (CARL) 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 

3. APALACHICOLA RIVER & BAY RPB (CARL) 
4. ST. VINCENT ISLAND NATIONAL WILDLIFE 

REFUGE 
5 • CAPE ST. GEORGE STATE RESERVE 
6. ST. GEORGE ISLAND STATE PARK 
7. TATES HELL (CARL) 

WAKULLA COUNTY 
8. ST. MARKS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 
9. OCHLOCKONEE RIVER STATE- ·PARK 

10. MASHES SAND COUNTY PARK 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
11. WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS 

(CARL) 
12. AUCILLA WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREA 

(GFC) 
TAYLOR COUNTY 
13. BIG BEND COAST TRACT {CARL) 
12. AUCILLA WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREA 

(GFC) 
14. BIG BEND WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREA 

(GFC) 
DIXIE COUNTY 
13. BIG BEND COAST TRACT (CARL) 
15. LOWER SUWANNEE NATIONAL WILDLIFE 

REFUGE 

' .. . , .. ,, 
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'~~~.:.:. 
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COASTAL PROJECTS 
OF 

THE . BIG BEND 

LEVY ·coUNTY 
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15. LOWER SUWANNEE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 
16. WACCASASSA BAY STATE PRSERVE 
17. CEDAR KEYS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 
18. CEDAR KEYS STATE-PRESERVE 
19. CEDAR KEY SCRUB (CARL) 
.20. GULF ~OCK WILDLIFE MANAGEME!>I'"T .AREA 

(GFC) 
CITRUS COUNTY 
21. CRYSTAL RIVER STATE RESERVE. 
22. ST. MARTINS RIVER (CARL) 
23. CRYSTAL RIVER NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 
24. CHASSAHOWITZKA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE* 
25. HOMOSASSA RESERVE./WALKER PROPERTY 

HERNANDO COID.'TY 
26. CHASSAHOWITZKA WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT 

AREA (GFC) 
PASCO COUNTY 
27. WETSTONE/BERKOVITZ (CARL) 
28. ANCLOTE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 
PINELLAS COUNTY 
29. ANCLOTE KEY STATE PRESERVE 
30. HONEYMOON ISLAND STATE ~CREATION AREA 
31. CALADESlSTATE PARK 
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#66BIG BEND COAST TRACT 

A dleoff of.:vegetatlori.along;the coast and on offshore< . 
islarlds ln:thls region· of Florida has ·been associated 
by some with sealevel rtse~ If this is indeed the.caS&, 

. much. of the project may be lnunc:tatect in the ft.iture. 

ACQUISinON PLANNING . . 
The- Advisory Council, · on .. December 14, .1988, 

... adopted the boundary. map as the project design .With · 
the understanding that Council• members. could; ·at a .. 

. later date; re'\llse the boundary; 

Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy orchestrated.·· the ·public 

·. acquisition of the major ownership and will continue 
· to coordinate and assist In the acquisition of at least 
the other large ownerships as necessary. 

OWNERSHIP 
The State has acquired 68,009 acres from The Nature 
Conservancy (TNC) through . the Save Our Coast 

· · program. The remaining 11,676 acres consist Of three 
major ownerships: · Georgia Pacific Corp., St. Joe 
·Paper Co., . and K.H. MacKay, · Approximately.· 30 

.. smaller holdings, varying from 1 to 480 acres also 
· remain to be acquired:(see also Acquisition Planning). 

· ACQUISinON STATUS 
Protect Is . over 70% complete. . One of the larger 

·. remaining Ownerships has recently Indicated a 
willingness. to sell. · · 
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as 
** Includes acreage acquired under EEL program. See •Ownership•. 

LOCATION 
In the southwest comer of Palm Beach County, and 
the northwest comer of Broward County, 
approximately 30 mUes southwest of Belle Glade, 50 
miles from downtown Miami and 72 miles from West 
Palm Beach. This project lies within Rorlda's Senate 
District 29 and House Districts 78 and 97. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the South. Rorlda Regional 
Planning CouncU and the South Rorlda Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Rotenberger /Holey Lands were historically an 
integral part of the Everglades hydrological system. 
Water-control engineering and agriculture have 
disrupted this function and has consequentiy 
adversely impacted the Everglades system. The 
natural communities of the project consist of shallow 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Coastal vervain G2/S2 
Rorlda· panther G4T1/S1 

2 FNAI elementS known from site 

swales dominated by sawgrass. with tree islands 
interspersed; however, most of the project is currently 
in a disturbed ruderal condition. 

Recreational opportunities for the project include 
hunting, fishing, canoeing, hiking and nature 
appreciation. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
This project area presently . functions as a Wildlife 
Management Area operated by the Rorlda Game and 
Fresh Water . Fish Commission.. The- .. management 
goals of the Rotenberger acquisition project are: (1) 
to restore quantitatively and qualitatively ·historical 
water flow tt)rough the northernmost part of the 
Everglades; and (2) to restore and preserve original 
biological communities characteristic of · ·the 
Everglades within the project area. An interagency 
agreement, under which the above goals are to ·be 
pursued, was approved on may 12, 1983, by the 
following participants: Board of Trustees of the 
Internal Improvement Trust Fund (represented by the 
Department of Natural Resources), Department of 
Environmental- ·Regulation, Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission, and South ' Rorida Water . 
Management District. On January 11, 1984, the 
Division of Environmental Permitting received an 
application from the South Florida Water Management 
District to implement water control modifications for 
attainment of the above management goals. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The different biological communities are· inherently 
vulnerable to disturbance, partlcular1y drainage and 
wildfires in which the peat substratum burns. 

Primarily threatened by agricultural uses; these 
include {1)· cultivation· and other development; 
(2) modification of flow · affecting water quantity; 
{3) modification of water quality from altered runoff. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In 1978 the Seminole Indian Tribe of Rorida brought 
a lawsuit in . federal court against the state and the 
South Rorida Water Management District. The lawsuit 
challenged the validity of a 15,000 acre flowage · 
easement held by the water management district over 
Seminole Indian larids. The state agreed as a part of 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY 1891-82 

FY 198M3 

FY181D4M 

PAST, aJRRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 

Saume of Funds Funda 
(CAR.. GR, 811c) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL $48,455 -o- $25,299 $7,558 -o-

CARL $88,178 -o- $48,750 $9,500 -o-

CARL $90,000 -o- $50,000 $20,000 -o-
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Total 

$81,312 

$144,428 

$160,000 

... _/ 
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the litigation settlement to obtain fee-simple title to . 
that part of the Seminole Indian Reservation. within 
Water Conservation Area 3, consisting of 14,720 acres 
in Broward County. Under the terms of the 
agreement, the water management district · will 
provided the initial acquisition funds· and was 
reimbursed $1.7 million by the state. 

The Land Acquisition Advisory Council recommended 
the addition ·of the. Seminole Indian Lands (14, 720 
acres) to the Rotenberger project on February 12, 
1988. 

Coordination 
The South Aorida Water Management District was a 

' \ 

partner in the acquisition of the Seminole ' Indian 
Lands, an addition ·to the Rotenberger project (see 
• Acquisition Planning"). 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 6,297 acres ($3,702,676) were acquired 
under the EEL program; 24,004 ± acres acquired or 
under option since the CARL program's inception, 
including 14,720 ± acres acquired in the Seminole 
Indian Land settlement. Approximately 670 owners 
remain. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Being prepared for. acquisition ·under the mega-parcel 
category. 

Eminent Domain 
Extended until 1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

RESOLUTIONS 
1984: Gulf and Western Food Products Company -
-- Agreement for land exchange. 
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1975 
1986 
1987 
1988 
1989 
1990 
1991 

1992 
1991 
1990 

•'1989 
1988 
1987 
1986 
1985 
1984 

6,296.80 
3,940.00 
4,500.00 

56.88 
,194.97 
. 40.00· 
64L30 

$3,702,6n 
. $3,140,526 
$2,248,800 

$25,726 
' $87,988 

. $19,000 
$2,360,185 
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. LOCATION . . ··. . . . . . ·. -

St Michael's Landing· ·· is located in · extreme 
· .• southeastern Bay County, 20 miles 8ast of Panama 

. City. Tyndall Air Force Base adjoins the property on 
the west and the City of Mexico Beach adjoins It on 
the east This project lies Within Senate District 7 and 
House District ~ It Is also within the jurisdiction of 

• · . West Aorida Regional Planning CouncD and the 
Northwest Aorida Water Management District .· 

. . • • . RESOURCE DESCRIPTION · · . . ·. . . 
· · · · This site Contains some 5,560 feet of frontage on the · 

· .. GUlf of .. Mexico and Is bounded on the ·north by U.S. 
Highway 98. It Is characterized by a beach. strand 
and dune/swale system. Sand plne·scrub occurs on 
secoridary dunes· and a tidal creek flows through .the 
east portion Of the tract The native vegetation is· in 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

·Name 

Scrub. 
Coastal! Grassland 
Coastal· Strand 
Blackwater Stream 
Beach. Dune 

·. · Aooclplaln SWamp 
· .. Mesic Aatwoods 

FNAI Rank 

G2/S2 
G3/S2 
G3?/S2 
G4/S2 
G4?/S2 
G?/S4?' 
G?/S4 

· 7 FNAI elements knoWn from site 

gei1er811y good ·condition. The project . does not 
appear to have been. timbered In. the past The 

. Atlai1tlc loggerhead turde Is known to·use the beaches 

.· west· of the site· and possibly the site· itself. for-limited 
nesting. A number of other endangered and 
threatened species ·also use the site. · 

.• Although no culturSJ resource• sites . from· Within• the.- .· .· 
project are recorded· in the Aorida~Master.Site·File,lt ·. ·. · 

· is considered;_ however; to • have a, higll potential for . · 
archeological sit~.· · 
: : ._: .. _· .· .. ; ·. ·. ·.-. ' ,·- · .. ·. 

The projeCt wouJd:<provkie·-lopJ,ortunities,;for. beach 
related activities;· including swimming;· saltwater -. · 
fishing, picnicking, as well as ca111ping. · - · 

. MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS~- ·. . .. . . . . 
·The project>wouldc be•c.managed i by: thedDivision of 
. Recreation: and·- Parks as·i·>unlt 'Of .. the· State ·Pari{ 
· System: under: ·single- use~ concep~. · ·h1terim .... 

management of lands acquired. under·. the RTC, -_-.· .·- _
however; will be conclucted•byTyndall Air Force Base-_· · 
·in. cooperation wtth'·-BaY ~ qourity;,· .. The· <primary 
management objective wol.ild be:providil1g'resourc9-. · 
COniPatlbi•Hecre8tlonal opportunltl~. :~;Xotl9 species .-._ 
would be removedfcontrolied to.the greatest extent: 
practical~ · · , . . · -

. ~· .· 

WLNERABIU"rY>AND.ENDANGERMENT , . -_._ -- .. __ -. ·, . 
The •Gulf shore• ls~highly suseeptlble to. severe stom,t·· •.. _· ... 
damage, although such ~amage did not occur during• _ 
the 1985 hurrleane season due probably to the· 
location of the eye at landfall. >Because /of the well 
sheltered·loCatlon of' the• site. behind' St.· Joseph. 

·. Peninsula, silsceptlbility·to· nqrmaFstorms·ancf. rough _ · , 
seas Is thought~to be•IO\Y;> ltsAq~tlonJn,an~area of. 
lesser population Which ha~ develo~ slowly to 

· mOderately in past years would normally leave the site 
less open to the likelihood of development;· However, 
the site Is conveniently ·situated between Mexico • . 
Beach arid the. Air Force base lands· and this .may 
offset the Past trends of slow area develop~ent. ·. Tne 
Coastal Construction Control Una (CCCL) Is close.to 
the shore. · 

-Gulf County' has:na zoning: ftlr,this site; , The· owner · · · · 
has plans to· develop the· land under a PlannedrUnlt 
Dev81opment (PUD), but has not,yet.presented a plan 
for the PUD to the county for.approval. Application to 
the Department of Environmental Regulation has been • ·_ 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATmcR't' 

Slalt-up 

FY 111!D84 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET. AEOOESTS· F ACQUIRED 
·Division of'Recreatlon arid Parka 

Saine of Funda E':slimalad Funda Riqulrad 
(CARL. GR, aiD.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO ·· 

CARL $22,167 $19,560 $8,000 $55,800 $25,000 

CARL $22,167 $19,560 ·sB,ooo $55,Soo $25,000 
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Tot8J 

$130,527 

$130,527. 
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#68 ST. MICHAEL'S LANDING .· ·. 
,., 

. rnadefor the Installation of' a;road: 8lbng'ttt.e~west1;;;·;: 
·. boundary of the GuH .··shore . tract. The· owner 

· ·anticipates creating tWo RV. park: units. tOtaling same 
· .· ·. 385 sites near the be8ch' as a selling tool to get the 

project underway. The owner is:a willing seller who 
is postponing Immediate development pending ·· 
success of tlie site under . the Save Our Coast 
program. .. County population growth, ·a factor in · 
development pressure, is predicted to be. mOclerate; 
Most of the land. seaward of US 98, Including all the 
beach, is within a federal· Coastal barrier reSource unit. 
Implications·. of· the designation should discourage . 
dev91opment, affording a measure of protection. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING . . 
The St Michael's . pr:oposal was .first submitted for 
consideration undet"the Save Our .Coast program on 
March 6, 1986; It first appeared on the 1986 Interim 

. priority list approved by the Governor and Cabin~ on 
September 4, 1986. · On September· 28, 19aa,· the 
Land Acquisition Advisory Council voted to assess the 

·project for possible . transfer to the CARL program. 
The project assessment was approved by the Council 
on. October 26, 1988, and on· November.·15, · .1988, the 
Council· voted the proposal Into project design. 

Acaulaitlon Phaalna 
None recommended. 

OWNERSHIP 
The project consists of . 364 ± acres .in four 'parcels 
with two owners, St. Joe. Land and Development Co. 

· .. ·and First FederaLof Panama City (RTC) . 

. - ..... ···· 
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LOCATION 
In Lee County, just north· of Ft. Myers Beach and 

,;, southwest of Ft. Myers. This project lies within 
Florlda's.Senate District 24 and House District 75. It 
also lies within the jurisdictions of the Southwest 
Florida ·Regional Planning . CouncU and the South 
Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Much of the Estero Bay project area Is comprised of 
wetland natural communities that directly front Estero 
Bay (mangrove swamp, ·salt marsh, and salt flats). 
These communities provide an important nutrient 
Input into the bay, thus contributing substantially to 
the biological productivity of the area. The bay area 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Bements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Sanibel lovegrass • G2/S2 
West Indian manatee G2?/S2? 
Florida sanclhUI crane G5T2T3/S2S3 · 
Shell Mound G3/S2 
Bald eagle. G3/S2S3 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp G3/S3 
Marine rldal Swamp G3/S3 
Gopher tortoise . G3/S3 
Coastal Berm G3?/S2 
Maritime Hammock G4/$3·. 
Brown pelican G4/S3 

21 FNAI elements knoWn from site 

supports. a diversity of wUdlife including the federally 
endangered bald· eagle. The wetlands in a natural 
condition serve to help maintain high water quality in 
the Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve. The project also 
includes the largest remaining continuous block of 
undisturbed rosemary, Ceratiola erlcoides, scrub in 
southwest Florida. 

There are several archaeological sites known from the 
project area that are attributed to the Cal usa Indians 
and· their prehistoric· ancestors. When compared to 
other projects, the archeological resources of the 
project are considered to be high. 

Portions of the project could be utilized for boating 
and· fishing. · Major uses of the project would be 
limited to passive activities such as hiking, nature 
appreciation, ·primitive camping, and picnicking. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
·Management responsibility for the Estero Bay would 
be assigned to the D.ivision of State Lands. The area 
wUI be managed as part of the aquatic preserve 
management program with an emphasis on 
maintaining· the natural, undisturbed wilderness-like 
condition of the· site. The Division of Historical
Resources will have a direct· role in·the management 
and protection of archaeological and historical 
resources. 

Public use of the aquatic preserve and adjacent buffer 
area is anticipated and will be encouraged to the 
extent that it does not conflict with maintenance of the 
natural and cultural values of the area. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The ·interrelated habitats in this proposal are very 
susceptible to human activities which alter water 
quality, quantity, and· natural periodicity. 

The site is currently being degraded by off-road traffic 
and illegal dumping. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Advisory Council approved the 
final project design for Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve 
Buffer on March 21, 1986. The project design 
resulted in additions to the resource planning 
boundary totaling approximately 185 acres and 
deletions totaling approximately 445 acres. Additions 
were made prlmarUy for the purpose of consolidating 
ownerships and areas which were obviously disturbed 
and/or developed ·were deleted. An approved 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

fY181B84 

PAST, CUFR:NT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT·COSfS/BUDGET FEQUEST 
Division of State Landa 

Sourat crl Funds Funds 
(CARL. GR, ale) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

IITF $33,838 $16,928 $25,000 $16,550 ..(). 
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Total 

$92,314 
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Development of Regional Impact (DRI) was also · 
deleted from the· project area~ 

Acauisltion Phasing 
Phase I: Original proposals, Windsor /Stevens and 

Estero Bay Trust (acquired). 
Phase II: .· Developable uplands fron1 Section 19 

north. 
Phase Ill: Developable uplands from Section . 30 

south. 
Phase IV: Wetlands and islands. 

On June 22, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection 
Committee revised the project design to delete 
approximately 880 acres along the southeast· project 
boundary associated with the Boriita Bay 
development. 

OWNERSHIP 
Project area has ·approximately 100 parcels and 83 
owners. The Estero Bay Trust (4,518 acres) and 
Stardial (660 acres), the two· major owners, were 
acquired during 1990-91. Approximately 316 acres 
were acquired through a donation from The Nature 
Conservancy in 1986. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Due to law· ranking, project has been unfunded. 

Eminent Domain . 
Eminent domain authority was extended· untll1993.for 
Mound Key, an archaeologically significant Island 
within this project 

OTHER 
Ttiis project Is within a Chapter 380 Resource 
Planning and Management Area with Management 
Plans adopted. 

291 

• ' ' I ' 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 

1986 
1987 
1988 

1992 
1991 
1990 
1989 
1988 
1987 
1986 
1985 

316.00 
. 4,518.00 
.. 660.00 

74 
62 
62 
58 
45 
32 
47 
52 

#69 ESTERO BAY 

$0 
$4,183,000 
$3,474,750 



, , as , , , .. · .· . ··. .· ·..... . .· 
Includes acreage aequlred under EEL program. See •Ownership•; · .· 

LOCATION 
In .. Levy County, Aorida's northwest. coast; 

· approximately 55 miles southwest Of Gainesville, 
Within ten miles. of the town of Cedar Key. This 
project , lies within Aorlda's Senate District 4 and 
House District 10. It also lies within. the jurisdictions 
of the Wlthlacoochee Regional Planning CouncU and 
the· Suwannee River Wat&r.Management·District. 

RESOURCE· DESCRIPTION 
The project oonslsts of lands (three separate. tracts) 
adding to. and improving connection between the 
Cedar Key Scrub Reserve and Waccasassa Bay State 

· P~eserve. Natural·communities are comprised largely 
of· . hardwood swamp, hydric hammock, · · mesic 

.. hammock, and salt marsh. · The project supports a 

Highest· Ranked. FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Naine· 

Scrub 
West Indian manatee 
Pine-wOod dainties 
Aorida black bear 
Bald eagle. 
Hydric Hammock 
Gulf salt marsh snake 
Florida scrub jay 

FNAI Rank 

.G2/S2 
G2?/S2? 

G3G5T2/S2 
G5T2/S2 
G3/S2S3 
G?/S4? 

G4T3T4/S3? 
. G5T3/S3. 

8 FNAI elements koown from site · 

large number of rare· plant and animal species. The 
Cedar Key Scrub/Gulf Hammock complex Is regarded 
as being one of Aoricla's most unique areas: higher 
gr:ound. served as refuge for a number of siJecles 
when the sea ·level rose during the last Interglacial 
period. 

. . . . . . 

No cultural sites from within the project are recorded:· 
· · within the Florida Site File. When compared with 

other projects;' the den~lty of archeolog~cal. sit~s )s , 
expected to be low;.· Potential in the area for Seminal~. 
War period campsites Is considered high .. · .. ·. , · 

The project can: accommodate a variety of passive 
recreational activities including .. hiking,. -riature 
appreciation and education, primitive camping. .. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS . . 
Parcels acquired would be managed, by the Division 
of Recreation and<Parks as additions.to Cedar Key 

·State Reserve. The DIVisian·atHistorlcal Resources of· 
the Department.·of State and the Game and Fresh ..... 

' Water Fish.Corrimlssion·cOoperating. GFfC isiactlvely . 
coope~ng.· with' ·the DNA ••... in~ managemer..t. of the . 
Reserve through development; implementation, and 
monitoring of a hunting program. Th~~Djvision of~ , 

· Historical ResoUrces will also be cooperating iri effortS · 
to identify, proteCt. and preserve archaeological· and 
historical resources within .Reserve boundaries. 

. . 

The Cedar Key Scrub was acquired to protect and 
perpetuate · the natural. ecological, geological · and • 
archaeological/historical attributes of the areai ~The 
management program . developed for the Reserve 
emphasizes protecting and perpetuating these natural .. ··· 
resources.. A secondary goal is tQ. encol)rage public 
use of the area for activities compatible with resource . 
protection. ObjectiVes· of the Reserve management 

· plan concern using appropriate management tools to 
maintain. natural integrity of the> different.· community 
associations (e.g., controlled · ~ums ·· in the pine • 
flatwoods). 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT. . . . . . 
The project would be affected by changes' in the 
water regimes that influence Its quality,, quantity and 
rate of runoff, all of which , may cause detrimental 
changes In the natural resources. ' · · 

MANAGEMENT·COSTS 

PAST, aJRRENT; and PROJECTED ~· COSTS/BUDGEr FECUEST 
Division of ReCreation and Parks 

Saun:a of Funds . Funds 
YEAR (CAR.. GR. ell:) 

Salary OPS Expense QCO, FCO Total 

FY1181-82 SPTF ..(). ..(). $1,357 . ..(). ..(). $1,357. 

FY11111M3 SPTF .· ..(). ..(). $2,075 ..(). ..(). $2,075 .· 

FY 11113-84 SPTF ..(). ..(). $2,075 ..(). ..(). $2,075 
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#70 CEDAR KEY SCRUB 

. -.·. -~ 

.•. aea.r-t:utting has occurred east of .the pr6ject and 
timber cutting could begin orithe tract at tiny tinie; 

• ACQUISITION PLANNING·· . · . ; · .... ·· · . 
. The Original Cedar Key Scrub propos81 was submitted 
· in 19n, The current addition was submitteddn 1981. 

: . Aproject design was not completed at thattitne; 
. . . ,• 

On December 6, 1991, the LAAC vOted to assess an 
additional 2,640 acres as a pOtential addition to the 
project area Evaluation· scheduled to be complete In 
the spring Of 1992. · · 

. OWNERSHIP · · 
Approximately six ·owners remain;· The ·major owner 

· is Georgia Pacific. . Approximately 4,988 acres 
($1,543,604)·· .. Cedar Key Scrub· State Reserve were 
acquired under the EEL program in 1978. .·. · 

. ACQUISITION STATUS . 
There • has been no acquisition activity by the state · 
due to low ranking. ·. · · · · 

'•· 

-. 
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' .. RESOLUTIONS.·.·· . 
.· ... None known. 

.. ·.·. 1992.: 
1991:' 
1990 . ' 
1989. 

·1988.· 
1987 .··· 

. 1986 
. 1985 ........ ·. 
. 1984~::,:, :" ; . 
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ue as 
** Does not include acreage acquired under EEL program. See "Ownership•. 

LOCATION 
Sumter County, central Florida, approximately, 50 
miles northeast of Tampa. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 10 and House District 42. It 
Is also within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee 
Regional Planning Council and the Soldthwest Florida 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The majority of this tract is comprised of freshwater 

,,wetlands; i.e., hydric hammocks, basin and 
depression marshes, and floodplain swamp. These 
wetlands provide a significant storage area for surface 
water and act as a buffer for storm waters. Higher 
elevations appear as islands among generally low, wet 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Usted Elements · 

Name FNAI Rank 
.· 

Asplenium x plenum G1/S1 
Upland Hardwood Forest G?/S3 

2 FNAI elements known from site 

terrain. The natural communities of the project 
provide habitat for numerous wildlife species. 

Although the project area has not been systematically 
surveyed for cultural resource sites, ii is believed to 
have potential for archaeological investigations. 

This project can support a variety of recreational 
activities that are compatible with the primary 
objective of protecting the valuable hydrological 
resources. These activities could include limited 
hunting, hiking, camping, and nature study. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The project would· be managed (along with 
Withlacoochee EEL lands already acquired) under 
multiple use concepts by the Division of Forestry as 
an addition to the · Jumper Creek unit of 
Withlacoochee State Forest, with the Division of 
Historical Resources and the Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission cooperating. The Withlacoochee 
project area consists of substantial inholdings and 
adjacent lands that are important for preseryation and 
management of the existing Withlacoochee EEL Tract. 
Primary emphasis should· be placed on management 
of natural plant communities, recreation, and wildlife 
management. Consumptive uses on the tract would 
primarily be limited to hunting and selective timber 
harvesting. 

The property will be managed under guidance of the 
Withlacoochee EEL Management Plan, which has 
been approved by the Governor and Cabinet. 
Management will. be in conformance with the 
Environmental Endangered Lands Management Plan 
and the State Lands Management Plan. 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The hydric communities found on the project area are ·. 
extremely sensitive and vulnerable. Extensive 
development could alter -,traditional water levels, 

. increase .surface water runoff, decrease water quality, 
and increase downstream flooding. 

There are no known developments planned for the 
project area; however, the high growth rate in Sumter 
County makes future development in the area likely. 

