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INTRODUCTICN

As one of the fastest growing states in the nation, Florida is experiencing
many of the side effects that accompany rapid population growth.  Most
importantly, the State’s unique and diverse natural resources, which atfract
millions of. visitors annually, are disappearing at an alarming 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 instituted several major land acquisition programs for that
ourpose,

ne of the most important State land acquisition programs is the Conservation
and Recreation Lands (CARL) program. Established in- 1979 by-the Florida
Legislature, the CARL program has twe primary purposes. First, it incorporated
the 1972 Enviroamentally Endangered Lands (EEL) program, whose primary gurpose
was the conservation of lands that: : _
t. tontained naturally occurring and relatively unaltered flora or
fauna, representing a natural area unique to, or scarce within, a
region of Florida or larger geographic area;

2. contained habitat critical to, or providing significant protection
for, endangered or threatened species of plant or animal; or

3. contained an unusual, gutstanding, dr“unique §eologic feature.

The second purpese of the CARL program is to acguire ather lands in the public
‘interest. These include lands that are purchased:

1. for use and protection as natyral floodplain, marsh or estuary, 1if
the grotection and conservation af such lands are necessary to
enhance or protect water quality or guantity or to protect fish or
wiidlife habitat which cannot adequately be accomplished through
lacal, state and federal regulatory programs;

2. tor use as state parks, recreation areas, public beaches, state
forests, wilderness areas, or wildlife management areasi

3. tfor restoration of altered ecosystems to correct environmental damaqe
that has already occurred; or

4, tfor preservation of significant archaeological or historical sites.

A . major component of the 1979 CARL legislation was the separation of powers,
responsibilities and duties for administering the CARL program among three
pultlic entities: the Land Acquisition Selection Committee, the Board of
Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund, and the Division of State
Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. Generally, the Selectian
Committee chooses the property to be acquired, the Division of State Lands
negotiates the acquisition, and the Board of Trustees oversees the activities
taking place under the CARL program and allocates money from the CARL Trust
Fund.

The Selection Committee has sole responsibility for the evaluation, selection
and ranking of State land acquisition projects on the CARL priority list. The
Selection Coamittee 15 composed of the following, or their designees:

Executive Directeor of the Department of MNatural Resourrces
+ Secretary of the Department of Environmental Regulation
| Director of the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agricuiture
ang Consumer Services
Executive Director of the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission

L] Director aof the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of-
State
4 Secretary of the Department of Community Affairs
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The Selection Committee, with the assistance of staff (Table 1}, annually
reviews all CARL applications, decides-which applications 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 prajects (See Pages ll-17),

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
Selection Committee’s list, but they can neither add projects to the list nor
change a project’s priority ranking. The Board also controls all allocations
from the CARL Trust Fund, including funding for boundary maps .and appraisals,
as well as payments for option contracts or purchase agreements. They also
have the final word on leases and management plans for lands purchased through
the CARL program, as well as all Rules which govern the gregraam.

The Division of State Lands provides primary staff support to the CARL program.
They prepare or ohbtain boundary 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 progran.
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Table 1: Land Acgquisition Selection Committee Members and CARL Liaison Staff

Members

LAND ACGUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Chair 19846-87

Mr. Tam Gardner

Executive Director

Mr. Don Duden, designee
Department of Natural Resources
Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building

390¢ Commonwealth Boulevard,Room 101LCA

Tallahassee, Flaorida 323%9
Phone: 4Bg-1334

Mr. John Bethea

Division of Forestry

Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services

Administration Building, Room 229

3125 Lonner Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida -32399-1450

Phone: 488-4274

Colonel Robert M. Brantly

Executive Directar

Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission
Farris Bryant Building, Room 101

620 South Meridian

Tallahassee, Florida 3239%9-14600
Phone; 4B8-2975

Mr. George Percy, Director
Division of Histarical Resources
Department of State

R.A. Gray Building, Room 3035

300 South Bronough Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-025¢0
Phone: 488-1480

Mr. Tom Pelham, Secretary

Mr. Randall Kelley, designes
Department of Community Affairs
The Howard Building, Room 133

2371 Executive Center Circle, East
Tallahassee, Florida 32399

Phone: 4BB-B44s

Mr. Dale Twachtmann, Secretary

Department of Enviranmental Requlation

Twin Towers Office Building, Roam 626
2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400
Phone: 48EB-4BOS

LIAISON STAFF MEMBERS

Dr. 0. Gregq Brack

Environmental Administratar
Department of Natural Resources
Suite B!114, Box 58

2639 North Monroe Sireet
Tallahassee, Florida 32303
FPhaone: 487-17350

Mr. Jim Grubhs

Division of Forestry

Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services i

Administration HBldg., Apom 269

3123 Conner Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-14630

Phone: 4BB-B180

Mr. Doug Bailey

Game and Fresh Water

Fish Commission
Farris Bryant Building,Room 101
620 South Meridian Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600
Phone: 48B-b6b6é41

Mr. Danny Clayton

Division of Historical Resaource
Department of State

R.&, Gray Building, Room 401
200 South Bronough Street
Tallahassee, Florida J2399-0230
Phone: 487-23332

Mr. Paul Darst

Department of Community Affairs
The Howard Building, Room 243
2571 Executive Center Circle,E.
Tallahassee, Florida 32399
Phaone: 488-4923

Mr. Jim Carnes

Department- of Environmental
Regulatiaon

Twin Towers COffice Bldg,Rm. 449

2400 Blair Stone Road :

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Phane: A8B-4B803

fAdditional CARL Staff Members

Mr. Jdim Muller, Coordinator
Florida Natural Areas Inventory
234 East Sixth Avenue
Tallahassee, Florida 32303
Phone: 224-8207

Mr. David Roddenberry

Division of Recreation and Parks
Department of Natural Resources
Dauglas Huilding, Room 403-G
1900 Commonwealth Boulevard
Tallahasses, Florida 32399
Phone: 4EB-7B44

Ms. Donna Ruffmer

and
Mr. Gary Knight
Evaluation Section
Division of State Lands
Suite Bll4, Box 3B
26439 North Monroe Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32303
Phone: 487-1730 -
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Table 2:

Dates that Previous CARL Priority Lists were Submitted to and
Approved by the Board

Committee Reports

First Report
Annual Report
Annual Report
Interim Report
Annual Report
Interim Report
Annual Report
Interim Report
Annual Aeport

Board Approval Date

12-15-80
7-20~-82
7-03-83
2-24-84
7-03-84
1-29-85
7-02-83
1-07-86
7-01-86

Table 3: CARL and EEL Acquisitions Summary
Fiscal Year Acreagek CARL Trust FundXik EEL Trust Fundfxi
1972-80 370,382 -0- $173,033,408
1980-81 70 $ 22,944 $ 597,500
15B81-82 850 $ 4,341,875 $ 579,430
1982-83 15,384 $ 7,330,442 $ 18,004,48!
1983-84 42,172 $ 19,932,934 $ 9,683,161
1964-85 44,240 $ 34,384,337 -0-
1985-86 10,174 $ 25,478,649 -0-
1984-87 9,929 $ 42,358,297 -0-
TOTAL 493,201 $138,289,502 $200,000,000

It

R3]

Includes both CARL and EEL acreages atquired; A
tracts which were purchased via two or more option payments are generally

The entire acreages for

inciuded in the year that the first option payment was made.

Generally does not include incidental expenses, such as the cost of

boundary maps and appraisals, unless these costs were included with the

final purchase price.

EEL expenditures for 1972-80 was determined by subtracting expenditures

during 1980 through 1984 from the total $200 millien bond issue.
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Past Accomplishments Fiscal Years 1981-1987

On December 14, 1980, the Board of Trustees approved the first CARL priority
list of 27 projects submitted by the Selection Committee. Subseguently, the
Board has approved eight CARL priority lists. Five of these were submitted
with CARL Annual Reports, while three priority lists were submitted with CARL
Interim Reports (Table 2). The six annual CARL priority lists that were
approved by the Board from 1980 through 19Bé& are presented in Addendum -III,

The acquisitions during Fiscal Years 1981-19856 under the CARL program are
impressive (Tables 3, 4 and 5, Figure {, Addendum I¥). It includes such unique
areas as the Mahogany Hammock on North Key Largo, the Andrews Tract along the
Suwannee River in Levy County, buffer lands for Rookery Bay and Charlotte
Harber in southwest Florida, the coastal dunes of Guana Aiver in St. John’s
County and the historically significant Fort San Luis and The Grove in
Tallahassee. During Fiscal Years 1981-1986, 93,041 acres of Florida’s
diminishing natural areas, forests, wetlands, fish and wildlife habitat,
gndangered and threatened species habitat, springs, and historic and
archaeologic sites have been acquired with $115,931,205 from the CARL Trust -
Fund (Table 3},

When you add prejects purchased through CARL’s predecessor, the $200 millign
EEL bond fund, the list of accomplishments is even more impressive.
Appraoximately 390,000 acres of land were purchased with EEL funds, including
such areas as Rock Springs Run State Reserve, Big Cypress Natiaonal Freserve,
Paynes Prairie State Preserve, Cayo Costa State Park and Cape St, George State
Reserve {(Table 4, Figure 1i}. :

The list of accomplishments under the CARL program continued during Fiscal Year
1986-1%87 with the acquisition of 9,929 acres that cost $18,6593,393, while
tinal option payments in the amount of $23,702,704 were made during the year aon
another 13,808 acres {these acreages are generally included in prior years
analyses; total payment for this acreage was %$40,B26,64%9). Major acquisitions
during Fiscal Year 1986~1987 included the GAC tract in the Fakahatchee Strand,
Lake Arbuckle in Polk County, Wakulla Springs in Wakulla County, the Bower
Tract in Hillsborough County and the Brown Tract in Hamilton County.
fAdditionally, 24 option contracts were secured by the Division of State Lands
and aporoved by the Board in Fiscal Year 1986-87. When closed, the State will
have purchased anather 18,939 acres for $17,854,430 (Table {2, Addendum IV},
Thus, the sum total of CARL acquisitions and Board approved optian contracts
during the seven vears that the program has operated amounts to 127,348 acres
at a final cost of %1B3,428,22¢.
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FIGURE 1
CARL AND EEL PROJECTS
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CURRENT CARL PROGRAM PROCEDURES

Several major refinements of the CARL program have occurred over the past few
years., During the 1984-3 CARL evaluation cycle, a new "project design" process
was initiated, which was further developed during the past two years info what
is now the Respurce 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 projeft are
included in the final project boundaries. It also attempts to identify and
solve as many technical problems as possible hefore appraisal, houndary
mapping, and the actual acquisition of a project occur.

Each project is first evaluated by biologists, historical resource experts and
land management specialists to determine the optimum boundaries necessary to
greserve important natural communities and ether resource values. At the same
time, projects are evaluated for their public accessibility and recreational
opportunities, I+ a project continues to receive the necessary support, it is
then examined by ap interdisciplinary team of land planners, real estate
appraisers and land acquisition agenis. They develop preiect recommendations
which consider: the rescurces to be protected, the projected cost of
acquisition, existing protective requlations, the possibility aof coordination
with other public or private land acquisition agencies, and the feasibility of
protecting at least part of the project area by acguiring less than fee simple
title. Finally, the project planning team makes recommendations on the
sequence of acguiring land within the project area.

Also in 1984, as part of this increased emphasis on project and systams
planning and design, the Governor and Cabinet asked the Land Acquisition
Selection Lommittee to develop a strategic, long-range plan for land
preservation in Florida. This plan would include not enly the CARL goals and
criteria, but also those of federal programs, other State programs, and private
sector groups such as the Mature Cgonservancy and the Trust for Public Land.
The final product, the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan (FSLAF), is the
second major refinement of the CARL program and was approved by the Governor
and Cabinet on July 1, 19846. As a result, all projects recommended under the
CARL, Land Acguisition Trust Fund (LATF} or Save Our Coast (S0C) programs are
evaluated for conformance with FSLAP and the Statewide Comprehensive Qutdoor
Recreation Plan,

A summary of the FSLAP’s five general quidelines and sixteen specific
gbjectives under nine major resource categories {ranging from freshwater
resources to historical resources) is included in Addendum III. By thoroughly
evaluating praojects for their conformance with FSLAP’s gquidelines and
objectives, the project selection and ranking process will avaid unduse
subjectivity., The FELAP was utilized this year by the Land Acquisition
Selection Committee to assist them in their selection and ranking decisions.

Another major improvement over the past few years has been the integration of
the Florida Natural Areas Inventory (FNAI) into th rﬁﬂﬁhvﬁxﬁlﬁe ﬁDQSEP?QGC&ML
oriority ranking process. The FNAT is a E&bﬁld!QFY ofAThe ure GRSErvancy,
an internatignal nonprofit organization that is fastrumEﬂ€¥¥J§%Apreserv1ng the
world’s biotic diversity. Funded through the CARL program since 1983, the FNAL
maintains a comprehensive database on the status ohe dzstrlbutlon,:¥u§&emp ary
biotic communities, rare and endangered plants and animals, aguatic and marine
habitate, geolegical and other natural featyres found within the State of
Florida. The FNAI database has three principle components:

1. manual files of element occurrences, research reports and related
materials that describe the lacations and management concerns for

monitaored species and communities;

2. map files of specific or general locations of monitored species and
communitiesy and

3. computer files af the most significant infarmation for easy and_
accurate retrieval. “

The FNAI database system is am ongoing, cumulative process in which information
is continually updated and refined as additional data become availahble and the
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status of elements change. [t is particularly impartant in a rapidly
developing state like Florida that the_assessment of ecclogical resources is-- -
always current and increasingly precise.

The information and rtise provided by the FNAI through its contractual
agreement with the Eé Ei?ment of Natural Resources is indispensable for
identifying areas oi potential State acgquisition by analyzing their natural
attributes, vulnerability and endangerment. Crucial tasks in the evaluation
process that are perfarmed in whole or in part by the FNAI include:

{. an initial review of all CARL applications for their natural resource
values;

2. the preparation of acquisition proposals for unigue natural areas
within the State; :

3. the preparation of natural resource assessments of acquisifion
praojects assigned for full review;

4, the development of initial resource planning boundaries for all
projects assigned for full review;

3. assistapce in designing projects and recommending acquisition
pgriorities or phases; and

6. other natural resource evaluatiaons for the CARL progran.

The type and quality of the unigue information provided by the FNAI is an
invaluable tool for decision makers when planning for the wise management of
Florida lands. The FNAI is rapidly becoming one of the most important sources
of biological and ecological information in the State, as reflected by the
numergus data requests received from State and Federal agencies, wrganizations,
developers, and others. The primary subject areas af previous intormation
requests have included: natural resource inventories of all.kinds, management
plans for State lands, Development of Regional Impact reviews and other
permitting or requiatory impact assessments, power plant siting and
transmission line corridors, highway routing, water resource development
pgrojects, wetlands jurisdictien issoes, listing of species as endangered ar
threatened, review of State and Federal surplus lands, effshare oil-leasing
~+ssyes, local government land use planning, etc, It is often through these
actions that the FNAI is instrumental in protecting important natural resources
without the need for State acquisition,
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Summary of the CARL Evaluation, Selection and Ranking Process

Fiqure 2 (Page |7) illustrates the arocess for evaliuating, selecting and
ranking CARL proposals. A brief explanation of the steps, as identitied in
Figure 2, is provided below: ’

1. Applicatian

Filed on form 18-1A, which may be obtained from the Evaluation Section,
Division of State Lands, applications must be received on or tefore August
1 to be considered during current CARL cyecle. Late applications are
canstdered during the next cycle, unless they are accepted out-of-cycle by
an affirmative vote of four or more Committee members. Applications are
accepted from any source, which generally includes state agenties, local
governments, conservation organizations, land owners, realtors, etc.
Applications may be rejected if incomplete, but the spansor is first
notified and provided the opportunity to supply the essential information.

Z. Public Presentations

Project sponsars or their designees are encouraged te provide oral
testimony and visual ar written materlals in support of proposed projects
at public meetings held in Tallahassee. Each project sponsor is given
fifteen minutes for presentation. Committee members may reguest
additianazl information froum sponsors.

