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Revised: 1/10/2024

MEMORANDUM

TO: Angie Buchholz, Program Consultant, Bureau of Real Estate Services
FROM: Clay Courson, Senior Appraiser, Bureau of Appraisal
APPROVED BY: Jay Scott, Chief, Bureau of Appraisal
SUBJECT: Appraisal Approval Memorandum
DATE: September 23, 2024

Project: Bear Creek Forest - Bear Creek Timber LLC
BA File No.: 24-8735
County: Putnam

Fee Appraisers: (1) Stephen A. Griffith, MAI Date of Value: August 2, 2024
(2) William E. Carlton, III, MAI Date of Value: August 2, 2024

Review Appraiser: Rhonda A. Carroll, MAI Date of Review: September 20, 2024

Owner Land Size
(Acres)

Appraised
Values

Maximum
Value Divergence

Bear Creek Timber LLC 12,243.2 (1) $33,057,000 $33,668,800 1.85%(2) $33,668,800

COMMENTS ON DIVERGENCE:
The divergence in value falls within the acceptable range as indicated in 18-1.006, Florida Administrative Code.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS:
An administrative review of the appraisals and the attached appraisal review memorandum performed for the 
above referenced property has been conducted.

The contract review appraiser conducted a “technical review” which is a detailed review of the appraisals of the 
above referenced property.  In the technical review, the review appraiser provides a certification indicating that 
the appraisal reports and the appraisal review were performed in accordance with the Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice as well as with the current edition of the Supplemental Appraisal Standards for 
the Board of Trustees.

The review appraiser’s memorandum and comments as to the content and appropriateness of the methods, 
techniques and data are accepted.  The review appraiser states that the appraisal reports comply with the required 
standards and are approved as reviewed.

Staff Appraiser Chief Appraiser

Jay F. Scott
Digitally signed by Jay F. 
Scott
Date: 2024.09.23 
10:37:32 -04'00'

Clay Courson
Digitally signed by Clay 
Courson
Date: 2024.09.23 
10:45:09 -04'00'
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DATE:  September 20, 2024 

TO: Clay Courson, Senior Appraiser 

Bureau of Appraisal 

FROM: Rhonda A. Carroll, MAI, AI-GRS 

Fee Review Appraiser 

Carroll Appraisal Company, Inc. 

SUBJECT: Bear Creek Forest  

B/A File #24-8735 

Bear Creek Timber, LLC 

Bay County, Florida 

As requested, I have made a field review and technical review of the appraisal reports for the parcel 

referenced above.   The appraisals were prepared by William E. Carlton, MAI, SRA and Steve 

Griffith, MAI, SRA.  Mr. Carlton’s appraisal is dated September 16, 2024, and reflects a date of 

value of August 2, 2024.  Mr. Griffith’s report is dated September 16, 2024, and also reflects a 

date of value of August 2, 2024. 

GENERAL INFORMATION AND SCOPE OF REVIEW 

The fee simple interest was appraised, subject to existing easements of record.  The purpose of 

the appraisals was to provide an opinion of the current market value of the property. The scope of 

this review included inspecting the subject property and all comparable sales which were relied 

upon in forming the opinions of value of the property. The appraisal reports were reviewed to 

determine their completeness, accuracy, adequacy, relevance, and reasonableness. Where 

necessary, revisions were requested for clarification/corrections in the appraisals, and this review 

report reflects my opinions after corrections have been received. In conducting my review analysis, 

I reviewed sales records to ascertain if there were any additional sales which the appraisers should 

have considered in their reports, and I did not locate any sales which I felt were more relevant.  I 

possess geographic competence as I have been appraising real estate in this area for over 35 years. 

By way of signing this review memorandum, I am concurring with the analyses and conclusions 

in the appraisals. The appraisals were reviewed to determine their compliance with Supplemental 

Appraisal Standards for Board of Trustees, revised March 2016 and the Uniform Standards of 

Professional Appraisal Practice, effective January 1, 2024. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Clay Courson 

September 20, 2024 

Page Two (2) 

After revisions, both appraisals comply with minimum appraisal standards as stated in both 

publications. By way of signing this review memorandum, the appraisals are complete and I have 

formed the opinion that the appraisals are well supported. The divergence of the final value 

between the appraisers’ conclusions is 1.85%; this is within acceptable parameters. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY 

The subject property consists of 12,243.2 acres located on the east and west side of East Callaway 

Drive in Bay County, Florida. The subject is located in Sections 13 through 17 inclusive and 19 

through 36 inclusive, Township 3 South, Range 12 West and Section 25, Township 3 South, Range 

13 West, Bay County, Florida. The parcel consists of planted pines and natural growth of pines 

and hardwoods in the wetland areas. The subject parcels are identified with 29 tax parcel numbers. 