. ACQUISITION PLANNING 
· On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Advisory 

Council approved the project design for Mondello/ 
cacciatore/Jumper Creek. The .resource planning 
boundary was adjusted primarily to square off 
boundaries and include entire ownerships when 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY1891-82 

FY 19112-83 

FY 1993-94 

PAST, CURRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BlJDGET REQUEST 
Division of Forestry for Jumper Creek and Chassahowitzka 

Sourae of Funda Funda 
(CARL. GR, ale) 

SalaiY OPS Expense oco FCO 

CARL and GR $9,754 .a- $5,908 .a- .a- ' 

CARL and GR $10,000 .a- $6,000 .a- .a-
CARL and GR $10,000 .a- $9,000 .a- .a- -
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Total 

$15,662 

$16,000 

$19,000 
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possible without needlessly expanding the project 
area or deleting areas with· significant resource value. 

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition 
There is some doubt whether Ned· Lovett,. a- property 
owner along the western boundary in Sections 28 and 
29, Township 21 South, Range21 East, would be a 
wHiingseller. He indlcated,.however.(ln 1986),,that·he 
might be willing to gram or sell an easement along his 
existing road, providing access to the western portion 
of the tract. 

Acauisitlon Phasing · 
Phase I: Original proposals - Mondello and 

Cacciatore/Jumper Creek, and C.B. 
Jones tract in Section 4, Township 22 
South, Range 21 East. 

Phase II: Recommended additions by the Aorida 
Natural Areas Inventory. 

Phase Ill: lnholdings In Withlacoochee EEL project 
area. / 

OWNERSHIP 
. Approximately 10,148.adjacent acres were purchased 
under the EEL program .. There are approximately 45 
owners. within the. project area, 

ACQUISITION STATUS· 
Thera has been no acquisition activity by the state 
due to low ranking. 
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#71.WITHLACOOCHEE 

RESOLUTIONS ·. · · . .. . . . · ·· 
65-82: Sumter County -·Support for acquisition; 
84-2: . Withlacooche~ Regional·· Planning Council_·.~ 

Support for acquisition; . 

1992 
1991 
1990 
1989 
1988 
1987 
1986 
1985 
1984 
1982 

59 
74 
66 
53 
46 
35 
21 
23 
25 
39 



>' :· 

. . .. 

. , LOCATION -· ·. ·_._ . . . .. ·-· . . ·. .· . ··-· · . · 
· The Twelve MUe Swamp project-Is in central St Johns 

· .. County~ It Is approximately 1 o miles west of St 
Augustine. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
Districts 2 and 6 and House District 20. It is also 

. ·. within the· jurisdictions of the St John$ ·River Water 
. · Management •. District and the Northeast Florida 

ReglonaJ··P1annlng ·Council~-

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project oonslsts of . a. large·. wetland. basin 
surrounded -_largely. by pine plantation. Natural· 
communities present include: . bottomland . forest, 
floodplain swamp, mesic flatwoods, depression marsh, . · 

. dome swamp, and scrubby flatwoods. Much of the · 
· · tract h8s _been · altered by extensive silvicultural 

. . · Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Bements 

Name· '· FNAI.Rank 

. Florida: black bear 
.. 

GSr2)S2 
Wet Flatwoods G?/S4?. 
Floodplain SWamp G?/S4?. 
.Hydric Hammoek G?j$4?. 
Depression Marsh. G4?/S3 · 
Bottomland Forest G4/S4? 
Great· egret G5/S4 . .. 

White Ibis ... : . G5/S4 .· 
·. Uttle blue. heron .. G5/S4 ·. 
. Tricolored heron . G5/S4 

10 FNAI elements known from site 

activities. The·Jarge expanse of relatively undisturbed · 
weUands near the center Is known to support many 
species·. of wUdllfe. Including the Florida-·bJack bear 
(state threatened) •. · A bird rookery with has ·been 
documented from the project. 

' • -' , • .:.r~. ·.- .. 
. ... · .. 

Six archeological· arld; ~lx historical sites/structures . ···• •. 
from·the project are;recorded'ln' the Florida_ Site File~ --· · 

Add.ltlonm ·unrecorded.·. archaeaoglcal : ~ites ·.can be··._· .. 
expected · to <;!CCUr< < When: earripared .- to: other . 
acquisition· projects; the•archaeaogicaJ'and historical. 
i'esources value of.the subject tract is considered to .. ··_·, 
below. · 

. . . . 

The ·project could accommodate nature study, hiking,,
bicycle riding, horseback riding; . picnicking, camping, · 
and hunting. · · · · · · · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS . 
· If acquired; th~DMsion'ofJ~orestrywould ma~ge the 
Twelve Mile~ Swamp,;proj&Ct as.· a. unit of. the ·• $tate 
Forest system-': Manag~[n~nt' m~~ufeswol.lld include . 
cOOdlict of a ... detailed:::. inventocyfa8sessment of > ·. · 
biologlcaLeomrnunltles: and· .. rare, ·and .•endangered ": . 
species -with the·998tof.resource perpetuation and _ : . -· · 
restoration;. preparation ;6f a: resou~ 1118~gement ' 
plans· based on ·the~ r&Source :inventory; control; . .·· 
measures' to protect sensitive ·areas .from-vehicular . ·: \ · 
abuse, a prescribed bum program, exotic. plant and · • ·. 
animal removal/and where-p~ctlcal hydrology would·._ · 
be restored'by,removing'Or•cuttingroads·and.fjlling or._ · 
plugging ditches> ,_~ . : ·· · · · · ·· 

·nmber. harvest· would' be• primarily. for·•restoration· and•• -·. · · · 
maintenance" ··Where appropriate, any< longleaf or'' . ··• · 
pond pine SiteS<that were converted to slash· pine. ·· · 
plantations would ultimately be-reforested with original:-. 
species. Harvesting·. of stumps would not be. . 
permitted. When possible~ existing reads.- black lines, 
foam lines, and . natural breaks would . be used to 
cOntain prescribed .and for· natural fires;· Unnecessary.· · 
roads and flrelines would be abandoned and/or · 
restored to the extentlpractlcal. Access to an existing .. ·: 
wading bird rookery woUld be. restricted during . 
n8stinQ. · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CA'TEGORY 

Slalt-up 

FY1 ..... 

PROJECrB) MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET REQUES1'S- F ACQUIRED 
Division of Forestry 

SouR. of Funds Eslill1818d. Funds Aaquinld 
(CARL. GR. ele.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco 

CARL $78,001 ~ $49,243 $154;641 

CARL $78~000 ~ $40,000 $5,000 
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FCO Total 

~ $281,885. 

~ $123,000 
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#721WELVE MILE SWAMP. 

WLNERABitiTY· AND ENDANGERMENT .. 
Less; than half the site Is upland habitat suitable for 

· development The remainder consists of bottomland. · 
forest. swamps and other wet areas· with a low 
development potentiaL . The upland areas have .been . 

·. · .•· diSturbed:by timbering, and logging coi.Jid continue on 
· · · the site:: . · 

: · ... ·, . . . . : _· ·. . 

.. · Because of tts. proximity to the City ofJacksan~ille to 
the north and.· St Augustine to ttie ·south, the IJpland 
portions ofthe site are clearly ripe for development as 
these . two urban . areas axpand. The site Is 
surrounded by large approved developments of 
regional Impact, Indicating ·. the magnitude · of 

... development pressure threatening ·the ·area.· 

ACQUISITION PLANNING . 
The land Acquisition Advisory· CouncU • approved ~e 
project design for the Twelve Mile 8\yamp project on · 

. · ·oeeember a, 1991. Project design recommendations 
.·· aJter the northwestern boundary by axdUdlrig 640 

acreS around the I-95/SR210 exit, as well as 700 
.· • acres west of 1-95 along the western boundary, and 

· .. ·approximately 400 acres east. of ·1-95. The .acreage 
deleted was improved; At the southern boundary; 600 
acres of agricultural fields and houses were deleted, 
and along .the. eastern boundary east of US 1, 
approximately 1 ;ooo acres were axcluded due to ail 

. unwUIIng seller. The total· acreage deleted from the 
· resource planning boundary is approximately 2,940. 

. . 

· The·Cummer Trust sOld the timber rights to Container 
Corporation of Am9rlca (Jefferson Smurfit Corp). This 
Is a long term lease untl the year 2025. 

Container Corporation has also leased the hunting 
rights over most of' the land (yearly renewals). . 
Agrlco has long term mineral rights over 27,000 acres 

. oUhe Cummer Trust land until 2005. · 

·· ·•·· · Several :lmpioved. pafuels wer~ . centrally · atid ~ • 
strategically loc8ted and have been InclUded within 
the-project boundary~ The managing agency.and the 
Land Acquisition Planning Staff wUI coordinate with the 
Bureau of Survey and Mapping to determine whether 
any of these lmpraved parcels. ·qould -·be used as 
managers' residences. · If. not, Improvements should 
riot b8 boundary mapped and . appraised. If an 

· .. improvement is located on a large parcel; a suitable. 
·. buffer (negotiated with land owner) should be left and 
remainder of parcel acquired. 

Acquisition. Phasing . 
None recommended, however, the Cummer Trust 
ownership should be· acquired before other parcels 
are negotiated. 
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. •·· Coordinatlo~; : ,_ . . .·· ·: · .•... · .·. . > 

f;his is a shared .acquisitlonwith St J.ohns River Water 
Management Dlstrl~t. ·· · · · 

,· 

OWNERSHIP• . · .•.. ··. ·... · · .. · · . · . · ... ·· ... · >•· ·.·.. . · .. ··• .. ·• · 

. The·. project consists of approximately· 26,315.acres; ·,• 
141 parcels, and 23·owners. · · · ·· · · " · · · 

. . . .' ·, . 

ACQUISITION STATUS: . . . . . 
ProjeCt unfunded due to low ranking. · 

'OTHER. . . · .... · .. · •. ·.· · ·. · · 
St. Johns Harbor Is an:approved DRIIocated within······ 
close proXimity to the west boundary, ofthe.'project · 
area; The first phase and main • entrance for the ' 
development is planned for the.northWeSt: quadrant, at.·. 
the intersection of 1~95 and Nine Mile Road. · ·· · · 

As it Is difficult to predict what lo~g and short term · ·. 
effects the water: well fields · may· have ·On the . 

· resources.ofthe project,.the ~naging.(lgency.should: 
develop a special well· monitoring piCiri' with . the . St 
Johns River Water .Management DistriCt arid the 
County to assure· the : continued viclbiUt}/- of the · ·. 
resources. on· s~. · · 

RESOLUTIONS·. .·. . . . . . 
88-191 : St. JohnsrCotmty - Support for acquisition. · 
~ St. Johns RiVer Water Managemeht District ~. . · ' 

Support for acquisition. . .· . . ·· ·· · · . ... . . 
9N>4: St. Jqhns Rlver.Water ManagementDistrict - .. 

Support•:tor acquisition;. •. . · .·•.. . . · . . .·· · _·.... · · .. · .. · \ 
1989: . Northeast Chapter; Slerra.aub ·-: Support. for, ·· ·· 

··acquisition. · 

. \ 

\.' :-



LOCATION 
In central Hillsborough County. It is approximately 20 
miles east of Tampa, one mile north of Lithia. This 
project lies within Aorida's Senate District 23 and 
House District 62 and 66. It also lies· within the 
jurisdictions of Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council 
and the Southwest Aorlda Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Alderman's Ford Addition CARL acquisition 
project would add several hundred acres of hardwood 
forest and several miles of Alafaa River frontage to the 
existing Alderman's Ford County Park. The River and 
associated hardwood forests provide habitat for a 
great number of wildlife species. Suwannee cooters 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAJ Rank 

Aorida· golden aster G1/S1 
Sandhill G2G3/S2 
Upland Hardwood Forest G?/S3 
Mesic Aatwoods G?jS4 
Xeric Hammock G?/S3 
Aoodplain Swamp G?jS4? 
Hydric Hammock G?jS4? 

7 FNAI elements. known from site 

and common snook have been recorded from. the 
river, and gopher tortoises inhabit the xeric uplands. 
The hardwood forests are especially important for 
migrating song birds. A stand of mesic flatwoods 
dominated by mature longleaf pines and dense 
wiregrass has become overgrown with wild azaleas, 
fetterbush, and tarflower, but could be restored with 
prescribed fire. . Disturbed areas Including a former 
farm and homesite could be used for visitor facilities. 

One archeological site within the boundaries of this 
project are recorded within the Aorida Master Site· 
File. When compared to other projects, the potential 

for significant sites Is considered to be low to 
moderate. 

The project could provide additional recreational 
opportunities including nature appreciation, camping, 
hiking, bicycling, camping, and horseback riding, as 
well as provide educational opportunities. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
This project is an addition to Hillsborough County's 
Alderman's Ford County Park, and will be managed 
by the County. The property will be managed for 
resource protection (especially the Alafia River and its 
banks) and for public outdoor recreation. Activities 

· that could. be accommodated on the property include 
·camping, picnicking, swimming, canoeing, ·fishing, 
hiking, horseback riding, and riature appreciation and 
study.· FacUlties such as hiking trails, equestrian trails 
and facilities, canoe launches, primitive camping sites, 
rest rooms, and an environmental education center 
should be located In disturbed areas when possible. 

Natural communities should . be managed to 
perpetuate (or restore if necessary) natural species 
composition ·and relative abundances, natural age 
structure, and natural processes. Fire dependent 
communities have suffered from fire exclusion and will 
benefit from the re-introduction of fire, particularly 
growing-season. fire. · Natural· fire breaks, existing 
roads; and black lines should be u~ ··to contain 
prescribed fires. 

WLNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
There are substantial areas of upland forest above the 
floodplain within the project boundary on both sides 
of the scenic .AJafia River. This area. would be 
desirable for residential development with river 
frontage. Development will lead to increased 
degradation of the Alafaa River. There has been 
timbering on the site in the past, and such activity 
could likely continue in the future. The flatwoods and 
sandhills communities cannot persist Without periodic 
fire. 

This is a. rapidly urbanizing portion of Hillsborough 
County, so the endangerment from development is 
high. Furthermore, phosphate mining is pushing into 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

Estimated start-up costs for Hillsborough County 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

$1,000 .0- $5,000 .0- .0- $6,000 

Source o Fundin : Hills g borou Jh coun ty g 
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this portion of the county. from Polk County to the 
west. In Hillsborough County's · adopted 
comprehensive plan· ·the area within the 25-yeat: 
floodplain of the river is designated Environmentally 
Sensitive Land, which prohibits residential use. 
However, much of. the river frontage along this stretch 
of the Alafla is steep bluff, and above the 25 year 
floodplain. The areas adjacent to the floodplain are 
designated as· Rural Resic;jential and Low Suburban 
Density Residential, which allow one dwelling unit per 
acre and two dwelling units per acre, respectively .. · 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In December 1990 the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the Alderman's Ford project design 
with only minor modifications to the Resource 
Planning Boundary. All of the West ownership 
severed by the. Resource Planning ·Boundary·. was 
included. 

The church camp property is not, for sale and fee 
simple acquisition . was not intended by the county. 
The county hopes to negotiate a conservation 
easement. 

Coordination 
This Is a 50% shared purchase with Hillsborough 
County. 

OWNERSHIP 
This project consists of approximately nine parcels 
and five owners. Two large ownerships, Sheldon and 
Joo, have been purchased by the county. 

#73 ALDERMAN'S FORD ADDITION 

~·. · ACQUISITION STATUS 

303 

Due to low ·. ranking and · limited . CARL furids, 
negotiations have not been· initiated on this . project. 
During the past. year, the County acquired the Joo 
oWnership, approximately 260 acres of which extend 
north of the CARL project. boundary. · · 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 

Year Acres Funds. 

None 



LOCATION .. 
·. In-northern Brevard County, approximatelyone mile · 

south of TitusvUie. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 15. and House District 29. It is alSo 

· within the jurisdictions of the .East Central Regional 
· Planning and Council and the· St Johns .River Water 

Management. District · · 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION· 
The hardwood hammocks within · the . Enchanted 

. Forest CARL acquisition project are noteworthy for the 
· presence of several subtropical. plant species that are 
at the northern ends of the respective ranges: The 
project ·area supports a population of Tampa vervain, 
a . highly endangered· plant. that Is protected. at· only 

Highest Ranked FNAJ'-IIsted Elements 

Name ···. FNAI Rank 

1 Tampa vervain- G1/S1 . 
I Scrub G2/S2. · 
·Hand fern. G2/S2. 
· Gopher tortoise . G3/S3 

Wildcocb G3G4/S2 
Xeric Hammock G?/S3 

· Depression Marsh G4?/S3 
Maritime Hammock G4/S3 
Hydric Hammock G?/S4? 

. Florlda.scrub•jay G5T3/S3 
'. 

11 FNAI ·elements known from site · 

one other location In eastern Florida. The Enchanted 
·. Forest also contains an area of high recharge to the 

Floridan aquifer. · 

.··.No archeologiCal/historical sites within the boundaries. 
of this project are recorded within the Florida Master 

Site File. When · compared· to other projects,' the •· 
potentlal.for significant sites is considerecHo be low · 
to mOderate. · · 

The site; can . support passive recreational'· activities .... 
sucl:l as picnicking, hiking,· and •nature appreciation as .. 

. well-as provide educational: opportunities .. ·,. · 

MANAGEMENT. CONCEPTS . 
The. Enchanted Forest project is to become. a County 
Nature · Park, · managed·. by Brevard·· CoUiity under 
single use; concepts._. for · the · prot9ction · of natural .· · · 
resources and the . provision of· passive· outdoor · 
recreation opportunities >for the·. public~·: Public use : ·. 
facilities may Include nature trails, ah eiwlrorimental· • 

· education center, and a picnic area; · · 
. . . .. . . 

WtNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT ·. ···. t 
The majority of the site contains uplands• highly. suited . ·•. 
for development. , Devetopm,ent:pn'the~sandy. scrub( . ·•· 

... ·ridge· would· reducer· its effeCtiveness as. an area: .. of .. 
recharge to the·Fioridan•'Aqulfer;· ''The rare:~plantsin ·,: 
the hammockst would : s·Uffer ·from · development 
Development near·the, AddisOn · Greel<jCanal' would: 
lead to increased pOllution in the lndtan RiVer. 

The project's location at the intersection ofthe NASA . 
Causeway and · U;S: 1 is. an ideal site for. intense 
development In· rapidly growing. Brevard: Count}'. The 
southern portion of the site is designated. on . the · 

·Brevard County. Future.:Land~Use Map·as a pl1mned 
industrial· park; ·willie the northern portion is · :1 
designated · ·residentiaL There are· currently . . .. 
development· plans ~in• place for the entire site. The 
county has denied rezoning. requests for the property 
but may . not be able to continue to do so. 
Endangerment must ·be. considered very high. 

ACQUISITION. PLANNING · · 
In December 1990; the Land Acquisition AdVisory 
Council approved . the Enchanted Forest project 
design with no changes to the Resource Planning 
Boundary. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PAST, aJRRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENr COSTS/BUDGET·• REQUEST. 
· Brevard County 

Soulat ol Fund8 Funds 
'YEAR (CARL. GR. ale) 

Salary CPS Expense oco FCC Total 

FY1981-82 Brevard County -o- -o- $50,000 . -o- -o- $50,000 

FY 199HS Brevard County -o- -o- -o- -o- $200,000 $200,000 

' 
FY181B84 Brevard County $25,000 -o- -o- $100,000 -o- $125,000 
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#74 ENCHANTED FOREST 

.. . .~COordination: . . .,, ... . . 
Brevard County will provide 50% of the furlding for the 
Enchanted Forest project. The Nature Con!Etrvancy 

.. Is ari Intermediary. 

·OWNERSHIP . 
. ·This·. project' consists of four parcels ·imd .. four owners. 
The Nature Conservancy purchased the Gauldin Tract 
(237 acres south of Addison Canal) an behalf of 

. Brevard·. County which has· since reimbursed ·· The 
Nature Conservancy ($4,400,000). All owners are 
willing sellers. · 

·ACQUISITION STATUS 
Appraisals being initiated. •. County ·has already 
acquired h8lf of the project and plans to acquire 
balance for resale to the Board of Trustees as a 
bargain purchase • 

. ·RESOLUTIONS· 
oo-os: Melbourne Village CommisSion. :- Support for 

acquisition. · 
1990: Brevard County CommisSion - 50% matching 

funds.• . 

The Sierra Cub, Turtle Coast Group - Support 
for acquisition. 
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LOCATION 
In Lake County, central Florida, approximately 30 
miles north of Orlando, between Orlando and Daytona 
Beach. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 11 and House District 26. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the East Central · Florida Regional 
Planning Council and the St. Johns River Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The St. Johns River project consists of a large tract of 
river bottomlands and adjacent uplands between three 
existing State ownerships: Hontoon Island State Park, 
Seminole State. Forest and Lower Wekiva River State 
Reserve. It encompasses several natural 
communities, including floodplain forest, hydric/mesic 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

West Indian manatee G2?/S2? 
Shell Mound • G3/S2 
Blackwater Stream G4/S2 
River Floodplain Lake G4?/S2 
Floodplain Swamp G?/S4? 
Wet Prairie G?/S4? 
Upland Mixed Forest G?/S4 

7 FNAI. elements known from site 

hammock, dome swamp, bayhead, freshwater marsh, 
pine flatwoods, and sandhills. Water resources 
include several mDes of frontage on the St. Johns 
River, backwater sloughs and marsh, blackwater 
creeks, and a small spring. This area harbors an 
abundance of wildlife, Including many rare and 
endangered species, and is a primary ·movement 
corridor for Florida black bears (state threatened) 

between the Ocala National Forest and Rock Springs 
Run State Reserve. 

Although no cultunil sites from within the project are 
recorded within the Florida Master Site File, potential 
for archeological/historical sites is considered to be 
high. 

The project has potential for passive and active 
recreational activities, including nature appreciation, 
camping, swimming, canoeing, boating, hunting, and 
hiking. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The St. Johns River project would be managed by the 
Division of State·lands in conjunction· with the Lower 
Wekiva State Preserve. The Division of Forestry, the 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the 
Division of HistorlcSJ Resources are recommended as 
cooperative managers. The project Is Intended to 
enhance protection and. preservation of water quality . 
in the middle St. Johns River· region and ·provide the 
public with recreational opportunities compatible with 
resource protection. 

Initially, management objectives will concern 
maintaining a natural hydrological regime, and 
eyaluating the area's recreational potential. Access to 
this property appears to be primarily via the St. Johns 
River. It is possible that canoe or boating trails could 
be developed utilizing the·sanke River and old logging 
canals which deeply penetrate the river swamp. 
Some of the pine Islands scattered through the 
swamp are associated with logging canals and might ~ 
be suitable for nature trails. 

WLNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
These lands are moderately vulnerable to consumptive 
timber practices as. well as the.effects of runoff from 
residential developments towards the western part of 
the project area. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGORY' 

Slalkp 

FY1993-94 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET. FEQUESTS- IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parka 

Saun:e of FWids Eslirnalad Funds Raquirad 
(CAR., GR, 811:..) 

Salary CPS Expense ceo 

CARL $66,501 $7,280 $17,000 $63,500 

CARL· $66,501 $7,280 $17,000 $63,500 
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, This tract is moderately endangered since It Is located ' 
. in a region of central Florida where encroachment 

from urbanization. can be. expected in the near future. 
· ··Much of the tract appears to be jurisdictional wetlands 

below ordinary high water. 

ACQUISITION· PLANNING 
The· Land Acquisition Selection. Committee voted to 
combine the St. Johns River Forest Estates and 
Fechtel Ranch projects on March 21, 1986. 
Acquisition of St. Johns River Forest EstatesjFechtel 
Ranch would complement other existing and 
proposed EEL/CARL lands In the vicinity (see 
Seminole Springs/Woods maps). 

Coordination 
This is a shared acquisition with St. Johns River Water 
Management District. 

OWNERSHIP 
Two major ownerships and one minor ownership. An 
option that was scheduled to close in the fall of 1988 
was not executed because of a sovereign lands issue. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
There has been no recent acquisition activity by the 
state due to low ranking. . The water management 
district, however, has been in negotiations with one of 
the major owners during the past year. 

RESOLUTIONS 
1988-4: Lake, County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 
1989-182: Lake County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 
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1989-272: ·St. Johns· eou'ntY .~mission.,; ·support 
for acquisition. . · . · ·· : · · . 

91 ~:· St. Johns River Water Management Dlstri~ 
-Support for,shared acquisition. 

1992 
1991 

. 1990 
1989 
1988 
1987 
1986 
1985 
1984 
1983 

·., 
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·contract. 
** Estimated tax value as on991. · 

LOCATION 
· The Yamato Scrub project Is iocated In the City of · 

Boca Raton In Palm Beach· County of . Florida's 
southeast. coast It lies· between 1-95 and Congress 
Avenue. . The project is within Florida's Senate 
Districts 27 and 35 and House District 87. It is also . 
within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Water 
Management District and the Treasure Coast Regional 
Plannlng·.Council. · 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . . . 
Saod ~pine scrub . and scrubby flatwoods, .·restricted 
primarly ·or entirely to Florida, are the ·predominant 
natural communities of the project. The species 
richness of the project's scrub Is considered higher 
than any other remaining scrub on the southeast 

. coaSt of the. state~ · Five plants are State listed . as 

. . 

Highest Ranked FNAI~Isted· Elements . 

Name. 

Scrub 
· Sand;.clune spurge 

Cutthroat grass 
. Pine plnweed 
· Scrubby Flatwoods 
Curtiss' milkweed 
large-flowered rosemary 
Nodding plnweed 
Gopher tortoise 
Florida scrub lizard 
Florida .mouse 

FNAI 
Rank 

G2/S2 
G2/S2 
G2/S2 

· G2/S2 .. 
G3/S3. 
G3/S3·.· 
G3/S3 
G3/S3 

· G3/S3 
G3/S3 
G3/S3 

13 FNAI elements known from site . 

endangered or threatened and five are candidates for 
federal listing. Special animals on site include the 
Florida scrub lizard, gopher tortoise, and the Florida 
mouse. The Florida scrub jay, once found on site, . 
has been extirpated. 

·. :. .. . . . .~ .· . . .. : _; 

. . . ·' 

. . 