3. J-Vote Mesting

Atter reviewing applications {including an analysis by the Florida Natural
Areas [nventary) and public testimony, the Committee votes to deternine
which praposals will be subjected to the full review process. Proposals
that receive three or more votes are considered further; proposals
receiving less than three votes may be ctonsidered during a subseguent
cycle if reconsideration is reguested in writing,

4, Resource Planning Boundary

Proposals voted to full review are first analyzed for their major resource
attributes as indicated by the application materials. A statement of each
project’s public purpose and resource-based goals is developed by the
Evaluation Section and reviewed by Committee staff. Florida Natural Areas
[nventory (FNAI) examines applications, particularly maps showing
boundaries, to determine the need tor boundary additions or deletions
based upon existing information within the FNAI Database, general
topography, aerial photography, and knowledgeable sources. The FNAI
Resaurce Planning Boundary (RPB) is then circulated to Committee stat¢
members for review by them and appropriate field staff. Suggested
revisions to the FNAI RPB are submitted by staff with written .
justification for boundary modifications. The resultant RPB developed by
Commikttee staff is used to determine the exact area to be tharoughly

- assessed, which generally encompasses the maximum RPE.

3. Asspssment

The area within the RPB is asgessed for the following:

a. General location and size of project.

b. Natural resources, including community types, endangered and
threatened species, other plants and animals, forest respurces,
geologic resources, water resources, etc.

= Archaenlogical and historical resources,

d. Outdeor recreatienal potential, including both active and passive
forms of recreation,

e. Conformance with Florida Statewide Land Acguisition Plan,
Comprehensive Dutdoor Recreaticn Plan, and State Lands Management
Flan.

. Vulnerability and endangarment.

q- Acquisition category: Eavironmentally Endangered Lands or Other
Lands,

h. Ownership patterns and gase of acquisition
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i. Estimated cost with respect to availabiiity of other funding,
alternative acquisition techiiques, management costs, etc.

i Suitability and proposed use, including functional wsability,
manageability, and designated management agencies.
k. Precise location relative to urban areas, Areas of Critical Btate

LConcern, and other public lands.

Each agency represented on the Committee or the FNAI is assigned lead
responsibility for the completion of one or more assessments or portions
thereof. At least one staff member or their designee must conduct an
on-site evaluation of each proposed project. The assessment may suggest
further revisions to the RPB or to the proposed purpose and resource-based
goals. Assessments are compiled by the Evaluation Section and then
distributed to all Committee members, staff, and the FNAI for review.

Committee Review

Each project assessment, including the final RPB, is evaluated by the
Committee to determine if it accurately and adequately assesses the merits
and faults of 2 proposed project. The Committee may direct staft to
modify the assessment aor RPB for any project proposal before approval.

Public Hearings

Following Committee approval of the project assessments, praoject sponsors
are sent notices of forthcoming public hearings to be held at several
locations throughout the gtate. These hearings are scheduled to abtain
additional oral testimony on the project proposals, as well as testimony
on projects which are currently on a CARL Priority List. All public
hearings are announced 30 days in advance in newspapers of general
circulation in the vicinity of each meeting, and 7 days in advance in the
Florida Administrative Weekly. Additionmally, notices are mailed to all
legislators, county planning departments, and cthers on the CARL mailing
list that is maintained by the Evaluation Zection.

4-Yate Meszting

After reviewing public testimany and ather pertinent information, the
Committee votes to determine which of the assessed projects to consider
further. Assessed projects receiving four or more votes are considered
further; projects receiving fewar than four votes may be considered during
a subsequent cycle if reconsideration is requested in writing.

Project Design

The RPB approved by the Committee is the starting point for the Project
Design. The RPB is based predominantly on resource concerns, while the
Project Desiqgn amalyzes ownership patterns, regulatory controls,
alternative acquisition technigques, and related factors which may affect
boundary considerations and the ease of acquisition. The initial draft of
the Project Design is prepared by & team composed of representatives of
three Bureaus within the Division of State Lands: Land Acquisitiaon,
Survey and Mapping, and Appraisal, as well as a representative froa the
prouposed management agency. Primary considerations during the Project
Design include:

a. Cest-benefit analysis and recommendation.
Sovereignty and existing public ownership.
Private ownerships angd prospective development plans which endanger
resource values, :

d. Information on trends regarding future development, iocluding zoning
changes, annexations, and extension of utilities,

e, Coordination with the land acquisition programs of other agencies or
prganizations (e.,g., federal, other state, water management
districts, local governments, The Nature Conservancy, the Trust for
Public Lands, and others}.
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10,

11.

12,

13,

14,

The draft Project Design is then submitted to the FNAI, the Committee
staff, and to- the proposed management agencies for final review and for
recommendations on acquisition phasing. A time sequence for acguisitiaon
is recommended in order to acquire the most critical parcels first, with
primary consideration given to rescurce management concerns and parcels’
endangerment and vulnerability. Additionally, acquisitions which exceed
budgetary limitations can be divided, according to relative resogurce
importance, into phases that coincide with fiscal vyears. ’

Committee Review

Each Project Design, including the design map, proposed phasing, and
recommended acquisition techniques, is evaliuated by the Committee to
determine if any modifications are required.

Second 4-Vote Meeting -
After the Committee approves each Project Design, the Conmittee votes to
determine which prujects shall become CARL orejects. dnly projects that
receive four or more vates at this step will become CARL projects.
Projects receiving fewer than four votes may be reconsidered during a
subsequent cycle if requested in wWriting.

Ranking Projects

Before the Committee ranks projects, public meetings (see step 7} are held
to gather public testimony on the existing CARL Priority List. The
Committee reviews information obtained during the public meetings along
with the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan conformance evaluation,
and other information before ranking projects. Projects are ranked by
sgvyeral means:

a. The entire list, including newly approved projects, are independently
ranked by each caommittee member. - The independent ranks are then
combined for each project, and the projects are ranked from lowest
total score te highest.

b. New projects are ranked as above and then added to the bottom of a
previously approved CARL Priority List.

<. Projects with exceptianal resource value, those that are especially
endangered by development, or those praoviding hargain sale
opportunities may be inserted into the list at an appropriate rank by
affirmative vote of four or more committes members. ’

Boundary Map

Before a project can be placed on a CARL Priority Ligt that is presented
to the Board, it must have a Boundary Map completed which confarms fo
State standards. Boundary Maps generally show ownership boundaries,
jurisdictional lines, and sovereignty lines. The Bureau of Survey and
Mapping solicits bids for most boundary mapping projects, which includes
title work, '

Submission to Board

The Preliminary CARL Priority List is submitted to the Board of Trustees
of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund (i.e., the Governor and Cabinet)
along with the CARL Arnual Report during the first Board meeting 1In July.
The Board may approve the list or strike individual proiects from the
list, but they cannot otherwise alter the priority ranking of projects.
The Board must act upon the Committee’s list within 43 days of its
submission to them. Interim lists may be developed at any time if
requested by four or more members of the Committee. [Interim lists are
treated in the same manner as the Preliminary CARL Priarity List.
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Fiqure 2: Flowchart of the.CARL Program Evaluation, Selection and Ranking
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Summary of Selectign Committee Agtions - Fiscal Year 1984-87%

The Land Acquisition Selection Committee held 14 meetings during Fiscal Year
1984~87% (Table & and Addendum [V). Five of these meetings were public
hearings in which the general public, particularly sponsors of CARL proposals,
were invited to speak. Nine of the Selectian Caommittee meetings alseo included
State Recreation and Parks Land Acquisition Program (SOC and LATF) agenda
items,

_Tabhle &: Land Acquisition Selection Committee Meeting Dates Fiscal Year [9B6-7

Date

Agenda Location

07-25-84 CARL/B0C Tallahassee
03-18-86 CARL Tallahassee
09-19-86 CARL/S0C Tallahassee
10-24-86 ‘ CARL Tallahassee
11-12-B¢ CARL/SOC Tallahassee
11-21-86 CARL/SQOC Tallahassee
12-19-84 CARL/SOC | Tallahassee
02-02-87 WORKSHAOP Tallahassee
03-24-87 CARL/SQC Tallahassee
05-11-87 CARL/SOC Tallahassee
03-18-87 CARL Boca Raton
05-20-87 CARL Tampa
05-22-87 CARL Tallahassee
03-29-87 CARL/S0C Tallahassee
07-01-87 CARL/S0OC Tallahassee

NOTE: Megting Summarips included in Addendum [V.

All Selection Coamittee meetings were advertised in the Florida Administrative
Weekly as required by statute. Agendas for three public hearings (far
receiving testimaony on proposals being assessed and projects on a preliminary
priority list} were also advertised in prominent newspapers throughout the
S8tate. Additiopally, all county governments, many city governments, State
legislatures, regianal planning councils, water management districts,
conservation organizatians, and many other interested individuals were notified
of farthcoming meetings and their agendas via a mailing list (>700} which is
maintained by the Evaluation Section, Division of State Lands.

Two of the most important Selection Committes meetings, overall, occurred on

Detober 24, 1984, and May 29, 1987, On 0October 24, 1986, the Committee voted

to assess 24 of the 3! applications reviewed (Addendum IV}, In addition to

these 24, staff was instructed to prepare three more assessments during Fiscal

. Year 19846-B7: Apalachicola River and Bay, Rainbow River (Robert’s Tracti, and
Big Bend SOC project (Table 7). Thus, 27 project asseszments were prepared by
statf and approved by the Committee during Fiscal Year 19B86-87 {(Table B, Figure

3. : :

¥ Includes July 1, 1987, meeting which was scheduled to conduct Fiscal Year
1986~87 business. '
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Table 7: CARL Applications Reviewed During Fiscal Year 1986-87

A. Applications Approved for Full Review (Assessment)

Project Project No. County
Pinhook Swamp. Be08Q5-02-1 Baker
St. Martin’s River B3504624-09-1 Citrus
Bolden Gate Estate Addition g60801-11-1 Collier
Deering Estate Addition B&0730-13-1 Dade
The Broward Island B60731-14-1 Duval
Cedar Point B&0BOLI~14-1 Duval
Princess Place 860713-18-1 Flagler
Apalachicola River and Bay} 830801-19-2 Franklin
Gadsden County Glades B60804-20-1 Gadsden
Waccasassa Flats State Forest 860804-21-1 Gilechrist
Chassahowitzka & Weeki Wachee 860730-27~-1 Hernando
Coastal Wetlands
Highlands Hammock State Park 860914-28-1 Highlands
Additian
Cockroach Bay Islands A00516-29-3 Hillsborough
El Destino Plantation 840812-33-1 Jefferson
Rainbow River {(Robert’s) B60BO1-42-1 Marion
Curry Hammocks B860731-44-1 Monroe
Little Tarch Key 850624-44-1 Monrae
Upper Matecumbe 830624-44-2 Monrae
Key West Salt PFonds B10527~-44-1 flonroe
Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes B50B04-49-1 {sceola
Additiaon
Yamato Scrub B40823-50-1 “Palm Beach
Wetstane/Berkovitz BoQs12-31-1 Pasco
Garcon Paoint B60&05-37-1 Santa Rosa
Pand Creek Corridor B61010-357-1 Santa Rosa
Big Bend# B70324-62-1 Taylor
Mashes Sands B&0BOL-45-1 Wakulla
Deer Lake Parcel 860BOL-66~-1 Walton
B, Applications Not Approved for Full Review
Project Project MNa. County
3t. Michael’s Landing B&0313-03-1 Bay
A. Dupont Estate 800521-03-1 Brevard
Megaloudis Property B60504-09-1 Citrus
Fisher Island B60725-13-1 Dade
Miami Canal Linear Park 8608B26-13-1 Dade
Card Sound Tract g560903-13-1 Dade
McGirts Creek Stream Valley 800319~16-3 Duval
N. G. Wade Tract B10701-16-3 Duwval
Carpenter’s Creek 860801-17-2 Escambia
M. E. Shore Perdido Bay 8004/06-17-1 Escambia
Marineland 850204-1B-1 Flagler
Carry/University aof Florida BA0O731-19-1 Franklin
Tract
Chambers Island 820407-38-1 Levy
South Fork S5t. Lucie River B00514-43-2 Martin
Camp Soule 800313-52-1 Pinellas
Auburn Property at Goodwin 860731-33-1 5t. Johns
Beach
Rattlesnake/Hernandez Island B20929-55-1 St. Johns
Guana River ; B30907-35-1 St. Johns
Withlacoochee River/Princese 840829-60~1 Sumter
Lake
Little River Springs A.reage 860725-61-1 Suwannee
Piney Island 8404046-63-1 Wakulla
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Table 7: CARL Applications-Reviewed During Fiscai Year 19B4&-B7 (Continued)
L. Applicatigns Reviewed But Not Acted Upon L B

Project Project Na. County "
Alligator Craekk A60812-08-1 Charlotte
Sawpit Creek BOO&1I8-14-1 Duval -
Escamhia Bay Bluffs Additian B4OHOL1-17~1 Escambia
Rattlesnake [slandiii B40413-27-1 Hernando
Priest/lLedbetter Tract B60723-50-1 Palm Beach
Pine Island Ridge B70518-06-1 Broward
DeSoto Site (Martin Tract) Kaak Leon

¥ No formal application; prepared at the request of the Committee and Board.

£% Application reviewed, then added to Charlotte Harbor boundary 10-24-84,

Ykt Combined with Chassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee for full review {0-23-Bs.
kxtx Application not received, but summary of proposal presented 3-29-87.
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FIGURE 3

PROPOSALS ASSESSED DURING F.Y. 1986-87
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Table B: Project-Assessments Prepared and Reviewed by the Land Acqu151t1nn

Selection Committee During Fiscal Year 198&-87.

A. Projects Rpproved for Preparation of Project Designs (cir:lesir

Map Date
% Project Name County Approved
1. Garcaon Paint Santa Rosa ¢5-29-87
2. Gadsden County Glades Gadsden 05-29-87
3. Mashes Sands Addition Wakulla 035-29-87
4, El Destino Plantation Jetfersaon 05-29-87
3. Waccasassa Flats Gilchrist 08-29-87
6. Big Bend - Taylor 05-29-87
7. Cedar Point Duval 03-29-87
8. Princess Place Flagler 03~-29-87
9. Rainbow River Mariaon 05-29-87
10. 5t., Martin’s River Citrus 05-29-87
i1. Wetstone/Berkovitz Pasco 05-29-87
12. Cackroach Bay lslands Hilisborough 05-2%-87
13. Highlands Hammock Highlaneds 05-29-87
14. Three/Frairie Lakes Osceola 05-29-87
135, Yamato Scrub Palm Beach 05-29-87
16. Deering Estate Add. Dade 05-29-87
17. Curry Hammocks Monros 05-29-87
18. Little Tarch Key Monroe 05-29-87
19. Key West Salt Ponds Manroe 11-21-86
20. Apalachicola River and Franklin 11-21-86
Bay
B. Projects Not Approved for Project Design {(triangles]
Map Date
& Project Name County Considered
1. Pond Creek Corridaor Santa Rosa 05-29-87
2. Deer Lake Parce} Walton 05-29-87
3. Pinhook Swamp Baker 035-29-87
4. Braward Islands Duval 03-29-37
5. Chassahowitzka and Hernando 05-29-87
Weeki Wachee
b. Golden Gate Addition Collier 05-29-87
7. Upper Matecumbe Manrpe 05-29-87
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On May 29, 1987, the Committee took twao major actions:

i.

1986-87

{Addendum V).

They voted to prepare project designs for 18 of 29 assessed proposals

They also approved the project design and bdundary maps
for Key West Salt Ponds, Apalachicola River and Bay (FPhase 1), and Gadsden
County Glades, bringing the total number of project designs approved for
ranking during Fiscal Year 1986-87 to 12 {Table 9-A}.
six project design boundary maps were also approved during Fiscal Year
(Tahte 9-B). ’

Hadifications of

Table 9:

Project Designs Prepared During Fiscal Year 1986-B7

Project Desiqns Approved by Selection Committee

Date
Project Name County Appraved
Stark Tract Yolusia 10-24-86
0ld Leon Moss Palm Beach 11-12-B&
Miami Rockridge Pinelands Dade 11-12-84
Madden’s Hammack# Dade 11-12-Bs
Warm Mineral Springs Sarasota 11-12-8é4
Semingle Springs Lake 11-21-8B4
Carlton Half Moon Ranch Sumter 11-21-86
Mullet Creek Islands Brevard 11-21-86
Koady Property Volusia 11-21-86
Key West Salt Ponds Monroe " 11-21-86
Apalachicola River and Bay, Phase I Franklin 3-11-87
Badsden County Glades Gadsden 5-29-87
Project Designs Mpdified Durino Fiscal Year 19846-87
7 Date

Project Naae " County Approved
Charlotte Harbor Charlotte 10-24-8¢
Silver River Marion 12-19-86
Crystal River LCitrus 3-24-87
Spring Hammock Seminole 3-24-87
Rpalachicola River and Bay, Phase I Franklin 5-29-87
7- 1-87

Coupan Bight Monroe 3-24-87
Basparilla Island Lee 11-12-86
fpalachicola Histaoric Working Franklin 5-11-87

Haterfrontix

Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands¥ Dade S 11-12-8%
Monroe 3-29-87

Key West 5alt Pands

¥ Madden’s Hammock was added to the existing Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands

CARL gproject.
¥t Project design +aor this project was not been approved by Selectian
Committee; Department of Community Affairs and Division of Histarical
Resources af the Department of State are cooperating on development of a
revised project desiga for Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront,
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FIGURE 4
'PROJECTS RECOMMENDED FOR

REMOVAL FROM 1986 PRIORITY LIST
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2. They reranked the entire list of &4 CARL projects {Addenda IV). Six
projects that-were on tfie 1986 prigrity list were not ranked, because
acquisition had been completed, or their remaining value was under
$250,000 (Table 10-A, Figure 4). Five of the reranked projects were also
removed during the July 1, 1987, meeting (Table 10-B). Thus, the 1287
CARL Priority List recommended by the Land Acquisition Selectien Tommittee
1s composed of 39 projects (See Pages 37-3043).