The following table summarizes the value conclusions reached by the appraisers: 

Appraiser Size Unit value Final Concluded Value 

Carlton 12,243.2 acres $2,750/Acre $33,668,800 

Griffith 12,243.2 acres $2,700/Acre $33,057,000 (rounded) 

OWNER OF RECORD 

Bear Creek Timber, LLC 

C/O Larson & McGowin 

PO Box 1288 

Mobile, Alabama 36633 

PRIOR SALES PAST FIVE YEARS/CURRENT LISTING HISTORY 

The subject property is part of a much larger ownership. The property has been under the same 

ownership for over 20 years. The property is not currently listed for sale or under contract. There 

are no known offers to purchase.   

CLIENT 

The client of the appraisals and of the review is The Bureau of Appraisal of the Department of 

Environmental Protection.   
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MEMORANDUM 

Clay Courson 

September 20, 2024 

Page Three (3) 

INTENDED USE/INTENDED USERS 

The intended use of these appraisals is to assist the State of Florida with purchase decisions, and 

an offering price on the property. The intended users of this appraisal are the Bureau of Appraisal 

of the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) and the Board of Trustees of the 

Internal Improvement Trust Fund of the State of Florida (TIITF).  There are no other authorized 

users of the report. The intended use of the review is to evaluate compliance with the applicable 

standards and the client’s instructions, and whether the appraisals under review are appropriate for 

their intended use.  

PURPOSE OF THE REVIEW 

The purpose of the review is to form an opinion as to the completeness and appropriateness of the 

methodology and techniques utilized to form an opinion as to the value of the subject property and 

to assure that the appraisals conform to the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice 

(USPAP) and the Supplemental Appraisal Standards for the Board of Trustees (SASBOT). 

NEIGHBORHOOD DESCRIPTION 

The neighborhood is located in extreme eastern Bay County near the Gulf and Calhoun County 

line and is located approximately twelve miles east of downtown Panama City, the regional center, 

and seven miles east of Callaway City Hall. Callaway is the closest incorporated area in the 

neighborhood. 

Neighborhood boundaries can be loosely delineated by Gulf and Calhoun Counties on the east, by 

County Road 388 on the south; by Washington County on the north; by U. S. Highway 231 on the 

northwest, by the municipality of Callaway on the west and East Bay on the south. 

The majority of the neighborhood is comprised of timber/recreation/possible future residential land 

and largely occupied by two large land owners. The neighborhood was in the middle of the path 

of the track made when Hurricane Michael passed through in October 2018. The 160 miles per 

hour winds effectively destroyed all of the merchantable pine timber and the property owners are 

still planting back the timber. 

Access to the area is adequate. North-south arteries consist of U. S. Highway 231 (a four-laned 

highway carrying traffic from Panama City north to Interstate Highway 10 and points north into 

Alabama. State Road 20 is a two-laned highway that runs through north Bay County running 

between Tallahassee and Niceville, passing through Bristol and Blounstown. State Road 22 runs 

from Panama City east to Wewahitchka. County Road 2297 runs south from State Road 22 to Old 

Bicycle Road. East Callaway Road runs north to large timber tracts in the eastern part of the 

County. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Clay Courson 

September 20, 2024 

Page Four (4) 

Both appraisers have provided a good description of the neighborhood in their appraisals, with 

detailed analysis of property types in the area. No economic change is expected in the area which 

would change the highest and best use. The general character of the neighborhood should remain 

stable for several years to come. 

SITE DESCRIPTION 

The subject property consists of a 12,243.2-acre parcel located on the east and west side of East 

Callaway Drive in Bay County, Florida. The uplands have been planted in pines ranging in age 

from two to five years. The wetland areas total 2,278.2 acres and have natural growth with mainly 

pines, hardwoods and cypress. The acreage and legal description are according to the Department 

of Environmental Protection Appraisal Map Review Memo and the tax numbers are according to 

the Bay County Property Appraiser. The subject parcel is identified by 29 Bay County Tax Parcel 

numbers. The subject is located on the east and west side of East Callaway Drive and is currently 

used as Silviculture/Recreational land. 