· No archeological or hiStorical sites from the' prejecf 
.· are recorded In the Florida Master Site File. . When" · 
compared to other projectS, the · potential ~tor··• 
slgnifacant cultural resources . within this ·• project is : 
considered low. . ·· .. • : · 

Due the small size of the project, uses wol.dd likely be > 

limited to ~ture · appreciation, ·education, limited ·. · · 
hiking; and research. · 

·. MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS ·: . . · ·. .·· 
If acquired, Palm Beach County woi.JI(f manage~ the 
Yamato Scrub project as a county·~ park under the · 
•single use·· concept'as·a bOtanical.·slte;or nature·· 
· preserve• ~ It will'priJilarly: ba.'manage(Uo' perpetuate· • .· · 
natural resource,values; ··:Initial management activities : •. ,:. 

.. would .. ·consist : ·of :• securing'} the. site ~against . ,· 
unauthorized • uses:? poachlrig' of;!·native 'plants or· .· 

· animals, trash· dumping;· and •.degrad~tloil caused: by ·. 
off-road vehi~es. · A· management plan ·would ... be . 
developed to address • FNAI Speciai;'Eiements: and . •.• 
detaU how each·should be protected or restored. The·. 
u.s~ Fish and· Wildlife• Service should be consulted .. to 

. determine if reintroduction of the scrub jay is feasible ... •··· · ·· 
: .. ·. . . . . ·: . . ... · .. . : 

WLNERABIUTY AND· ENDANGERMENT . 
. Based on comparison with qther simgar upland sites· ·. · 

· that have been developed' In soUtheast Florida coastal·· .. ·· 
· counties, this site is.· eXtremely susceptible to man
Induced degradation. · . Although ~scrub. on the. . 

. ·southeast coast of Florida orice·extended•as far south 
as Dade County, there are apparenUy no known 
remaining sites in Dade County, only one scrub of any ... · · 
cdnsequence in Bro\Yard County (a privately ovmed 
small-fragment at Fort ·Lauderdale Executive Airport), 
and the Yamato Scrub In southeast Palm Beach 

· County. According to the Treasure Caast Regional: 
. PlanningCouncU;.Iess than 2.5% of the approximately 
42,000 acres of.scrub formerly in Palm Beach County · 
survives .. at. pr:esent. These •remaining acres ·include 

· lands that have:been cleared of· all but:the sand pines· · 
and many small sites· of only one or a few acres In 
size. ApparenUy, none . are Planned for protection. 
The southernmost protected ·scrub on the.southeast 
FloriQa coast appears to be In Jonathan Dlcklnso.n. ·;i 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

Estimated start-up costs for Palm Beach County 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total 

$6,482 $500 $500 $11,482 

unty 
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#76 YAMATO SCRUB J • ..... · .. ·. · .... ··. · .. ·._ .... I .·· 
State.Park,Jn.Martln County. The·prtmary.!cause for. 

. the:·loss; of. coastal ... scrubinsoutheasf.::FJorida··Js•. 
urbanization_,· Scrubs are located on uplands; '.which··: .. 
are the' mOst attractive developtnenf;< sites; ' The · 

· Yamato Scrub is currently• open larid: that Is used 
primarily to dump trash and for ediJcatioriaJ or 
research· purpos8S.' · 

. . 

.· .·· As the only . remaining . natural· upland . of . any 
consequence from West Palm Beach . to Miami, the · 
probabUity Is near Hhcit man-Induced degradation of 

· theYamato·Scrub will occur In the immediate future. 
• Much of the site Is planned for development as the 

Boca Commerce Center and the surrounding area 
has, for all praCtical purposes; been totally developed. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING . 
.. The project design for the Yamato Scrub projea was 
• approved by the Land Acquisition Advisory CouncD on 
December 6, 1991; ·Project design recommendations . 

· alter the western boundary by deleting two developed 
five acre parcels and adding a 8.72 acre undeveloped 
parcei, requested by Palm Beach County; at the 

·southern boundary. The resources on this parcel are 
.simDar to the· adjoining· project ·lands .. Approximately 

· _.1.9 acres at the northern boundary were deleted; Kraft 
· FOOds• recently acquired· the parcel and Intends to 
. develop it. · · · · 

.· AcaulsltiOn Phasing·· 
·. . Baca Commerce Center ownership should be 

acquired before smaller parcels are. ·negotiated. 

Coordination 
Both Palm Beach County and the City of Boca Raton'
have committed acquisition . funding ... toward this 

·. project.. Palm Beach County has.$1 00 mUllan in bond 
funcUng from a referendum passed In March 1991 for 

.. the acquisition ·at environmentally sensitive areas; ··The 
City of Boca Raton passecL a $12. mUllan bond .... 

.. referenc:fum October 12; 1991. Part of'the funding 
· from this bond Issue will go toward acquisition of. the 
· Yamato site. · 

OWNERSHIP 
. Approximately tour ownerships remain to be acquired. 

n_.: 
-.·" --~ . . 

. . . . ·. -.- __ . -.:. -.-: _.·. :.· 

. ACQUISITION' STAnis . . . •· . . ... ' .:.·.·: 
· ..... Options on two•1tracts totc~nng approximately .220, .•. >:; 
, ··· ::acres.·approv8d7by·Of'rustl:!es:.on;September 15,_:1992: •).· } 
· · C6ntracn.inder litigation; :: .·.· · · · .·:i 

OTHER •. ·. •··.·: .. .· . . ·. ·· · . ·. ' ?~ 
, The.·only DRL currently: in· the· areais the:one which . :·.. . 

·. was:issued to this project in 1984:.• This project is stilr.: ' 
. under revieW due tcrhlghqUality environmental areas. / 
When the·projectfirst'received approval; a line was . , 

·drawn to delineate the two parts as "Area A" and •Area · .. · 
B"~. Currently"Area A"·can be developed; however;< ... · 

. "Area B" stUI has environmental problems which. have · ~. . 
to be settled; The owiiers·have·'until March -19, 1992,: · . 
to act on these environmental- problems; 

.:. RESOLUTIONS . . . . . . 
87-760: . · ·Palm: Beach County .Commission.·-

. .· . . Supportfor .acquisition .. 
R~1470: Palm Beach· ·County ·Commission - · 

. Support for acquisition, 
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LOCATION 
On Hutchinson Island about four miles south of the 
City of Ft Pierce. This project is within Florida's 
Senate District 27 and House District 80. It Is also 
within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Water 
management District and the Treasure Coast Regional 
Planning Council. 

RESOURCE· DESCRIPTION 
Containing some 6, 798 feet of .ocean frontage, the 
property has a primary dune with a maximum of 
approximately 10 feet. Intrusion by exotics is 
substantial on the uplands. Approximately 45 percent 
of the uplands are in non-native vegetation, dominated 
by Australian pine and Brazilian pepper. A ·coastal 

Highest Ranked FNAI.:.Jisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Coastal vervain G2/S2 
Beach star G3/S2 

· Green turtle G3/S2 
Leatherback turtle G3/S2 
Loggerhead turtle G3/S3 
Coastal· Strand G3?/S2 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp G3/S3 
Beach Dune G4?/S2 
Maritime ·Hammock G4/S3 
Striped croaker G5/S2 

10 FNAI elements known from site 

hammock with gumbo limbo, cabbage palm, and oak 
is located · at the south end. of the tract while 
mangrove swamp predominates on the west and 

' ' 

north end of the tract. The threatened giant leather 
fern, serpent fern, and shoestring. fern exist on the 
property. The threatened loggerhead turtle and the 
endangered Atlantic green and leatherback turtles are 
reportedly nest on the beaches in the area. 

The site provides opportunities for a variety of passive 
and active recreation activities including; swimming, 
saltwater fishing, surfing, and scuba· diving.-

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The Division of Recreation and Parks would· managed 
the site as a State Recreation Area according • to the 
•single .. use· management concepts. ·The primary 
management objective would be providing resource
compatible recreational opportunities. ·Exotic species 
would be removed/controlled to the greatest extent 
practical. 

VULNERABIUTV AND· ENDANGERMENT 
The general low profile make the property moderately· 
to extremely susceptible to potential severe storm 
damage. The general popularity of beach frontage 
makes the land susceptible to .. land use change, 
particularly in an area. as this, where- developable 
upland is a prime commodity. 

A moratorium' on water . hookup has beeri- a. major 
constraint Inhibiting land use change ln. the past. The. 
demand for upland property on Hutchinson Island is 
intense, and while several oceanfront parcels south of 
the subject property yet remain undeveloped much 
development has taken place on the Island over the 
past few years and Is progressing northward. The 
property is the northern most developable tract south 
of Ft. Pierce. Anticipated proportional county growth, 
a factor In development pressure, is moderate. 
Geophysically, the property is slowing receding on the 
beach. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

CATEGOR'f 

Slarklp 

FY1893-84 

PR0JECTm MANAGEMENT COST /BUDGET FECUESTS- IF ACOUIRED 
St Lucia County 

Sounla of Funds Eslll111118d Funds Raquirad 
(CAR. GR. elc.) 

Salary OPS Expanse oco 
. CARL $25,544 $18,000 $5,062 $22,044 

CARL $25,544 $18,000 $5,062 $22,044 
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FCO Total 

~ $70,650 

~ $70,650 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The. Hutchinson·· Island.·. (Blind Creek) tract was 
submitted to the Save Our Coast program in. 1984. 
No acreage was acquired under that program .. At the 
July 12, 1991 LAAC meeting the Hutchinson Island 
(Blind Creek)·· project was transferred. to. the CARL 
program. 

OWNERSHIP 
The property has. ·five.·ownerships extending from 
ocean to bay. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
Acquisition activities have not been· initiated on this 
project due to low ranking. 

RESOLUTIONS 
None known. 

#n HUTCHINSON ISLAND (BUND CREEK) 
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LOCATION·.· 
In Lake and· Orange Counties in central Florida, near 
Or1ando. This project lies within • Florida's Senate · 
Districts 11 and 12 and House District 26; It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the East Central · Florida 
Regional Planning CouncU and the St Johns River 
Water· Management District. 

· RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
· This project contains a variety:of upland and wetland 
_natural communities, including-hydric hammock; pine 
flatwoods,· sandhUI, depression marsh, and scrub. 
These wetland and upland community associations 
provide natural habitat for such rare- and threatened 
species as the· Florida black bear, Florida scrub jay, 

Highest Ranked. FNAI~Isted Elements 

Name - FNAI Rank 

Scrub. G2/S2 
· SandhUI G2G3/S2 
Florida black bear G5T2/S2-

· Gopher tortoise . G3/S3' 
Scrub bay G4/S3 

. SnaU ·bullhead .. G4/S3 
·Depression Marsh G4?/S3 
Florida scrub jay .. G5T3/S3 

. Baygall G4?/S4? 
:Hydric Hammock G?/84? .. 

12 FNAI elements known from site 

Sherman's fox Squirrel, Florida scrub lizard and 
gopher tortoise. Throughout the year; Florida sandhUI 
. cranes and Woodstorks utBize the marShes and grassy 

· ponds on this tract. The floodplain swamps and 
hydric· hammocks along the Wekiva River provide 

. :; ...... 
,·' 

wetland habitat for such species of birds as the white . 
Ibis, little blue heron~ great egret, trlcolored·heron, and ' .·· ... · •• 
limpkin. These communities are relatively undisturbed · · ··. ·. 

· arid in very good ecological health. The project also · · 
includes excellent. aquatic ·-resources including river_-· 
frontage on Rock Springs Run (1.5 miles) arid the .. 
Wekiva River (O. 75 miles).. The maintenance .of the 
project area In a natural condition. will. pres.erve the··. 
remaining undeveloped watershed of Rock Springs .. · 
Run; and hetp maintain the high water quality of both · · 

· · of these streams. · · 

. No arch9ological/hlstorical sites within the boundaries •·• 
of this project are recarded within the:Fiorida Site FUe. ·. ·•- · 
When compared to other projects, the potential for · 
significant sites is considered to be low; • · · · 

.. This . . project provides~ ; excellent' ·· reereatlonal 
. opportunities in a rapidly growing metropolitan region; ~--. : 

Recreational activities might include .·· canoeing, .. 
swimming, .camping, fishing, hiking, horSeback riding ··• · 
and possibly.huntlng• ·. · · · · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
Management · responsibUity for ·this property are 
assigned to the Division of. Recreation and Parks (as 
part of the ·Rock Springs Run State Rese.Ve). Thei . 

. Division of Historical: Resources; Game- and Fresh ·• 
WaterFISh CommiSsion; the.Division of Forestry,- and··· 

· St Johns River· Water Management:·Distrlctwill also 
have cooJ)eratlve management roles. Public use of 

· this property will be -encouraged to• the extent that it 1 
. does not conflict With the maintenance of natural and ·' 

cultural values which are 9f primary influence in the 
acquisition of this property; · Specific uses ofthe · 
property could include fishing, hunting, canoeing, 
camping (primitive),' horseback riding;· hiking, and · 
nature study. Acquisition Is expected to have little , 

· Impact upon the traditional. commercial ,uses~of: the 
adjacent waters .of the Wekiva River, which specifically .. ·· · 
include canoeing,and recreatiolial fishing.· · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YEAR 

FY 1991-82 

FY18D83 

FY189H4 

PAST, aJRRENr, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT. COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
Division of Recreation and Parka 

Saun» of.Funda Funds 
(CARL. GR, etc» 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

SPTF $62,000 .o- $2,000 .o- .o-

SPTF $62,000 .o- $9,000 .o- .o-

SPTF $62,000 .o- $9,000 .o- .o-
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.Total 

$64,000 

$71,000 

$7.1,000 
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#78 B,MJC RANCH 
. . .. . . . . . . ... f .. 
. _:WLNERABIUTY'·AND'ENDANGERMENT£~ -• •·.· 

.The· abundant water resources are<susce.ptible .to 
·degradatiOn' by development near aquatic systems.· 

. · Upland development YIOuld have a detrimerrtal effect 
· · .. · ····on many wildlife SPecies. ·Timber removalis another 

poSsible·threat •- · 

. . ·. · Development pressures are very high• n~r the urban 
center of Orlando, . especially · in such desirable 
locations as those provided by the B:M.K Ranch. A 
portion of this project was proposed for development · · 
as the Wekiv8 Falls Development of. Regional Impact 

·· (DRI). The Orlando/Orange County ExPressway · 
Authority h&s proposed a limited-access transportation 
facDity (I.e;, the Northwest BeltWay) through the BMK 
Ranch projeCt. · 

ACQUISITION PLANNING . 
The Land Acquisition Advisory Council approved the 
B;M.K Ranch project design on March 21; 1986. The 

· · . resource planning boundary /project design process 
expanded and refined .. the ·· original proposal by 
including · additional ·floodplain .wetlands and 
contiguous, undeveloped uplands. Improved parcels, 

· exclusion of which would create ·no significant 
lnholdlngs. . and· an· ·unrecorded subdMslon were 
deleted. . ' . . . 

. . . 

. On November 15, 1988, the Land Acquisltttin Advisory 
CouncD revised the project desigrr bounctaries to 
Include an, additional 1;483 ± ··acres consisting 

. primarUyof the STS l.anctAssoclates;.Ltd:(Hollywood 
·· Mall, Inc.) ownership. Two other minor awners were 

added. Approximately 138 publicly owned acres, 
were excluded In the estimate of project acreage.· 

AcauisHion Phasing . . 
Phase 1: . Largeunimproved parCels contiguous 

to existing State owned land.· 
Phase II: Other Improved parcels. 
Phase Ill: . Improved parcels. 

OWNERSHIP 
· 1New Garden Cole is the only large ownership 

remaining. 

ACQUISITION STATUS . 
New Garden Cole will probably need condemnation to 

· · · .. acquire. · .. Project wUI probably not receive funding 
under the 1 ~94 CARL land AcquisitiOn Workplan 
due to its low ranking. 

OTHER 
Acquisition of B.M.K Ranch would complement other 
existing and proposed EEL/CARL lands in the vicinity. 
The map on page 44, Dlustrates the juxtaposition of 
Hontoon Island State Park, Blue Springs State Park, 
Lower Wekiva RIVer State Reserve, Rock Springs Run 
State Reserve, Wekiva Springs State Park, and the 
B.M.K Ranch, Seminole Springs. and St Johns River 
CARL projects. 
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. ' . . . .··. _· _.··. _·.'- .,\ ·_·__ ·.--:.;"" .· .. _--, :_. .. ::. ·-. --.· 

. This projeCt Is within:• the area/designated'• In .the · ·· ' .. 
Govemors·.Weklva:.R1Veth1itl8tlve .. ·The: WekiVa River,c:: ....• ·_··•· ", 
Task Force•··reconunendatloris :,resulted; .• ln •1988:.< __ :"!j 
legislation •directing. the ·.••-• Departinerit• ()~; Natur81:•,/ • .: / 

. Re8ources to . negotiate' all CARL projects in·• the·• -·· · 
-W8k~:::Riv9r-,area~ · .. --· .. --:·~'>_-: ··· · 

RESOLUTIONS· •· ·· ··• · · ·· .·.·.·· . · .- _·· ... ·. __ ·.· .• • .. •·•· • : :'. ··. .· .·_·····.· .· 
88-26: _GoVernor's Directive:. Support foracquisitloll.:. -· · 
88-04: Lake County. 'Commission - Support .tor: •·... · 

acquisition.. ·. · . · · 
88-02: . . East ·Central Aorlda Regional< Planning. · 

CouncU :. Support foracquisitlon. . . ·.· ... · 
89-182: Lake County Commission - Support • Jor -

acquisition.· · 
89-142: uike Coun~ ~~mmlssion .,·Pledged funds · 

toward acquisition; ... · ·. ·. ·. ·. .. 
91.()5: St Johns RiVer Water ManageiT!_em District.:. ·. 

· Support for:acquisitlon. ·· · · · .•• · :·· • · -·· 
·Lake County- League of Cities :. Support .for 
acquisition:. .. . . · . . · . . . .. · . 
Lake. •Gounty •Advisory ·:council,. •· on· 

• Conservation•- Support fqr. acquisition~ 
. . . : - . . 

1989 
1991" 
1992 

. ~:. . . 

3,335.49 
1,838.70 

13.30 

. $12,021 ;992 
$9,667,079' 
' $92,000 



LOCATION 
In Dade County, south Aorida, metro Miami -
Homestead urban area This project lies within 
Aorida's Senate Districts 38 and 40 and House 
Districts 112, 115, 118, 119, . and 120. It Is also within 
the jurisdictions of· the South Aorlda Regional 
Planning CouncU and the South Aorida Water 
Management District 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of the best remaamng 
examples of the highly endangered pine rockland 
natural community type outside of Everglades 
National Park. These subtropical pinelands occur 
exclusively on the Miami Ridge and have been 
dramatically reduced in acreage by urbanization .. 

Highest Ranked· FNAI-IIsted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Pine Rockland G1/S1 
Aorida thoroughwort 

brickell-bush G1G2/S1S2 
Deltoid spurge G2T1/S1 
Bahama sachsla G2/S1 
Pineland jacqu~montia G2/S2 
Blodgett's wild-mercury 1 

' 
G2/S2 

Aorida gama grass G2/S2 
Pineland nosebum G2/S2. 
Wild. potato morning-

glory G2?/S1S2 
Aorida pinewood privet G2T2/S2 

25 FNAI elements known from site 

. Numerous rare and endangered plant species and 
several animal species, many of which are found 
nowhere else - occur In the pinelands. 

No archeological/historical sites within the boundaries 
of this project are recorc;ied within the Aorida Site File; 
When compared to other projects, the potential for 
significant sites is considered to be low. 

Recreational opportunities would be limited to low 
intensity activities that would not be harmful to the 
unique flora. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
As a result of the distribution of the proposed pineland 
preserves throughout a wide range of areas In the 
County with diverse land uses, It has been proposed 
that the sites be managed at different levels . of 
intensity. Sites closest to urban populations will be 
managed to allow controlled interpretive and limited 
passive recreational opportunities, while more remote 
pinelands will be maintained as environmentally 
endangered land preserves~ All of the pineland sites 
will be managed by the Dade County Park and 
Recreation · Department in conformance with the 
State's Environmentally Endangered Lands Plan and 
State Lands Management Plan. Those Pine 
Rocklands adj~cent to Old Cutler . Hammock 
Environmental Education Center, Fuchs Hammock 
Environmental· Study Area and· Camp Owaissa Bauer 
would be additions to the· Interpretive functions of 
those areas. 

· It Is anticipated that the subject parcels would be 
fenced to prohibit illegal dumping and uncontrolled 
access, vandalism and the removal of endemic 
species. Public access would be limited to controlled 
interpretive uses where appropriate. Ukewise, steps 
will. be taken to maintain the high quality and integrity 
of the pinelands by preventing the intrusion of exotic 
species. In addition to Dade County Parks, the 
Division of Forestry will be asked to help in the 
management of the pineland preservesby conducting 
periodic controlled bums of the properties. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The 14 pineland sites are considered. upland and 

, developable~ All sites are zoned residential (up to six 
lots per acre) or agricultural (could be cleared for 
crops or one house per rave acres). The trees and 
endemics are also sensitive to nearby development. 
Soils are thin over the rocky base and the root 
systems are sensitive to disturbance. 

The record of development in the pinelands and their 
consequent disappearance leaves no doubt as to their· 
endangerment. Pinelands, outside the Everglades 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

Estimated start-up costs for Dade County 

Salary CPS Expense ceo FCC Total 

$750,000 .o- $75,000 $80,000 $486,000 $1,391,000 

source o Fundin : oac e Cou g nty 
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National Park, once totaled over 160,000 acres but 
have been reduced, by 1978, to 3,951 acres. 

In 1984 Dade County conducted a forest inventory 
which evaluated ·approximately 5~000 acres of 
pinelands and hammocks areas ·of two acres or 
larger. This survey resulted in the identification of 
2, 737 acres of pinelands which . qualified as 
environmentally sensitive. A more detailed analysis of 
the quality and manageability of the identified acreage 
resulted in the selection of the 14 subject sites which 
comprise 175 acres of the most valuable and 
threatened privately owned pinelands in Dade County. 
The largest of these is currently being developed. 

Since 1975 it has been estimated that 48 ·percent of . 
the Miami Rockrldge Plnelands have been destroyed. 
At this current rate of destruction, all privately owned 
pinelands in the ·environmentally sensitive category 
would be developed in the next 10 to 15 years. This 
trend is not expected to slow down due to the upland 
characteristics of the rockridge sites which· are 
desirable locations for development activities. Thus, 
these sites must be considered extremely 
endangered. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 12, 1986, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the project design for Miami · 
Rockrldge Pinelands. The project design deleted two 
sites from the project area · because of· extensive 
alterations to the sites. A substantial· portion of. 
another site was also deleted for· the· same reason. 
These modifications reduce the total acreage of the 

· resource planning boundary by 43 acres and reduced 
the number of discrete sites to ·14. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 1. Site 11 (deleted 1988) 
Phase 2. Site 12 
Phase 3. Site 2 
Phase 4. Site 4 (deleted 1988) 
Phase 5. Site 6 
Phase 6. Site 15 (majority acquired 1992) 
Phase 7. Site 14 
Phase 8. Site 13 
Phase 9. Site 8 (acquired 1991) 
Phase 10. Site 1 (acquired 1991) 
Phase 11. Site 16 (half acquired 1992) 
Phase 12: Site 7 (majority acquired 1992) 
Phase 13. Florida Natural Areas Inventory addition to 

Site 10 
Phase 14. Site 9 

On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Advisory 
Council approved the revision of the project design to 
delete two (Site 11 and Site 4) of the fourteen sites. 
The parcels have been or are being developed. The 
tax values and acreages were updated as well. 
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#79 MIAMI :ROCKRIDGE PINELAND$ 

Coordination 
Dade County is a . partner. In the acquisition of this 
project. · The Nature' Conservancy has. been an 
Intermediary. In May 1990, Dade County voters 
approved a referendum . which will increase the ad 
valorem tax by . 75 mill for two years.· It Is expected 
to generate 90.0 milllon.specifically for the acquisition 
and . management. of environmentally endangered 
lands. Dade County was active in coordinating with 
the state on obtaining boundllry maps and title work 
on this project. It has also assisted ·In preliminary 
negotiations by identifying and contacting willing 
owners. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 30 remaining ownerships.· 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
This project is a bargain purchase with Dade County. 
State's portion ·of acquisition Is complete. Dade 
County negotiating balance. One additional parcel 
will· be jointly acquired, but is not currently available. 

OTHER 
The Florida Department of Transportation negotiated 
a contract with the owner of Site 2 to purchase a 
right-of-way which transects the hammock; 

RESOLUTIONS 
R-258-89: Dade. County Commission·- Support for 

acquisition. 
R-1262-90:. Dade County - Joint purchase - $1.75 

million. 
R;.1 ()sg.;91 : Dade· County Commission - Support for 

acquisition. 

Year Acres Funds 

1991 30.20 $1,400,000 
1992 74.60 $1,601,425 

r· 
/~ \ 
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. ·Does not Include acreage acquired under LATF program. See ··ewr,,ership~. · · 
··.,·' .. 

LOCATION. 
In Dade County, south Aorlda, fronting Biscayne Bay, 

· · between Peacock . Park and the Bamade State 
Historic Site .. This project lies within· Florida's ·Senate 
District 38 and House District 113. It is also within the 
_·jurisdictions of·the South Florida Regional Pl~mning 
CouncU · al1d the·· South·· Florida Water· Management 

· District 

. ·.·· .. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . · 
The project consists of approximately .7.07 acres in 
the· Coconut Grove section of Miami. The primary 
significance of this project is. its association with the 

. Barnade Historic Site. The project area occupies a 
·, · .. ··.· ·· narrow lot between the Barnacle Historic Site and the 

clty-ownect Peacock Park. The property supports a 

HigheSt Ranked FNAI..Jisted ·Elements· 

Name FNAI Rank 
Worm-vine orchid G3/S2 
Sliver ~m G3G4/S3 
Rockland Hammock G?/S2 
Florida thatch palm G4G5/S2· 

. . . . . . .·• . . · ..... _·._, ·:' · .. : 
It is anticipated that this project would provide . 
. excellent recreatlorial opportunities in association with 
the Barnacle Historic Site~ W~king paths; through the · ·.· 
hammock and along the bay shore would provide the . 

- most appropriate recreation .. · · · · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The project would be managed by ihe Division of . 
Recreation · and Parks, • · Department· ' of · Natural •- . 
Resources as an addition to: the : BamaciEf· State 
Historic Site. · Interpretation of the hardwood •. 