Tahle 10: Propject Recommended for Removal from 1986 CARL Priority List
fi. Hnranked DBuring 1987

Map
HNop. Project Name (1984 Rank) County Reason
1. Westlake (1} Broward _ .Acquisition Complete
2. Bower Tract (22) Hillsborough Acgquisition Complete
3. Deering Hammock (24) Dade Acquisition Camplete
4, Windley Key Buarry (28} Monroe Acquisition Complete
3. White Belt Ranch (33} Palm Beach Water Management
District acquired
&, Lake Arbuckle (18) Polk ¢ %$250,000
B. Ranked Buring 1%87
Map
Ng. Project Namg (1987 Rank) County Reason
7. Tsala Apopka (47) Citrus Unwilling Juner
B. Big Mound (57) Falm Beach Game & Fresh Water
Fish Commissiagn
Acquiring
9. hasparilla (38) Lee Unwilling Owner
10. Owens-I1linois (63) Dixie Board Rejected
' ) Contract
1. Lake Forest (44} Orange Water Management

District acguired

In addition to the meetings summarized in Addendum IV, the Selection Committee
alsa participated in a workshop that was conducted by the Governor and Cabinet
on February 2, 1987. The primary purpose of the workshop was to review the
State’s land selection, ranking, and acgquisition procedures for the 50C, LATF,
and CARL programs. Several topics were discussed, but emphasis was placed on
potential methods for improving the SOC, LATF and CARL procedures and general
program practices, At its conclusion, the Board requested that the Selection
Committee review the comments made during the workshop and report back to the
Board their recommendations for improving the State’s land acquisition
programs. In this regard, the Selection Committee discusied the workshaop
issues during several Committee meetings and approved a final draft on July 1,
1987, which the Department of Natural Resources.will incorporate into pol:cy
recommendations to be presented to the Board in Fiscal Year 19787~ 88.

Paqe 27



Page 28



FUTURE OF THE CARL PROGRAM

Several actions were taken by the Hoard and the Legislature during fiscal Year
1986-87 to improve the CARL pragram. Additionally, refinements of evaluation,
selection, and project design procedures, among others, were initiated by the
Committee and/or the Division of State Lands. CLontinued examination of all
steps involved in the CARL program, which was stimulated substantially by
discussiong during the February 2, 1987, Governor and Cabinet Workshop on land
acquisition, will effect additicnal program improvements ia the forthcoming
year. The fallowing represents a synopsis of the major legislation, Board and
Committee actions, and the Department of Natural Resources and the Division of
State Lands policies and procedures that were conducted or implemented during
Fiscal Year 1986-87 ta imprave the CARL praogram,

1987 Legislations

Six bills that directly influence the CARL program were promulgéted by the 1987
Legislature and signed intoc law by Gavernor Martinez: -

Chapter 87-26 (Senate Bill 711):

+ The funding base for the CARL Trust Fund, as defined in Section 233.023,
F.5., was modified substantially in an effort to provide a more stable
base of funding. Since its inception the CARL Trust Fund has derived its
income fraom excise taxes on the severance of minerals (primarily
phasphate), oil, gas, and sulfur. With the recent decline in phosphate
productiaon, however, the CARL Trust Fund was threatened with a reduction
in proceeds at the same time that conservation and recreation land
acqulsition demands were increasing.

Under the 1987 Legislation the CARL Trust Fund wil] receive the following
proceeds:

- July 1, 1987, to July 31, 1987 - 9.8 percent of the excise
tax on documents as defined in Ehahter 2061, F.S.

- Beginning August 1, 1987 - 9.2 percent of the excise tax on
documents as defined in Chapter 201, F.35.

- Beginning July 1, 1989 - the first $10 million in revenue from the
gexcise tax on severance of phosphate rock as defined in Section
211.3103, F.S5.

' The $40 million liwmit on the annual allocation to the CARL Trust Fund
{(Section 253.023(2)¢{a), F.5., 19B& Supplement) was removed so that the
CARL Trust Fund can now accruB funds in excess of $40 million.

) The CARL bonding provisions (Section 233.023(21(h), F.5., 1984 Supplement)
were moditied (1) to allow up to %20 million to be transferred for debt
service on CARL bonds, and (2} to eliminate the caveat that bonded CARL
funds could be used anly to acquire lands at 70% or less of their
appraised value, B
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Chapter 87-98 {(Sepate Bill 1323]:

The 1987 General Appropriations Act, as signed by the Governor, authorizes
up to $118.7 million for land acquisition and nearly $%2.3 million for
management, administration, and other costs (Table 11}.

Table 1i: General Appropriations from CARL {Senate Bill 1323)

App.
§

1450
1432
1433
1457
1458
1439
1483
1487
1490
1923
1928

1494

Description

State Lands (Salaries and Benefits)

Staste Lands {(Expenses)

State Lands (Natural Areas Inventory)

Transfer to DHR (San tuis Fort and Mission)

Transfer to DOF {Incideatal Trust Fund)

Transfer tu GFC {Management of CARL Lands)
Recreation and Parks (Salaries and Benefits)
Recreation and Parks (Expenses} ‘
Recreation and Parks {({perating Capital Outlay!
State Lands (Fixed Capital Outlay, Land Acgquisition)
Recreation and Parks (Fixed Capital Dutlay, Land Acqg.)

SUBTOTAL (Management, etc.)
SUBTOTAL (Land Acquisitiaon)

Recreation and Parks (Debt Service, from LATF)

... Also included is 410,000,000 as the first year’s
debt service for $80,000,000 Conservation and

Recreational Lands Bonds as required by s. 373.051, F.S.

fAimount

$ 29,333
23,474
258, 940
204,344
181,771
B61,484
363,581
130,916
235,503
38,701,538
B0, 000,000

$ 2,267,384

$118,701,538

$ 41,732,548

Chapter B7-307 and B87-319 (Senate Bills 312 and 560):

The timing for the initiation 04 negotiations (Section 2353.023(5} (A),
F.S.) was revised ta hegin within six months aof when the Division of State
Lands approves appraisals of the property instead of wWithin six months of
when the property was placed on a priority list that was approved by the
Board.

The requirement for evidence of marketable title (i.e., title insurance,
abstract, etc.), as required under Section 253.025 (&), F.5., was waived
(1} properties assegsed by the county property appraiser at $5,000

for:
or less, and {(2) properties that are being donated to the State,

Chapters 87-28 and 87-323 (Senate Bills 175 and 650):

The expiration date for exercising eminent domain was extended to
September 1, 1993 for the following CARL projects: )

Josslyn Island

Layoc Costa/North Captiva
Fakahatchee Strand

. Julington/Burbkin Creek Peninsula
. Coopers Point
Rotenberger - Holey Land

et I w3 DR I A I Y Y N S
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Rookery Bay f{except 1983 project design additions)

Mound Key State Archaeological Site within Estero Bay
. Charlotte Harbor {(except the Alligator Creek parcels)



+ Authority for exercising eminent domain was granted until September 1,
1993 for the following CARL grojects: A

1. Morth Peninsula Tract )
. Barnacle Addition 3 E
3 South Golden Gate Addition within Save Our Everglades -

Actions of the Board and the Committeg

+ One of the maost important actions taken by the Board and the Selection
Committee during Fiscal Year 1986-87 was the scheduling of a public
warkshop on February 2, 1987, to discuss the State’s land acquisition
programs (CARL, S0C, and LATF). Several pertinent issues were addressed,
of which the Selection Committee was directed to provide recommendatians
for improving the land acguisition process. In this regard, Comaittee
staff and the Division of State Lands expended numerous hours discussing
and developing specific recommendations for the issues ralsed. Three
public meetings were also held by the Committee to openly discuss these
issues and other Land Acquisitian Selection Committee business, 0On July
1, 1987, the Committee approved the final version of the workshop
recommendations with some modifications and requested that the Bivisiaon of
State Lands further evaluate some specific concerns relating to prior
cammitments and acquisitions in progress.

The most important issues addressed, for which sgecific recommendations were
made, inglude the following:

1. Acquisition efforts should be concentrated on the most important
projects by limiting the number of projects on which to negotiate.

2. Guidelines, including a timetable, should be developed for removing
projects from an acquisitian list.

3. Cooperation with local governments, although already significant,
should be intcreased. ‘

3. Better coordination with the Department of Transportation should be
established to aveoid potential contflicts,

5. The land acquisition programs should become more proactive by fully
implementing the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan,

+ With regards to Issue #3 above, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee
has made substantial progress during Fiscal Year 1986-87, establishing
procedures that should have major ramifications on future acguisition
proposals., The Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan, as approved by
the Board on July 1, 1984, was employed by the Committee to evaluate
projects an the 1986 CARL priority list and all new proposals that were
assessed (fddendum IV). The Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan
conformance evaluation serves as a foundation an whith selection and
ranking decisions may be hased. It is not meant to be the "4inal worg®
for these decisions, but it provides the Land Acgquisition Selection
Committee with a concise, comprehensive, and comparative analysis of
projects and propesals being considered,

) From a financial perspective, the primary action taken by the Beard during
Fiscal Yepar 19B56-87 was the March 17, 1987, resolution to:

1. request that the Legislature establish a $40 million minimum funding
level for the CARL Trust Fund,

Z. direct the Division of Bond Finance to proceed with the issuance of
$33 million in CARL bonds, and :

3. direct the Department of Natural Resources to pursue authorization
tor debt service on an additional %33 million in CARL bands.
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The restructuring of the CARL funding source by the legislature, described
above, was largely. a response to the Board’s interest in securing a more stable
funding source for the issuance of the CARL bonds. Under the previous funding
via excise taxes on the severance of minerals (primarily phosphate), the
proposed CARL honding was receiving poor ratings from the financial
institutiens invglved. The revised funding spurce should enhance the CARL bond -
ratings and, therefore, provide an additienal $35 million in acguisition funds
in the near future. @ second %33 million in CARL bands may also be issued
before the end of Fiscal Year 1987-BB, depending upon the success of the first
CARL baond series. Thus, the dismal prospects of lnsutficient acguisition ftunds
has been reversed, providing for a promising future of CARL acguisitions in
Fiscal Year 1987-88.

’ Several purchase agreements and option contracts were approved by the.
Board during Fiscal Year 1986-B7. Im fact, the Division of State Lands
closed on nearly 10,000 acres aof CARL properties at a cost of over %42
million (Table 3, Addendum II). Additionally, the Board autharized option
contracts ¢or anether 19,000 acres, committing %17.83 millian, for their
acquisition from future CARL proceeds (Table 12}, This commitment of
future proceeds w#ill reduce the available acquisition funds for new LCARL
projects, but it illustrates the ingenuity of the Division of State Lands
and the Board in gbtaining conservation and recreation lands for tomorrow

at today’s prices,

Table 12y ©Dffers Made and Accepted But Mot Tlaosed
Date
Project County Authorized Acreage Amount
grown/Big Shoals Hamilton 07-01-84 X $ 3,371,742
Canaveral Industrial Brevard 12-16-85 2,6466.00 933,425
Layvo Costa/N., Captiva Lee 09-04-84 4,98 234,330
Cayo Costa/N. Captiva Lee 03-20-86 .30 3,800
Cayo Costa/N. Captiva Lee 03-17-87 Y- 2,000
Cayo Costa/N. Captiva Lee 03-17-87 L32 2,400
Cayo Costa/N. Captiva Lee 03-17-87 .14 3,900
Fakanatchee Strand Coallier 10-07-84 700.00 500,000
Hampnsassa Citrus 11-18-84 130.00 3,449,600
Lower Macissa/Aucilla Jefferson 07~-01-86 13,179.00 4,637,38%
Morth FPeninsula Volusia 09-23-84 X 514,000
North Peninsula Volusia 04-02-87 13.20 418,300
Peatock Slough Suwannee 05-19-87 40,00 82,300
Rookery Bay Collier 05-22-84 13.30 21,800
Rotenberger/Holey Land Palm Beach 06-16-87 10.06 4,300
Samsan Pailint Marian 12-16-B4 133.83 287,660
Spring Hammock Seminole 12-02-88 .69 10,700
Spring Hammock Seminole D4-22-B4 17.50 239,979
Saring Hammock Seminole 06-27-87 3.00 46,484 . .
Spring Hammock Seminale 04-22-864 234,60 705,600
Spring Hammock Seminole 06-16-87 27%.42 - 1,883,450
Spring Hammock Seminole 0b-16-87 L] 126,700
Spring Hammock Semincle Q06-16-87  § 312,443
Spring Hammaock Seminole 0&-16-87 ¥ 24,8675
Spring Hammock Seminale 06-17-864 9.30 © 120,310
Spring Hammock Seminogole 12-02-84 ¢ 130,000
Saring Hammock Semincle 06-17-88 1.30 69,400
Spring Hammock Seminoie 02-17-87 3.75 30,400
Stongy Lane Citrus 11-18-86 1,749.00 633,130
Scuth Savannas Martin 12-16-B6 3.40 %,300
S5t. John’s Forest Lake/Volusia 01-21-86 2,260.00 881,400
Wakulla Springs Hakulla 06-03-36 2,902.00 7,130,000

- - T T T e T e T T e T T T T
= R R - R r Rt i i i i e A i E i
B RS R - b - T A S A ]

Total Authorized in
Fiscal Year

- T T T L T R L Ll T B D N g N R
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e e R e R R

19686-87

Tatal Qutstanding

24,377.39 $27,138,719

¥ Gption payment; acreage fiqured in previous year’s closing.
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The 1984 Leqislature revised Section 233.023(1!} tg require that 10
percent of the moneys credited to the CARL Trust Fund be reserved for
management purposes., To facilitate equitable decisions on how to allocate
CARL. management funds, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee devised
procedures for reviewing agency management reguests and for making .
recommendations to the Board., These praocedures were incorporated into
Rule 18-8, F.A.C., by the Committee on November 21, 198é, but require some
minor modifications before they can be submitted to the Board for final
approval. '

Two other improvements to the CARRL program that are currently being
studied by the Committee staftf include:

1. CARL application faorm 1B-1A4 is being revised so that the information
received will correspond more closely with the Florida Statewide Land
Acquisition Plan objectives and guidelines, as well as the essential
information required for thoraough evaluyation of proposals and the
eventual preparation of project designs. Oace implemented, these_.
revisions should increase substantially the efficiency and accuracy
ot the CARL evaluation and selection process.

2, Buring Fiscal Year 1986-87, Committee staff revised the

" organizational outline for preparing assessments of CARL applications
that received three pr more votes from the tand Acquisition Selection
Cammittee. The new outline for assessments caorrespands closely with
the guidelines and objectives described in the Florida Statewide Land
Acquisition Plan and, therefore, should facilitate the Florida
Statewide Land Acquisitian Plan conformance evaluation process that
is to be conducted on all new proposals. I+ practical, the method of
assessing CARL proposals, which presently invalves assigning gach
assessment to one or twa agencies, may also be revised. Ideally,
gach agency should be assigned to independently evaluate their
respective areas of expertise for gach CARL proposal assessed, as is
currently perfarmed by the Divisian of Historical Resourcas of the
Department of State for the archaeclegical and historical resources.
Thus, each assessment would become a composite analysis of all the
agencies represented on the Committee.