The total site is irregular in shape with approximately 3 miles of frontage on the east and west side 

of East Callaway Drive. East Callaway Drive is a two-lane asphalt paved publicly maintained road. 

The northern portion of Callaway Drive is unpaved. Tram Road (a private internal road) runs along 

the north boundary in a northeasterly direction and County Line Road (a private internal road) runs 

north-south along the east boundary of the property at the County line. There is no public access 

to either of these private roads. There is a good network of internal roads for recreation and timber 

production. 

The site has a rolling topography and is similar to most other sites in the area. According to FEMA 

Panel Nos. 12005C0380H, 12005C0385H, 12005C0390H, 12005C0395H dated June 2, 2009, the 

subject has approximately 50% located in Flood Zone “A” and “AE”, both areas prone to flooding. 

Additionally, there are approximately 19% wetlands. This is based on maps provided by the DEP. 

Utilities within the neighborhood include public electricity available from a rural electric 

cooperative. Water supply within the neighborhood is by well and waste disposal by septic tank. 

There are 7,380.95 acres of planted pine, of which 533.75 acres is merchantable and 6,847.20 acres 

of premerchantable pine of with ages ranging from one year to 8 years. There is 30.94 acres of 

natural pine on the property. Most of the hardwood on the property-2,477.91 acres-was also 

destroyed by Hurricane Michael. There remains 2,108.90 acres that is cutover and not yet 

replanted. There are 308.18 acres non-forested to include roads, the power line easement, gas line 

easement, loading ramps, streams and other non-plantable areas. 

The appraisers have provided good descriptions of the site in their appraisals. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Clay Courson  

September 20, 2024 

Page Five (5) 

ZONING/FUTURE LAND USE 

The subject is zoned Agriculture/Timberland (A2) which allows a density of 1 dwelling unit per 

20 acres, and Conservation Habitation (CSVH) which allows a density of 1 dwelling unit per 10 

acres and a portion within the city limits of Panama City zoned silviculture, 1 unit per 20 acres. 

Both appraisers have provided a detailed description of the uses allowed within the Zoning/Future 

Land Use category.  Please refer to each report for an in-depth discussion of what is allowed. 

The subject’s current use of timber, recreational and agricultural is consistent with this designation. 

EASEMENTS, RESERVATIONS AND RESTRICTIONS 

There has been a title commitment policy prepared on the property in the recent past. Title 

Commitment Number #24-17218 was issued by American Land Title Association on June 18, 

2024. A complete copy of the title policy is located in the addenda of the appraisal reports. There 

are some 15 non-insurable exceptions found in the title policy.   The exceptions appear typical 

for a property in this area and of this size.  

There are no known easements that would adversely affect the use of the property. 
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Clay Courson  

September 20, 2024 

Page Six (6) 

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION (2023) 

The following table reflects the assessment information for the subject parcel: 

It is noted that the County reflects 15,126.50 Portions of these tax parcels are being appraised in 

some cases.  Per DEP maps, the size of the tract is 12,243.2 acres.  The appraisers have relied 

upon DEP figures for the appraisals.   

The following maps and photos are from the appraisers’ reports and depict the location of the 

subject tract: 
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GENERAL LOCATION MAP 
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CLOSE UP LOCATION MAP 
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The photos on the following pages were taken from the Griffith report.: 
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HIGHEST AND BEST USE 

The concept of highest and best use is based upon the premise that a property should be valued 

based on the use which will produce the highest market value and the greatest financial return. 

This use must be legally permissible, physically possible, financially feasible and maximally 

productive. 

Mr. Carlton stated, “given the demographics of Bay County and the Panama City area, the site 

conditions of the property, the historical past uses and the present use of the property, and possible 

future demand for smaller rural tracts, I feel the highest and best use is continued timber production 

and recreation with a possibility of development in the future.” 

Mr. Griffith stated, “it was determined that sufficient demand does not exist to develop the subject 

with a more intensive use other than a rural residential/recreation/silviculture use. Therefore, the 

maximally productive use, or the highest and best use is considered to be rural 

residential/recreation and timber production.” 

Both appraisers concluded that the highest and best use of the tract is timber production with 

continued recreational use and a possibility of low density rural residential development in the 

future.  Both appraisers recognize the limited development potential of the tract, however, both 

appraisers acknowledge that the location of the tract makes it more appealing for possible future 

development. Based on my familiarity with the area and current trends, I concur with these 

conclusions.   