. hainmock, already a major element In ·. public 
programs of the Barnacle State Historic Site, would be ·. 
enhanced. UtDizatlon of the non:.hammock areas of.. 
the pll)ject area for. lnterp~tative" progf:am's· would · 

. enhance presentation and Interpretation ofthe histqry 
.·· of early SQttlementaiC:mg Biscayne Bay~ , Public use of ·. · 

·.·this property:sholdd be limited to. l()w.;(Jenslty ~ssjVe · 
reCreational :actiVIties ·associated'•wlth interpretation' of •..•... 
the hammock and the history of' Bay. settlement; both. ·· 
activities represent expansions and augmentations of 
activities underway at the Historic Site. · 

WLNERABIUTY·AND ENDANGERMENT . 

., 
····~ 

:.-.-

· Brittle thatch palm G4G5/S3 Development of' the property would detract from the .. ·. 

.,_'.·. 

5 FNAI elements knowli from site 

2.5 acre tropical hardwood hammock.· Although the 
understory of the hammock is disturbed, the site does 
contain several rare plant species; Including thatch 

.· . palm and sUver palm. The property also has. 240 feet 
·. on Biscayne Bay, a State Aquatic Preserve. 

The Barnacle Addition contains a historic site and a 
prehistoric archaeological site. 

historic atmosphere. of the adjacent Barnacle His~orlc ·· ·. · 
Site. · · · 

The property's location and aesthetic.appeal make the• · 
site highly desi~ble·for:development The property is 
currently zoned''for residential de\leloprnent. . . 

ACQUISITION, PlANNING 
The original Barnacle proposal-was submlttedJn 1972. · 
The Barnacle Addition was submitted in 1985:) Project.· .. 
design was unnecessary; the:entire addition isiunder · ... 
one ownership; . · 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTJBUDGET .REQUESTS- F ACQUIRED 
Division of Reci'eation and Parks · .. 

SoUiae of Funds Esllmatad Funds Raquilad 
CATEGORY ~ GR,ele.) 

. Salary OPS Expense oco FCO Total · 

Slarkp CARL ~ $9,140 .o- $44,000 ~ $53,140 

FY181D84 CARL ~ $9,140 .o- $44~000 ~ $53,140 
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~- ': . . . : ' ~ . ~-

. #80 BARNACLE ADDITION 

. OWNERSHIP .· . . .. . 
Project area under one oWnership, · Approximate!~ 

·· s:o~ adjacent acres,. The BarnaCle $tate Historic Site, 
· · .· : were purchased ($525;000) with l.A TF funds·ln 1973~ · 

. : : ,· .. . . . 

. . · ACQUISITION STATUS · . . . . . ... 
· · · There has bee11 no acquisition activity by the state · · 

due to low ranking. 

. Eminent Domain . 
Eminent· · domain was authorized · by·. the 1987 
Legislature. 

RESOLUTIONS 
85~923: Miami City Commission ~ Pledges funds 

for acquisition~ 
87-130: . City of Miami - R8imbursement for 

appraisals. 
R1262-90: Dade County Commission - Pledges funds 

for acquisition. · 

\ 
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LOCATION 
Southwest Hillsborough County, near Ruskin. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 20, House 
District 55, 66, and 67, and within the jurisdictions of 
the Tampa Bay Regional Planning CouncU and the 
Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project includes a group of small-to-medium sized 
islands in the mouth of the Uttle Manatee River and 
extending to Cockroach Bay. It also Includes a 
mainland fringe directly fronting the bay. Elevated 
areas are comprised of coastal berm, maritime 
hammock, and shell mound natural communities. 

Highest Ranked FNAI-Iisted Elements 

Name FNAI Rank 

West Indian manatee G2?/S2? 
Hairy beach sunflower G5?T2/S2 
Shell Mound G3/S2 
Coastal· Berm G3?/S2 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp G3/S3 
Maritime Hammock G4/S3 
Necklace pod G4/S3 
Estuarine Tidal Marsh G4/S4 

8 FNAI elements known from site 

This project is one of few intact natural shorelines in 
the Tampa Bay area. It supports healthy populations 
of numerous bird species; including several that are 
considered rare or endangered. The surrounding 
offshore area is undisturbed, highly productive marine 
habitat. Waters adjacent to the project are within the 
Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. Detrital Input, 
buffering, and water filtration aSsociated with the Bay 
enhance Its water quality and productivity. 

There are two documented archaeological sites within 
the project. These sites represent the· northernmost 
communities of an· extremely large prehistoric 
aboriginal population significantly different from other 
cultural groups ofthe Tampa Bay area. 

When compared to other projects, the archeological 
value of the project is considered to be high. 

Recreation activities within much of the project is 
limited by a lack of upland sites .. The landward edge 
of the mainland portion of the project could be used 
for educational activities and possible recreation such 
as camping, picnicking, . nature study and 
photography. Goat Island is also suitable for these 
kinds of recreational. activities.· The mangrove islands· 
and shoreline provide opportunities for birdwatching 
and snorkeling in. the adjacent estuary. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTs . 
This project will be managed by the Division of State 
Lands as an addition to the Cockroach Bay Aquatic 
Preserve. The project should be managed under 
single-use management concepts with· the primary 
objectives of protecting the water quality of the 
aquatic preserve by maintaining the project area in a 
substantially natural condition, and preserving the 
significant archaeological sites for professional 
investigation. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The wetlands associated with this project on the 
mainland and the islands would be severely impacted 
by dredging and filling activities and probably affected 
as well by development on immediately adjacent 
uplands. The primary archaeological site on Indian 
Key (Cockroach Island) is· very vulnerable to human 
disturbance and vandalism. Other areas within the. 
project are also susceptible to d~radatlon from 
human occupation, and are sensitive to invasion of 
exotic vegetation. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

YI:AR 

FY 1991-82 

FY 1992-el 

FY 1993-84 

PAST, CURRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COSTS/BUDGET REQUEST 
Division of State Lands 

Souma of Funds Funds 
(CARL. GR, 8IC) 

Salary CPS Expense ceo FCO 

IITF ~ $17,913 $8,750 ~ ~ 

IITF ~ $8,956 $3,200 ~ ~ 

IITF $33,838 $11,942 $15,000 $30,000 ~ 
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Total 

$26,663 

$12,156 

$56,942 
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A plan to develop the mainland portion of this project 
with a marina. and residential and commercial units 
was denied; but zoning does permit low density 
.residential development on at least one of the Islands 
with substantial uplands.(Goat.lsland). It likely would 
be ·difficult to obtain permits, however, for access, 
construction, water treatment and other activities 
related to development on most of the islands 
because of the lack of sufficient uplands and because 
of the proximity to Outstanding Aorida Waters (OFW) 
and the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

Although the Cockroach Shell Mound on Indian Key 
is Isolated from the mail11and, the middens are being 
destroyed by treasure collectors. Well traveled trails 
are established to the mount summit. Other Islands 
with a small beach are frequented by boaters and a 
few unsubstantial buildings have been constructed as 
fish camps, but no significant Impact is apparent. 

ACQUISinON PLANNING . 
The project design for the Cockroach Bay project was 
approved by the Land Acquisition Advisory Council on 
November 19, 1987. The final boundaries included 
the mainland mangrove fringe but excluded the 
upland portions of the Leisey Tract, disturbed with 
borrow lakes and spoil, with the exception of the 
unexcavated ·archaeological site. 

Acauisltlon ·Phasing . 
Phase 1: · Islands (under option from county by 
state) 
Phase II: Mainland ownership(s) (acquired by 
county) 
Phase Ill: Uplands associated with unexcavated 

archaeological site (acquired by county) 

Coordination 
Hillsborough County Is a partner In the acquisition of 
this project. 

OWNERSHIP 
This project ·consists · of two major ·owners. 
Hillsborough County has acquired most of the islands 
from the Whittlkers. The Lelseys owned the mainland 
portion of the tract which the county also purchased; 
Cockroach Island (Indian Key), the location of the 
primary archaeological site, Is owned by Symmes, 
who turned down a county offer in 1991. The Tampa 
Bay Port Authority owns all the submerged land in 
Hillsborough County. The area remaining to be 
acquired Is Big Cockroach Mound, approximately 
three acres. 

ACQUISmON STATUS 
A large percentage of the project has been optioned 
by the state, however, title/survey problems have held 
up closing. 

33l . 

#81· COCKROACH. BAY 

OTHER . . . . .. · 
Project Is within and adjaeent to the Cockroach Bay 
Aquatic Preserve, which was extended by the .1988 
legislature to Include· .a nevv western boundary a~ 
2,000 feet beyond the mean high water (MHW) line. 
and a new eastern-boundary to SR 301, Including the 
whole mouth of the Uttle Manatee River .. 

Acquisition of privately owned submerged ·lands and 
Islands located within the boundaries of the aquatic 
preserve, particularly those at the mouth of the Uttle 
Manatee River and those along the coast of 
Cockroach Bay, is specifically endorsed In. the· 
Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve Management ·Plan 
approved by the Governor and Cabinet. 

RESOLUnONS 
80-347: Hillsborough County Commission - Support 

for acquisition. 
81-789: . Hillsborough County Commission - Support 

for acquisition. 
86-780: St Petersburg City Council - Support for 

acquisition. . · .. 
87~124: Hillsborough County Commission- Pledges 

$1 million toward acquisition. 
88-0012: Hillsborough C.ounty Commission 

Reaffirms $1 million pledge. 
~114: Hillsborough County Commission- Pledges 

50% commitment with state. 
Hillsborough Community College, Trustees
Support for acquisition. 

1991 

1992 
1991 
1990 
1989 
1988 
1983 
1982 
1980 

102.97 

80 
80 
33 
31 
17 
18 
13 
16 

$602,300 
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.·LOCATION· 
· In eastern Jefferson County, northwest ·Florida, 

. -.-:·· 
--~'· . ' 

. . . ,, : --~'-' . . ·;·:-:~::' 
- t ~ ;~ .. : >~~-}-:··. 
' ~ 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPT$· 1 
· 

... ·: ·~· .. 

Letchworth Mounds Is recommended to be managed . 
by the Division of Recreation arld Pai'k:s as a Special· 
Feature Site .for arcl'laeologlcal lnterpr~tlon. ~.The .~~.· .. 
DIVision of~ Historical Resources is recommended· as .. 
a cooperating rrianaging ag~ncy.>The project should 

· approximatelY 25 mUes east of TallShassee, eight 
miles west of Monticello. · ~ This .· projeCt lies wlthlri 
Senate District 4 and House District 10. ~ It Is also 
within the jurisdictions of the Northwest florida Water 
Management District and the Apalachee Regional 
Planning CouncU .. 

~ be managed with the prlmary objective' of protecting 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION. 
. Letchworth Mounds consists of a temple~ mound 
•. ~ complex, numerous small burial or house mounds, . 
· -·and an assOciated· village site. ~ The. site is~ relatively 

undisturbed and is considered· to have ~ high 
archaeological value. 

~.HigheSt Ranked FNAI-IIsted . Elements ~ 

Name 

, Floodplain Forest 
Blackwater. Stream 
Upland Mixed Forest 
Floodplain Swamp 

G?f$3. 
G4/S2 
G?/S4 ~-

G?/S4? 

4 FNAI elements known from_ site 

Much . of the project area has been. converted to ~ 
Improved pasture. Natural vegetation is comprised of 

· a narraw corridor of floodplain forest along a small ~ 

~ blackwater stream. and second-growth upland mixed 
forest 

. . . . . 

the archaeological ~ reso.urces · •• ~. for sCientific • 
interpretation. As Information. is gleaned · from the 
study area, efforts should be made to facilitate public· ~ 
interpretation of the resources: Ancillar}t Utilization 'Of ·. · · 
the tract for. picnicking or hiking would be appropliate; ~.. ~ 
and could be enhanced by>restoration of open > 
pasture to the·orlgirialvegetatlon. ~ · 

\ . 

WLNERABIUTY'·AND ENDANGERMENT~ ~ ·~ ~ ·~ 
• Most larger acreage, agriculturally zoned larid iifleon .· ~ · 
and neighboring;:- counties,: is very . susceptible .to 

~ acqulsitloi"'· by · developers< and conversion to , 
residential development. · · · ·· · .• 

The owner of·the·200 acre tract Immediately ~~st· of· 
the Letchwortl:t ·propertY. submitted an. application, ~ ~~ 
approved by JefferSon: County, for a low density (1 
unit per 5 acres) development. The development was ~~ 

~ never recorded ahd no action has been taken. ~Also; ~·· ~.~ 
withiri,the pastfew.years, another potentlal.developer. • : 
of,. the same' •. tract. has been ·.in . discussions with . · .· · 

~ Jefferson arld LSOn;_:counties ·ancFtheApalachee 
. Regie~ Planning Couricit--regardlng· a~ high density 
. {2,000 .-mobile ~ home'l-unltS) retli'ement development~~ 
requiring DRI .~.review. Most . of the ~ tand in the 

~ surrounding area; including the pi:oject·area, however, .. 
Is in agricultural use. ~ ~ ~ 

ACQUISmON PLANNING . ~ . . 
On December 14, .1988,· the Land Acquisition Advisory.· 

~ CouncU approved·.· the LetchWorth~· Mounds projeCt ·. 
~ Th~e primary recreational. activity Will be Interpretation 
-~~·of the archaeological resources. Nature trails· and 
. · ~. picnicking are also possible· recreational~ activities, 

.· .• design with no.:·changes to /the'·.resource planning ~ .. ·. 
boundary;~ ~ · ·~ · · 

· although,· the large ·areas of open pasture will -lriitlally 
limit these posslbDitles. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

PROJECTED MANAGEMENT COST/BUDGET FEQUESTS -IF ACQUIRED 
Division of Recreation and Parks 

Saun:e of Funds Eslimalad ·Funds' RaquJrad 
CA1'B30R'l (CARL.. GR, etc.) 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

Slalklp CARL $47,711 $14,560 $5,974 $66,522 ~ 

FY1aD4M CARL $20,363 ~ $2,712 $6,978 ~~ 
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Total 

$134,767 

$3o,053 
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#82 LETCHWORTH. MOUNDS . · 

Acauisltlon Phaaii'KI . . . .. 
It ·. is recommended that both own.nhlps . be·· 

. negotiated simultaneously, hoviever, purcl_laS& of the: 
.. Old Field Umited tract should be contingent upon · 

.. purchase of the Letchworth parcel~· · · · · · 

OWNERSHIP. 
One remaining owner - Old Field Umited. 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
One parcel (Letchworth) acqulrec:t and the other · 
parcel. has unwilling seller. 

RESOWllONS 
None knoWn. 
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LOCATION 
St Lucie County, Rorida's southeastern coast, less 
than four miles southeast of Ft. Pierce. The project 
lies within Rorida's Senate District 15 and House 
District 81. It also lies within. the jurisdictions of the 
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council and the 
South Rorida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION · 
This project forms a narrow, approximately eight mile 
long corridor along the ·North Fork St. Lucie River. 
The waterway has been channelized in the past and 
traces of this history are evident In some places. 
Natural communities are comprised largely of 
wetlands with some developable uplands also present. 

Highest Ranked FNAI-IIsted 8ements 

Name FNAI Rank 

Scrub G2/S2 
West Indian manatee G2?jS2? 
Sandhill G2G3/S2 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp G3/S3 
Blackwater Stream G4/S2 
Roodplain Forest G?/S3 
Mesic Ratwoods G?/S4 
Hydric Hammock G?/S4? 
Basin Marsh G?/S4? 
Baygall G4?/S4? 

1 a FNAJ elements known from site 

Rare and threatened plant and animal species occur 
within the project. The project area has a direct 

influence on the water quality ofthe North Fork St. 
Lucie River Aquatic Preserve. 

Although there are no·. known archaeological or 
historical sites within the project area, the project Is 
considered to have. moderate potential for sites to be 
discovered. 

The scenic character and close proximity . of the 
project to a large urban population give it a significant 
recreational value. The project could support boating, 
fishing, camping, hiking, bike riding, picnicking, and· 
nature appreciation. 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 
The majority of the project area, especially the 
wetlands and communities transitlolial to wetlands 
(e.g., hydric hammock), should be managed by the 
Division of· State Lands to enhance the. protection of 
the North. Fork St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve and · 
under single-use management goals of resource 
protection with compatible recreational activities. St. 
Lucie County is the recommended manager for the 
upland sites; integration of compatible resource-based . 
recreation should be encouraged. 

Introduction of periodic prescribed fire into the 
remnant scrub, sandhill; and flatwoods sites along the 
St. Lucie will be essential for the perpetuation of this 
community type and its· associated species. A 
burning program should be established thatwhenever 
possible wUI utilize existing roads,· black lines, foam 
lines,. and natural breaks to contain and control 
prescribed and natural fires. 

VULNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT . 
The water quality of this portion of the North Fork St. · 
Lucie River and the river's associated wetlands are 
very vulnerable to further development on adjacent 
uplands. 

MANAGEMENT COSTS 

G 
FY 1991..Q2 

FY 19112-83 

FY1993-84 

PAST, aJRRENr, and PROJEC1'ED MANAGEMENT COSTSJBUOGET REQUEST 
Division of State Lands for wetlands 

Soun:e of Funds Funds 
(CARL. GR, etc) ' 

Salary OPS Expense oco FCO 

IITF $1,210 .().. $40,000 .().. .().. 

IITF $1,210 .().. $49,000 .().. .().. 

IITF $37,870 $9,882 $25,000 $19,700 .().. 

St. Lucie Countv 
Budget estimatBa for St. Lucie County for the uplands are not yet available. 
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Total 

$41,210 

$50,210 

$91,570 
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Current zoning. designations within the project would· 
allow low to moderate density residential development 
on the uplands.·. Aerial 'photographs indicate that 
development Is adjacent to much of the river corridor 
that has been proposed for acquisition (1987 Project 
Assessment): 

The population density for St. Lucie County is· in the 
medium range when compared to other counties, 
ranking number 17. However, the growth rate was 
quite high between 1976 and 1986 as the population 
increased 66. 7%, 12th among all. Florida counties. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The North Fork St. Lucie project design was approved 
by the Land Acquisition Advisory Council on June 22, 
1988. 

The project design recommendations altered the 
resource planning boundary by deleting residential 
development areas zoned by the county or citY for · 
preservation, conservation· ·and recreation. The 
Sharette DRI, In the northern third of project area, was 
placed In Phase II. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I consists of 1 ,350 acres of the City of Port St. 
Lucie, formally GDC, ownership·(under option) and 2 
other minor owners. 

Coordination . . 
The Trust for Public Lands (TPL) conveyed ~s Interest 
in the major ownership In Phase I (GDC) to the City of 
North Port St. Lucie, and· simultaneously· conveyed 
12.7 acres (Marina property) to the county. 
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#83 NORTH· FORK ST. LU.CIE 

ACQUISITION STATUS . . 
· Approximately two-thirds of the project under contract 
to be purchased from. th8 City of Port St.. Lucie. Will 
likely notreceive 1993-94 funding due to low ranking. 

RESOLUTIONS 
52-89: Stuart City Council - Support for acquisition; 
89-383: St. Lucie County - Support for acquisition. 

Year Acres· . Funds 

1992. 981~00 . $1,422,000 



LOCATION 
In Hernando County on Aorida's west coast between 
the Homosassa· and Weeki Wachee Springs. ·Within 

This •project I~· believed to· have excellent IX>tentlal for - · -· .. 
arch8eologlc81 _lnv~gations. · -- · 

60 miles of Tampa· and 90 miles of Orlando. This 
·· .. project lies within Aorida's Senate District 10 and 
· .. House District 43. It Is also within the· jurisdictions of 

the Wlthlacoochee Regional Planning Council alld the 
Southwest Aorlda Water Management District. ·. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project Is the largest remaining coastal hardwood 
swamp along the Gulf Coast south of, the SUwannee 
River. This large area Is also one of faw coastal 
natural areas with.· both freshwater ·and ·tidal 
comml.niltles intact and functioning as· a· system. It 

· · has been recognized by the U;S. Fish·and Wildlife 

Highest Ranked FNAI.Jisted Elements · 

Name ··FNAI Rank 
. 

G2/G3/$2 ·Sandhill .· 

Aorlda black bear -G5T2/S2 
. 1, Bald eagle. G3/S2S3 . 

Freshwater Tidal Swamp G3/S3 
Mesic Aatwoods G?/54 

... ·Aoodplain Swamp . _G?jS4? 
.· Estuarine Tidal Marsh G4/S4. 

•. 7 · FNAI· elements known from site 

Service . as a unique wildlife ecosystem of · national -
significance. The area supports a diversity of wildlife 
species _Including the · Aorlda black bear and other 

. rare and .. endangered specl8s. _ Community types 
within the projeCt Include floodplain· swamp;· sandhill, 
mesic flatwoods; cypress ponds and tidal. marsh. 

: ·: . . .· ·. . .· .· 

chassahoWitzka._Swamp has -been-•recommended ·for 
multiple· use •· maliagement·_ and' -can • supPQrfa· ·\Yfd~ ·. 

.. variety of. recr8ationaJ activities. (e.g., hunting, flshilig, . 
camping,- hiking and boating). _ · 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS . - . - • .- · - . , < 
The ChassahoWitzka'Swamp tract will ·be managed by 
the •. Game ancfFreshwater~Ffsh CommisSion ·as an-.-
addition to the ChassahowitZka Wildlife Management -._ 
Area as -a• multlpl~ · ~rea 1 consistent with .· the -
protection of Its high resource' values. The Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission wUI have lead 
management responsibilities and,- the DIVIsion of
Forestry, the·_DfVisJoru)fHistorlcal Resources; and. the' 
Department~;~ Resources will~ cooperate; .-• -• -

- ObjectiveS fci.· fnartagementof -the. C~sSahowltzlal ~ 
-tract ··will' InclUde management to malntalri ·· water:-_ 
' qualtty::. and.; nattiraiYhYdrOperiods; ' maintenance or .-. -.· 
restoration_. ct:,-:ha~8·j. plant .:communliles•;_:~ncludlng _ 

-prescribed-burning);!~ aimual; moolt'Orlng ·Of native · 
wildlife. - · "" · '.; · - · ·-· · · 

WLNERABIUTY AND ENDANGERMENT .· .· .. . 
The area Is moderately<vulnerable;_ and- .could~ be· 
Impacted bytlinbering,'drainage; llmerock-mlnlng;-and·_· 
residential development · · · · 

Development: In the tnu1sltlon areas has begun. ·. -

ACQUISITIQNr,PL:ANNING · 
The .. original -ChassahoWitzka Swamp project was . · 
'mooifted-throughia·project design approvecl by the .. 
Land Acqulsftlon Advfsory.CoUncU (LAAC)In February 
1988.. Changes were. made In the original project to: 
gain better access; provide protection-for endangered· 
and threatened wldllf8-'specles; and protect the high -
qUality wetlands by acquisition 6r_through·protectlon. 
of buffer· zones which· assist In wetland ·and aquifer. 
recharge. 

MANAGEMENT-COSTS.· 

YEAR 

FY181-e2 

FY 1992-83 

FY 191B84 

PAST, CURRENT, and PROJECTED MANAGEMENI' COSI'S/BUDGEF~ REaJEST 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comrnisalon 

Saunle al Funds Funds, 
(CARL. GR, ell:) 

Salary OPS ·Expense . oco FCO 

CARL $20,271 ~ #13,159 ~ ~ 

CARL $39,750 $3,700 $12,700 $5,000 ~ 

CARL $68,162 $10,000 $30,000 $55.40D. $125,000 . 
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#84 CHASSAHOWITZKA SWAMP 
. . ' . 

On-March27; 1991'; tlleLAACVoted.toadd'ota5.acr~,.-: . 
· (a strip of land along US 19) to the project The • · . 

. owner wascunwilllng to sell onlyc a'· part of his,· .. 
ownership. . .· · 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 18;815 acres have been acquired under 

· the· Conservation . and Recreation· Lands.·· (CARL) 
program, Including a 526± acre donatlon,acquired In· 
1982 and 150 ± acres through mitigation In 1988; 
4,500 ± acres and approximately 20 awners remain. · 

ACQUISITION STATUS 
One additional parcel was put under option during 
1992. A n&W project, Chassahowitzka Sandhills 
(Longleaf Pine Ecosystems, #7) is adjacent. . · 

OTHER 
This project. Is within a Chapter 380 Growth 
Management .Agreement .Area~ · 

A consulting flrril for the Florida Department ot 
Transportation (FOOT) · includect. acreage within. the 
Chassahowltzka Swamp project as possible mitigation 
for . an expressway . being planned . in< the general 
vicinity. It is recommended that the Bureau of Land 
Acquisition coordinate ·. with the · FOOT · on ·the 

•. possibility of acciulrlng portions of the Chassahowltzka 
.. project acreage through mitigation. . . 

RESOLUTIONS ... ·. 
· · 87-101: Citrus County CommiSsion - .Support for 

acquisition. · · 
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Ranking History for All CARL Projects 
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RANKING HISTORY FOR AU. CARL PROJECTS 

Project Name 

Alderman's Ford Addition 

Andrews Tract 

Apalachicola Bay (part of Apalachicola River & Bay) 

Apalachicola River part of Apalachicola River & Bay) 

Apalachicola River and Bay 

_Archie Carr Sea Turtle Refuge 

Avalon Tract 

Bald Point Road 

Barnacle Addition, The 

Beaverdam/Sweetwater Creeks 

Belle Meade 

Big Shoals Corridor /Brown Tract 

Blackwater River Forest Addition) 

Bluehead Ranch 

B.M.K. Ranch 

Bower Tract (akli Double Branch Bay) 

Brevard Turtle Beaches (part of Archie Carr S.T.R.) 

St. Johns River Marshes 

Caravella Ranch 

Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 

Catfish Creek 

Captiva Island 

Cedar Key Additions 

Cedar Key Key Additions 

Charlotte Harbor 

Charlotte Harbor Flatwoods 

Riv. (aka Rock Spgs.) 