Departaent of Natural Resources and the Division of State Lands
Policies and Procedures

In addition to the Department of Natural Resources’ involvemeat in the
proceeding lLegisiative, Board, and Committee improvements ot the CARL program,
several other pracedural improvements were implemented or were being considered
by the Department of Natural Resources during Fiscal Year 1986-87. The most
important of these improvements include:

]

Computer databases for routinely tracking all steps in the evaluation,
selection, mapping, appraisal, and acquisition processes are being
developed by the Bureau of Land Acquisition, Division of State Lands.
Development of these databases should substantially increase the
efficiency of the CARL program and the accuracy of the information
disseminated,

The project design process was standardized and made more comprehensive,
Phasing of projects according to resource value in relationship to
ownership patterns has been more thoroughly evaluated this year, as the
availability of infarmation was significantly enhanced through purchase of
the REDI service and an engineering printer (copieri.

Angther improvement in the acquisition process, which will is heing
studied, will simplity and make less costly the initial preparation of
boundary maps. After the Land Acgquisition Selection Committee approves a.-
final project designm, the Bureau of Survey and Mapping, Division of State
Lands, will prepare & one sheet aerial map aof the entire project area
showing ownership lines and estimated acreages. This map will be based an
intfarmation developed during the project desian process and on county tax
aerials and maps, when available., After aporoval of the CARL priority
list by the Bpard the Bureau will abtain a more comprehensive map,
sultable for appraisal
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purposes, for a portion of the project area coinciding with the
acquisition phasing recémmendationg in the project design. This new
procedure will help prevent the possibility of boundary maps and
appraisals becoming outdated before negotiations can begin. It will also
continue to fulfill the statutory requirements for the completion of
boundary maps be¥ore projects can be placed on the CARL priority list -
{Section 259.035(23¢a), F.8.},

A four day workshop on the State’s land acguisition procedures was
conducted by the Bureau of Land Acquisition, Division of State Lands, from
February 19, 1987, te February 24, 1987, at the Headquarters of the
Northwest Florida Water Management District in Quincy. Attendants at the
workshop included the Department of Natural Resources staff, Selection
Committee staff, Cabinet Aides, representatives of the Nature Conservancy
and the Trust {for Public Lands, acguisition agents from several Water
Management Districts and the Department of General Services, and aothers..
Workshops of this nature will be conducted in future years to induce
greater coordination of acquisition efforts among those involved.

Better coordinatian with county governments (beoth county coamissiagns and
county planning departments), regional planning councils, and water
management districts, was achieved this year via an update of the CARL
mailing list maintaired by the Evaluation Section, Division of State
Lands. Additionally, all water management districts.and regional plarning
touncils were supplied with copies of the 1986 CARL Annual Regport.

Similar etforts are planned for Fiscal Year 1987-8B, especially with
regards to county governments, whom we plan fo send:

1. the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan and the 1987 CARL Annual
Report, :

2. a letter from the Selectian Committee Chailr inviting submission of
CARL applications, and

3. information on CARL projects, oroposals and appli&atibns within their
respective jurisdictions,

Additionally, the Evaluation Sectign plans to send copies of CARL
assessments to project sponsors prior to public hearings so that they will
have an apportunity to comment on the Committee’s evaluation of these
projects.

Because of the increased complexity of the CARL program procedures, the
Selection Cammittee needs more time to review CARL agendas and backup
materials. Thus, the Department of Natural Resgurces is currently

developlng procedures for improving the preparation of Selection Committee

agenda backups. These procedures would be similar to those currently
employed by the Department of Natural Resources to prepare and review
Cabinet agendas. Additionally, the Department of Natural Resources is
considering the establishment of a Department of Natural Resources
advisory committee to review and make recommendations on major CARL
issues, such as selection and ranking of projects. -
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CONCLUSION

The CARL program has evolved substantially since its inception in 1979. In
general, it has grown much more complex in order to fairly consider and _
evaluate the numerous CARL applications and proposals received. The necessity
for further land acquisition, and especially acquisitien an such a.highly
selective basis, confronts Florida’s CARL program with two major problems.
First is the matter of cost:; wvirtually all land in Florida today is expensive,
and the long-range cost trend will continue to be upward. Moregver, the areas
in which acquisition is most urgently needed are often the more heavily
populated parts of the State, where the real estate market is more active and
the land prices are at a premium. The second probiem is the competition for
these choice lands. It is claosely related to the first problem, as ather land
uses and land specalation 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, or commercial uses, it is effectively
lost forever as a possible conservatign and recreation land.

The increased funding that was authorized by the 1987 Legislature and signed
into the Laws of Florida by the Governar is a clear indication of their
commltment to the acguisition of conservation and recreation lands., The
improvements in the CARL program that were initiated by the Board, the
Selection Committee, and the Department of Natural Resources are clear
indications of the need to continually reevaluate the State’s immediate
cogncerns and procedures for conserving its dwindling natural and cultural
resources. It is through the combined efforts of state, federal, and local
governments, and of private non-profit organizations such as The Nature
Conservancy and the Trust for Puyblic Lands, that we will be able to accomplish
the goals and objectives of the CARL progranm.
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FIGURE 5

PROJECTS ON THE 1987 PRIORITY LIST
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1987 CARL PRIORITY LIST
{As Approved by LASC on July i, 1987)

" PAGE .

1. North Key Largo Hammocks (Monroe County) 41 .-
2. Fakahatchee Strand (Collier County) AT
4. Lower Apalachicola (Franklin County) 93
5. Cayo Costa Island (Lee County) 37
4. Rookery Bay (Collier County) 83
7.  Crystal River (Citrus County) 69
B. <Charlotte Harbor (Charlptie County} 73
9. Wacissa and Aucilla River Sinks (Jefferson County) 79
10, South Savannas (Martin/S§t. Lucie Counties) 85
11, Stark Tract (Volusia County) 71
12, Lochloosa Wildlife (Alachua County) _ 97
13. Wakulla Springs {(Wakulla County)} - . 103
14, Coupon Bight (Monroe County) _ : 109
5. Spring Hammock (Seminole County) 113 -
t4. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands (Dade County) 117
17. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub {(Pol¥ County! 123
1B. Save Qur Everglades (Collier County! : 127
20. Seminole Springs {Lake County) 133
2l. Miami Rockridge Pinelands (Dade County) 141
22. Big Shoals Corridor (Columbia/Hamilton Counties) - 145
23, Chassahowitzka Swamp {(Hernando/Citrus Counties) 151
24. MNorth Peninsula (Volusia County) 157.
23, Silver River (Marion County) : 161-
26. Carlton Half-Moon Ranch (Sumter County) 163
27. St. Johns River (Lake Countyl ' 159
28. Escambia Bay Bluffs (Escambia County) ' : 173
29. Peacock Slough {Suwannee County) _ B
36, Horrs Island (Callier County) : 181
31. Andrews Tract {Levy County) ' 185-
32, Estero Bay {(Lee County) , ) . 189
33. Warm Mineral Springs {(Sarasota County) 193
34. Key.West Salt Ponds (Manroe County) _ 197
35, Withlacooches {(Sumter County) 203
36. Julington/Durbin Creeks (Duval County) 207
37. The Barnacle Addition (Dade County! Zil
38. B.M.K. Ranch (Lake County) . 215
3?. Jasslyn Island (Lee County! 219
40. Homosassa Springs (Citrus County) ' 223
41. Bluehead Ranch (Highlands County) 227
42. Rotenberger (Palm Beach County) ' 231
43, Mullet Creek Islands (Brevard County) 235
84. Gtoney-Lane {Citrus County) 239
45, Cedar Key Scrub (Levy County) : 243
44. Emeralda Marsh {Lake County) ‘ .28
47. Canaveral Industrial Park {Brevard County! _ 231
48, Paynes Prairie {(Alachua County) - 253
49. Woody Property (Volusia LCounty) 239
30. Manatee Estech (Manatze County) . 283
1.  0ld Leon Moss Hanch (Palm Beach Countyl . 267
52. Gait Island (Lee County) 271
33. East Ekverglades {(Dade County) _ ' 275
34. Goodwood {Leon County) 281
35. Cooper’s Point (Pinellas County! ‘ 283
34. Emerald Springs {(Bay County) : 289
57. Cotee Point (Pasco County! 293
38. Sandpiper Cove (Lee Caounty) _ : 297
3%. Samson Point (Marion County) o - 301

The following projects will be added at their assigned priorities to the list--
when their boundary maps are compieted later this year.
3. fpalachicola River & Bay, Phase I (Franklin County) 307 .
1%. Gadsden County Blades (Gadsden County). 317

The following preject will be ranked and added to the list when its boundary

map and project design are completed later this year.
fpalachicola Histaric Workiag Waterfrant (Franklin County)
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PROJECT SUMMARIES

The following project analyses summarize the infarmation that is detailed more
fully in the assessments for those projects which were recammended by the Land
Acguisition. Selection Committes far the 1987 Conservation and Recreationm Lands
“(CARL) Priority List, Each project summary contains: aproject oame, county,
acreage, tax assessed value, and map. The suymmaries also list or briefly
describe each project’s: (1) proposed public purpose for acquisition, {12)
manager, {3} proposed use, (4) location, (3) rescurces, (&) ownership, (7]
vulnerability and endangerment, (8) acquisition planning, (9) estimated costs,
{10) local and general support, and (11) proposed management practices.
Additionally, some summaries include categories eatitle "Eminent Domain" and
"Other" for projects which have Legislative authority faor condemnation and for
those with significant additional information, respectively. The following
represents a brief explanation of each of the categories cnntazned in the
project analyses: )

Acreage is the number aof acres remaining in the project area which have been -
boundary mapped but are pnot yet purchased or under option to be purchased.

Tax Assessed Value reflects the county’s assessed value of the acreage not yet
purchased or under option to be purchased, Most values are the most
recent tax assessed values. Values for larger acreage tracts and those
with multiple owners and recorded and unrecorded subdivisions are
sometimes estimates, These estimates are based gn informatign fram county
property appraisers and from average ger acre and per lot values from
information in project assessments and from the REDI Service, available in
the Division of State Lands.

Project Map illustrates the project boundary, property within the project
boundary which is State owned, and property within the boundary which is
under ogptien for State acquisition. Praoperty within, adjacent, or near
the project area which is owned by anather guhlac agency or non-profit
organization is also shown.,

Recommended Public Purpose explains which of the two major CARL acquisition
categories {Introducticon, Page 3) are applicable and the primary reason
tor acguisitian.

Manager lists the lead and cuoperating State or local agencies designated to
manage the tract if acquired.

Proposed Use lists the designation under which the project will be managed.
CARL projects may be managed as: §State Parks, State Preserves, part of
State Aguatic Preserves, State Botanical or Geological LHites, State
Recreation Areas, State Archaecological or Histarical Sites, Wildlite
Management Areas, Wildlife Refuges, and State Forests. Under certain
circumstances, they may also be managed as a County or City Nature Park,
Environmental Education Center, Etc. -

Locatios lists the county and general gecgraphic region in which the project is
situated, the distance from the nearest metropolitan area, the distance
from any pertinent physiographic feature or major highway, and the
appropriate Florida Senate and House districts,

Resource Description tontains a brief synopsis of the significant resources on
the tract, inciuding natural communities, endangered species,
archaeological or historical sites, game and nongame species, hydrological
systems, recreational and timber management potential,

Ownershig lists the numher of acres acquired by the State and other public and
nonprofit organsizations, and the number of remaining owners.

Vulperability and Endangerment describe the susceptibility of the project to
natural and man-made disturbances and the imminpence or threat of such
degradatian. :
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Acquisition Planning., Since the 1984-83 CARL evaluation cycle, the Land ‘
Acguisition Selection Committee and its staff have engaged in preliminary
project level planning for each project receiving at least three votes and
more intensive, comprehensive planning for those receiving at least four
votes (See Pages 11-17)., Resource pglanning Boundaries and project designs
have also been prepared for a few of the older projects on the list. If-a’
project has gone through this planning process, the results are summarized
snder this heading. '

Ectimated Costs reiterates tax assessed value and includes, when available and
relevant, tax assessed value when agricultural and greenbelt exemptions
are considered. Past and anticipated management and development costs and
requested management funds are provided when available.

Local Support and General Endorsements is a tabulation of support letters and
resclutions received by the Evaluation Section of the Division of State
Lands for each project. A few projects were ariginally on the
Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) priority list and were also voted
te the CARL list. Letters of support which might exist in EEL files were
not counted and included,

Eminent Domain. If the Legislature has authorized acquisition of the project
by eminent domain, 1t will be stated under this section.

Gther igs a section to inform the reader of useful facts about the project area
which are not suitably included under any preceding section.

Management Summary is a brief, preliminary explanation of proposed management
practices for the tract if acquired.
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NORTH KEY LARGO HAMMOCKS

' PROJECT AREA ADDITION
{(DEVELOPED BY THE R.P.B.
- AND P.D.PROCEESSES) *

CURRENT CARL PROJECTS
STATE OWNED

= Pape 42
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT e ’ {Mot Yet Purchased ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under option) : - VALUE

#1 North Key Largo Monroe 2,470 $20,000;000
Hammocks” .

RECONMENDED PUBLILC PURPOSE
Qualities as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). This acguisition is
essential for the protection of the best remaining examples of tropical
rockland hammock in the United States and for the endangered plant and
animal species for which this area provides habitat. Acquisitian will
also help preserve the unique offshore coral reef,

MANAGER - _ _
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources,

PROPOSED USE
Portions to be used as buffer for and as an addition to John Pennekamp
Coral Reef State Park. Other portions to be managed as a State Botanical
Site or State Preserve.

LDCATION
In Moaroe County, island of Key Largo, from the juncture of U.5. 1 and
County Road 903 north approximately six miles. Eastern boundary is
Atlantic Octean, western boundary is County Road 905. @lso includes Palo
Alto Key and several smaller privately owned keys just south of the Manroe
County line. This project lies within Florida’'s Senate District 39 and
House District 120.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
Natural communities include tidal mangrove swamp, coastal rock barren, and
rockiand hammeck. The majority of this property is hammock or upland.

Morth Key Largn Hammocks is the best example of tropical rockland hammack
that remains in the United States. This rapidly disappearing natural
community type supports numercus plant and animal species that have very
limited distributions and are considered rare and endangered. The project
also 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 in 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.

DHUNERSHIP
Approximately 773 acres have been acquired, including the Mahogany
Hammack. There are maore than 100 owners remaining. The Trust for Public
Lands/Meade and the Toppino/Missle Site parcels, totdling 25% acres, havr
recently been arquired. Appraisals and negotiations are continuing fros
north to south on the larger acreage tracts.

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

Adjacent areas are heing developed as multi-family housing, and porticn:
of the project area itselt are slated for a planned unit development,
Dumping of garbage and poéching of native species have been damaging tuo
this biological community,
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ACBUISTTICM PLANHING

1 NORTH KEY LARGD HAMMOCKS

On March 21, 1984 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee appraved the
project design for North Key Largao Hammocks Addition and also voted to
combine the existing Worth Key Largo Hammocks project with the North Key-
Largo Hammocks Addition. '

Acquisition Phasing

The following recommendations aon acquisition phasing were approved by
the Land Acquisition Selection Committee as part of the project
design for Morth Key Large Hammocks Addition.

[t should be clear that while Port Bougainville and Garden- Cove are

included because of the potential impact of their full developrent to
the Key Larqo ecosystem, the resource value and biologjcal diversity
of Port Bougainville is much less than that of lands adjacent to Card

Spund Road and the Ocean Reef Club. Therefore, fee simple

atguisition ‘of these lands is of paramount importance, while

acquisition of Port Bougainville and Garden Cove is less impertant,
Notwithstanding, if acquisition in fee or iess than fee of Port
Bougainville and Garden Cove is fzasible, they should be acguired
gnly after the primary goal ot acguigition of the biglogically rich

ngrth of Part Bpugainville is attained.

lands,

Phase I.
Phase 1II.
Phase [11.
Phase [V.
Phage V.

All parcels in previous project area befare project

design additions {inciuding Gong, Driscoll, Key Largo -

Foundation and Teppineo).

All contiguous tracts extending from the southern
boundary of the current Naorth Key Largo Hammocks CARL
project (Dilworth ownership) southward to the Gulf
Stream Shores outparcel. It 1s 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, add
the southern most (adjacent to Gulf Stream Shores) is
acquired last,

The Flarida Natuyral Areas Inventodry also recommends
that special attention be given teo acguisition of

mature rogkland hammocks in the following groups of
parcels, ranked in order of their ecolegical value.

al Parcels #47 through 52
bl Parcels #34 through 3é
€l Parcels #4640 and #b61

d) Parcels #19 thraugh 454

Islands at the northern end of Key Largo, with Palo
Alto Key being the largest and ecologically most
valuable.