VALUATION 

The Sales Comparison Approach is a process through which prices paid for similar (or reasonably 

so) properties, prices asked by sellers, offers made by prospective purchasers willing to buy are 

analyzed and compared. The appraiser gathers data on sales of comparable properties and analyzes 

each sale, making logical adjustments for differing characteristics. 

Mr. Carlton considered five sales in his analysis.  His sales occurred between August 2022 and 

August 2024.  The sales ranged in size from approximately 1,127 acres to approximately 10,124 

acres.  Prior to adjustments, the sales ranged in price from $1,498 to $3,484 per acre.  One of the 

sales was purchased by a non-profit and was analyzed separately.  Mr. Carlton considered 

adjustments for property rights, financing, conditions of sale, market conditions, access, location, 

zoning, size, utilities, floodplain/wetlands, soils, timber contribution, and highest and best use. 

After adjustments, he concluded that two sales were inferior, two were similar and one was 

superior. He considered the sales that were the most similar to the subject and concluded $2,750 

per acre or $33,668,800.  Mr. Carlton’s conclusions are reasonable, and they are well supported. 

His sales share the same highest and best use as the subject. 
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Mr. Griffith considered four sales in his analysis. His sales ranged in size from approximately 

3,365 acres to 18,474 acres.  The sales ranged in price per acre from $1,223 to $3,074. He 

considered adjustments for property rights, financing, conditions of sale, expenditures after sale, 

time/market conditions, location, size, highest and best use, wetlands, topography/frontage, water 

frontage, timber, and zoning.  Mr. Griffith concluded that one sale was inferior, one was slightly 

inferior, one was similar and one was superior.  Mr. Griffith reconciled near the sale that was most 

similar ($2,675) and concluded a unit value of $2,700 per acre.  This reflected a value indication 

of $33,057,000 (rounded).  Mr. Griffith’s conclusion is reasonable and is well supported. His sales 

share the same highest and best use as the subject. 

The following table summarizes the value conclusions reached by the appraisers:

Appraiser Size Unit value Final Concluded Value 

Carlton 12,243.2 acres $2,750/Acre $33,668,800 

Griffith 12,243.2 acres $2,700/Acre $33,057,000 (rounded) 

HYPOTHETICAL CONDITIONS: 

A hypothetical condition is a condition which is contrary to those which presently exist but are 

presumed to exist. There are no hypothetical conditions in the appraisals or in the review. If 

used, their use may have affected the appraisal results.   

EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTIONS: 

Extraordinary assumptions are assumptions upon which an appraisal is predicated. There are no 

extraordinary assumptions in the appraisals or on the review. If used, their use may have affected 

the appraisal results. 

REVIEWERS COMMENTS 

The appraisers have relied on a total of eight sales in their analysis. They used only one of the 

same sales.  Due to the uniqueness of the tract, both appraisers were forced to use dated sales. 

Neither appraiser applied a time adjustment, though Mr. Carlton did acknowledge that the older 

sales were considered “inferior” to the current market. While I agree with this premise, there is not 

enough market evidence to determine that Mr. Griffith should have also made a similar adjustment. 

Mr. Carlton used one sale that was to a non-profit organization.  Per requirements, this sale was 

analyzed separately.  It was the lowest sale, however, it was his only sale larger than the subject, 

was recent and was located nearby.  The sale was used for this reason. The sales considered 

between the two appraisers are all reasonable.  They are all reliable, credible indicators of the 

value of the subject tract after adjustments are made.   
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The scope of the review involves developing an opinion to address the five specific qualities in 

the work under review.  These include completeness, accuracy, adequacy, relevance and 

reasonableness. 

• Completeness:  Both appraisal reports satisfy the requirements of the Supplemental

Appraisal Standards for the Board of Trustees and the Uniform Standards of Professional

Appraisal Practice.

• Accuracy:  Overall, the reports meet the general requirements described in the appraisal

instructions specific to the assignment and accurately reflect the assignment conditions.

The math and analysis with the reports is accurate.  The reports accurately discuss the

approaches to value used, and those not used.  The valuation methodologies used are

appropriate and correctly applied.

• Adequacy:  The work presented in each appraisal report meets the minimum requirements

for its intended use.  Following the stated scope of work in the appraisals, and in

compliance with the Supplemental Appraisal Standards for the Board of Trustees (March

2016), the documentation, verification, information, data, support and analysis in each

report is adequate and meets minimum requirements.