Cotee Point 

Bight/Key Deer 

Crystal Cove (added to Crystal 

Crystal River 

Crystal River State Reserve (added to Crystal River) 

Deer Lake Parcel (added to Point 

DeSoto Site 

Dog Island 

by the Board of TNsteea. 
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Project Name 

Etoniah Creek 

Fakahatchee Strand 

Fechtal Ranch (added to St. Johns River) 

ot Apallichlcola River) 

Horae Creek Scrub 

Hutchinson Island-Blind Creek 

ITT Hammock 
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Project Name 

Lake Arbuckle 

Lake Forest 

Lake George 

Lake Wales 

Largo Narrows 

L.att Tract 

Letchworth Mounds 

Levy County Forest/Sandhills 

Uttle Gator Creek/Wood Stork Rookery 

Lower Econlockhatchee River 

Lower Wacissa River and Aucilla River Sinks 

Manatee Estech 

Maritime Hammock Initiative 

Mashes Sands 

Cr. ( JNUt o1 Wlthtacoo. ) 

New 

North Beach 

North Fork St. Lucie Port Marina 

North Indian River 

North Key Largo Hammocks__ . 

N. Key Largo Hams. Add. (added toN. Key Largo Ham.) 

North Layton Hammock (added to Ham. of Lower Keys) 

North Peninsula 

Oaks, The 

Ohio Key South 

Old Leon Moss Ranch 

Oscar Scherer Addition 

Owens Illinois Pmoartv 

Pal-Mar 

Pineola Fern Grotto 

Pin hook 

Placid Lakes Tract 

Point Washington 

by the Board of Trustees. 
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Project Name 

Saint Johns River (aka S.J.Ft Forrest Estates) 

Saint Johns River Marshes (aka Canaveral Ind. Park) 

Saint Joseph Bay Buffer 

Felasco Hammock Addition 

Stark Tract 

Stoney-Lane 

Sugarloaf Hammock of Ham. of Lower Keys 

. Suwannee Buffers 

of Tropical Ayways) 

West Lake 

wabasso Beach pan of Archie carr S.T.R. 

Waccasassa Rats 
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Project Name 

Warea Archipelago 

Warm Mineral Springs 

Wekiva-Ocala ConneCtor 

Wekiva River Buffers 

by the Board of Trustees. 

wp5.1 /miscfrankhist.ar 
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Meeting 
Dates 

03/04/92 

03/05/92 

04/07/92 

08/14/92 

08/20/92 

11/16/92 

11/17/92 

11/20/92 

Summary of CARL Actions Taken by thE? Land Acquisition Advisory Council 
During the 1992 EValuation. Cycle 

Major Actions Taken 
• 

Received public testimony on new and reconsidered CARL proposals.. Contact Land Acquisition AdviSory 
Council Coordination Section to obtain a list of speakers or tapes of public hearing. 

Meeting canceled. Did not need additional time for speakers. 

Voted to select 27 of 58 acquisition proposals to receive full· rf!View and assessment and directed staff. to. 
analyze the 7 individual sites in the Longleaf Pine Ecosystems project (see Addendum Ill). 

Modified the project designs and/or boundaries . of the following CARL projects: Apalachicola River, 
Sebastian Creek, Wacissa/Aucilla River Sinks, Emeralda Marsh, and Horse Creek Scrub. 

Failed to approve or rejected the proposed project design and for boundary amendment for Archie Carr . Sea 
Turtle Refuge, Charlotte Harbor Flatwoods (see 11/20/92 agenda.summary), Cedar Key. SCrub, Heather 
Island, North Key Largo Hammocks, South Savannas, Lower Econlockhatchee, Peacock Slough (see 8/20/92 
agenda summary), Lake George, and Spruce Creek. 

Adopted an issue paper addressing general management philosophies and concerns for projects acquired 
under the CARL program (see Addendum X).· 

Approved the proposed revisions to Rule 18-8, F.A.C. and directed .staff to process the Rule for approval by 
the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund pursuant to Chapter 120, F.S. · 

Received public testimony on new and reconsidered . CARL proposals that were asSessed. Contact Land 
Acquisition Advisory Council Coordination Section to obtain a list of speakers or tapes of public hearing. 

Adopted policy for modifying CARL project boundaries (see Addendum XI) .. 

Withdrew from further consideration for the Second 4-Vote the following proposals: Lake Overstreet, Oaks 
of Miramar, and Blue Lake Sandhill. 

·• Voted to select 17 of-24 assess8ct CARL projects to receive project design analysis for potential inclusion on 
the 1993 CARL priority list (see Addendum·lll). 

Directed staff to prepare a project design on the three priority sites (Chassahowitzka, Ross Prairie, arid 
Deland Sandhills) and delete the remaining 4 sites in the Longleaf Pine Ecosystem project; 

Directed staff to prepare a project design on the 5 sites in the Scrub Jay Refugia in order of importance and 
· ·· resource values. 

Amended the Peacock Slough project boundary. 

Directed staff to amend the boundaries of the Wekiva-Ocala Connector. 

Amended the project boundary of the Wekiva Buffers project. with the contingency that Seminole County 
would provide 50% of the acquisition cost; 

Received public testimony on new and existing CARL projects. Contact Land Acquisition Advisory Council 
Coordination Section to obtain a list of speakers or tapes of public hearing. 

Additional public testimony on new· and existing CARL projects. 

Discussed staff's proposed schedule for amending the Conservation and Recreation Lands Rule, Chapter 
18-8, Florida Administrative Code. 

Approved staff's proposal to combine new projects with existing projects as follows: Gainer Spring Expansion 
and FL First Magnitude Springs, Phase II combined with FL First Magnitude Springs, Phase I; Blackwater River 
combined with Blackwater River State Forest Addition; Crystal Bay combined with Crystal River; and portions 
of Maritime Hammocks adjacent to Archie Car Sea Turtle Refuge combined with Archie Carr Sea Turtle 
Refuge. 

Recommended that local governments manage Falmouth Springs, Fannin Springs, and Waddell's Mill Pond. 

Conceptually approved amendments to the Seminole Springs project boundary to include areas southeast 
of SA 44, and to the Western Wekiva-Ocala Connector to Include areas northwest of SA 44. 

Modified the project design phasing of the Charlotte Harbor Flatwoods CARL project. 

Modified the Charlotte Harbor CARL project boundary. 

Modified the Myakka Prairie CARL project boundary to include the areas proposed to be donated and 
exchanged by Sarasota County. 

Amended the Corkscrew Regional Ecosystem WaterShed (CREW) project design to allow CARL funds to 
be used to acquire tracts within the overall project and outside the corridor if CARL funds are matched, dollar 
for dollar, with new money from its acquisition partners; but, otherwise, state acquisition efforts will be 
focused on the Camp Keis Strand Corridor, contingent on the state's share of the acquiSition costs not 
exceeding $10 million. 
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Approved project designs for. the folloWing new projects: Gainer Springs· Expansion (Bay /Washington), North. 
Indian River (BravardfVolusia), Maritima Hammock Initiative (Brevard); Scrub Jay Rafugia.(Biavard), Crystal 
Bay· (Citrus), . Pineola Fern Grotto. (Citrus), Balla Meade (Collier),·. Julington/Durbin Perlinsula (Ou\iai/St 
Johns)~ Florida First Magnitude Springs, Phase II (HamandojJacksenjlafayatte), :Longleaf Pine EcOsystem · · 
(Hemando/MarionfVolusia), Waraa Archipelago (Lake/OSceola), Green SWamp (t..aketPolk), Hixtolfln Swamp . 
(Madison),. Tropical Flyways (Monroe), Blackwater: .Rivar. (Santa ·Rosa);\. Yellow. _River· Ravines: (Simta 

. Rosa/Okaloosa), and ECon-St. Johns River Corridor (Seminole/Orange). Proj~ deSigns for Gainer Springs 
ExPansion and FL Firat Magnitude Springs, Phase II combined them With FL First Magnitude Springs, Phase • -. 
I; design-for Tropical Flyways-included·axiSting·,Noith lJlyton Hammi':ICk;CARL:··pi'oject;_ BlaekWatar-.River:-.. 
incorporated existing Blackwater River State Forest Addition; and Crystal Bay wu added to the existing • · 
Crystal River CARL: proJect· · . . . . . 

Approved project design amendments for Sa~inola, Springs/Woods ~d :Wekiva-Ocala· Connect~r CARL 
projects. · · · · 

Recommended tha.ramoval of im additional nine projectS from the current CARL pricirlty.list: Avalon Tract,·_ ... ·.· -· 
B8Jm Boyette Scrub, Goldy/Ballamead, Key West CuStoms House, Spruca.Creek; Three, Lakes/Prairie Lakes, ·. 
Upper Black Creak, WetstOne/~ovitz, and Placid Lakes Tract (removing the so acre citrus·grove from the • 
project). _ · • ·_ · . . . 

. . ; - . . 

Ranked the CARL _project-In priority order and-established the 1993-CARL priority list for submittal·to.tha -.- .. · 
Govemor and Cabinet (see Addendum Ill for voting· sheet of.ranking.rasults. · · 

TI8S ware broken as follows:. 117: Sebastian Creek • #12, Biackwaiar:RiverAddition- #13; .121:;: Saddle 
Blanket Lake Scrub- #14/Apalachlcola River~ #15; 134: Green Swamp • #17,Waklva~Ocala Connector_--~ 
#18; 210: Waccasasia Flats- #33, Point WashingtOn~ #34, Plnhook Swamp- #35; 222: Heather Island- -
#40, Jupiter Ridge- #41; and 401: · St Michael's Land- #68, Estero Bay- #69~ 

Approved the Pr8Sarvation 2000 Criteria Matrix for CARL proJects. 

Approved the Acquisition Categori8S/Public Purposes Matrix for CARL project. 

Approved the .State Designated Uses Qualification Matrix.for CARL projects .. •· 

Daf8rred action on a.policyfor allocating CARL management. funds to_non~te entiti•.· 
. . . . . . 

Canceled the previously ichedulect Public Workshop and; Instead, directed staff tO schedule a Public Hearing 
to be held, if requested; as required by Rule. · · · 
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ADDENDUM .Ill 

Advisory CouncU Voting and ·Ranking Sheets 
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4. 

5. 

6. 

LAND ACQUISITION ADVISORY COUNCIL 
CARL VOTING SHEET 

1st Four-Votes for Initiation of Project Assessment for 1992 Proposals 
April7, 1992 

y y y 

N y y 

N Y· N y y y 
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ADDENDUM Ill: 1st Four-Vote 

27. Warea Archipelago (Osceola) N y y y y y 5 YES 

31. DeSoto Addition N N N N ·N N 0 NO 

32. Lake Overstreet y y y y y N 5 YES 

41. Palm Beach Isles N N N N N N 0 NO 

42. Juno Hills N y N y N y 3 NO 

y y y y y N 5 YES 

0 NO 
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49. Escrlbano Point 

50. Monterey Shores 

51. Yellow River Ravines 

ADDENDUM Ill: 1st·f:otir-Vote 

y y 

N N 

y y 

LAND ACQUISITION ADVISORY COUNCIL 
CARL VOTING SHEET 

•,., 

2nd Four-Votes for Initiation of Project Design for 1992 Proposals 
August 20, 1992 

7. Pineola Fern Grotto N y y y y N. 
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ADDENDUM Ill: 2nd Four-Vote 

23. Blackwater River y y y y y y 6 YES 

24. Escribano Point y y N N y N 3 NO 

25. Yellow River Ravines y y N y y N 4 YES 

27. Blue Lake SandhUI Forest Removed from consideration prior to vote 
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12. 

13. 

17. 

18; 

19. Rookery Bay (9) 

LAND ACQUISITION ADVISORY'COUNCIL ·· 
RANKING SHEET FOR THE 1993 C.AR.L PRIORITY UST 

.,.. DECEMBER 10, 1992 . 

57 76 77 

29 60 40 

53 39 18 

46 62 42 

74 47 63 

60 

51 34 

35 

11 

69 

n· 81 79 

79 79 82 77 

40 72 57 18 
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ADDENDUM Ill: 1993 Ranking (12/10/92) 

42. Emeralda Marsh (63) 63 50 24 75 44 68. 324 60 

43. Green Swamp (UR) 14 20 10 55 31 4 134 17 

44. St Johns River (72) 76 80 64 73 73 n 443 75 

2 18 1 10 6 2 39 3 

46. Wares Archipelago [Osceola] (UR) 73 70 62 20 53 22 300 55 

50. Cedar Key Scrub (71) 75 65 65 52 75 70 402 70 

51. County Forest/Sandhllls (4) 65 61 60 63 51 21 312 57 
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32 24 

1 5 

Avalon Tract (30) . 

73. Hutchinson Island (Blind Cr.) 80 

74. North Fork St Lucie (81) 81 

77. 50. 49 49 33 ss· sa 295 

78. Yellow River Ravines [Okaloosa] 18 66 54 60 4 268 
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ADDENDUM Ill: 1993 Ranking (12/10/92) 

87. 30 36 31 40 19 29 

88. 9 53 32 35 33 . 37. 

92: Fla's First Magnitude Spgs. (15/UR) 
[Bay, Hernando, Jackson, Lafayette, 10 3 30 13 16 27 99 10 
Leon, Levy, Suwannee, Wakulla, & 

93. Longleaf Pine Ecosystems· (UR) 16 29 6 6 10 13 . 80 7 
[Hernando, Marion, & Vol 

(#) - indicates 1992 rank 
(UR) - Indicates unranked project 
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ADDENDUM'IV·. 

Aorida.Statewlde: Land Acquisition Plan (FSl:Af?) . 
Conformance Evaluation Procedures and Results: · · .. 

. . . 
··:----:·. · .. 
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FLORIDA STATEWIDE LAND ACQUISITION PLAN 
Excerpted Objectives. Guidelines. and Measures* 

CHAPTER Ill: ACQUISITION OBJECTIVES 

A. Natural Communities 

Acquire examples of those Natural Communities and their subtypes that: (1) are in&dequately represented on protected lands in Aorida, or (2) 
represent the best remaining examples giving priority to those communities or subtypes that are most endangered or rarest. · · · 

B. Forest Resources 

Acquire Ianda to: (1) maintain representative examples of the various forest or timber types, and (2) conserve and maintain Aorida's forests so as 
to perpetuate their environmental, economic, aesthetic and recreational values; giving special consideration to (a) manageable forests that have income 
producing potential, which helps defray management costs, and. (b) upland forests that help meet the resource-based. recreational needs of Aorida's 
growing population. 

C. Plants 

Acquire Ianda that contain habitat for rare, endangered, or threatened plant species, giving priority to those sites that:· (1) are critical to their survival, 
(2) contain important assemblages of rare or endangered species, or (3) are necessary to maintain the state's native plant species diversity.· 

D .. Fish and Wildlife 

Acquire Ianda that: (1) are critical to the survival of rare, endangered, or threatened animals, (2) provide protection for nesting concentrations of 
wildlife species or other locations where species concentrate or aggregate for some time during their life cycles, or (3) are necessary to maintain the 
state's native animal species diversity. 

E. Fresh Water Supplies 

1. Acquire protective buffers along state waters designated as Outstanding National Resource Waters or Outstanding AoridaWaters (OFWs), giving 
special consideration to the Special Water· category of OFWs. 

2. Acquire areas around first magnitude springs and their spring runs. Smaller springs should be incorporated, whenever practical, into project 
boundaries of projects being proposed primarily for other purposes. 

3. Acquire ·protective buffers around significant lacustrine communities. Protective buffers around lakes found . within proposals . should ·be 
incorporated, whenever practical, into project boundaries of projects being proposed primarily for other.purposes. 

4. Acquire high or prime aquifer recharge lands when such lands also preserve or protect other significant natural resources. Areas which serve to 
protect or recharge ground water should be incorporated, whenever practical, into project boundaries of projects being proposed primarily for other 
purposes; 

. . . 

5. Acquire lands necessary for water conservation or water management when such lands also preserve or prOtect other significant natural resources. 

F. Coastal Resources 

1. Acquire undeveloped coastal islands, spits, peninsulas,. coral or limerock keys, and mainland seashores to conserve their significan1 natural, 
recreational, and aeSthetic attributes, giving priority to projects that 

a. Contain representative examples of various physiographic coastal forms; 
b. Include entire islands, long stretches of mainland beaches, entire widths of coastal barriers, or natural inlets; or 
C; Are associated with sensitive estuarine systems, particularly those that are designated State Aquatic Preserves. 

2. Acquire upland and wetland buffers to protect the· State's significant commercial and recreational s8itwater .fisheries, pamcularly those fisheries 
that are designated State Aquatic Preserves, National Estuarine Research Reserves or Marine Sanctuaries, Areas of Critical State Concern, Special 
Water category of Outstanding Aorida Water, or Department of Environmental Regulation (DER) Class II Waters. 

3. Acquire upland and wetland buffers to protect the State's most significant reef communities, particularly those areas that are within or adjacent 
to designatec:t Areas of Critlc,al State Concem, State Aquatic Preserves, State Parka, or National Estuarine Research Reseriles, Marine Sanctuaries, 
Wildlife Refuges, Parks, or Seashores. 

G. Geologic Features 

Acquire examples of geological exposures, formations, and outcrops that (1) are inadequately represented on public lands in Aorida, or (2) represent 
the best examples of those features in the state. 

H. Historical. Resources 

Acquire those archaeological and historic sites that best typify the various cultural periods and regions of the state, the classes of cultural activity, the 
various styles of architecture, and the works of notable individuals. (Note: ·1 a = inadequately represented in public ownership; 1 b = . best remaining 
example in private ownership.) 

I. Outdoor Recreational Resources 

1. Acquire Ianda that help meet resource-based recreational goals, objectives and needs identified in Aorida's statewide comprehensive outdoor 
recreation plan. 

2. Acquire lands that (1) enhance the representational balance of natural and historical resources within the State Park and Reserve systems, or (2) 
contain prime examples of the state's natural and historical resources. · 

3. Acquire Ianda for fish and wildlife oriented outdoor recreation, giving special consideration to additional wildlife management and hunting lands 
in the southern half of the state. 

4. Acquire beaches and other coastal areas of greatest suitability for outdoor recreation that meet identified outdoor recreation needs, giving special 
consideration to tracts that are within planning regions or near urban areas with greatest need as indicated in the comprehensive outdoor recreation 
plan. · 

5. Acquire abandoned railroad and other corridors of greatest suitability for public recreational trail use that meet Identified outdoor recreation needs; 
giving special consideration to corridors that are near urban areas, provide linkages to existing recreational areas or other trails, and allow for 
multiple uses. 
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CHAPTER IV: LAND ACQlJISITION GUIDEUNES AND,THE PL.ANNING::PROCESS.~·, ,.(:.)·. 

(1) Prefer projects with resources of. statewide or regional Jmportance. ( 

· (2) Prefer the more endangered and vulnerable projects ~hich are in immediate danger of loss. to some other use~ 

(3) Prefer projects with ecologically Intact systems that have minimal disturbances and can be feasibly managed to conserve the resources for whiCh· . . 
they are to be acquired. · · · 

. . . . . . : . . 

(4) Give specl8l consideration to inholdlngs, additions and other lands that would enhance manage~ent, protection, or restoration of exiSting public · ' 
lands with Important natural or cultural resOurces, · · 1 • 

. . 

(5) Prefer projects with signifiCant resource values that satisfy specific regional concerns, giving speCial .consideration to projects that are accessible ·· ·•• 
to urban areas. · · · · · 

. . 

(6) Prefer projects that have sufficient size and resource diversity to support multiple-use management and resource-based outdoor recreation •... 

(7) Give special consideration to habitat corridors or landscape linkages that serve a demonstrated conservation or recreation purpose. . .. · .· 

(8) Give special consideration to large projects that exhibit wilderness characteristics~ 

(9) · Give special consideration to projects with acquisition or management assistance from·other governmental o(nonproflt entlti~s if these projects,,.\ 
also help to achieve other FSLAP objectives. . ·· 

*NOTE: The foregoing represents excerpts from the Florida Statewide Land .Acquisition Plan· (FSLAP), as apj:H'oved. by the Govem~r and Cabinet. ori · 
July 1, 1986 and revised by the Advl8oryCouncil on July 1, 1991. Taken out of context, the precise meaning of these objectives,·guidellnes; 
and measuresmay_be misconstrUed. 'TherefOre, the FSLAP, the FSLAP Technical Report and Appendices, and~the FloridaJ)reservation 2000. i$ 
Needs Assessment should be consulted for further d8tails. · · · · · · · · · · ··. . . , 

·***************************************************************************** 

. PROCEDURE FOR EVALUATING CARL PROJECTS FOR CONFORMANCEWITH··THE 
FLORIDA STATEWIDE LAND ACQUISITION PLAN 

.. · The ~atrix attached proVIdes gu~ for subj~lY assessing each project's deg~ of, conformance ¥lith the objectives· and• guid~lines define~ in .. 
FSL.AP: ·The matrix Is designed. to provide concise ·but encompassing Information about CARL .projects•:TI18 matrix,. however, ·is .!!2l intended to replace··. . 

· ·. · the current system of ranking .CARL projectS; but should provide a• foundation on which the various agencies may.b8gln to formulate.th!lir lndlvldual.c 
· ·. ranking decisions. For example; an agency may place greater emphasis on certain objectives; While employing;the subjectiVe;ratings in other-objectives:,, 

· or guidelines to li'lfluence.thelr ultimate ranking decisions when two or more projects have similar attributes from-their persp8ctlve. · · · ·· 

The matrix employs a subjective scale to examine each project for its degree of conformance with the objectives. The subjective scale for the degree 
of conformance for each objective is as follows: · 

N = project does not satisfy objective 
L = project remotely satisfies objective 
M ~ project adequately satisfies objective 
H .. · project exemplary satisfies objective 

The· subjective ~e ·tor· e&ch cFSLAP objeCtive;. to. the greatest degree· ~bl8; are. based upon .measurable .char&cteriatics; or-~therwi~ eategortzed;> · ··. ·._··. 
·. such that appropriate Criteria are established for determining the degree Of conformance, within each' FSLAP objective. Supportive· inaterillis· are·; · 

. maintained -by each· agency to substantiate all subjective rating decisions. Similar. subjective scales also· are employed for the· nine. FSLAF'' guidelines·· ... · 
and the two general information characteristics. .ThllS& subjective scales also are based upori quantltatlv8 Or other measurable aspeCts of each. project. 
For example, proximity to urban areas Is measured In terms of the number and size of urban eenters within 25 miles or so. miles of a project. (see figure 
21 In FSLAP). Ukewise the overall importance of remaining tracts, and the degree of local support is subjectively rated .acoording to quasi quantitative 

. Information, such as the owner's willingness to sell or the number of supportive letters received; · · · 

The primary responsibilities for determining the initial degrees of conformance with FSLAP is divided among the agencies as follows: . 

CateQorv Objectives/Guidelines 
Natural ·Communities 
Forest Resourc8s 
Vascular Plants 
Fish and Wildlife 

· Fresh Water Resources 
Coastal Resources 
Geological Resources 

· Historic Resources 
Outdoor Recreation 
Guidelines 

· . Size, # of Owners 
Tax Value 
Acquisition Ease 
local Support 

Primary/Secondary AgenCies 
Florida Natural Areas Inventory 
Division ·of· Forestry 
Florida. Natural Areas Inventory . . . 1 • 

Game ancl FreshWater Fish Commission/Florida Natural Areas Inventory· 
Department of Environmental Regulation .. 
Department of Natural Resources/Department of Community Affairs · · 
Florida Geological Survey (Dep&rtment of Natural Resources) ·. 
Division of Historical Resources 
Department of .Natural-Resources/Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
Ualson Staff 
Department of Natural-Resources· 
Department of Natural Resources 
Department of. Natural Resources 
Department of-Natural Resources 

Subsequently, the liaisOn staff will meet to compare and discuss the subjective ratings for. each project. Ratings w.hich are not agreed upon by staff• 
will be presented to the Land Acquisition Advisory Council for final determination. The Council may also reviSe individual ratings and must·approve 
the overall ratings ~ majority vote. · · 
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Nalunil . Forest 

Category • Communities Resources 

Vascular 

Plants 

Fl:ihand 

Wildlife 

M L L 

• Co&t based on values In 1993 Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

EVALUATION MATRIX FOR lliE 1993 CARL PRO.ECTS 

FreshWater Coastal Geological Hl&torical Outdoor #<ofOwnen; local 

Resources Resources Resources I Resources Recreallon Guidelines Size Tax Value" Support 
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Page Two 

Natural Forest Vascular Fish and 

Commtftlles Resource& Plants WllcMe 

• Cost based on values In 1993 Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

FreshWater 

Resource& 

Coastal Outdoor #of Owners l..oc:al 

Resource& RecreaUon Guidelines Size Tax Value• /A~ Ease Support 
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Page Three 

Natural Forest Vascular Fl5hand 

Comnuntles Re&owces Plants Wildlife 

• Cost based on values In 1993 Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

FreshWater Coastal 

Resowl:es Re&owces 

Geological Hl5tortc:al Outdoor ,.of Owners Local 

Resowl:es I Re&owces Rec:reatlon Guidelines Ske Tax Value• /Acqis. fase Support 

3,900 
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Page Four 
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• Cost based on values In 1993 Annual Report;. not necessarily tax asses~ed values. 
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Florida Natural Areas Inventory Evaluation Matrix 
1991 CARL Proposals 
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Project Name, CARL 11 
County, I Acres 

Gainer Springs 
Expansion 

920131-03-1 
·Bay County 
2,342 t acres 

Maritime Hammock 
Initiative 

920130-05-3 
Brevard County 
1,234 acres 
(note: acreage 
figure in question; 
Landsat has 845) 
7 sites, multiple parcels 

North Indian River 
Lagoon, TumbuiV 
Scottsmoor Project 

920130-05-1 
BrevardiVolusla Co. 
ca. 17,917 acres 

) 

. NATURAL RESOUR~ EVALUATlON MATRIX FOR 1992 CARL PROPOSALS 
Prepared by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory · 

. Natural Resource Values/Comments Biological Conservation Appi.Recommended 

' ' . 