Submerged tracts,
Fort Bougainville/Garden Cove,

The acguisition of Port Bougainvilie/Garden Cove is
recommended as a last ghase, preferably through less
than fee simple technigues, of which purchase and
resale with restrictions may be the most apprapriate,
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee further
directs that amy coportunity to ocbtain Porg
Bougainville/Garden Cove under financially
advantagepus terms to the State should merit the
advancement of Port Bougainville/Barden Cove to Phases
I through II1.
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#1 NORTH KEY LARGOD HAMMOLKS

ESTIMATED COST L
dcquistitian -
Assessed value for 1983 (excluding lats in the #ive subdivisiqui was
approximately $10¢ million, T

Hanagement
Management funds requested for Fiscal Year [987-88:

Salaries Expenses Qca FCO Total
$17,414 - 82,536 $446,730 $208,000 $274,762

LOCAL SUFPORT AND GEMERAL ENDORSEMENTS
REsOl Ul oS . e st s e st ascaronararsrtoratstarssnassssnarvenaransosnanan 3
Letters of general support......oueieinnvreiinrnneranrsersssnrsasseaes 137
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 7
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 31

OTHER
Thig project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. [t
is also adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special Waters
Category of Qutstanding Florida Waters.

NANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The proposed project contains most of the undisturbed natural shore and
hammack on North Key Large. Not only will the acquisition preserve the
unusual natural resocurces and numercus endangered species of plants and
animals, it will also enhance the protection of the marine environment of
dohn Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park fram potentiel pollution by uplands
development. The disturbed area is relatively small in comparison to the
entire project. These areas could be rehabilitated and returned to a
natural system ar used +ar recreational facilities.

The sensitive nature of this project will limit recreational opportunities
to less intemsive activities, such as nature appreciation, photography,
and hiking. The guality gf these experiences should be excellent.

The proposed tract of property would also #ill the voids needed to provide
improved protection to the waters of John Pennekamp Caral Reef State Park,
Part of the project area includes lands already purchased and designated
to be managed as a State Botanical Site. Portions gf the remainder gf the
unpurchased lands should therefore be managed by the Divisiaen of
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resourtes with the
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating,
as an addition ., to the Potanical Site or as a State Preserve, QOther
portions should be managed as part of the John Pennekamp Coral Reef State
Park. .

Funding is requested from the Conservation and Recreation Lands Trust Fund
to cover two years of "start-up" costs,
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#2 FAKAHATOCHEE STRAND
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ACREAGE .. TAX

PROJECT - | (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under optian) _ VALUE
#2 Fakanatchee Strand Collier 28,000 $11,206,000

RECONMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE
HQualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). The biological
resources of the strand are unigque and irreplaceable. Preservation pf the
Strand could be of critical impartance to the supply of fresh water for
domestic use in south Flaorida and for its natural systems., Acquisitiaen
will also provide additional habitat for endangered species.

MANABER - . )
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources. : _ e

PROPOSED USE
Addition to the Fakahatchee Strand State Preserve.

LOCATION
In Collier County, sgutheast Florida, approximately 235 miles east of
west~southwest Naples, Stretching from State Road B84 (Alligater Alley)
south to U.S8. 4! (Tamiami Trail)., Big Cypress National Preserve and the
CARL Save Our Everglades project form eastern and western boundaries,
This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 38 and House Distriet
75.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
Fakahatchee Strand is probably the best example of strand swamp found in
the United States. Strancd swamp is a shallow, forested depression that
.accumulates standing water; it is usually linear to oblong in shape, and
is characteristically dominated by cypress trees. The unique physical
character of the 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 grestest diversity of native orchids in North America. The area also
supports several rare and endangered animal species and is the only area
proven to support populations of the Florida panther. The Fakahatchee
Strand is iinked hydrologically to the Everglades system and is
particularly important to the estuarine ecosystem of the Ten Thousand
Islands area.

The Fakahatchee Strand has several archapological sites and has excellent
potential for future archaeological investigations.

This project can support a variety of recreational activities tnat are
compatible with the primary acauisitiopn objective of resource protection.

OWNERSHIP
Almost 35,000 acres, the Fakahatchee State Preserve, was purchased under
the EEL program; approximately 11,000 acres (38 parcels! have been
acquired under CARL. Best estimate of the number of remaining owners 15
approximateiy 9,000, The Department of Transportation is in the process
of acquiring access rights alang Alligator Alley, the northern boundary of
this praject,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
Very vulnerable to changes in water levels and inappropriate public use.

Problems of piecemeal public ownership create endangerment from curreant —
unmanaged uses within the Strand.

ACOQUISITION PLANNING -
No formal project design has been initiated for the Fakahatchee Strand
project, however, priority areas including primary panther habitat have
been identified. The acquisition staff is concentrating in those areas,
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#2 FAKAHATCHEE STRAND

ESTIMATED COST o

Acguisition -
Cost of $11,200,000 is an estimate based on the 1986 tax assessed
values for average sized parcels within the project area;

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTSH
- B T 0
Letters of general SuUPPart.. v veerssnccssaseronasrasssnnssnssannesnse 3

0
3

Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation ogrganizations.
¥ Older EEL files are not included in these totals.

ENINENT DOMAIN
Reauthorized and extended by the 1987 Legislature. - - : -

OTHER : SN
This project will take at least 13 to 25 years to complete with present
statf. It is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern.

MANABENMENT SUMMARY
The propased purchase of numerous out parcels within Fakahatchee Strand
State Preserve under the CARL program will be managed as portions of the
Preserve by the Division of Recreation and Parks o+ the Department of
Natural Resaurces. ’

All of the proposed purchases are within the optimum boundaries of the
Preserve, and their acquisition is necessary for adequate levels of
management, protection, and security to be provided to the Preserve’s
unique natural resources.

Interim management costs are anticipated from the CARL program fund faor
the larger tracts that require active resource management and protectian.
The various small (lot size) acquisitions within the Strand should not
require additional management funds from CARL,
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#4 {OWER APALACHICOLA
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT . . {Nat Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or_under option) LVREUE
#4 Lower Apalachicola Franklin 7,800 $ 3,037,000

RECOMHMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE ’
Bualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) and "other lands,"”
since parts of the project would protect a floodplain, marsh, and estuary,
and other parts would be suitable for outdoor recreation.

MANAGER
The Division of Recregation and Parks of the Department of Matural
Respurces is assisted in an advisary capacity by the Apalachiceola National
Estuarine Research Advisory Council. The Council is composed of
representatives from the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, the
Department of Environmental Requlation, the florida Senate Grant Extensian
Program, the Department of Education, the Northwest Florida Water
Management District, the Divisian of Forestry of the Department of
Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Apalachicola Bay Resource Users,
the Research and Education interest, the Franklin County Commission, the
Franklin County School System, and the Research Institution.

PROPOSED USE : :
Addition tg and buffer for the Apalachicola National Estuarine Hesearch
Reserve,

LOCATION
In Franklin County, northwest Florida, approximately &0 miles southwest of
Tallahassee. This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 3 and
House Districts 8 and 9.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION : :
This project provides an essential addition to existing State gwned lands
on the lower Apalachicola River that were acquired through the
Environmentally Endangered Lands program. The maintenance of the marsh
and floodplain in a natural condition provides significant protection ta
the Apalachicola estuary - the most productive bay/estuary in the 5State.

QWNERSHIP
There were 28,000% acres purchased under the EEL prograam. There are
approximately ten remaining owners which are considered unwilling sellers.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
This entire proposal is part of a fragile and delicate balance of
ecosystems and is extremely vulnerable.

There are no known develaopments planned for this tract but silviculture in
the upland watershed is common,

ACAUISITION PLANNING
Project 1ies within the Apalachicela River and Bay resource planning
boundary. See Apalachicola River and Bay project summary under OTHER.

ESTIMATED COST
ficguigition
fAssessed value for 1986 was approximately $3,037,000. Tax assessed
value, taking inteo consideration agricultural exempiigns was
approximately %334, 000,

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTSH
Respclutions......... e et e s raa e s e et a e e G
Letters of general SUPPOrt.. et ieicisrtenonnrotaassronennrasossrnrnonsss 1
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials...T. 0
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organlzations, 0
¥ Older EEL files are not included in these totals.
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#4 LOWER APALACHICOLA

OTHER

This project is within a Chapter 380 area af Critical State Concern. It
is alsc adjacent tp a waterbody classified under the Special MWaters
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
In accordance with its designation as a National Estuarine Research
Reserve, the primary management goals far the Apalachicola River and Bay
are to (1) preserve and perpetuate the natural resgurces, and {2} promote
the Reserve as an ideal site for both scientific research and public
environmental education projects. The management program will also
encourage those public recreational and consumptive activities in the
Reserve which are compatible with the primary management goals. The
management program will be in conformance with the state lands mansgement .
plan and National Estuarine Research Reserve program policy,

The management plan for the Reserve describes the objectives,
administrative policies, and pragrams developed to achieve the
aforementioned goals, Reserve resource management will be developed and
accamplished through the cooperative effarts of the many local, state, and
federal agencies having vested interests in all or part of the designated
area. These agencies include Franklin County and local resource users,
the Department of Natural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fish
Lommissien, the Department of Envirgnmental Regulation, the Division ot
Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the
Divisign of Historical Resources of the Department of State, the Florida
State University, U.S5. Army Corps of Engineers, U.5, Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. Input
from each of the aforementioned agencies was received during development
of the management plan, Each of these groups also has the opportunity to
provide further input into Reserve management via a six member advisory
Reserve Management Committee consisting of one representative fram the
Department of Natural Resources, Department of Environmental Regulatian,
Franklin County, local resource users and the scientific community.

Reserve designatiaon was conferred on the Bay and Lower River area by the
National Oceanit Atmospheric Administration, which also awarded the
Department of Natural Resources matching grants to assist in the
acquisition of Reserve lands and initiate operations (i.e., employ a
managert.

The objectives of resource management and protection pertain to preserving
the natural community associations and hydrological regime through use of
appropriate management procedures (e.g., control burning, reseeding areas,
exotic species control, vehicular traffic contrel), restoration technigues
as necessary, and practical {e.g., reforestation, removal of barriers to
water flow) and environmental monitoring (e.q., water qualityl. The
scientific research program is principally concerned with gaining new
information on the dynamic interaction of the River, Bay, and Bulf to
enhance management of the area.

Currently a variety of public recreational and commercial opportunities
otcur within the Reserve area. These include, but are not limited to,
boating, swimming, hiking, fishing, nature study, bird watching, primitive
camping, oystering, crabbing, and shrimping. The environmental educatiom
program is almed at persons interested in such opportunities in the
sancttuary environment. Through such informative vehicles as field trips,
brochures, and seminars, the public will gain a better understanding of
the need +tor & successful management program and the value of the
irreplaceable resgurces they have. ’
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ACREAGE TAX

PRQJECT . - (Nat Yet Purchased ‘ASSESSED - -
NAME COUNTY or_under_gptian) VALUE

#3 Cayo Costa Island Lee 469 $ 4,383,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE

Bualifies as, Environmentally Endanqered Lands {EEL). Acquisition of this
project is for the preservation of endangered native plant communities and
protection aof a coastal barrier island.

MANAGER

The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of MNatural
Resources.

PROPASED USE

As an addition to the Cayo Costa State Park for preservation and for
passive recreation,

LOCATION

In Lee County, on Florida's saouthwest coast, approximately 20 miles
west~northwest of Fort Myers, between Venice and Naples. 1Includes the
barrier island of Cays Costa and portions of North Captiva and Buck Key.
Thig project lies within Florida’s Senate District 23 and House District
74, .

RESOQURCE OQESCRIPTION

Cayo Costa and North Captiva Islands are part of a small chain of Barrier
islands that provide protection for Charlotte Harbor. The Charlotte
Harbor estuarine system is one of Florida’s most productive estuaries,

The maintenance of Cayo Costa and Morth Captiva Islands in a natural
condition would provide significant additional protectian for the bay, -
The natural communities, some of which are unigue to these islands, are in
excelient condition and exhibit gqood species diversity, inciuding some
very unusual species faor Florida.

This project contains several archaeological and historical sites, and has
fair potential for archaeological investigationms,

The project could provide excellent recreational opportunities associated
with the beach; e.q., swimming, fishing, and boating. Also, the total
acreage is large enough to allow hiking, camping, and nature appreciation.

OWMERSHIP

Bpproximately 1,335 acres acquired under EEL and CARL praograms; more than

600 pwners remain. Lee County has dopated 435 acres on the northernmost

sectiaon of Cayo Costa to the State.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT

It is easily disturbed by human activity, as well as natural forces.

The demand for oceanfront property is very great and portions of the
praposal are already subdivided into small lots,

ESTIMATED €OST

Acguisition
Asgessed value is approximately $&,383,000.

Management

OPS (2 pasitiagns) Qther (exotics rempvall Tatal
$20,000 $1,300 $21,3500
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#5 CAYO COSTA ISLAND

LOCAL SUPPBRT _AND GENERAL EMDORSEMENTS

RESOI UL I OME . ey s in i iene st iurrenarsuateamssaornsaosasetonersarnansreniss 3
Letters of general support........................................;f.. 44
Letters of support from local, state and federal public offictals..... 8
Letters of suppart fram iocal and areawide canservation organizatxans 10

¥ Older EEL files are not included in these totals.

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.

HANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The Cayo Casta State Park Management Plan has been developed as a tool teo
effect wise management of the resources of the environmentally endangered
lands comprising Cayn Costs State Park while simultaneously providing for
public uses compatible with resource management.

The basic goals of resource management for the Park are: to conserve the
natural value of the Park and enable visitors to see and study 4 sample of
the State’s unigque resources; to preserve and protect naturally occurring
plant and animal species and their habitats, particularly those considered
rare, threatened, or endangered; to restare communities altered by man; to
protect archaeological/historical sites; to enhance public understanding
ot the importance of barrier island resources. GSpecific management
objectives, policies, aod procedures are presented in the plan to achieve
each of these goals to the greatest extent possible.

Public uses of the Park are limited to resource based activities that have
minimal impact on the environmental attributes of the Park. Included are:
cutdoor recreation activities {i.e., nature study, hiking, primitive
camping, swimming, and picnicking)sy scientific research which will aid ia
the preservation of the bioleogical and cultural values of the Park;
education pragrams designed to enhance public knowledge of the resources
of the Park (i.e., guided nature tours, exhibits, informational materials,
and public presentations}.

Management of Cayo Costa State Park has been assigned to the Division of
Recreation ang Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. The Division
of Historical Resources ot the Department of State participates in
management of the cultural resources in the Park.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT - - {Nct Yet Purchased 'QSSESSED
NAME COUNTY gr under option) - VALUE

#h Rookery Bay Caollier 11,200 $13,83Q;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Bualifies as Envirenmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) and "other lands."”
Acguisition would protect and preserve estuarine and aquatic preserve
systems, which provide habitat for endangered species. Acguisition would
also provide recreational opportunities,

HMANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources, Poglicy and management direction are provided by & management
committes consisting of the Department of Matural Rescurces, The .
Canservancy, Inc.,, and the National Audubon Society., The Division of
Mistorical Hesources of the Department of State is a coeperating manager.

PROPOSED USE
fis a buffer to the Raookery Bay National Estuarine Research Reserve and the
Rockery Bay Aquatic Freserve,

LOCATION :

In Collier County, along Florida’s southwest coast, approximately 25 miles
south of Naples, including Keewadin and Cannon Islands. This project lies
within Florida’s Senate District 3B and House District 78, '

RESGURCE DESCRIPTION
This project provides an outstanding example of a subtropical estuarine
system. The natuyral communities associated with the estuary are
relatively undisturbed and range from mangrove and marsh to flatwonds and
maritime hammock. As part of the national estuarine research reserve
system, Rookery Bay is representative g+ the West Indian bkiogecgraphic
type.

Although the area has not been extensively surveyed, it is believed to
have good potential for archaeological investigations.

This project can pravide a range of recreational opportunities that are
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of matural resource
protection, ’

DWHERSHIP ,
Ten parcels have been acguired, totaling approximately B0O acres.
Approximately 200 parcels remain to be acguired.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT ' -
Mangrove shoreline systems are partially protected by dredge and fill
regulation but are very susceptible to human activity.

Recent problems with a dredge and fill application in the area points out
that this tract is endangered by development.