• Relevance:  Overall, the appraisal reports contain significant data and reasonable analysis

that is appropriate and relevant to the conclusions and opinions. The Sales Comparison

Approach was relevant and applicable in both appraisal reports, as it mirrors the thinking

of buyers and sellers in the marketplace.  Qualitative analysis of the subject and sales was

used in both appraisals, in which the appraisers relied upon logical reasoning to

differentiate the magnitude of a positive or negative adjustment in certain areas of

adjustment.  Neither appraiser considered the Cost or Income approach to value, as they

were not considered relevant to the valuation of vacant land.

• Reasonableness:  The data, analyses, conclusions and opinions of value in both reports are

considered reasonable and adequately supported overall.

ATTACHMENT 4F 
PAGE 36



MEMORANDUM 

Clay Courson  

September 20, 2024 

Page Nineteen (19) 

Based on these conclusions, I find both appraisal reports for the subject property to be reasonably 

supported, appropriately analyzed, and adequately performed in accordance with generally 

accepted appraisal practices.  Further, I find the opinions of value to be credible and adequately 

supported given the scope of work, and the intended use of the appraisal. 

Therefore, it is my opinion that the appraisals adequately meet the requirements of the 

Supplemental Appraisal Standards for Board of Trustees, revised March 2016 and the Uniform 

Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice, effective January 1, 2024. 

THE REVIEWER APPROVES THE APPRAISAL REPORTS 
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CERTIFICATION 

I certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief: 

• The statements of fact contained in this report are true and correct.

• The reported analyses, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported assumptions and limiting

conditions and are my personal, impartial, and unbiased professional analyses, opinions, and conclusions.

• I have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of the work under review and no

personal interest with respect to the parties involved.

• I have no bias with respect to the property that is the subject of the work under review or to the parties

involved with this assignment.

• My engagement in this assignment was not contingent upon developing or reporting predetermined results.

• My compensation is not contingent on an action or event resulting from the analyses, opinions, or

conclusions in this review or from its use.

• My compensation for completing this assignment is not contingent upon the development or reporting of

predetermined assignment results or assignment results that favors the cause of the client, the attainment of

a stipulated result, or the occurrence of a subsequent event directly related to the intended use of this

appraisal review.

• I have performed no services, as an appraiser or in any other capacity, regarding the subject of the work

under review within the three-year period immediately preceding the agreement to perform this assignment.

• My analyses, opinions, and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared, in conformity

with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice.

• I have made a personal inspection of the subject of the work under review.

• No one provided significant appraisal or appraisal review assistance to the person signing this certification.

• The reported analyses, opinions, and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared in

conformity with the Code of Professional Ethics and Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice of the

Appraisal Institute.

• The use of this report is subject to the requirements of the Appraisal Institute relating to review by its duly

authorized representatives.

• As of the date of this report, I have completed the continuing education program for Designated Members of

the Appraisal Institute.

The appraisals reviewed are in substantial compliance with the Uniform Standards of Professional 

Appraisal Practice, the Supplemental Appraisal Standards for the Board of Trustees, as well as 

Rule 18-1.006, Florida Administrative Code (FAC). 

September 20, 2024 

Rhonda A. Carroll, MAI, AI-GRS, AI-RRS Date 

State Certified General 

Real Estate Appraiser RZ 459 
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November 13, 2024 

Robbie Parrish 
Chief Bureau of Real Estate Services 
Division of State Lands 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
3800 Commonwealth Blvd., MS 115 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Dear Mr. Parrish, 

On behalf of the Florida Wildlife Corridor Foundation, I am pleased to provide this letter of 
support for the proposed Division of State Land’s fee simple acquisition of the Bear Creek 
Forest Florida Forever Project in Calhoun, Bay, and Gulf counties, Florida.  

The subject property of approximately 12,243 acres, known as the Bear Creek Forest project, 
consists of pine plantations interspersed with wet prairies and forested wetlands including 
baygalls, dome swamps, basin swamps and floodplain swamps. The site also contains upland 
forests, including sandhill, scrubby and mesic flatwoods. The Bear Creek Forest project is 
located six miles southeast of the Econfina Creek Water Management Area, six miles north 
of Tyndall Air Force Base and 2 miles southwest of the Middle Chipola River project.  

This project lies within the Florida Wildlife Corridor and will contribute to the protection of 
the biodiversity of wildlife habitat, water sources, and the overall strength and resiliency of 
the Corridor. Protecting this property’s rural landscape will ensure the land remains a critical 
habitat for imperiled species such as the gopher tortoise and the Florida black bear.  The 
Florida Forest Service has agreed to manage the proposed project. 