NCs: Floodplain Swamp (G?/S4?)/Siope Forest (G3/S2)/Upland Hardwood Forest (G?/S3)/Baygall 
(G4?/54?) 55%; SandhiU (G2G3/S2) 2%; Spring-run · stieam (G2/S2); SandhiU Upland Lake (G3/S2); Bluff 
(G?/S2); Aquatic Cave (G3/S2); disturbed 43%. SA EO on site: Ameiurus serracanthus (spotted bullhead, 
G3/S3; N; N). SP EOs on site: Adiantum capillus-veneris (southern maidenhair fem, G5/S354; N; L T); 
Calamintha dentata (toothed savory, G3/S3; 3C; N); Illicium ftoridanum (Florida anise; G5/S3; N; L T);. 
Kalmia !!1!!2!!! (mountain laurel, G5/S3; N; L T); Magnolia ashel (Ashe'smagnolla, G2/S2; 3C; LE). SP near. 
site: Selaginella apoda (meadow spikemoss, G5/S354; N; L T). CARL projects/proposals near site:· Gainer 
Springs Phase I (contiguous); Longleaf Pine Ecosystem (Sand Mountain) proposal . 

. · ... · ·.. . . .. :- . ·-:·· .· ... _ .·. ·. · .. 

. NCs: Maritime Hammock (G4/S3) 71%; CoastaiStnil)d (G3?/S2) 18%; Estuarine lldal Swamp (G3/S3) 2%; 
Xeric HammoCk (G?/S3) 2%; Freshwaterlldal Swamp (G3/S3) 1%; Shell Mound (G3/S2) <1%; Beach Dune 
(G4?/S2) <1%; disturbed 6%. SAs reported: Gopherus polyphemus (gopher tortoise, G3/S3; C2; LS); 
Aphelocoma coerulescens coeruiescens (Flori~ scrub jay, G?f3/S3; L !; L T). SP EOs on site: . 
Chamaesyce cumulicola (sand-dune spurge, G2/S2; • C2; N); Glandularia maritima (coastal vervain, G2/S2; 
.C2; LE); Hymenocallis.!!!!i!2!!! (brO.~eaved splderilly, G4/S2S3; 3C; N); Lantana depressavar. floridana 
(Florida lantana; G2T2/S2; N; N); Sophora tomentosa (necklace pod, G4/S3; N; N); T ephrosla angustlsslma 
(a devil's shoestrlng,G1Q/S1; C2; .. LE). Nearby MA$; lndian.River-Malabar· to Vero Beach Aq.Pres. 
(contig.); Sebastian Inlet St. Rec. Area, Pelican .Island NWR (proposed extension); N. Sebastian Hammock 
(proposed extension to Archie Carr NWR); six coastal county parks neai'by:iproposal would cOmplement by 
protecting coastal co.rrimunitles just lriland of dunes. • Some of the co. Parks appear to be within project.· 
Near Archie Carr Sea Turtle NWRJCAA,L projeet ~ostsitesare ranke~ exceJ)~~:good in CZMCoastal 

· Upland AssessmentReport. Highly threatened co111munity type, and the proP.9.sal includes some of the 
' finest remaining examples in this region. ' 7 areas, multiple parcels. . 

. ' . . . 

. . :._ . . . . . . . . . ~ . .. .. . : .:: -~ . ..... '. . ·__ .. . . . 

· NCs: Basin Swamp (G?/~?)/1-tyd~c Jtammock (G?/54?) 43~; Uplan~ H~f,~9odF(ue,st ~5~; · · . ··· 
Mesic(G?/54)/Wet Flatwoods (G?/54?) 13%; Scrub (G3S2)/Scrubby fla~oods (~/S3) 6%;. Estuarine lldal 
Marsh (G4/54) 5%; Dome swafuP (G4?/S3?) 3%; Vl(et Prairie (G?/S4?f1%;. Estuarine Grass Bed (G2/S2) 
<1 %;- Depression Marsh (G4?/i;3) ~~ 'J',; Xeric Hamn\ock. <1 %; Sandhill* ~1 ~; ~hl!fl Moumi ~1 %; disturbed 
12%. SA EOs on site: Myctena americana (wood stork, GS/S2; LE; LE); Drjmarchori oorais couperi . 
(eastern Indigo snake, G4T3/S3; LT;LT);'Casmerodiusalbus (great egret G~/54f:'N; N): ·SA EOs on/near. 
site: Trichechus manatus (West Indian manatee, G2?/S2?; lE; LE); gopher tortoise: . SAs reported: Ui-Sus 
americanus floridanus _(f'lorida ~-Ia~ bear, G5T3/S3i c2, LT+), Alligator missis~lpplensis(Am~ri980 alligator, 
G5/54; L TSA; LS), Pandlon · hallaetus (osprey, G5/S354; ~; LS); A!ala ala Ia: (rC)s'~t~ spoonbill, G5/S2S3; . N;. 
LS); Egi-etta t~ula (snOwy egret; Gfj/54; N; .LS); 'gr.~i eg~et; Egretta caeiulea (11~1~ blue h4!ron, G5/§4( N;. : .. 
LS); Nyctanassaviolacea (yellow"crowned night-heron; G5/S3?; N; · N); Eudocimus albus (white ibis, 

. -.. ·. ·_ - ·. . . ... . . ...... . ·. . .-:.· ·-··_ ':• .·.::. .' ... 

;"'" ' -~~ . '• .; 

Priority 

Medium-Low 

High 

Medlurri 

July 31, 1992 

Management/Manager 

Active & passive recreation by DNA 
A&P 

.. Preservation/ 
sanctuary, BREV Co. EEL 

Wildlife sanctuary; 
BREv Co.NOLU. Co;/SJAWMD 

'.p-· 

r· 

·:-;.·. 
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Scrub Jay Refugia 
920130-()5"2 
Brevard County 
(8;810 'acres- four 
areas: .. 735; 2,553; 
2,698;' 2,824 acres) 

·.:-··. 

1;:.:. ~ •' .·.:· • . ·•. 
. ..:..-·.(·~~;· r;;-:Y-'.;· 

Oaks of Min~mar/ Snake 
Warrior's Island 

920131-06-1 . 
Broward CountY 
63acres · 
Crystal Bay··. 
920131=09-2 
Citn.is County 
8,592 acres 

Pineola Fein Grotto 
920131.()9~ 1 
Citn.is county 
393 acres (landsat 
acreage) 

.~g;~~;~:t-

~fi~~fftq';, :· > 

. ·:~ 

~ ------··- ,,. _ _,._, .;.._ . ...._...;..,.-~ _ .. _...;,..... __ ~ -~.~.:.._ ;,.: ...... -.. ~-,.___:_ __ _,_ ... -~ .... .:... ......... .:..~ 

G5/5;4;. N; N);. Hallaeetus leucocephalus (b~ld eagle, G.3/$2S3; l.E;LD· .S.~.~-,EQs:9!1 ~itt'.: , Conr~di~a _ .· .. 
graridiflora· (llirgec'flowered. rosemary; G3/S3;. C2; LE);· Glandularia tiirilpensls(IamJ)a' veJVairi; :G1/S1; ··c1;. 
LE);tPteroglo'ssasi?is'e'C:ristata (wiid cocoiG3d4/s2;J:;2;·tn. 'NearbYMAs::'MeiTlit ls~i1a:NvvFF;:f':"> · ::- ·. · 

·:~-.,, ,_.,.~~~-~· ''"• ~••''>• _ •'"" ·,''·<•''(':··'•'•',.,.,,\·,~ ;.•,__,,·tc,..;~,~:L.,.;., .. ,•',('•\'fo''t..:..~,• • _-•,.·,,~:'·'•"\'··~·:·;;'_~,.~~!_,;•'/'i~~-~~--··.-'i'.'"''"\;',/:,< ''-, ( ~ 

(c~~~L~~?Hs);,p~~ID'~-~!..!':I~J~g~at~~~!W,r.~~~()~9u~(),~g()p,r;f'~·:~r~~;.,;·~~~-'-~.g~'~!l"~!:l~;,~~~~':l\~!l.':l.t~un~ ... 
the largest single exJ:jaiise~ofseagnlsses(ca;'q 8;000•acres).on'the east coast oUhe U.S:~north'of.Biseayne 
.e~ ·~,(from's' ·- li&~tion}."Y~il~t ofoasiil''~Vi&m ,,h ·aric!:'ti~mrilc>6k' is"-·ro6iit:ll·:oER'1JurisdiCtidnaiW81iilnii:',.site _ 
ls'~o~ilvmaftrE~·ii~rdwo~<f~vJ8ffii):'vllitl~~drife'o~islim"di~9'11}1ciric~~'mrilO'lk:1:s~rlie':~f'i~e'i~li'~~tle"'s.;1,)P·: 

. . . ~~~~··~~~!·~tt~;,~~~~,~iJtti~\i~MY~~zll~0;;~::·;.;~rtJ'~:f~if~;:~jc.~;i~;;r:~fh~t~~~~rf~~~~~;:t:::~~;~;~};~;~~~I-~r~r:r%~.;~~;;"_:~; .. 
NCs: Scrubby Flat\ypOdl;/~e~.ic~I.!~P~~r; 5~~; Sc.rub*.: 18~; Qf!!p_ression l\1ars~ 1_Q'lb; I:IY,~!ic .. Harnm~c~, .. · 
6%; ,1{\f~t fl~~~c:l~-~.:1 ~;:po,ine ~W~IllP '<:1~;.,f!aygall <:1,%;; ~iS!!:Jfb~~ 8'jl,> ~ ~~PC!rte~:JC!SE!~~,!I.SPO,C!n~ill; .. 
Florida-scrub' Jily~;gop~er tortoise;Sce!oporus·waodi c~loricji(s.~n;lb·u*.&rd.. ~3/~;: c~;N); ~~.t~ indig~: 
snake.: SPs reported:· :Asclepiascurtissii (Curtj,ss' rniii<\Y~ed,:~~~S3; 'N;.'~E)ttelitrose~ arenlciia· (sand .. : .. 
butterfly-pea, ~G30/S2S3;' 3C:,;"·~); Corihidh1atgriindiflora (18"rge:flo\fiered. rosell!ai}i; ~(S3; · (:;2;'J~)~> • •' 
lechea c~riiua '(nodilin"sl"'ilinweed; G3/S3; ·a.c;. LE); Deriiistaedtia llipiru1atil' (hayscent~~feir(.~4is1;'"N; LE); 
Pteroglossaspisecristata (wilcj ~oCQ.*), . R.epoi18d 7@'ll,joss of s9~b ~o date !~ .Br~v~rd 9ounty; :Extremely . 
hlg~'qualitY examples··of tWP ccim~liriities n~rlyendeffi.ic!() FiC)ri~:.~c.llJ~ ~nd. §.c.t\tb!lyfl~lvfotlds;' some 
of.thehighestqualitY aiidl8fgesi traCts ofAtlantii:'CoiistaiAidg'e sbruBfenialnin!J'iri'stateJ.1·~ f :"'. "'' ::.;J .. ~ . 
~·. ·.'\::):~~·~\~~,: :~~,~~;: ;'~: :~;-~ .... _·::.:~.-~~;:: ~. --~ .·~i.}!\.: ::(' ~~ .. ·; ·~~-- {~.) ~ ~·~-~:: _).)~:.~~~-~:·._.~~~ ~:_~:~:··::~-~·~~'i".t?·:: t~?>:v.:.S~-~- ~,~·)·' ... ~!f?~.~ ~~~:··~:-_.?:·r::~ ·:~~,·~:~.:-:,~:·~.~~ ~:; ·-:; . ~ ·: 'i... . . • . 

NCs: Rockland Hammock"'(G?/~) 5% (ca~3 acres:domlri~tecft)y live 'oak; guiribo liiJil:lo;'arid ~tr8rigler fig); 
Depression Marsh 3%; distuitied 92% (mostly cuhivated an·d gr1.1zed 'in past. Aich.eological site~ · c :;,v.' : .. ••' . 