ACAUISITION PLANNING :
The Rookery Bay project design was approved by the Land Acguisition
Selection Committee on MNovember B8, 1983, and approved by the Bovernaor an.
Cabinet as part of the January 7, 1984, Interim Report. The preceding &. -
illustrates the project boundary.

The project design also recommends use of less than fee simple acquisit
where aporopriate; and the following acquisition phasing:

Fhase I. Option Contracts which are currently under ﬂeqotiatiuﬁ
within the Rgokery Bay project approved in July 1985,

Phase II. Cannon Island, Johnsan Island.
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#6 ROOKERY BAY
ACBUISITION PLANNING (Continued)
Phase III. Unpurchased lands included in the Rookery Bay project as of
July 1983.

a. Lands along Sheil Island Road in Section 13, Township
51 South, Range 26 East should be the highest priority
within this phase.

Phase 1IV. Qther lands added in project design, but not approved in
July 1983; except lands in Sections 22 and 27, Township 30
South, Range 23 East, which had not been included as of
July 1985.

Phase V. Sections 22 and 27, Township 50 South, Range 23 East which
had not been included as of July 1983,

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisitiaon
Tax assessed value for 1983 was approximately $13,830,000.

Management
Salaries {2 ranqers) Expenses oco Total

$23,912 $10,702 $29,700  $64,314

LOCAL SUPPORT AND BENERAL ENDORSEMENTSk
REso Ut i NS e tarerenesrsnasnstssransnsseasssstasssanssasyiiatsstnavanans 2
Letters of general support...o.ieinerrieinsnsnunnsorannncscenanscarsass 347
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... i
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 1é
k¥ Dlder EEL files are not included in this total.

EMINENT DOMAIN . :
Reauthorized and extended by 1987 Legislature, but does not include 1983
project design additions.

HANAGEMENT SUHNARY
Pursuant to the purposes of its designation as a National Estuarine
Research Reserve, the primary management goal for Rookery Bay is to
preserve and promote the natural estuarine system as a site for coastal
ecosystem research and environmental education projects. A secondary goal
of management is to identify and encourage public recreational activities
in the. Reserve which are compatible with the primary goal. Management
activities will be in conformance with the philosophies of state lands
management and the National Estuarine Research Reserve program.

The management plan describes the uﬁjectives and administrative policies . _

developed to achieve the aforementioned gouals at Rookery Bay. The
pbjectives aof resource management and protection pertain to maintenance of
natural community associations through use of appropriate management
procedures (e.g., control burning), environmental monitoring (e.g., water
quality}, and restoration, where necessary and practical. The objectives
of the scientific research program concern identification of subjects
needing investigation, encouraging professional scientists to conduct
studies in the Reserve, and integrating new information into the resource
management and education programs. The objectives of the environmental
gducation program are tog inform the public and governmental agencies,
through field trips, lectures, and brochures, of the dynamic, but fragile,
interrelationships of coastal ecosystems to promote their wise use and
protection. Resource compatible recreational activities are also
encouraged. These activities presently include fishing, buating, bird
watching, and nature photography.

The various Hesearch Reserve programs are not mutually exclusive; success
of one enhances the success of the others. Information from the research
orogram benefits the resource management and education programs by
producing new information; the education proaram can be incorporated into
various recreational activities such as nature trails; successful resource
management maintains the site for research, education, and recreation.
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#6_ ROOKERY BAY -
HANAGEMENT SUMMARY (Lontinued) o
Management and administration of ths Reserve are under the supervision of
the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural -~
Resources, Bureau of Historic and Environmental Lands Management. Input
into Reserve management and policy direction is provided by a three member
Reserve management board consisting of representatives of the Department
of Natural Resources,_ The Conservancy, Inc., and the National Audubon
Society. The Division of Historical Resaurces of the Department of State
cooperates in Resedrch Reserve efforts to protect and preserve
archaeological and historical resources within Reserve boundaries. The
National [Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Office of Ocean and
Coastal Resource Management also provides input into Reserve management as
coordinator of activities in the National Estuarine Research Reserve
.program. The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration has also
anarded the Department of Natural Resources matching grants to assist in
Reserve land acquisition, initiate operations, initiate monitoring -~ ~ -
prearam, and develop education activities,
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ACREAGE TAK

PROJECT - ’ {Not Yet Purchased "ASSESBED
NAME COUNTY or under option) - VALUE
#7 Crystal River Citrus 5,850 $ 5,027;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Envirgnmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would
help protect the water quality of a significant bay and rivers system and
would protect habitat for endangered species.

HARAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resgurces with the Divisian of Historical Resources of the Department of
State cooperating.

PROPNSED USE.
Addition to Crystal River State Reserve,

LOCATION
In Citrus County, Florida’s west coast, southwest of Kings Bay and the
Crystal River. Beneral area is west and-southwest of the City of Crystal
River. This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 4 and House
Districts 11 and 26.

RESQURCE DESCRIPTIGN
This groject has very high patural resource value, It is a major winter
refuge for the endanqered manatee and a prime nesting location for Bald
sagies and ospreys. The natural communities that are present are in good
condition and intiude: wupland hammack, densely wooded tidewater swaamp,
pine woods, and freshwater and tidal marsh adjacent to the head waters of
the Crystal River. The area also supports a valuable tommercial and spaort
fishery.

The project area includes an impressive array of archaeological remains
including significant aboriginal and Spanish artifacts, as well as human
skeletal remains, The Crystal River area was a major trade center faor
prehistoric people as early as 300 B.C.

This project has areas suitable for fishing, canceing, hiking, camping,
mature photography and interpretive trails. However, recreational
development must be closely cpoordinated with the preservation of critical
manatee habitat,

GWNERSHIP
Apagroximately 1,600 acres have been acquired under EEL and CARL praogranms.
31 owners remaining to be purchased. Negotiations are almost exhausted on
Crystal River I1 and Crystal Cove portions of the oroject area,

VULNERABILITY AMD ENDANGERMENT
More intensive develapment of property along the Crystal/Salt River
Corridors and adjacent uplands would inevitably impact water quality and
delicate manatee habitat, Develeopment pf small islands within the marsh
system tould also degrade the natural artesian aqulfer lying at or near -
the surface of most of the project area.

The Crystel River area 1s rapidly growing. Parts of King’s Bay, the
Crystal and Salt River Corridors and their associated tributary and marsh
systems, have already been developed, permitted or disturbed.
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#7 CRYSTAL RIVER _

ACOUISITION PLANNING
On March 21, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee voted to
combine the Crystal River Il project, the Crystal Cove project, and the
Crystal River State Reserve project. The project map illustrates the
enfire project area and also the approved project design acguisition
phasing recommendations:

1. Crystal River II
2. Crystal Cove
3. Crystal River State Reserve
al Projects added to the [984-83 CARL list., Fort Island Mounds and
the Hallins Corporation.
bl 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 beoat access could become a
major prablem,
c) Froperties adjoining and immediately south of the confluence of
the Crystal and Salt Rivers.
d} Mullet Key - a project added to the 1984-89 CARL list,
el Other parcels bordering State Road 44.
) Properties in the northwestern region of the project design,
including estuarine marsh and upland buffers north of the river,
extending north and west to the power plant discharge channel,

Included within the overall Crystal River Project Design are areas in
which less than fee simple acquisition technigues may be sffectively used
to accomplish preservation and protection goals. Examples of alternative
protection methads could include:

Canservation easements.

Bonation and leaseback.

Purchase and leasehack.

Purchase and resell, with restrictions,
Cooperative agreements.

Exchanges.

Regulatery control.

Purchase and/er transfer uf develoapment rights,

M ~f O~ B R -

ESTINATED COST
Acquisitian
Tax assessed value is approximately $3,027,000.

Management
Funds reguested for Fiscal Year 1587-88,

Salaries Expenses BCO FCO Total
C§17,416 $2,334 $46,750 $208,000 $274,702

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
REsOlutions. e i it ritaneivnranetssentoanaenrananatssecarannnass 3
Letters of general support.....i.oieiennaconnnsnrsnnnnrsasanessansearas 878
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation arganizatiaons, g

QTHER
This project is within a Chapter 380 Growth Management Agreement Area. It
is also adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special Waters
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters.

NANAGEMENT SUMMARY
This acquisition will enhance the protection of the water quality of the
Crystal River, a natural winter haven for the endangered manatee., The
receiving estuarine waterbody, containing the St. Martin’s Marsh Aguatic
Pregserve, will also benefit.
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#7 CRYSTAL RIVER

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY (Continued) S
The Conceptual Management Plan recommends that management responsibility
tor this property be assigned to the Division of Recreation and Parks of
the Department of Natural Resources with the Division of Historical
Resources of the Department of State having a direct management role
relating to the archaeological and historical resources. The property
will be managed as a State Reserve, with primary emphasis upon the
protecticn and perpetuation of the natural communities, archaeological and
historical resources, geclogical features, and natural animal diversity,
Special emphasis will ke given teo the protection and maintenance of
endangered and threatened species.

Public use of this property is anticipated, and will be encouraged to the
extent that it does not conflict with the maintenance-of the natural and
cuitural values., Specific anticipated uses include fishing, nature study,
hiking, canoeing, and primitive camping. Acquisition is expected to-have
little impact upon the traditional commercial uses of the adjacent waters,
which specifically include fishing and crabbing.
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ACREAGE .. TAX

PROJECT o " {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under gptian) . VALYE
#8 Charlatte Harbor Charlotte 2,660 $ 1,482,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
fualities as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). It completes the
land acqguisition project bequn under the EEL program and adds an upland
buffer for the environmental interpretation of one of the most
biologicaliy productive estuaries in Flarida.

HANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
"Resources.

PROPOSED USE
Addition to and upland buffer for the Charlette Harbor State Reserve.

LOCATION
In Charlotte County, along Florida’s southwest coast, between Venice ang
Naples, Approximately 20 miles north of Fort Myers. This project lies
within Florida’s Senate Districts 24, 23, and 3B and House District 7Z.

RESBURCE DESCRIPTIGN
The Charlotte Harbor estuarine system is considered to be one of the most
productive hay/estuary systems in Florida, This project provides an
essential addition to lands previously acgquired through the EEL program.
Most of the lands are wetlands, i.e., mangrove, salt marsh, salt flats,
etc., and directly influence the water guality of Charlotte Harbor.

The project area containg two recorded archaeological sites,

This project can provide a variety of recreational opportunities that are
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of matural resource
protection.

CHNERSHIP
Approximately 16,700 acres were purchased under the EEL program. Several
unwilling owners remain. The 1984 Punta Gorda Isles Addition consists of
one awner, a willing seiler.

YULNERABIL ITY AND ENDANBERMENT
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 uplangs,
and, of course, bulkheading and filling. .
State and Federal regqulatary agencies are currently doing a reasonable job
of protecting coastal wetlands, but it is very unlikely that they could
preserve the Charlotte Harbor mangrove fringe in the face of the intense
development pressures occurring there,

The archaeclogical sites are very endangered and continue to be plundered
by amateurs due to lack of staff for surveillance, :

ACBUISITION PLANNING
In September, 1986, the Land PAcquisition Selection Committee approveo the
addition gf the Alligator Creek parcel t{approximately B840 acres] to the
Charlatte Harbor project and instructed staff to further study the project
area for the purpose of determining the desirability of adding any cther
upland buffer.

The Trust for Public Lands has an option contract with Punta Gorda Isles
for the purchase of the Alligator Creek parcel addition. Upon approval iy
the Board, the Department of Natural Resources, on behalf of the Trustees,
is prepared to enter an opotion agreement with the Trust for Public Lands
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#8 CHARLOTTE HARBOR

ACAUISITION PLANMING (Continued)
for the acquisition of the B40 acres. If purchased, the tract will he
managed by the Charlotte County Environmental Center as an interpretative
and educatienal tenter.

ESTIMATED COST

Acquisition
Tax assessed value for 1985 was approximately $1,482,000.

Management
Funds requested #or Fiscal Year 1987-88.

Salaries 0PS Expense oco Total
$35,000 $13,020 $13,000 $20,000 $83,020

LOCAL SUPPDRY AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTSH
RESO UL iONGE. ey vt v cn s st st sa e ansraaaatornnaranaar o rrasrtvaernas |
Letters of general support... e iieiiineroiennrvssararonosnsaascannnnns t
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials,.... 3
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3
% Dlder EEL files are not incleded in these totals.

EMINERT DOMAIN B
Reautharized and extended to 1997 by the 1987 Legislature, not including
Alligatar Creek parcel, the recent addition. Governor and Labinet have
released funds to initiate praceedings on one parcel.

OTHER

This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area
with Management Plans Adopted, and is within the study area far the
Charlotte Harbor Committee, a resource planning and management committee
appointed under the authority of Chapter 380. The Charlotte Harhor
Committee endorsed the purchase of the original acreage purchased under
the EEL program.

NANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The Charlotte Harbor State Reserve, bought with EEL funds, is located
within or adjacent to the boundaries of the Gasparilla Sound/Charlotte
Harbor, Cape Haze, and Matlacha Pass Aquatic Preserves. Therefore,
management of the State Reserve will coincide with the management
abjectives and policies set farth in the Charlotte Harbor Aquatic Preserve
Management Plan, adopted by the Beoard of Trustees of the Internal
Improvement Trust Fund (Governor and Cabinet? on May 18, 1983, Summarily,
the basic goals of resgurce management for the Reserve are: to conserve
the natural value of the Reserve and enable visitors to see and study a
sample of the State’s unique resources; to enhance protection and
preservation of the wetland resourctes of the adjacent Aquatic Preserve; to -
protect and preserve naturally occurring plant and animal species and
their habitats, particularly any rare, thrzatened, or endangered species;
to restore communities altered by man, to the greatest extent possible; to
grotect archaeclogical/historical respurces; to enhance public
understanding and appreciation for the elements of natural diversity
within the Reserve.

Public usses will be limited to rescurce-based activities having minimal
impacts on the environmental purpose of the property. Public uses may
include: outdoor recreation activities (e.g., nature study, hiking,
primitive camping, swimming, fishing, and picnicking); scientific research
that will aid in the preservation of the biological and cultural values of
the Reserve; education programs designed to enhance public knowledge of-
the resources.

Management of Charlotte Harbor State Reserve has heen assigned to the

Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. -
A couperative management role for the protectiaon of archaeological and

other cultural resources in the Reserve will be provided by the Division

af Historical Resources of the Department of State.

it is recommended that one full time on-site law enforcement ranger be
nired to assist the existing State Roserve Manager.
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ACREAGE . TAX

PROJECT - " {Not Yet Purchased _ASSESSED

NANE COUNTY or_under optien) __yALUE

#9 Wacissa and Aucilla  Jefferson 3 L+
River Sinks Taylor :

RECGHAMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as “"other lands.,” {losing of existing option contract will
place into public ownership-land which is a natural flioodplain, which
preserves a very significant number of archaeological sites and which
supports twelve major natural communities. Acquisition gf the remainder
ot the site will protect & springhead, other portions of an undeveloped
river corridor, wetlands and an area already in use by the public for
recreation. - : -

MANABGER - : )
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division of Recreation and
Parks of the Department of Natural Rescurces with the Division of Forestry
ot the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services and the Division of
Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating.

PREPGSED USE
Continyed mapnagement as a Wildiife Management Area. Parts of the project
area are also suitable for management as a State Park. Certain sites may
alsc be developed into interpretive archaeological sites,

LBCATION
In Jefferson and Taylor Cgunties, in Florida’s Panhandle, approximately 23
miles southeast of Tallahassee. Town of Wacissa is located near the head
springs, and the Bulf of Mexico is three miles south of the project. This
praoject lies within Florida’s Senate District 5 and House District 12.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . :
This project includes two streams of very different character. O0One is a
spring run stream, the other a blackwater stream, woth are freguented by
canoceists, A corridor of natural vegetation is present along both
streams. A diverse array of natural community types are present within
the project boundary including several that are threatened in the state,
fll of the communities are in good condition even though the surrounding
areas are part of a commercial timber gperation. The natural comsunities
provide excellent wildlife habitat and support an abundance of water birds
and other wild animals. The project bpasts several unique geological
features including the Aucilla River Sinksj an area in which the Aucilla
River alternately flows through subterranean passageways and then
reappears at the surtace,

There are numerous aboriginal sites along bath rivers_and the project
affers excellent potential for archaeological investigations.

The praoject offers excellent opportunities for recreational activities,
egpecially those associated with the rivers le.g., canoeing, fishing,
swimming, nature appreciation, and picnicking.