The Florida Wildlife Corridor Foundation strongly supports the proposed acquisition.  

I appreciate the opportunity to submit this letter of support. 
Sincerely, 

Mallory Dimmitt 

Chief Executive Officer 
Florida Wildlife Corridor Foundation 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
PJ MARINELLI 

CHAIRMAN 

TIFFANY BUSBY 
VICE CHAIRMAN 

BLAKE POOLE 
TREASURER 

MAURICE PEARSON 
SECRETARY 

OSCAR ANDERSON 

ARNIE BELLINI 

LYNN CHERRY 

THOMAS EASON 

ZAK GEZON 

ROBERT D. MCLEAN 

AMANDA MOORE 

ELIZABETH MOORE 

SCOTT NOLAN 

KIMBERLY DAVIS 
REYHER 

2606 Fairfield Ave S 
Bldg #7 

St. Petersburg, FL 33712 
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November 13, 2024 

Ms. Angie Buchholz 

Division of State Lands 

Department of Environmental Protection 

Via: Angie.Buccholz@floridadep.gov 

Re: NWFSL Letter of Support for the Bear Creek Forest Florida Forever Acquisition 

Dear Ms. Buchholz: 

On behalf of the partners of the Northwest Florida Sentinel Landscape (NWFSL), we are pleased to support 

Bear Creek Forest Florida Forever acquisition project. Please share this letter with the members and staff of 

the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund and make it part of the public record for its 

upcoming meeting. 

This proposed acquisition would protect 12,243 acres through fee simple acquisition and become part of the 

Florida State Forest System in Bay County. This tract is within Priority 2 area of the Florida Wildlife Corridor 

and is within the Northwest Florida Sentinel Landscape. This forested and wetland tract is six miles north of 

Tyndall Air Force Base. Most of the Bear Creek Forest Florida Forever project area, of which this is the first 

acquisition, is under a Military Operating Area.  

This acquisition would conserve and allow restoration pine plantations to native longleaf pine forests and 

restoration of its wet prairies and forested wetlands using prescribed fire. The lands to be conserved and 

restored may protect the habitats of several listed species including the federally endangered Reticulated 

flatwood salamander, the state threatened gopher tortoise, the federally threatened Godfrey's butterwort 

flower, the state endangered dark-headed hatpins flower, and the Florida black bear which is the namesake 

for this Florida Forever project area.  

Northwest Florida was designated as a Sentinel Landscape by the U.S. Departments of Defense, Agriculture, 

and Interior in February 2022. The NWFSL Partnership supports the collaborative efforts of our four dozen 

federal, state and regional agencies, coalitions, and NGO partners to employ public and private resources for 

military mission assurance, restoring and increasing resiliency and sustainability of habitat and water 

resources, retaining working agriculture and forest lands as compatible, resilient, and sustainable land uses; 

mitigating coastal risks, and increasing the climate resilience of military installations and the landscapes that 

overlap mission footprints. Our partners include the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer 

Services Forest Service, Florida Department of Environmental Protection, Florida Fish and Wildlife 

Conservation Commission, the Northwest Florida Water Management District, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
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Service, U.S. Forest Service, USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service, and the U.S. Air Force and 

Navy. 

Acquisition of this first tract of the Bear Creek Forest Florida Forever project demonstrates the State of 

Florida’s continuing commitment to successfully achieving two goals of the Northwest Florida Sentinel 

Landscape Partnership:  

1. Increase the resiliency and sustainability of natural systems by conserving and restoring habitat and

water resources with an emphasis on listed species recovery, prescribed fire, water quality, and water

quantity to better adapt to our changing climate.

2. Identify, implement, and accelerate projects that mitigate coastal risks and increase the climate

resiliency of military installations and the landscapes that overlap mission footprints to protect

military missions, community infrastructure and habitats.

In addition to protecting the military mission of Tyndall Air Force Base, conserving this tracts will help 

protect the quality of waters flowing into the Deer Point Lake, the water supply for Panama City and Bay 

County, and that of St. Andrew Bay. Conserving this tract will also provide the public with resource-based 

recreation and educational opportunities.  

Thank you for the opportunity to support this first acquisition within the Bear Creek Forest Florida Forever 

Project. 

Sincerely, 

Kent L. Wimmer, AICP 

Coordinator, Northwest Florida Sentinel Landscape and  

Senior Northwest Florida Representative, Defenders of Wildlife 

1294 Avondale Way, Tallahassee, FL 32317 

kwimmer@defenders.org 
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