'·'>;: . .:· ._. ·· ....... · ... ' 
·.(1· 

•. :'· . ·. •·· ... ·. ·.· :·,, · .• ;~ .. ::~. ''· ... ;,,'.,:'·,~: ·'·:'•'<:;r: ·'· ?''': .. · 
Ncs: Marine Tidal Marsh (G4/S4) 32%; HYdric Hairimockl8ottomiarid Forest (G4/S4?f 22%; ·Prairie> :c", 
l:iammock-(G4/S4)•·r'*':.~;loC,dpl~in'sVtanip/fr~~.h~~~ef·tgai·S~~rjlp/Me$.ic'FiatW~6ds·s~;ft,J~I~n·cj 'fY1iked; 

~~~fsl~~~~~~~:r1~·~~:t:~~~f~a~5e:~~~Y~~~~~P~i~~t~t~M9;ir~~tl~!~~.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~f~·$i. 
ReseJVe/DNf!;·~.qry~t~lfllY~r1§!~~~~-h.:·.~·~E!; ~-~;;,fv'!a~·n~ ~!!r~hAq~• e.~~~~.:;· F!lf1!1. ~l!thC?Ijty.~nc:t~ .. (C?9m•g~~us.>: 
Site has state co:cham ion''Lon ·leaf.Pine~'qvii:fi510CI<s'Of land,\:one bisected'b ~ChissFii•GreehbeH· •r··· · .. 
Landsf!fpili'Cii':ra~Ci· cii!er~il• tl" .~ihin ·'' :i~as~: ;silJu1~11lifr8'gt.'oi'"'rJ·"'·6·sal BV~~~~~ ¥~:~uti51~fhi~i ·wiitt6urr"i~t . ... ,_ .... ·. ,._ ..... , .,., ....... ,., .... , ... Y,._ ...... g·~-." .. ,., ... ",-,, ...... ,. -.~· ... P., .P~ .. , .• , ... '" ., P ..... , "', .... "' .... Y_,,,. .. ... . • ., 
Crystal River,· project;'" apj:iroXiriiat~ .1/3 'of tracfis Wlthin'tlle project 'aiid'has·been'assesi;'edJ: ·i· ,}:.f:;':";':.· r., 

.··. NJ~':J~i1~~~~!a~~~~~~?~~:;,'~~~~~f~fn1~~~:;~~~~~~~~~~~{~~~~~;~~f{G6~t·~l~i~J~i:r;~~.~·:;. · 
4'lb~·upf~nd.Mixecfl=br~si2%;'~di~tiiibec.r 17~il·:sP(Eo~iln•'sii~:·>Ai:Ji~~~~n;;ieri'erJilt~~~iti~IMiiien1laiFteffi. 
G?/S3;:~;~l~:rJ>;'Afirimanialricisa"(l~ci~~c:t·9rO,~~e:ll4rJ''§3/S2;;c.2;~N>;'Pavonia'seinifex~<vellowj1ibispuS:''~S:':., 

. ·. G4!35t§2s3;:: N;:N);. Peperomia· humius:(teli~~tri~lper)eromiil;tG5/s2; ( N; :LE); ·Pharils parvifciuui{(creepin9~TJ?' 
leafstau<9rass:·G?/SI:i; N;, N);T~risrel>tari·s (creepln9'f~m;;~G~iS2;<N;;r::n; ·Trichomanes puilciatliin<w· .. 
.(F10iidi{brlstiefert{G2/S2; .. N;-[l TI); and-Triphora· cralgtiJadii (Crli!gti'ead~ no'dding-98ps·'G1/S1 ;'·C2; L:TI':' C'::>· 

'. ~!~!~.~~!~~il~~1~tl~~~~\~~ftilf~~~J~~=-·· 
i._,· . ~. ~ . 

..::' . ;:ti-.~· ; .. ~~ 

High 

low,None 

Low 

· . ~edium~High 

.. ·:, 

. :·: ... ~~~-~.~~--'. .·· .,_ . '~.:::· > 

. .-·_./ 
·,;:( 

. : '. ; ~; ' :, . ··_.:-=:>· 

July 31, 1B92 

·_., __ 

: ;·::',["",?' .·.· . ·' .. ,·· ... ' . 

· Qonseivauon/passiVenicreation: . ·· · 
· 8revarlcCi~ EEL 

,.,.· 

'-~ '-i'. ~ ·:·-:·· 

····· 

Ari?ll.~?logi~~,-· ,;;-~····.::; _. '"' 
historical site; ' Broward Co./or City of 
f11iramar/or third party to be named 

·,:-~,--

DNA or FGFWFC 

Botanical site, DNR - .... 

~rit:~~Aj~:~; ~~r:;,~~;1'',;~:i: r:,1i: c •· · 

.· ... ·_.--:· .. ,-,-.· 

-~. .. 
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Warea Archipelago 
920131-35-1 
lake/Osceola County 
(788 acres - six areas: 21, 101, 120, 122, 154 
&270 acres) 

lake Overstreet 
870624-37-1 
leon County 
877.34 acres 

lake Talquin 
910131-37-1 
leon County 
1 ,800+ acres 

Hlxtown Swamp 
920131-40-1 
Madison County 
33,525t acres 

NCs: Sandhill* 78%; Scrub* 6%; Scrubby and Mesic Flatwoods 3%; Baygall3%; Depression Marsh 1%; 
Sandhill Upland lake* <1 %; dlstuibed 8%. SA EOs on site: Rima capito (gopher frog, G3/S3; C2; LS); 
eastern indigo snake; gopher tortoise; Neoseps reynolds! (sand skink, G2/S2; .l T; ll); Floiida scrub lizard, 
Florida sandhill crane*. SP EOs on site: Ascleplascllrtlssli(Curtiss'milkweed); Bonamia grandlflora. 
(Florida bonamla); Eriogcinum longlfolium var~ gilaphallfolium (scrub buckwheat, G4T3/~; C1; ll); ~ 
~(nodding plnweed); N2l!!!! brittoniana (Britton'sbear~grass, G2/S2; C1; LE); Paronychia chartacea 
(paper-like nail-wort); Po!ygala lewtonii (Lewton's polygala, G1 ?/S1; C1; LE); Pninus geniculata (scrub 
plum); Pteroglossaspisecrlstata (wild coco);~ amplexifolia (clasping warea, G1/S1; LE; LE). Would 
protect 6 of the .9 kilciwn populations for the critically endangered warea species. Some ofthe highest 
quality sandhill remnants on the northern part of the Central FL ridge system, not protected elsewhere or 
inciuded in the lake Wales Ridge Ecosystem CARL proposal. · 

NCs: Upland Mixed Forest 51%; Upland Hardwood Forest/Slope Forest* 17%; C~stic Upl~nd lake 
(G3/S2) 14%; Depression Marsh <1 %;. disturbed 17%. SA EOs on site: osprey; great egret. SAs reported: 
American ailigator; gopher tortoise; little blue heron; Cooper's hawk; hairy woodpecJ<er. SP EO on site: 
Clematis catesbyana (virgin's bower; G4G5/S3?; N; N). Nearby MAs: contiguous with Maclay St. Gardens, 
and possible recent purchase (NFL WMD/Citycif Tallahassee) cif Phipps Tract. 

NCs: Upland Hardwood· Forest 23%; Basin Swamp 12%; disturbed 65% (40%. sandhiU converted to slash 
pine plantation on uplands above ravines; 20% cut~over plantation; 5% Improved pasture, developed, or 
recently disturbed). SA EO on site: Desmognathusapalachicolae (Apalachicola dusky salamander, G3/S3; 
N; N). SP EO on/near site: Pityopsis flexuosa (bent golden aster, G3/S3; C2; LE). NearbyMAs: 
Apalachicola National Forest (contiguous); lake Talquin State Recreation Area (contiguous toE and W with 
RPB additions); Joe Bi.JddWMA, aeross lak.e~ Being considered for acquisition under Florida Communities 
Trust. · · · · 

NCs: Basin Swamp 30%; Basin Marsh 8%; Upland. Hardwood Forest ~3%; Baygall or Bog <1%; disturbed 
49%, SAs reported: American alligator; gopher tortoise; Bachman's sparrow;~ niger sherman! 
(Sherman's fox squirrel, G5T2/S2; C2; LS); eastern indigo snake; bald eagle*; peregrine falcon; wood 
stork*; little blue heron; white Ibis; Florida sandhill crane*. Much of site would likely be oonsldered a DER 
jurisdictional wetland: . . . '. . . 

5 

High 

Medium-low 

Medium-low 

Medium-low 

---. 

July 31 , 1992 

Educational & scientific, Fl TNC. 

Preserve and passive type recreation: 
Add to Maclay Gardens, DNA, City of 
Tallahassee 

Recreation 
DNA R&P; FGFWFC; Dlv. of Forestry 

Natural area, undetermined mgmt. 
agency (FGFWFC/DOF/WMD?) 
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Tropical Flyways 
920131-44-1 
Monroe County 
1,725 aaes 
17 sites 

FL's 1st Magnitude 
Springs, Phase II 

920131-03-1 
Multi. County 
1925 a·cres 
3 sites 

NCs: Rockland Hammock* 42%; Estuarine Tidal Swamp 53%; Coastal Rock Barren (G3?/S1) <1%; 
disturbed (principally excavated water bodies: e.g., Dove Creek Hammocks) 1-5%. SA EOs on site: 
Heraclides artistodemus ponceanus (Schaus' swallowtail; G4?T1/S1; LE; LE); white-crowned pigeon*; 
Chordeiles gundlachii (Antillean nighthawk, G4/S3; N; N); Y!!!Q altiloguus (black-whiskered vireo, G5/S3; N; 
N); E!.!J.!E!!!!!!! ~(Florida purplewing, U/U; N; N); Nvctanassaviolacea (yellow-crowned night-heron, 
G5/S3; N; N); eastern Indigo snake; roseate spoonbill*; least tern; brown pelican; tricolored heron; reddish 
egret; great egret;·~ herodias occidentalis (great white heron, G5T2/S2; N; N); white ibis; glossy ibis*; 
osprey; peregrine falcon; Falco columbarius (merlin, G4/SU; N; N); Rallus longlrostrisinsularum (mangrove 
clapper rail, G5T3?/S3?; C2; N); Eumeces egregius egregius (Florida Keys mole skink, G4T2/S2; C2; LS); 
black-crowned night-heron, Rynchops niger (black skimmer; G5/S3; N; N); Dendroica discolor paludicola 
(Florida prairie warbler, G5T3/S3; N; N); Llguus fasciatus matecumbensls (Florida tree snail, U/S2; 3C; LS); 
I!n!i!!! oolitica (rim rock crowned snake, G1 G2Q/S1 52; C2; L n: Kinosternon baurii pop 1 (Key mud turtle, 
G5T2Q/S2; 3B; LE); Elaphe guttata pop 1 (Lower Keys red rat snake, G5T2Q/S2; N; · LS); Coccvzus minor 
(mangrove cuckoo, G5/S3; N; N). SP EOs on site: Acrostichumaureum (golden leather fern; G5/S3; N; LE); 
Calyptrantheszuzvaiuin (spicewood, G3G4/S1S2); Cereus gracilis (prickly-apple, G2G3T2/S2; C2; LE); 
Cereus~ (Key tree-cactus, G1/S1; LE; LE); Colubrina cubensis (Cuban snake-bark, G?T1/S2; N; N); 
Cordia sebestena (geiger tree, G3G5/S2S3; N; LE); Drypetes diversifolia (mllkbark, G3G4/S2; N; N); 
Eugenia rhombea (red stopper, G?/S1; N; LE); Gossypium hirsutum (wild cotton, G4G5/S3; N; LE); 
Guaiacum sanctum (lignum vitae, G4G5/S2; N; LE); Gyminda l!!!lfQ!l!! (false boxwood, G4/S1; N; N); 
Hippomane mancinella (man chin eel, G3G4/S2; N; L n: Hymeriocallis latifolia (broad-leaved spiderlily, 
G4/S2S3; 3C; N); Hypelate trifoliata (white ironwood, G2/S1; N; L n: Jacguinia keyensis Ooewood, G3/S3; 
N; L n: ManUkara bahamensis (wild dilly, G4/S2; N; N); Opuntia triacantha (three-spined prickly-pear, 
G1 G3/S1; 3C; N); Schaefferia frutescens (Florida boxwood, G5/S2; N; N); Sophora iomentosa (necklace 
pod, G4/S3; N; N); ~ maritima (bay cedar, G4G5/S2S3; N; LE); Swietenia mahagoni (mahogany, 
G3G4/S2; N; L n: Thrinax ~ (Florida thatch palm, G4G5/S3; N; CE); TIIIandsla flexuosa (banded 
airplant, G4/S3; N; L n: Tournefortla gnaphalodes (sea lavender, G4/S3; N; LE)~ Nearby MAs: Pennekamp 
Coral Reef St. Park (contig.); Port Bouganville/N Key Largo; Everglades NP; L. L. Curry Preserve/TNC 
(conlig.); Lignum Vitae Key Aq. Pres.; Lignum vitae Key Botanical Site; Indian Key State Historic Site; Lower 
Matecumbe Key/Hall Tract/TNC; Long Key SAA (co~tig.). CARL sites nearby: North Key Largo Hammocks 
(to N); Hammocks of the Lower Keys (to S). 

Blue Spring, Jackson County (335 acres). NCs: Upland Hardwood Forest; Spring-run Stream 
(impounded); Aquatic Cave*. SA EO on site: Canibarus crvptodvtes(Doughertyplain cave crayfish, 
G2/S2; N; N). SA EO on/near site: Haideotriton waliacel (Georgia blind salamander, G2/S2; C2; LS). SP 
EOs 'On site: Aguilegla canadensis var. ~(Marianna columbine, G5T1/S1; · C2; LE); ·Adiantum 
capillus-veneris (southern maidenhair fern); Hepatica~ (liverleaf, G5/S2; N; LE) .. Nearby MAs: FL 
Caverns St. Park. · · · · · 

Troy Spring, Lafayette County (75 acres). NCs: Sandhill (G2G3/S2)/Xeric Hammock 30%; Upland Pine 
Forest (G?/S3) 28%; Upland Mixed Forest 28%; Depression Marsh 3%; Floodplain Forest (G?/S3)/Siough 
1%; Spring-run Stream (G2/S2) <1%. SA EO on/near.site: Procambarus pallidus (pallid cave crayfish,· 
G2G3/S2S3; N; N); Acipenser oxyrinchus (Atlantic sturgeon, G3/S2; C2; LS);banrierfin shiner•. SP EO 
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longleaf Pine 
Ecosystem · 

920131-03-2 
Multi. County 
90,785 acres 
7 sites 
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·)"··~ ~ ';-:: 

on/near site: Ulmus crasslfolia (cedar elm, G4?/S1; iN: N). Geological feature, 

Weeki Wachee springs, Hernando County(1515 ac;:res). NCs: Scrub* 54%; Xeiic Hammock 16%; 
Depression Marsh 7%; · Spring~run Stream (G2/S2) 6%; Acji.iatlc Cave* <1 %; ·disturbed 17%; · SA on/near 
site: Procambarus leitheuseii (leltheuser's cave crayfish, G2/S2; N; N). SP EOs on/near site: Asclepias 
~ (Curtlss'milkweed; G3/S3; N; lE); Centrosema arenicoia (sand butterfly pea, G2G3Q/S2S3; 3C; N); 
lechea divaricata (pine pinweed, G2/S2; C2; LE). NearbyMA: ChassahowltzkaNWR 4.5 miles N; 
ChassahowltzkaCARl project toN. Excellent scrub(perhaps best remaining oil west coast outside of 
Cedar Key). · · · · -- · · 

. . . . . . . . 

NCs: Sandhill* 53%; Upland Hardwood Forest/Slope Forest* 13%; Aquatic Cave* (no acreage est); 
Baygali 3%; Basin Marsh 1%; Basin Swamp 2%; Depression Marsh <-1%; Hydric Hammo~ 2%; Mesic 
Flatwoods <1%; SandhU! Upland lake* 1%; Scrub* 3%; Seepage Slope (G3?/S2) iC1%; Seepage Stream 
(G4/S2, no acreage est); Sinkhole* <1 %; . Sinkhole lake 1%; Swamp lake 2%; Upi!Uld Pine Forest 1 %; 

- Xeric Hammoc:k 1 %; Opt~n Water 4%; disturbed Sandhill* 4%; disturbed 5%. SA EOs on site: 
Agonostomusmonticola (mountain mullet, G5/S3; N; N); Floricta scrub jay,~ brachvurus (short-tailed 
hawk, G4?/S3; N; N); Crangorivx hobbsi; eastern indigo snake; snowy egret; tricolored heron; southeastern 
American kestrel; gopher tortoise; bill~ eagle*; Macroclemys teinminckli (alligator snapping turtle, G3/S3?; 
C2; lS)i ·red-coCkadecfwoodpecker*; Florida pine snakt~: leittieuser's cav~ crayfish*; gopher frog; 
Stilosoma extenuatum (shoi1-taUed sna_ke, G3/S3; C2; li"); Shennan's fox squirrel*; Trogloeambarus . 
maclanel (Mclane's cave crayfish, G2/S2; N; N); Florida blac:J< bear. SP EOs on site: southern maidenhair 
fem; Asclepias vlridula (southern milkWeed, G2/S2; C1; l T); Aster henilsphericus (astt!f, G4G5/S1; _ N; LE); 
Bigelowia .!!Y!!!!!! (NuttaU's rayless goldenrod, G2?/S1: -N; LE); Calamintha ~ (toothed savory),~ 
bahzellii (Baltzell's sedge, G2?/S2; C2; LE); Oicenindra comutissima Qongspuired m_l_nt, G1/S1: LE; lE): 
Drosera lntennedia (spoon-leaved sundew); HexasMis arifolia (heartleaf; G5/!;3: • N; _ L, T): Hypericum ·. 
lissophloeus(sinooth:bali<ed St. John's~woi1, G2/5?: C2; LE); ·Illicium floridanum (Florida ~nise; ~/53; N: 
ll); Juneus avmnocarpi.Js (Coville's rush; G2~/S1; :JC; N); Kalrriia !!!!i!2J.! (mountain laurel, G5/S3; N; l T); 
lupinuswestiailus* (~~If Coastlupiile), Magn'olia ashei (Ashe'sm~tgnolla, 'G2/S2: 3~;-LE)_; Magnolia · 
pyramidata (pyramid IJUlgnolla, G4/S2;. N; lE);_ Marshalliaramosa (southern ~rs~llla; (31/S1; 3C; LE); 
Myriophyllum laxum (ple~moilt water-mllfoil, G2G3/S2S3; C2; _ ~); Paronychia chartacea ssp. minima* 
(paper-like nail-wort); Persea !!!!ID!!i! (scrub bay .. (34/53: 3C; f:<l): Pteroglcissaspisecnstata (a wild eoco, 
G3G4/S2; C2; [ll]); Rhexla saliclfolia (P~rlh,andh:nrae8dow~"eauty; G2/S2:'-C::~: .N~: Rhododendron austrlnum 
(orang~ ~lea, G3q4/S3; 3C; lE): Sarracenia leueophylla (white-top pitch~r-~~flt,'(33/§3; ~2;t~:. -- _ -_ 
Stewartia rrialacodendroii (sHky C8me!lia.; ,G4~;' N: tl:;: Xyris drummondii (Dilimirlof'ld's y~llow:eyed grass, 
G3/S2; C2;'N); XVris longisepala (karst pond'xyris; G2/S2;- c2; LE); _ Oth~r elein~ts C!r1 site:· Geologieal 
FeaturE!s (Steep head Bf'ld Unique Rock O~tcrgp). Eff()rtto pr!>leCt some lal'ge ~iocks ofthe l:l~~t ferriaining. 
longleaf Pine Sandhill scattered throughout North,¢eritral· Florida aild representative of most of the xeric -· 
upland physiographic~dges:· · ' · · -· · · · · ·-· · ··- • · ·-- - · . 
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loxahatchee Slough 
910131-50-10 
Palm Beach County 
(not contiguous) 
16,500 acres 

Blackwater River 
920131-57-1 
Santa Rosa County 
18,808.!. acres 

Escribano Poinf 
920130-57-1 
Santa Rosa County 
7,969.!. acres 

Yellow River Ravines/ 
(Blackwater Eglin Conn.) 
890131-57-1 
Santa Rosa County 
13,075 acres 

NCs: Swale (G4? 53?)/Depression Marsh 53%; Mesic Flatwoods/Wet Flatwoods 22%; Hydric Hammock 
11%; Dome Swamp/Slough 7%; disturbed 7%. SAEOs on site: eastern indigo snake; Florida panther*; 
Florida sandhill crane*. SAs reported: bald eagle*; snail kite*. SPs on site: .b!!i!!!!! catesbael (southern red 
lily; G4/S3; N; ll); Ophloglossum palmatum (hand f~m; G2/S2; 3C; LE); Aristida rhizomophora (Florida 
threeawn; G2G3/S2S3; N; N). Outstanding examples of swale and pond cypress slough natural 
communities characteristic of the Eastern Flatlands physiographic region of southeastern Florida. MAs 
nearby: J.W. Corbett Wildlife Mgt. Area (adj. to one parcel); North County Airport Preserves (adj. to several 
parcels- info' from application); loxahatchee Slough Preserve (adj. to several parcels- Info' from 
application). Not contiguous tract; about 9 parcels .. 

NCs: Sandhill (G2G3/S2)/Upland Pine Forest 27%; Floodplain Swamp/Floodplain Forest/Baygall/Dome 
Swamp 23%; MesicFiatwoods5%; Seepage Slope 1%; Blackwater Stream*; Seepage Stream*; River 
Floodplain lake (G4?/S2); disturbed 43%. SP EOs on site: Calamovilfa curtissii(Curtiss'sandgrass, 
G1G2/S1S2; C2; LE); Drosera intermedia (spoon-leaved sundew); Pinguicula planifolia (Chapman's 
butterwort, G3?/S2; C2; LE); Potamogeton florldanus (Florida pondweed, GU/5152; C2; N); Sarracenia 
leucophy!la (white-top pitcher-plant, G3/S3; C2; LE). SA EO on site: Notropsismelanostomus (blackmouth 
shiner, G1/S1; C2; LE). Nearby MA: Contiguous with SW part of Blackwater River SF. Important to 
protection of the blackmouth shiner*. 

Floodplain Swamp 32%; Baygall 21 %; Wet Prairie/~eepage Slope 16%; Mesic/Scrubby Flatwoods 12%; 
Sandhill* 2%; Xeric HaiJ'!mock 2%; Seepage Stream•; Blackwater Stream*; River Floodplain lake; Coastal 
Grassland (G3/S2) <1%; Open water 12%. SPs on site: Drosera lnterrnediil (spoon-leaved sundew); .l:!!i!:!!!! 
~ (panhandle lily, G1/S1; C2; LE); Pehandra sagittifolia (spoon-flower, G3G4/S3S4; N; · N); Pinguicula 
planifolia (Chapman's butterwort, G3?/S2; C2; LE); Sarracenia leucophylla (white-top pitcher-plant, G3/S3; 
C2; LE). SA EO on site: alligator snapping turtle. Nearby MAs: Yellow River Marsh Aquatic Preserve 
(adjacent and overlapping in some areas); Eglin AFB (contiguous with W boundary of proposal). Near 
Garcon Point CARL project. Yellow River Swamp is entirely within this proposal. 

NCs: Floodplain Swamp/Floodplain Forest 10%; Baygall B%; Sandhill 2%; Mesic Flatwoods <1 %; Wet 
Prairie <1 %; Dome Swamp <1 %; Seepage Stream; Disturbed 70%. SA EOs on site: Ran a okaloosae 
(Florida bog frog, G2/S2, C2; LS); flatwoods salamander; alligator snapping turtle; and Graptemys pulchra 
(Alabama map turtle, G4?/S2; N; LS) in river. SA EOs on/near site: gopher tortoise; Florida black bear; 
Florida pine snake. SA reported: Hyla andersonli (pine barrens treefrog, G4/S3, 3C; LS). SP EOs on site: 
Baptisia calycosa var. villosa (hairy wild indigo; G2T1T2/S1 52; C2; ll); lilium ~ (panhandle lily); 
Pehandra sagittifolia (spoon-flower); Sarracenia leucophylla (white-top pitcher-plant, G3/S3; C2; LE); 
Sarracenia rubra (sweet pitcher-plant, G3/S2; · C2; LE). Contai11s 3 of the 20 known sites for Florida bog 

· frog*. Contiguous with Blackwater River State Forest on riorth and Eglin Air Force Base on ~out h. 
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Medium-High 

Medium 

Medium 

Medium 

July 31, 1992 

Part of wildlife corridor between J.W. 
Corbett Wildlife Mgmt. Area, Jonathan 
Dickinson SP and West Palm Beach 
Water Catchment Area. By Palm Beach 
Co. 

State Forest. Fl Div. Forestry: 
Blackwater River SF 

None listed. GFC 

As a State Forest & Wildlife 
Management Area by Fl Div. of 
Forestry & FGFWFC & NWFWMD. 
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Econ-st. Johns River · 
Corridor 

920131-59-1 
Seminole County 
13,880 acres 

( 
. :_ -~-' 

NCs: BaygaiVHydric Hammock 47%; Wet flatwoodsiMesicflatwoods 14%; floodplain Marsh* (G3?/S2) 
14%; Depression Marsh <1%; Blackwater Stream*; Scrub*/Scrubby Flatwoods 1 %; disturbed 23% .. The 
proposal contains some very high-quality, extensive. wet flatWoods dominated by pond pine and high- · 
quality, extensive hydric hammock characteristic of the St. Johns River valley. Much of the river floodplain 
is enclosed by levees with some hydrologic controls. Most of the disturbed land Is In pasture interspersed 
with isolate~ wetlands. SP EOs on site:. Ascleplasclirtlssii(Curtiss'milkweed); ~ chapmanil 
(Chapman's sedge, G2G3/S2; C2; N); Rhynchosporadecurrens (decurrent sedge, G3G4/S2; C;, N). SA 
EO on site: bald eagle* (3 nests). SAs reported: florida sandhW crane*; gopher tortoise; glossy ibis*; 
wood stork*; American alligator; ·tricolored heron; i:lsprey. Nearby MAs: Willlarri BeardaU TosohatcheeSRA; 
Seminole Ranch (contig. on E boundary); St. Johns NWR; City of Orlando property included.on proposal 
map, "Orlando Wilderness area•. Contiguous with part of S boundary of Lower Econ CARL project. Nine 
archeological sites reported. lee Ranch and Hunters Development Corporation CARL proposals are both 
entirely within the boundaries of this proposal. . · · 
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Multiple use. Seminole Co./Orange 
Co./ FGFWFC/DOf/SJRWMD 
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PRESERVATION 2000 CRITERIA 
1993 List 

Project County 

23. Wacussa/AucillaRiver Sinks Jefferson/f aylor 

24. Etoniah Creek Putnam/Clay 

(1 )(a) 
lmm. Danger of 
Development 

0 

0 

OR 

(1)(b) 
lmm. Danger 

of Loss of Hab. 

-

OR 

(1 )(c) 
lmm. Danger 

of Subdivision 

OR 

(2)(b) 
Escalating 
land value 

,. ___ -- - ----

(3)(a) 
Recharge 

area 

X 

0 

AND OR X= "BestMet" 
0 = "OtherMet" 

(3)(b) (3)(c) 
(4) I (5) 

Protects other Space for Nat. Cost= 80% of Habitat for 
Nat. Res. Res. based Appraised E & T 

X X 0 

0 0 X 



47. Pal-Mar 

48. Belle Meade 

PRESERVATION 2000 CRITERIA 
1993 List (Continued) 

Project County 

Martin/Palm Beach 

Collier 

(1 )(a) 
lmm. Danger of 
Development 

0 

OR 

(1)(b) 
lmm. Danger 

of Loss of Hab. 

0 

OR 

(1)(c) 
lmm. Danger 

of Subdivision 

OR 

(2)(b) 
Escalating 
land value 

(3)(a) 
Recharge 

area 

0 

AND 

(3)(b) 
Protects other 

Nat. Res. 

0 

OR 

(3)(c) 
Space for Nat. 

Res. based 

0 

X = "BestMet" 
0 = "OtherMet" 

(5) 
Habitat for 

E &T 

X 

X 



PRESERVATION 2000 CRITERIA 
1993 list (Continued) 

Project 

71. WithlacoocheeState F crest Addition Sumter 

County 

72. Twelve Mile Swamp St. Johns 

(1 )(a) 
lmm. Danger of 
Development 

0 

OR 

(1 )(b) 
lmm.·Danger 

of loss of Hab. 

OR 

(1)(c) 
lmm. Danger 

of Subdivision 

(2)(a) 
Development 
w/in next 12 

months. 

OR 

(2)(b) 
Escalating 
land value 

(3)(a) 
Recharge 

area 

X 

X 

AND 

(3)(b) 
Protects other 

Nat. Res. 

X 

X 

OR 

(3)(c) 
Space for Nat. 

Res. based 
Recreation 

X 

0 

X = "BestMet" 
0 = "OtherMet" 

(5) 
Habitat for 

E&T 

0 

0 



Project 

84. ChassahowitzkaSwamp Heman do 

t" 

.-:· 

(1 )(a) 
lmm. Danger of 
Development 

. '~:. . ' ,,.: ..._ 

(3)(a) 
Recharge 

area 

(3)(c) 
Space for Nat. 
Res. based 

.. 

X = "BestMet" 
= ''OtherMet" 

(5) 
Habitat for 

E &T 

X 
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(a) 

(b) 

. ,'· ~ 

ADDENtnif.t;vm 

coNSERVATION AND RECREATION LANDS Pueuc PURPOSES;[§2s3~o23(3);F.s.r 

To conserve and protect environmentally unique and irreplaceable lands that: contain native, r91atively 
unaltered flora and fauna representing a natural area unique to, or scarce within; a region of this state or 
a larger geographic area; · 

. . 

To conserve and protect significant habitat for native species or endangered and·threatenectspeeies; --
. . .. 

(c) To conserve, protect; manage, or restore Important ecosystems, landscapes, and forests, if the 
protection and conservation of such lands is necessary. to enhance or protect,significarit surface water,. 
coastal, recreational, timber, fish or .wildlife resources which cannot otherwise be·accomplished:through 
local or state regulatory programs: 

(d) To provide areas, including recreational trails, for natural- resourc&:based. recreation; 

(e) To preserve significant archaeological or historic sites. 

CARL PROJECTS PUBUC PURPOSES- MATRIX -

CARL PUBUC PURPOSES [253.023(3), F.S:]. 
RANK and PROJECT NAME (a) (b) (c) (d) . (e) 

1. North Key Largo Hammocks , , , 
2. Topsail Hill. , , , ,f, , 
3. Seminole Springs/Woods , 

.· , ·- '. 
, , .... ' , 

•\, 

4. _Lake Wales Ridge Ecosystems , , , .. 
. · .... 

5. Archie Carr Sea Turtle Refuge - , , ,f.. .. , 
6. Catfish. Creek , , ,. :· -- ... 
7. Longleaf Pine Ecosystem , , ., , 
8. Crystal River , , .t. 

9. Rookery Bay , , , , 
-~ 
, 

10. Florida's First Magnitude Springs , , , ·._· 

11. Tropical Flyways , , , , . 

12. Sebastian Creek , , .,. 
13. ·Blackwater River State Forest Addition , .t. , , 

-14; Saddle Blanket Scrub -• , . , ... 

. -·· 
15. Apalachiccila River , , , ,/. , 

. 16. St. Joseph Bay , , , ., , 
·- 17; Green Swamp , , , .,/ 

18. Wekiv8-0cala Connector , , , 
19. Tate's Hell Carrabelle Tract , . , . , , 
20. Charlotte Harbor FlatWoods , , ., 
21. Suwannee Buffers;- Phase'' I , , , , 
22. Coupon Bight/Key Deer , , , 
23. Wacissa/Aucilla River Sinks , , , 
24. Etoniah Creek , , , ,. 
25. Horse Creek . Scrub , , , 
26. Paynes Prairie , , , 
27. Wekiva River Buffers , , , , 
28. Econ-St Johns Corridor , , , 
29. Lake.George , , , , 

' 
. 30. Peacock Slough , , , , , 

31. Hammocks of the Lower Keys , , , 
32. Highlands Hammock Addition , , 
33~ Wacca8assa Flats , , , 
34. Point Washington , , , , 
35. Plnhook Swamp , , , , 
36. Scrub Jay Refugia , , 
37. North Indian River , , , ·" 
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ADDENDUM VIII: CARL PROJECTS PUBUC PURPOSES MATRIX (continued) 

" 
•''CARL PUBUC PURPOSES [253.023(3), F.S.] 

RANK and PROJECT NAME (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) ~ 
38. Dunn's Creek " " " " 39. Myakka Prairies " " " 40. Heather Island " " " 41. Jupiter Ridge " " " 42. South Savannas " " " 43. Corkscrew Regional Ecosystem Watershed " " 44. Maritime Hammock Initiative " " " " 45. Fakahatchee Strand " " " " 46. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands " " " 47. Pal-Mar " " " " 48. Belle Meade " " " 49. Yellow River Ravines " " 50. St. Martins River " " " 51. Charlotte Harbor " " " " 52. Save Our Everglades " "~ " " 53. Lower Econlockhatchee " " " 54. Garcon ·Point " " " " 55. Warea Archipelago " " 56. Hixtown Swamp " " " j 

fiT. Levy County Forest/Sandhills " " " " 58. Homosassa Reserve/Walker Property " " " 59. Silver River . " " " 60. Emeralda Marsh " " 61. Julington/Durbin Creeks· Peninsula " " 62. W~dell's Mill Pond " " " " 63. Pineola Fern Grotto " " 64. East Everglades " " " 65. Cayo Costa Island " " " " " 66. Big Bend Coast Tract " " " " 67. Rotenberger /Seminole Indian Lands " " " 68. St. Michael's Landing " " " 69. Estero Bay " " " " 70. Cedar Key SCrub " " .· " 
.· ".·. ·. 

71. Wlthlacoochee State Forest Addition " 
,. 

" " 72. Twelve Mile Swamp " " 73; Alderman's Ford Addition " 74. Enchanted Forest " " " 75. St. Johns River " " " " 76. Yamato SCrub " " 77. Hutchinson Island (Blind Creek) " " " 78. B.M.K. Ranch " " 79. Miami Rockridge Pineland& " " 80. Barnacle Addition " 81. Cockroach Bay " " " 82. Letchworth Mounds " 83. North Fork St. Lucie River " " 84. Chassahowitzka Swamp " " " " 
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ADDENDUM IX: 
RECOMMENDED MANAGERS & STATE-DESIGNATED USES 

RANK and PROJECT NAME I LEAD/COOPERATING MANAGER(S)1 I STATE-OESIGM 

1. North Key Largo Hammocks DRP botanical site/preserve 

2. Topsail Hill DRP ) preserve/park 

3. Seminole SpringsjWoods: 
Primary Tract & Interim for Spring Area DOF/GFC forest/wildlife mgmt. area 
Spring Area (future) DRP park/recreation area 

4. Lake Wales Ridge Ecosystems: 
Lake June-In-Winter DRP park 
Lake Walk-in-Water & Hesperides DOF forest 
Other Sites DOF (TNC: contract) botanical sites/preserves 

5. Archie Carr Sea Turtle Refuge: 
Areas adjacent to Sebastian Inlet SRA DRP recreation area 
Other Areas USFWSjBrevard County wildlife & environ. area 

s, Catfish Creek DRP (TNC: interim) park 

7. Longleaf Pine Ecosystem: 
Chassahowitzka GFC wildlife mgmt. area/forest · 
Deland Ridge DOF/GFC fOrest 
Ross Prairie DOF/GFC forest/wildlife mgmt. area 

8. Crystal River ! DSL aquatic preservejreserie 

9. Rookery Bay DMR · research reserve 

10. Florida's First Magnitude Springs: 
Gainer Springs DRP park 
Falmouth Springs SRWMD recreation area 
Fannin Springs Tri-County park/recreation area 
River Sink Spring USFS geological site. 
St. Marks Spring DRP geological/historic site 
Blue Spring Jackson County park 
Weeki Wachee, Phase I GFC wildlife & environ~ area 
Weeki Wachee,Phase II local government park 
Troy Spring DOF/SRWMD fOrest/geological site 

11. Tropical Flyways: 
7 sites DRP parks/recreation· areas 
10 sites TNC botanical sites/preserves 

12. Sebastian Creek DSL (USFWS ?) wildlife & environ. area/sanctuary 

13. Blackwater FUver DOF/GFC forest/wildlife mgmt. area 

. 14. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub DRP botanical site/preserve 

15. Apalachicola River: 
. 

North of Torreya State Park DRP park/preserve 
Atkins Tract GFC/DOF wildlife mgmt. area 

16. St. Joseph Bay: 
East of SR 30A DOF (TNC: contract) forest/botanical site 
West of SR 30A DSL aquatic preserve 

17. Green Swamp: 
area next to Lk. Louisa & Rail Trail DRP park/recreational trail 
primary tract GFC/DOF/~D/SJRWMD wildlife mgmt. area 

18. Wekiva-Qcala Connector: 
East Connector DRP reserve/preserve 
West Connector DOF/GFC forest/Wildlife & environ. area 

19. Tate's Hell Carrabelle Tract DOF(USFS ?)/GFC forest/wildlife mgmt. area 

20. Charlotte Harbor Flatwoods GFC/DOF wildlife mgmt. area 

21. Suwannee Buffers, Phase 1: 
Falling Creek & 5.1/4 of Deep Creek DRP park/geological site 
Nobles Ferry & N.3/4 of Deep Creek DOF fOrest/geological site 

22. Coupon Bight/Key Deer: 
South of US1 DSL aquatic preserve 
North of US1 USFWS wildlife & environ. area 

23. WaclssafAucllla River Sinks GFC wildlife mgmt. area/geological site 

24. Etooiah Creek DOF/GFC fOrest/wi.ldlife mgmt. area 

25. Horse Creek Scrub TNC botanical site/park 

26. Paynes Prairie DRP preserve 

27. Wekiva River Buffers DRP reserve/park 
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ADDENDUM IX: -RECOMMENDED MANAGERS &STATE;;DESIGNATED·USES;(contll'lued) . 
. ' ~ . . . }:~;-

" ., .. -: ·' 
__ ,, I A :'' •~/F. • .. ·. ·,"'' 

'·· 

J ~- LEAD/ccloPEM11NG:MANAGER(s)1. J:,, =srA~i'ED:use -')''. · RANK·and•PROJEcr . NAME 
..,.. -- -- - . -· .. .... _,._._" ·::.~·· .. 

.:- ··- .. _ ...... -~---· .-' . 

28. Econ-st. Johns Corridor . .. DOF /GFCfsJRWMO . forestfwildlife. mgmi .. area 
. . . 

29 .. Lake George OOF /GFC/SJRWMO/Volt.isia · County ··forest/wildlife .mgmt. • area 

30. Peacock Slough ORP park/geological site 

31. HammoCks of the Lower Keys:. 
Sugarloaf HammoCk ORP . . park/recreation area 
Big & Middle Torch Keys USFWS wildlife & environ. area 
Other·Keys TNC botanlc8J sites/preserves 

32; Highlands Hammock Addition·. DRP park·· 

33. . Waccasassa• Flats DOF/GFC forestiwildlife.•mgmt.· area. 
1. 

34. Point Washington: 
Grayton Dunes & Deer Lake areas ORP . . parkfreereatlon area 
Primary. Tract OOF/GFC foreSt/wildlife mgmt. area 

·.35. PinhOok Swamp USFS/GFC· ·forestjwildlifemgmt~ area 
., . 

36. · Scrub Jay Refugia Brevard County' wildlife & environ. areas 

37. North Indian River \ GFC/SJ~O/~d County_ wildlife.mgmt. area· 

38. Ounn'sCreek ORP paikfrecreation &rea, 
~:' •· 

39. Myakka Prairies ORP park/preserve · 