OMNERSHIP -
Approximately 13,179 acres representing approximately two-thirds of the
project area are under option from the Mature Conservancy. Option is
schedyled ta claose in Decembher, 1987, There are two other major owners
and a few minor ones, which have not yet been boundary mapped.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
Much of the area has been logged in the past, bult oniy very small areas
have been converted to pine plantations, Rack mining occurs in the area.
The water resources are subject to degradation. Many archaeological sites
have been disturbed by upauthorized sxcavation.

The forested communities are still in good condition, even atter logging,
and nop intensification of farestry practices is anticipated by the owners
River frontage is always susceptible te development.
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49 WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS

ACBUISITIDON PLANNING

On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
project design for Lower Wacissa River and Aucilla River Sinks, resulting
in a project area of approximately 20,258 acres. The original proposal,
consisting of 13,179t acres {excluding 431 acres determined to be
sovereign) was boundary mapped by the Nature Conservancy and added to the
1985 CARL priority list, It is currently under option from the Nature
Conservancy.

Resource planning boundary/project design additions not yet boundary
mapped include: the addition of the upper segment of the Wacissa River,
the addition of the major river rises between the original project
boundary and Nuttall 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 130 acre Goose Pasture for
recreational purposes, and a six mile corridor along the Aucilla River.

These additional areas will be formally added to the CARL priority [ist
and presented to the Board for approval when houndary mapping is complete.
The following recommendations were approved by the Land Acquisition
Selection Committee as part of the Lower Wacissa River and Aucilla River
Sinks Proiect Design:

Less Than Fee Simple Acguisition

- Staff recommends less than fee simple acgquisition for Goose Pasture.
Buckeye is receptive to leasing this area to the State for
recreational purposes.

- Staff recommends protecting the corridor along the Aucilla River by
attempting to acquire conservation easements,

- Owner contact agreement for the Yeager parcel in the short term, with
application of fee or less than fege acguisition in the long term.

Acqguisition Phasing

Phase I. Buckeye awnership - original proposal.

Phase 11. {a} Northern additions to original proposal.
th) Conservation easement on Aucilla,

Phase III. Southern additions to original proposal.

Phase IV. Yeager ownership.

ESTINATED COST

Acquisitign
+ Tax assessed value of remaining acreage will be calculated when
boundary mapping is complete. :

Mananement
Funds requested by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal
Year 1987-88.

Salaries Expenses oco. FLO Total
$48, 054 $36,482 $158,B75 $340,000 $383,413

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

ResoluEionS. . iiieiainnnescnarnssasnansnnnannnn CetrerarETatTse s duananas 0
Letters of general suppOrt...civiniuiaesorannnsnassnnnassnsanssntanssns 0
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2
Letters of support from local and areawide caonservation organizations. 1

This project includes a waterbody classified under the Special Waters
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters.
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#9 WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS:

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY o
The projeet area is currently heavily used for recreation. Most of -it is
Wwithin the Aucilla Wildlife Management Area. The Wacissa River is-d part
pf the State cance trail system and the Flaorida Trail fallows the Aucilla
River sinks through the area. There 1s a county park at the head springs,
a privately maintaipned public access point at Goose Pasture, and a public
boat ramp et Nuttall Rise. Hunting, fishing, boating, canoeing, swimming,
hiking, camping, and just about all types of active and passive outdoor
recreation occur on the site anmd should continue after acquisition, &
management policy of multiple use is recommended for the project. The
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission or the Division of Recreation and
Parks of the Department aof Natural Resources should be lead agency with
the Divisian of Historical Resources of the Department of State and the
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture -and Consumer
Services cooperating.

Development and management costs should be low. If the existing public
access points to the rivers are maintained, additional river access points
may not be needed. Upland use facilities (camping, trails, road
maintenance, etc.) should be all ‘that is reguired. Development and use
should be managed so as to protect the natural resocurce values, especlally
the river systenms, o

¥ Acreage for the remainder of the project area will be included as part of the
list when boundary mapping is complete.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT - -~ {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED ~ -
NAME COUNTY or undger option} VALUE
10 South Savannas Martin 1,625 $10,027,000

- St. Lucie

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands ({EEL). Acquisition of this
project would help to protect a freshwater marsh and an associated upland

natural community unique to southeast Florida coasts.

MANAGER

The Division of Recreatiaon and Parks of the Department of Natural

Resources with the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division

of Historical Respurces of the Department of State.

PROPOSED USE

Addition to the South Savannas State Reserve.

LGCATION

In Martin and St. Lucie Counties, coastal area of Southeast Florida.

Approximately 30 miles north of West Palm Beach. This project lies within

Florida’s Senate District 27 and House District 79.

RESODURCE DESCRIPTION
This project comprises the last relatively undisturbed example of coastal
freshwater marsh in south central Florida. The project area 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, some of which are rare and endangered in Florida,

This project can support 2 range of recreational activities that are

compatible with the primary acquisition objective of resource protection.

QWNERSHIP

Approximately 3,500 acres were purchased under the EEL program, over 100

owners remaining. Negotiations are very active. O0Option contract approved

December 16, 1984, on Theakston parcel,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANBERMENT

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
develapment.

ESTIMATED COST

Acquisition ' -
Tax assessed value is approximately $10,027,000.

Management
Funds requested by the Department pf Matural Resources for Fiscal

Year 1987-8B.

Salaries QPrs Expense gco Jatal
$30,000 $13,020 $15,000 $20,000Q . $78,020
LOCAL SUPPGRT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTSE
Resolutions. s ieeeensrernnnrnrsoranas et e Y
Letters ot general suppart....iviinisnenaas e s aarrarav st et E e

Letters of support from local, state and federal publlc officials.....
Letters of support from local and arzawide conservation organizations.
¥ Older EEL files are not imcluded in these totals.
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#10 SOUTH SAVANNAS

MANAGEKENT SUMHARY .
The primary goal aof 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 of the area for activities that are/compétible
Wwith the primary goal.

The Savannas State Reserve Management Plan prescribes resource management
objectives, poiicies, and procedures designed teo accomplish these goals.
The major objectives for resource management include: maintenance of the
natural hydrological reqime of the freshwater marsh; protection of the
plant communities and associated wildlife, including endangered,
threatened, or species of special concern; greservetion of archasoclogiral
and historical sites that may be found; and preservation of the aesthetic
amenities of the Savannas, Management measures designed to meet these
objectives include: regulation of drainage into and from the Savannas,
state acquisition of nonstate owned lands within the Savannas, maintenance
of plant and amimal habitats through a controiled burn program, )
eliminating encroachments and abusive uses, and removal of exgtic species.

Public use of the Savannas includes resource based activities that will
have minimal impact on the environmental attributes of the areas.
Activities considered most suitable include: nature study, canceing,
picricking, natural scenery appreciation, and scientific research.

Hunting has also been considered, but this use of the Reserve will reguire
further study before being allowed. ' ’

The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources 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 im managing any archaeological/
historical resaurces) and the Florida Bame and Fresh Water Fish Commission
{assessing game resources and the feasibility of hunting in the Reservel.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT .. - {Not Yet Purchased ABSESSED
NAME COUNTY or_under ogptign! _VALUE
#11 Stark Tract Volusia 1,320 $ 964,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE
Bualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acgquisition would
protect eavironmentally unique resources including a variety of biological
communities and endangered species habitat. Acquisition would also
protect the water quality of adjacent State owned springs and a majar
river systen.

HANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Departmeni nf Natural
Resources with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State cooperating. ' ' ‘

PROPOSED USE
Addition to Blue Springs State Park.

LGCATION
In Volusia County, northeast Florida, two miles from U.5. Highway 17-%2 in
Orange City. Adjacent to Blue Springs State Park. This praoject lies
within Florida’s Senate District 10 and House District 30. -

RESQURCE DESCRIPTIDN
The Stark Tract comprises a diversity of upland and wetland natural
communities that are generally in good to excellent condition. The
property exhibits great topographic variety including a karst ridee, a
relict marine terrace, and river floadpiain., Sinkholes, ponds, and shell
mounds add further variety and increase the diversity of flora and fauna.
The project harbors an active bald eagle nest. Evidence indicates that
the project may be an important recharqe for the local aguifer and
directly influences the flow of nearby Blue Springs. The groject includes
over one mile of frontage on the 5t, Johns River where manatees are known
to feed,

There are five known archaealogical sites on the project, Potential for
archaeological investigations is excellent,.

The Stark Tract is g large area of negarly roadless woods that could
provide a high gquality, almost wilderness experience under low intensity
recreational use inmcluding camping, hiking, and nature appreciation,

OMNERSHIP
One owner, the Stark family.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The karst ridge, an important geologic feature and an important component
of the agquifer recharge areas of the DeLand Ridge, is very vulnerable to-
degradation. If subsurface flow is altered by domestic wellfield
withdrawal or increased surface runcff, a corresponding decline in
discharge and water quality at Blue Springs could result,

The Stark Tract is highly endangered. The majority of the tract is
considered upland and the soils are rated “high" for development by
Volusia County., This property is within one of the fastest growing
reqions in the State, experiencing a 72 pertent increase in population
since 1970. By 1993, the region is expected to grow ap additional 29
percent. The Stark family has a divided opinion on whether to develop the
praoperty or sell to the Btate. The preservation of this tract probably
hinges on the timeliness of the State’s acquisition efforts.

ACQUISITION PLANNING
On October 24, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committes approved {' -
tinel project design ot the Stark Tract which did naot alter the original
proposal or the resource planning boundary,
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#11 STARK TRACT

ESTIMATED COST
Acgquisition
Assessed value far 1984 was approximately $944,000. Tax assessed
value taking into consideratiaon agricultural exemptions was
appraoximately $632,000,

Management

Salaries & Expenses Expenses oco oca

Benefits (Standard) {Other) (Standard} {(Dther) Total
st Yr. $30,3135 $5,072 $10,000 $21,5373 $2,2350 $ 69,212
2nd Yr. $30,313 $5,072 $10,000 $ 43,387

$114,599

Development

Historic exhibits and Interpretation $ 38,333
Potable water systenm 12,041
Parking area stabilized (30 spaces! 34,921
Primitive Camping area (20 sites) 24,083
Hiking Trail 3 miles 3,615
Mature Trail 1.5 miles 1,807
Baundary Fencing (hog wire, 12,800 1ft.) : 31,790

$144,790

LOCAL SUPPORT AND BENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolubions, .o nireisnsaarnesasasnrnssssatsrassanasnrranssanssnnras 2
Letters of general suppOrb...iveeeeivnisarvivartaasanarnsonsansnaninans 27
Letters of suppert from local, state and federal public officials..... 0
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 1

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The project area is to be included as part of Blue Springs State Park.
Aside from the merite of the tract itself, it will serve as an important
buffer to Blue Springs and Hantaoen Island State Parks against future
development in the area.

Some of the major recreational needs for this planning regian of the
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources
include opportunities for archaeological and historic interpretation,
hiking, and freshwater fishing. These activities could be accommodated at
the Stark Tract 1f certain developments are made,

Blue Springs State Park contains sufficient upland acreage to provide
additional park facilities, but, because of the fragile ecosystem of the
spring, the Parks carrying capacity has been closely controlled. The
acquisition af this tract could provide additional recreational
oppertunities in the area without increasing the visitor load of the
spring run.

The recreational potential for this property includes hiking, nature
stydy, and other nature related activities, such as, primitive camping,
archaeological and histgric interpretation, and possibly fishing. Since
this tract contains property fronting on waters known to be an important
habhitat for the manatee, additional research needs tp be done in order to
determine the suitability of fishing. Protection of endangered speciles
habitats, especially for manatees, is a major management concern which
will take priority over regreational provisions,
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MANASENENT SUHHARY (Continued) .
The following facilities are proposed to bring the property- into an
cptimally developed status: .

Trails - both nature and hiking trails should be developed to give
visitors a chance to experience the natural beauty occurring: nn this
praperty,

Primitive camping areas - two primitive camping areas (10 sites each)
could be established to serve youth groups and other hike in tent
campers.

Historic interpretation - simple rustic markers and displays could be
located at various historic and archaeological sites on the graperty
such as the ruins of the Stark house and the shell mounds.

Propnsed Carrying Capacity

Activity At One Time daily
Hiking 40 160
Nature Trail - AQ 160
Primitive Camging &0 &0
Archaeological/Historic Interpretation 20 B0

TOTAL 140 T 480
Since the Stark Tract is proposed as an addition to Blue Springs State

Park i1t is anticipated that the existing support facilities at Blue
Springs will serve this property as well,
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ACREAGE TRX

PROJECT . . (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY __gr under aption) - VALUE
#12 Lochloosa Wildlife Alachua 31,000 $13, 68,000

RECOMMENMBED PUBLIC PURPOSE -
Rualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would provide an area for active
and passive recreation as well as an excellent potential for gproviding
income from timber management. Additionally, acquisition will provide
protection for the wetland system asscciated with Lochloosa Lake and for
the several known archaeological sites on the property.

MANAGER . .
The Division of Farestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State, the Bame and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of
Recreatian and Parks of the Department of Natural Resource$ cooperating,

PROPOSED USE
The majority af the tract will be managed as a State Forest. The property
is currently under the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission Wildlife
Management Program. If it is acquired, the Game and Fresh Water Fish
Commission will continue to be actively involved in its management.
Portians of the tract may be managed as archaeclogical interpretive sites,
while other portions may be more suitably managed for outdoor recreation.

LOCATION
In the socutheastern corner of Alachua County, north central Florida,
approximately nine miles southeast of Gainesville, four miles northeast of
Micanopy, and borders the town ot Hawthorne. This project lies within
Florida’s Senate District & and House District 23.

RESOQURCE DESERIPTION
Approximately sixty-twe percent of the project area 15 comprised of
commercial pine plantation. A general estimate of Lthe pineland’s
potential for income production indicates that the tract has the ability
to pay its own management costs. The remainder of the tract is in natural
condition, and the biological communities are in good health. The area is
an excellent wildlife habitat and extensively utilized by a wide array of
wildlife including numerpus rare and endangered plant and animal species
{e.g., there are sixteen active bald eagle nests in the project)., The
project is an important watershed; most of the shore of Lochloosa Lake and
several small streams are included in the praoject area.

There are twelve known archaeological sites in the project area, and
potential for archaeclogical investigations is excellent.

The project has been recommended for multiple-use management apgd would
grovide a witde array of outstanding recreational opportunities,

OWNERSHIP
There are approximately 17 private Dwners within the project boundary.
The major owner (24,000% acres) was Uwens-Illinois. Owens-l1llinois hasg
recently sold its interest. Approximately 4,000 acres are owned by the
Fiorida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Federal Gavernment.
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT

The vegetative and hydrelogical resources of this parcel are highly
suysceptible to damage by residential development. GSite modifications .
necessary for the development of residential or business structures would
damage vegetation on the uplands and wetlands and adversely affect water
quality. Develaopment on the uplands would increase runoff and water
levels in the wetlands and would contribute to the degradation of Orange
and Logchlonsa Lakes.

Owen-I1linois, the previous largest single landowner, had plans to develap
a major portion of the area. The potential for development still exists.
As urhan sprawl continues to radiate froam Gainesville and fJcala, the
pressure to develop this property will obvicusly increase.

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition
Assessed value for 1964 was approximately $13,689,000. Tax assessed
value, taking into consideration agricultural exemptions, was
appraximately $2,618,000,

Management

Salaries and Expenses Egquipment Jotal
$63,000 $21,000 $84,000

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
REs0lublons. s seen e iraveeannrnnonesnanvivarseitnsanstsnrsneanananes 0
Letters of general support.....cuieeverivinarsrsratenrerassrnsnnarnsananes 7
Letters aof support from local, state and federal public officials..... 6
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation grganizations. 4

The Govermmental Affairs Department of the University of Florida has
recently organized an Alachua County Task Force to preserve the County’s
conservation and recreation lands. dne of the initial guals is to raise
money for acquisition and preservation through passing a bonding
referendum., This could mean that the County may be able to assist
financially with the acquisition gf this project.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The tochloosa CARL project, comprised of an interlocking system of forests
and wetlands bardering Lochloosa and Orange Lakes, has excellent potential
for multiple-use by the public.