40. Heather Island: 
Historic site & grounds Marion County ... 

'• 
historic site · · · 

N. of. Sharpes· Ferry Road ORP park 
s. of Sharpes Ferry Road GFC/OOF :wildlife•mgmt. area/forest-

·. 41. Jupiter Ridge Palm Beach County park 

42; South Savannas OSL. reserve· 

43. Corkscrew · Reg; Ecosystem Watershed: 
. 

·.· . . . 

GFC . . . wildlife & envlre)n;· area 
Lee CountyfSFWMO .· wildlife & environ.· area . 

SFWMO/GFC wildlife & environ. area 

44. !MritJme Hammock Initiative Brevard County . botanical sites/parks 

45. Fakahatchee. Strand ORP . preserve 

· 46, Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands · Dade. County . botanical• Sites. 

47. Pal-Mar: 
West of 1-95 .. GFC ·. wildlife mgmt. area . 
East of 1-95 ORP paikfpr&Se..v. 

48. Belle Meade DOF/GFC forest/Wildlife mgmt·. area· 

49. Yellow River Ravines DOF/GFC · forest/wildlife !-r,gmt. area 

50. St. Martins River OSl . aquatic preserve/reserve 

51. Charlotte Harbor DSL (Charlotte Co. Envir. Center) aquatic preserve/reserve . 

52.. Save Our Everglades: . .. 

Big Cypress National Preserve NPS· . · preserve/reserve··. 
Panther National Wildlife Refuge USFWS wildlife & environ~· area 
Golden Gate Estates South OOF/GFC forest/Wildlife & 81Wfron: area 

. 53. Lower Econlockhatchee OOF/GFC . forestjwildlife rngmt. area 

54. Garcon Point ORP botanical· site /park 

55. warea Archipelago Lake & OsCeola Counties botanical sites/parks 
·. 

56. Hixtown. Swamp GFC wildlife mgmt. area· · 

57. · Levy County Forest/Sandhills OOF/GFC forest/wildlife ·ingmt. area 

58. Homosassa Reserve/Walker Property OOF/GFC forest/wildlife ·mgmi area• 

59. Silver River ORP park 

61. Julington/Ourbln Creeks Peninsula Duval & St. Johns Counties park 

62. Waddell's Mill· Pond Jackson County archaeologtcid site/park 
•"i. 

63. Pineola Fein Grotto 0~ geologicaljbotanical site 

64. East Everglades NPS . pBrk/wildllfe & environ. area 
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ADDENDUM IX: RECOMMENDED MANAGERS & STATE-DESIGNATED USES (continued) 

RANK and PROJECT NAME I LEAD/COOPERATING MANAGER(S)1 I STATSDESIGNATBl USE 

~. Rotenbergar/Seminola Indian Lands GFC wildlife mgmt. area 

68. St. Michael's Landing DRP (Bay COunty: interim) park/recreation area 

69 .. Estero Bay DSL aquatic preservefrasarva 

70. Cedar Kay Scrub DRP /GFC/DOF reserve 

71. Wlthlacoochaa State Forest Addition DOF/GFC forest/wildlife mgmt. area 

72. Twelve Mila Swamp DOF/GFC forest/wildlife mgmt. area 

73. Alderman's Ford Addition Hillsborough County park 

74. Enchanted Forest Brevard County park -

75. St. Johns Aver DRP rasarvafprasarve 

76. Yamato Scrub Palm Beach County park 

77. Hutchinson Island (Blind Creak) St. Lucia County park/recreation area 

78. B.M.K. Ranch DRP /GFC/DOF reserve 

79. Miami Rockridga Plnalands Dada County botanical sites 

80. Bamacla Addition DRP historic site 
' 

81. Cockroach Bay DSL aquatic prasarvefrasarva 

82. Letchworth Mounds / DRP archaeological site 
/ 

83. North Fork St. Lucia River: 
uplands St. Lucia Co. park/recreation area 
wetlands DSL aquatic preserve 

84. Ch8ssahowitzka ~amp GFC/DOF wildlife mgmt. area 

1992 CARL .PROJECTS fEMOVB) FROM 1993 PRIOFITY UST . 

Avalon Tract DRP 

Balm-Boyatta Scrub Hillsborough County 

Goldy/Ballamaad DRP 

Kay Wast Customs. House Kay Wast Art & Hist. Soc. 

North Layton Hammock DRP 

Placid Lakes Tract GFC (Archbold Blo. Stat.:·contract) 

Spruce Creak · volusia County 

Three LakasjPralria Lakes GFC/DOF 

Upper Black Creak DOF/GFC 

Watstona Berkovitz Pasco County 

1. Acronyms for lead and cooperating management agencies are as follows: 
DOF = Division of Forestry, Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services 
DMR = Division of Marina Resources, Department of Natural Resources 
DRP = Division of Recreation and Parks, Department of Natural Resources 
DSL = Division of State Lands, Department of Natural Resources 
GFC = Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
NPS = National Park Service, US Department of Interior 
SFWMD. = South Florida Water Management District 
SJRWMD = St. Johns River Water Management District 
SRWMD = Suwannee River Water Management District 
SWFWMD = SouthweSt Florida Water Management District 
TNC = The Natura Conservancy 
USFS = Unitac:t States Forest Service, US Department of Agriculture 
USFWS = United States Fish and Wildlife Service, US Department of Interior 

2. Division of· Recreation and Parks does not agree with this recommendation. 
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LAND MANAGEMENT ISSUES 
resolved by the 

Land Acquisition Advisory Council 

Issue 1: Is the current. method of selecting management agencies for CARL projects adequate,. or 
should another method be adopted? If so, what should that method be? 

Issue 2: How, when, and to what degree should the Council determine the purposes. of acquisition 
(goals and objectives) which determine the management concept for CARL projeCts. In other 
words, how much management guidance should the Advisory Council provide? 

Background: The current method of assigning management responsibility for CARL projects is 
accomplished during development of the project assessment. After the first 4-vote but prior to 
development of the resource planning boundary, staff evaluate each proposal to identify the applicable 
acquisition criteria from those listed in section 18-8.003, F.AC. Applicable criteria influenceto some 
degree the development of the resource planning boundary and the assessment. Simultaneously, 
agencies that may be interested in managing each proposal identify themselves. An agency's interest in 
managing a project is based primarily on a preliminary impression of the most important resources 
known or believed to be present on a project and the managing agency's mission. 

When more than one management agency expresses an interest in managing a project, they are asked 
· to meet among themselves to reach a consensus on how management res"ponsibilities for the project 
should be allocated. For example, one may be designated lead management, while others are 
designated cooperators; or the project may be partitioned according to resource values and objectives. 
When no agency expresses an interest in managing a project, staff contacts other governmental 
agencies and nonprofit organizations to determine if they may be interested in managing the project on 
behalf of the state. The most often cited reason for declining management has been insufficient 
management funds and personnel. Budgetary considerations thus play a substantial role in who will or 
will not manage a site. 

This system has worked well during the past 10 years. Impasses have resulted only a very few times, 
and· these have been resolved generally through compromise. Although the· resources are the primary 
driving force behind an agency's interest in a project, some people believe that the agency's objectives 
may supersede the Council's acquisition objectives. The selection process may also appear to be 
influenced by who proposed the project or which agency(les) volunteers to manage it. In addition, 
management interest sometimes appears to be influenced by its proximity to lands already managed by 
that agency, the desire of a particular agency to develop its presence in an area, or the site's ability to 
generate revenue. (Note: In the last case, studies Indicate that agencies do not have adequate 
revenues to manage lands, and only in a very few cases· do revenues generated exceed management 
expenses activities- see Issue #7.) These considerations are understandable, especially in these times 
of inadequate resources. However, the "volunteer" might not always be the best manager and; 
furthermore, the process can lead to sites being eliminated for acquisition under CARL because rio one 
is willing to volunteer for management. 

Recommendation: Implement a two-tiered management selection process to more clearly identify 
the purposes of acquisition which, in tum, delimit the management concepts and· proposals for 
CARL projects; and establish a procedure for including these documents In Interim lease 
agreements. Council members and staff would use the assessment process to evaluate the project's 
resources and. develop the general acquisition and management objectives for that piece of land. The 
objectives would then be compared to the missions and management philosophies of potential 
management agencies. Each management agency should provide a written statement of its mission and 
management philosophies to be used ·in these comparisons. During the project design the Council · 

. would recommend which agency would be most appropriate to manage the lands. 

1. During assessment, staff would identify the general management objectives and proposed uses 
for each project. The primary acquisition goals and objectives, pertinent resource concerns, and basic 
management principles for each project would also be identified In the assessment. When practicable, 
particularly sensitive resources would be identified and the locations of their occurrences provided on 
maps. These potential "sensitive" areas, may require special management considerations. 

Areas with minimum resource values, where development of facilities could take place without 
compromising resource protection, or where special restoration or rehabilitation measures are needed, 
would also .be identified when practicable. Identification of disturbed areas on maps is not intended to 
limit development activities to these areas unless they are specifically added to the project for such 
purposes. 
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2. During project design, each interE!sted agency would prepare a short (one or-two page) .. ' 
conceptual management proPQ$81 describing how It would manage the project to fulfil the acquisition·· 
objectives.. The· proposals would ·al$o. include ··an estimated management budget· When,rnore ·than. ()ne< · ·· 
agency Is interested in becoming the lead manager on a tract arid the confllet.cannotbe resolvedi:tt'le: .. 
Council, by consensus (or majority vote.lf necessary), will recommend the;mo~t appropriate:managing · · 
agency. ' . 

. . . 

The conceptual ~nagement proposal; as approved by the Councii,'·Yiill· be ;included• i~ thE( final project· • . 
cjeslgn along with the estimated managemento'budget. The recommendation for deSignation' of the . . 
managing agency(les) and approval of the project design would be doneJormally ·at a public' meeting .. ···,·· 
before the ranking in December. · 

. . 

. · Summary: This two-tiered method would Improve the managemem agency.recommendatlon,·proees& · .. 
· . by Insuring that the general management needs of each·iridividUal project are identified and deScribed ·. 

· (In project assessment) before management agencies are reCommended (li1 projept design). The·~ 
recommendation ·of a management agency aild the establishment of a propcised management concept 

· for a project should be based on a clear understanding of the resource values of. the site •. the reasons 
for state ownership, and a general•descriptlon of the possible compatible public use&· · . T 

· Thls·procedurewould also ensure adocumented,,approvett.publlc·record of'(1):the-;r4tsources.th8t 
. public acquisition could protect, ·and (2)the public uses that: ac:q~!~itlon;wQuid make'available :for. 
society; Using thiS procedure, the Council would be able to juStify its recommendation by referring to · 
the approved project assessment and deSign. · 

. . . 

In addition, the Council's objectives for acquiring the land would· be detailed ·sufficiently I~ tl'le proJ~t .. 
assessment and project design to guide ·the Division of State lands In drafting .th81and lease, to:asslst 
the managing agency In formulating Its mana.gement plan, and:to guide the Land Management Advisory · 
Council in its review of the maliagementplan. However, management guidance, to a large degree,. · . 
would be kept general in nature so.as.to assist in the·development.of.the:rnanagem&nt planal1d:r;tot .· ·· 
overtap the duties ancfresponsibilitles of~the·Land· Managenient;AdvlSOrJ:iGoUncil;~. > ... · . . · 

Procedure for Recommending Managemefti .. Agencie..'~ndi EstabliiShii;~Pi'o~iled}Manag~ment•. · ·.· 
Concepts .for New CARt: Projects · · ·. · · · 

Following first,4--Vote: 

·1. Determine which CARL acquisition· criteria apply: . .) . ~ ' .. · . . . 

a; . Land Acquisition Planning. (LAP) conducts preliminary analyses. (based. on;applicatiol1 materials) 
and proposes list of applicable CARL criteria. · · · · 

b. LAAC staff reviews and amends LAP·clist.of applleable criteria 
. . . . ~ 

c; FNAI develops preliminary Resource Planning Boundaries (RPBs)· based on'· criteria identified. .· 

·.d. Staff reviews and recommeilds·amendments to RPBs In writing . 

. e. Staff meets to finalize RPBs; 

2~ Prepare Project Assessments: · 

a. Agencies prepare assigned .portion of .. assessment&. 

b. Agencies identify appropriate management objectives under applicable CARL criteria.(see ·. 
assignment list). · ·.· 

c. LAP compiles management objectives and assessment components; 

d. Staff reviews assessments, (Including the list of acquisition and· management objectives), r~islng . 
and amending where appropriate. · · · · 

e. Staff compiles list of appropriate public uses for each project to be Included In the project 
· assessments. 

3. LAAC approves assessments. 
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Following Second ~Vote: 

4. Determination of Agency Interest: 

a. LAP notifies management agencies, including local governments and non-profits, about new 
projects. 

b. Agencies interested ·In managing a new project submit letter of interest to· LAP. Letters· should · 
include an. identification of the source(s) of management funding for the project. 

\ 

c. LAP Invites agencies to prepare .1-2 page "Proposed Management Concept" for each new 
project, and LAP notifies agencies of other agencies' management interests when cooperating or 
conflicting management interests are identified. 

d. Cooperating and conflicting management interests, when possible, are resolved through · 
negotiations between management entitles. 

5. Preparation of conceptual management proposals: 

a. Management agencies, Independently or cooperatively, prepare "Proposed Management 
Concep~ for each new project in accordance with the management objectives and public uses 
identified during .Project Assessment. Start up and operating management budgets.will be 
attached to these proposals and will identify source(s). of management funds, positions (number 
and classifications), equipmerit,.facilities, and.other budgetary Items of significance that are · 
necessary to implement-the conceptual management proposal~ 

b; LAP prepares "Proposed. Management Concept" for projects • in which· no management agency 
has declared an interest. 

c. Staff reviews and, when· appropriate,· recommends. revisions· to proposed· management· concepts 
to be included in Project Designs. · 

d. When more than one conceptual management proposal is received or when no management 
agency Is identified, the Council. staff recommends a managing agency and· conceptual 
management proposal to the Council. · · 

6. LAAC approves. project designs. or, If necessary, • votes to resolve management conflicts. 

Agency 
Assign-
menta 

Agency Assignments for Identifying 
Conservation and Recreation Lands (CARL) 

Acquisition Selection Criteria and Management Objectives 
. 

Purposes and Criteria for Selection 

category 1: Environmentally Endangered Lands 

Conservation and protection of environmentally unique, Irreplaceable, and valued ecological 
resources. 

FNAI Contains native, relatively unaltered flora or fauna representing a natural . 
GFC area unique to, or scarce within, a region of Florida or larger geographic 
DOF area. 

FNAI 
Contains habitat critical to or providing significant protection for an GFC 

DOF endangered or threatened species of plant or animal. 

DNR 
DER Contains an unusual, outstanding, or unique geologic feature. 
FNAI 
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Category 2: Other Cal1ds 

. Conservation and protection of larids which should be acquired in· the public interest, buf that are 

DNA 
DER 
GFC 
DCA 

GFC 
DOF 
DRP 

DER 
DNA 
DOF 
GFC 
FNAI 

DHR 

distinct from EJ1Vironmentally:Erldangered Lands . · ·. · · • 

For use and protection as natural flood' plain, m&rsh or: estl.aary,. if the ·. ·· 
. protection and conservation ofs~ch lands are necessacy to. entumce or · · · 
.·protect water quality orr quantity or to prOtect· fish aildJwUdlifffhab~(which ·. 
. cannot adequately be accomplished .through.local, ·state, and federal 

regulatory-'programs. . . . 

For use· as state parks, recreation areas, public' beaches, state forests, 
wilderness areas, or wildlife management• areas.. · · · 

.· . 

. . 

. For restoration· of altered ecosystems. to correct ... ·er1Vironinental·damage tllat• · 
has already occurred. · · · 

For preservation of significant archaeological or historical sites. ·. 
. . . 

Issue 3: What are the advantages and disadvantages· of cooperative management agreements •·· 
compared to other management anangements? · ·· · 

Background: Cooperative management agreements conceivably have• severaJ.adv8nt&ges·butiJrtreality; ·. 
· pose many problems. Theoretically, the advantage& of. cooperatiVe managerr'lent:agr8ements~should be · · 

better .·management ·and protection of· the·resources by having· easy ··access .. to· e)cpertlse ·.and·· experience.· .··. 
from different agencies that is not available within one agency. Each agency.:Js :&,ble}toapply itS special' · ·. 
·areas·.of expertise for the benefit of a specific .project. .COoperative rnanagemer:rt·i.~greements bring.··: 
specific. knowledge to the management· process from variOUs :perspectiVes· and ·proniote multiple.· uses· of 
property .. Cooperation also provides a system of·checks.and.'balances; ··onrlarge;.compleX,·biCJiogic8ily .. ·· 
significant pieces of property this can be valuable. Cooperation can also stimUlate shared learning and ·. 
growth. It could also eliminate the need to duplicate all the disciplines needed to manage land in every 
agency. For example, not every agency would necessarily have to be ~lly equipped to .manage timber · .. · . 
or design an environmental education program or coordinate· a hunt · · · · · 

. . . ' . - :_ . -_ ... ·. -_ . ·. : 

The disadvantages of cooperative management are: lack •of true ·coordination between managing • .... ··. 
agencies because of conflicting statutory. agency management directives ancf;conflictlng land ·"· . . . . · ... 
management phRosophle5; difficulty .In ·.writing a multi-agency_ inanagermn.·pla.n; that•·.efficlerltly divides. on·· 
site management responsibilities; and problems·wlth the division of.sltS;.generated revenues and division 
of management funds and costs. 

Recommendations: 

1. Management responsibilities should be assigned In either of the following two ways: 
(a) The Division of State Lands (DSL) would lease the pioperty, or pOrtions thereof, .to a single. ~ 

agency which could enter Into contracts or management agreements with other agencies or · .. 
entitles to perform specific tasks for which they are·betterequlpped or· more knowledgeable·in 
order to satisfy the responsibilities of the lease, 

(b) Alternately, DSL would enter Into a lease agreement with two or more agencies for management' ·. 
in which the lead ·management agency would be .cJeariy Identified· along. with· the cooperators, 
and each agency's rights and responsibilities would also be clearty delineated. 

2. The lead agency on a management lease should be the controlling entity. The agency .primamy 
responsible for the management (and management plan) on the tract should refine the go81s and 

· objectives and determine ·the strategies for management.· In· most ··cases· the·lead .agency:will· bear •· · · 
the largest financial burden and the major portion of the responslbHity for·management activities. · 
Even though section 253;03(2), F.S., provides that revenues generated from sale .of prodl.lctS from 
lands Will accrue to the lead agency, the lead agency may wish to share the revenues with 
cooperating agencies if significant benefits would .accrue to the agencies and citizens of. Aorlda: 
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Issue 4: What type of conflict resolution process should the Council develo~t for determining the 
managing agency? · 

Background: Conflicts over who should manage a site are extremely rare. Resolution of such conflicts 
has, for the most part, been reached during consideration of project assessments before the Council has 
had to reconcile such issues at a public meeting. 1 

However, if initial decisions are made based on clear policies, as outlined in the new management 
decision model discussed in 18sues #1 and #2, even fewer conflicts should arise inthe future. If the 
Council has a clear understanding of the resources in question, the unique reasons for public ownership, 
and the possible public uses, it should be adequately prepared to recommend which entity is best able 
to meet the needs of the property. 

Recommendations: 

1. The Council should continue to serve as a body for conflict resolution for all· matters 
. pertaining to the Council. · 

2. If the Council must resolve a management conflict, it should continue to provide· a public 
opportunity for a full and ·complete debate among the Council· members and ;for testimony 
from the general public and other Interested or involved parties. · 

3. Decisions should continue to be made by a majority vote of the Council members. 

Issue 5: Should the management objectives for CARL projects purchased with Preservation 2000 · 
(P-2000) funds differ from those purchased. with recurring CARL fUnds?· · 

Background: Regarding CARL, P-2000 was primarily envisioned as a. method ofaugmenting limited 
acquisition. funds. The only statutory requirement explicitly identified in P-2000 that is not elaborated 
under CARL is the requirement that the water management districts and the Department of Natural .. 
Resources take actions to control the growth of nonnative invasive· plant specieS on P-2000 lands th8t 
they manage. This Is already the Department's policy for all lands that they manage, except for 
ornamental· gardens and historic sites in which nonnative plants may be an important component of the 
site. Thus,. the source of funds for .land acquisitions should not determine the management objectives or 
future uses of those projects. Management ·objectives should always be driven by the resource ' 
concerns not by the source of funds. The land Itself should dictate management objectives and future 

. uses of those projects. However, specific management activities (not the general or .specific goals and . 
· objectives) may be questioned by the Division of Bond Finance or Bond COunsel as potentially having 
an effect on the tax-free status of the P-2000 bonds. 

Recommendation: The management objectives for CARL projects purchased with P-2000 funds 
should be the same as those for projects purchased with recurring CARL funds. ·· 

Issue 6: How can the process of assigning management agency leases be improved, and how 
can the problem of Interim management funding be resolved? 

Background: The issue of interim management was addressed in depth by the P-2000 Committee on 
Land Management Needs and Costs. Some of the conclusions and recommendations are summarized· 
here. Under the present system of assigning leases and allocating management funds, it is possible for 
a site to go unfunded and, consequently, virtually un-managed for years. It is Important that the 
designated management agency have the funds and authority to assume Its responsibilities for the. 
project at the time of state acquisition. 

Recommendations: 

1. The process of assigning state management agency leases should be improved to eliminate 
the need for interim management by DSL, and an Interim management agreement and 
management funding should be provided to the assigned management agency(les) at the time 
of purchase. 

2. The Bureau of Land Acquisition should inform appropriate management agencies and the 
Bureau of Land Management Services, DNA, of pending closings. Managing agency(les) 
should request Interim funds and positions at the time of board approval of the acquisition 
agenda item. 
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. ~----. 

3~ Interim management should provide site;security~ perpetuation· of.t~tural·nlso~es, public · · 
accesa consistent With· protection of resources,> and initi&tion of mal1agement.,p18n · · 
development.·. Any alteration of resources, such as the.dlsturbance-ofn~~tural communities or,·· 
ground cover .or thtt.•addition .. of facilities, shall not-•start,untll. sanctlonec:l:by. LMAC,or· Untll•after ~; 
a management plan has been recommended by LMAC and approved, except under emerg"ency 
circumstances that threaten life or property. 

' . 

4. The Bureau of Land Management Services shall attach to DSL'slease a•copy.ofthe-projeCt. ·---• 
a88e88ment and the project design. At the same time; the Bureau of·Survey.•and. Mapping'·· 
shall provide a copy of the final .survey to the managing agencies~.· .. · · · 

' ' 

..--;-. '.··.· ' 

; •·. 

IBBue 7: What are the. sources and uses of revenues from •state lands,- and shoukf the current 
· policies and· regulations be reviiied? For example, should 'proceedS from tlmb8r•reve.,ue,.·eritrance ·--_·. .. . . 1 
. fees, and use permits be placed in a special trust far dlsbursement'to the management agencies? ·• -· · 

Background: This issue is addressed because it may sometimes appear~asthough:a.managing , --··-· 
agency's Interest In a site Is influenced by the ability of the site to generate.r~enue; In fact; Studies. > .· -. 

. haVe--shown that.revenues from managed tracts.-fall far short of actuaJ·_operatlng;<:()Sts•_and•that ·agencies.~ 
land·. management- needs-are. traditionally· underfunded. (Note: ,,-The-P2ooo.•-Land.tJianagemem;.N&eds and . 
CostS Committee recommended an Increase. in the amount of CARL furiding allOcated to .management) · 

Creating a bureaucracy -to monitor .revenues received and to· alloCate the~. funds• would no( be cost-
effectiVe considering the amount' of -funds generated. . •· . . . . 

· Recomm8ndatlon8: 

1 ~ It Is not· neceSsary: to revise the. C&Jn'8nt:pollces:ar1d:regulatlons 'C()ncernlng:the soui'Cei ai1Ci: • 
. usesof.revenues-from.siate owned lianda. .ltls-not-n8cessaryto-rea88ign;·COf1trol,of;the .· .-· · 
revenue:producec:l··on·-siate·owned-•lands:to~an,entityC)th8rc•tharfthe!~Nigingrllgenci&L. 

·-_ ~-- • Management funds from-the CARL:.Trust Fund,should be:availllbl8-.to1state,agencies'fCX, . _ 
~nagement of CARL or EEL lands for. which CAR(4 EEL, or P•2000 'monies have· been· spent.,·· 
P-2000 acquisitions by managing agencies as "Inholding& and' additions~ to CARL or EEL . 
projects should al~ be eligible for these funds since. 

~- ' .. c· 

--~ -:; : . 

.··.·' ·.- :·· 

... ~ '. 
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ADDENDUM XI: 

Criteria for LAAC Consideration of Proposed· Boundary:;,Modifications: 
. . 

Proposals for expaooing a CARL project boundary would be presented to the. LAAC• for consideration if .; · 
any one of the following criteria is met: · 

.. 
1. Tax valuation of the proposed addition is less than $1j2·million; or. 

2. The CouncU ·directs or ·has directed that a project design be prepared· for :an·. older project that has · · 
never undergone project design analysis; or · ·· 

. . . . 
. . . 

3. The Council previously approved a project design which .identifiecl· areas for. :possible future 
expansion" or otherwise indicated an intent to modify project boundaries at s6me:futllre:time;. or 

. . 

4. The proposed addition meets the criteia for emergency acquisitions pursuant to§ 253.025(15); 
Florida Statutes; or · · 

5. (a) Acreage of proposed addition [prorated if proposed for joint acquisition] is less than'10% of the· · 
size of the existing project boundary, including areas previously acquired; and· (b) tax valuation ro( . 
estimated acquisition cost, whichever.is less, of the proposed addition is· less than 10%-of the existing 
tax valuation, . including· a pro,rated tax valuation for areas within the· boundary which are in·. public · ·· 
ownership; or · · 

6. Two or. more Council members write. the Chairman requ~sting conside·ration;<5!<.a ;propo~~:'boundary . 
modification. · " · · 

Proposals not meeting one of the siX criteria could be considered by the Council. as a new proposal:· 
during the next CARL evaluation cycle if properly submitted: pursuant to ~Rule ,18~. FAC. · · 

Approve 
Consideration 

YES 

·J 

Deny: •. :::. 
.·consideration ... 

Factors to. Consider when Developing Staff· Recommendations:· 

In developing recommendations for proposals approved for consideration. by the CouncU ·staff would 
· analyze· each proposal using the following factors: 

• The .quality and importance of the resources within the proposed addition .. 

• The deSignated management agency's recommendations regail:Jing the addition and its necessltycto 
accomplish a specific management objective. · 

• The size, ownership, and estimated cost of the proposed addition. 

• The·availability of other funds to acquire the property. 

• The adequacy of resource description and ownership Information (including tax 1.0; numbers, parcel 
acreages, and tax valuations). 

·Approved by LAAC on August 20, 1992 · 
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