This project has putstanding potential for recreational use by the public.
It has been used for hunting and fishing for a number of years and is
currentiy under the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission’s
Wildlife Management Area Program. Under State ownership, a wider variety
of multiple uses, hoth active and passive, could he allowed. Twelve
archaeplogical and historical sites have also been recorded within the
project boundaries and potential exists for the accurrence of many more
unrecorded sites,

The Lochloosa Tract should be managed with the goal eof providing maximunm
multiple-use benefits for the public while simultaneously protecting any
rare, fragile, or sensitive resources. Potential exists for a variety of
consumptive and nonconsumptive activities, including wildlife management
and hunting, timber management, fishing, camping, bird watching, boating,
canoeing, gpicnicking, nature photegraphy, and hiking. :
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#12 LOCHLOOSA WILBLIFE.

It is recommended that this parcel be managed as a muitiple-use project
with the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services as lead agency with the Florida Game and Fresh Water
. Figsh Commission, Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of
Natural Resources, and the Division of Histaerical Resgurtes of the;

Department of State as cocperating managers.
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WAKULLA COUNTY

PROJECT AREA

PROJECT AREA (TO BE MAPPED)

== == === PROJECT BOUNDARY

e  AREA CURRENTLY UNDER OPTION
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT e ’ {Nat Yet Purchased ‘ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY ar under option} " VALUE
#13 Wakulla Springs Wakulla 446312 $ 28?;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE

NANABER

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). State acquisition aof
the Memgurs Faundatinon ownership has protected a first magnitude spring
and a portion of a major Florida river. Acquisition of the remainder of
the project area will protect a primary tributary of the river, its
associated cave system, and an endangered species. The recommended
conservation easement will help preserve the wetland habitat of the
remaining river carridor. - .

The Division of Regreation and Parks of the.Department of Natural
Resources with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State, the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services, and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission
tooperating.

PROPOSED USE

State Park.

LOCATIAON

In Wakulla County, in the northwest Florida Panhandle, approximately 13
miles south of Tallahassee on State Road 61, This project lies within
Florida’s Senate District 3 and House District 1i.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION

This project is rich in natural resources. Almost all of the area is
forested wWwith communities that have been essentially undisturbed for 30
years. Six types of natural communities are present: aquatic cave,
spring run stream, floodplain swamp, floodplain forest, upland hardwood
forest, and upland mixed forest, This diversity of natural communities
supports an abundance of wildlife, especially along the river corridor.
The springs is considered the largest and deepest in the world and is a
first magnitude spring. The water quality of the spring and run is
excellent.

There are three archaeologicals/historical sites on the property. The most
significant site on the property is the main spring and associated
building complex. The spring itself has been recognized as a major
paleontological site. One ngarly complete mastaodon skeleton has been
recovered from the spring. The lodge is historically significant-because
of its attractive architecture and detailing. .

Wakulla Springs provides an outstanding array of recreational
opportunities. Guided boat tours provide a colorful and educational
introduction to the wildlife of the springs and river corridor offering
excetlent aopportunities to view and photograph wildlife, GSwimming,
hiking, camping, picmicking, and nature appreciation are other availahle
recreational activities. The lodge will continue to provide lodging and
meals. ;

DWNERSHIP

Approximately 2,900 acres are under option. The Board of Trustees, with
the assistance of the Northwest Florida Water Management District (NFWMD)
and the Nature Conservancy (TNC) has an agreement to purchase the 2,900
acres from the Nemours Foundatian, The State took title and assumed -
management responsibility on September 30, 1986, Title, though, will be
held in escrow, pending the State’s {fulfillment of an option contract onm
November 30, 1987, reimbursing the NFWMD and the TNC.

¥Remaining acreage associated with conservation easement will be included when
boundary mapped,
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OWNERSHIP (Continued)
There are two remaining owners in the McBride Slough area. The river

corridor, to be protected through acquiring conservation easements, has
not yet been bousdary mapped.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The river and springs are the primary attributes of the praoperty and are
highly vulnerable to any but the most subtle development along the banks.

Also natural disasters, such as wildfire could cause a destruction of
resources.,

Being a tract of surpassing natural resource attributes, the Wakulla
Springs property is always popular. The remaining areas not under option
are desirable for develapaent.

ACQUISITION PLANNING ‘
Bn January 10, 1984 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
final project design for Wakulla Springs. The project desiqn process
added a buffer area of approximately 80 acres, which is part of the
purchase agreement with Nemours and is under State management east and
adjacent to the McBride Slough addition. A conservation easement along
the river carridor linking Wakulla Springs State Park and the 5t. Marks -
River National Wildlife Refuge was also approved.

fcguisition Phasing

Phase I. Nemours Foundation lands north of or bordering County
Road 34635/U.5. 319,

Phase II. Conservation Easement, Wakulla River frontage between
County Road 343/U.5. 319 and U.5. 90.

Phase III, Conservation Easement, Wakulla River frontage between
U.S. 98 and the Shell Island on the east bank of the
St. Marks National Wildlife Refuge on the wesi bank,

ESTIMATED COSTY
Acquisition
Tax assessed values for the two remaining owners {(not including the

owners assotliated with the conservation easement) for 1986 was
approximately $282,120.

Management
Expended for Fiscal Year 19856-87.

QFrsS Expenses [5]1] Total
$211,034 $138,780 . $137,830 $487, 644

L0CAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL EMDORSEMENTS
Resolutions..ceeena,

L R R N I L R R R R R I R I I N N N RO O I R

i
Letters of general support. . ve i iiciiinnsnntorinannsnoresvavanosnrnns 1
Letters of support #rom local, state and federal public officials..... 1
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 10

OTHER

This project is adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special
Waters Cateqory of Outstanding Florida Waters.
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NANAGEMENT SUMMARY e
Present recreational use of the tract is confined to the spriag, an
adjacent 20 acres of partly cleared high land, and a proximal seqment of
the Wakulla River. Several hundred acres around the south side of the
head spring has been developed into a combined facility with a motel,
swimming area, and glass bottom and jungle boat cruises. These existing
activities should continue. Further recreatiom potential includes’
utilization 0f other territory te a degree compatible with a plan of use
and management, The forested land provides the setting for recreation
management, facilities and amenities entirely resource-based and gauged as
to intensity to maintain a confinement of all substantial human impact.
Camping of the canventional kind and picnicking could be accommodated in
one area, primitive camping in another, and nature walks, hiking trails,
and photography blinds in select locations. Trails for hiking, the most
passive activity, could he established aon almost any upland area in the
tract without compromising preservation aims. Bicytle paths on selected
routes might dlsc 4e accommodated.

Assessment of historical associations and archaeclogical features of the
tract is a prerequisite to determining its full potential for recreation
development. However, well known fossil findg at the spring present
patential for public interpretation at the site. There is potential for
preservation of the histoery/archaeology aspect by special facility.

The controlling facter in the tract’s visitor capacity is the capacity of
water and waterborne recreatiop zones. That element being developed
already and in use now, future capacity is not expected to be dramatically
higher.

State management should grovide for the continuation of swimming and boat
trips and for a early determination of the best faciiitation of both
consistent with the experiences of a high-quality natural feature. It
should continue the lodging and dining offering for which the fixtures
being acquired are adapted, so long as they are serviceable and can
feasibly be operated to offer those accommodations at rates not producing
exclusivity. Long-term retention of the lodging-dining facility atter the
useful life of the existing structures, or possible expansian of the
service, should be optional, but any additional land and visitor capacity
allowed should be very limited,

The recreation design should confine principal park development to a zone
centered in the area of present development south of the spring. [t might
use wooded land in the designated zone but outside the present sphere of
develaopment for campsites of the conventional kind and for any suitable
increase of improvement of picnicking areas. it might also entail return
of parts of the presently landscaped area to natural growth. ALl existing
facilities, including roadways, should be subject to a unified recreation
design as to future siting and appearance. - -

Use of the bulk of the tract, that ocutsidé the zone of princigal park
development, should be devoted to the very light visitor uses compatible
with the imperative of maintaining the complement of natural wildlife
impartant to the park setting and the objective of preserving undisturbed
plant communities and endangered or threatened species. Foot trails could
reach any place except designated areas of special sensitivity.(the
immediate borders of the upper River should be one). Bike paths could be
considered for some existing roadheds. Puhlic access by foat to the tract
in general (through a designated entrance) should be assured, but under
regulation averting diminution of the wildlife element, Interpretive
programs consistent with that policy could operate to reach almost any
area,.

Manageaent of the tract by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the
Degartmeat of Natural Resourtes as a State Park is recommended with the
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of
Historical Respurces of the Department of State as cooperating agencies.
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BIG PINE KEY/COUPON BIGHT

MONROE COUNTY

| PROJECT AREA

STATE OWNED

FEDERAL LANDS

» « -+« KQUATIC PRESERVE BOUNDARY
— — — — PROJECT BOUNDARY
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT . - {Ngt Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under option) _VALUE
#t4 Coupon Bight Monroe 633 $ 1,137,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE ,
Bualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acguisition would
preserve the envirocnmentally unique and irreplaceable resources of an
aquatic preserve.

NANAGER

The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resaurces.

PROPOSED USE _
Addition and buffer for the Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve.

LOCATION
In Moaroe County, Florida Keys, Southeast Big Pine Key. This project lies
within Florida's Senate District 39 and House District 120,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
A variety of natural communities are represented on this parcel. Bath
wetiand and upland communities are represented including mangrove fringe,
transitional wetlands, dune ridqge, pineland, and tropical hardwaood
hamsock. Numerous threatened and endangered species ot plants and animals
are located on the property. The dung strand is hast to Barber’s Spurge
{Euphorbia garberi) which is the only know location for this species in
Monroe County. Its proximity to the Key Deer National Wildiife Retfuge
indicates its potential importance as habitat for this endangered species,

The project can provide recreational opportunities that are compatible
with the primary acquisition objective of resource protection t(e.g.,
nature appreciatien and photography).

OWNERSHIP
There are approximately 170 owners of which approximately 100 are within
three undeveloped subdivisians. The U, 5. Fish and Wildlife Service, with
the assistance af the Trust for Public Lands, has acquired the Strachley
Tract, approximately 43 acres. Another 45 acres, adjacent tg the Aquatic
Preserve on the northern portion of the tract, have been purchased under
CARL.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
It is very unlikely that the environmental integrity of the project would
be maintained if developed. Even limited use of certain areas would
probably prevent Key degr from utilizing potential habitats.

Development pressure is very high in the Florida Keys. Predictions place
Big Pine Key within the top three candidates for the most populated key in
Menroe Lounty. Acquisition of this tract would preserve a portion of this
fast growing area. Protection of the waters of Coupon Bight Aquatic
Preserve is ancther important reason for acquiring the property.
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ACGUISITION PLANNINE
In January 1984, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
project design for Coupon Bight Agquatic Preserve Buffer. The project
design altered the rescurce 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 baundary.

Acguigition Phasing
Phase I. Strachley Tract and Brothers Tract f(original
proposalil,

Phase I1. Developable Uplands.

Phase TIII. durisdictional wetlands, assuming adequate regulations
of development by county and State regulataory
agencies,

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition
fissessed valuye of $1,137,000, is based on average 1983 tax assessed
values for the typically sized lots and larger acreage tracts within
the project area,

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
e D T - T TR L R N L R T I T R TN R ey
Letters of general support.. ... ..t nneinnerisuansnerarasrannananansas
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation arganizations.

GTHER
This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It
is alsp adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special Waters
Cateqory of Dutstanding Florida Waters.

MANAGERENT SUMHMARY
Management responsibility far the 733 acre project should be assiqgned to
the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Respurces. The project should be incorperated into the Coupon Bight
Aquatic Preserve. The area should be managed as an ecological buffer zone
for the Agquatic Preserve. Passive recreational use consistent with the
resourte protection goals of the acguisition sheuld be allowed.

‘The Ocean Bluff Brothers tract (43.73 acres) might be considered as a
State Botanical Site designed to protect the endangered tree cactus
(Cereus robini) and habitat for the endangered Key deer (Odocoileus
virginianus clouium). The U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service may be
interested in managing the area as part of the adjacent Key Deer National
Wildlife Refuge, ‘
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ACREAGE Tax

PROJECT - ‘ {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY _gr under nption) VALUE

#1353 Spring Hammock Semingle 393 § 2,479;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Bualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL), and as "other lands.”
Acquisition will help protect sensitive wetlands associated with & lake,
The project will also provide outdoor recreational opportunities for a
majar urban area.

MANABER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resaurces with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State and Seminole County cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
Seminole County Parks Department will manage as a nature preserve through
a2 sublease with the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Bepartmeat of
Matural Resources,

LOCATION
In Seminole County, east central Florida, between Sanford and Orlandao,
approximately eight miles east of Wekiva Springs State Park. Adjacent to

Lake Jessup, This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 17 and
House District 35,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
This project is the last major undisturbed hydric hammock that remains in
Seminole County. The hammock supports a sizeable population of the
threatened needle palm {(Rhapidephyllum hystrix). Althaough not within the
project bgundaries, the swamp is the site of the nation’s largest bald
cypress tree (this site is already in county gwnershipl. The swamp and
hammock provide valuable hydrological functions that help protect the
water resogurces of Lake Jessup. The soils percolate very slowly and
contain a wide range of organic materiai. The rooted vegetation in the
drea reduces flooding, aides evapotranspiration, helps maintain the
hydrological cyele, and removes excessive nutrients fram the water as it
tiows from the surrounding urban area to Lake Jessup.

A preliminary historic and archaeclogical survey of this ares was
campleted by the Central Florida Anthropological Saciety. There were four
sites reported. A very early {(Suwannee) projectile point was found along
Seldiers Creek in a spoil bank after dredging. Suwannee points date fronm
B00O to 9000 B.C, The project is considered to have good archaeological
potential.

Recreatianal opportunities provided by public ownership of the hammock
would caomplement the existing county enviroamental center.

OWNERSHIP
Approximately 570 acres and nine gwners are under option, with closing
dates through January, L989. Approximately 27 owners and 393t acres are
left to acguire.
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#13 SPRING HAMMOCK

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT

Delicate ecosystem; highly vulnerable to alteration in water quality andg

quantity, and in its function as a natural, viable watershed.

No known development planned at this time. However, the hammock is in an

area of rapid growth and is experiencing pressure from developers.

ESTIMATED CasT
Acguisition :
Tax assessed value is approximately $2,470,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENBORSEMENTS
- T A -
Letters of general support. ..o e et innnresvasssonasnsasesnssnsonsna
Letters of suppert from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations.

MANAGEMENT SUMBARY
Tha Spring Hammock acquisition ares, including those portions under

&
14
8
b

option, contains approximately 1,036 acres situated in the center of the

population of Seminole County. The joint management agencies for the

Spring Hammock Environmentally Endangered Lands Preserve are the Seminole

County Board of County Lemmissioners and the Division of Historical
Resaurces of the Department of State.

The Spring Hammock tract should be managed by Seminale County as a nature
preserve. The primary management goal should be to protect the resource

values of the hydric hammock. Recreational uses should be limited to

passive low intensity activities such as nature trails, bird watching, and

nature study. The tract is between two county parks, one caontaining a

county environmental center, The use of the &ract should compliment the

activities of the educational center.

Management objectives for the first year include fencing the acquisition

area and developing a detailed development plan for resource-based
recreation and educatian.
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NAME OF PROPERTY

Meissner Hammock
Silver Palm Hammock
Ross Hammock

Big & Little Ceorge
Hammock

Loveland Hammock

Lucille Hammock
Castellow Hammock Ext.
Holiday Hammock

). Southwest Island ]
0. Madden's Hammock
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJELT - i (Not Yet Purchased 'ﬂSSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under gption) - VALUE

416 Tropical Hammocks Dade 213 $ 7,991,000
of the Redlands T

RECOMMENDEDR PUBLIL PURPOSE
Rualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL)., Acquisition would
protect the best of the few remaining tropical hardwoad hammocks in Dade
County and associated rare and endangered species.

MANAGER
Dade County.

PROPDSED USE
Preserve aor Botanical Site. .

LOCATION
In Dade County, south Florida., ALl of the sites are locatad in the
greater Miami/Homestead area. This groject lies within Florida’s Senate
District 3% and House Districts 119 and 120,

RESGURCE DESCRIPTION
This project includes some of the most outstanding examples of rockland
hammock that remain in Florida. The ten sites in the project were
selected specifically to preserve a broad array of plants and animals
typical of this natural cosmunity. The project harbors numerous plant
species that are rare and endangered, and ceveral animal species that are
alsa rare.

Many of the hammocks also harbor very significant archaeplogical sites,

Recreational activities would be limited to preserve the character of
these sites. PFossible recreational activities would .include nature
appreciation and photography.

OWNERSHIP
There are 24 odners and 11 discrete hammocks.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The relatively small size {10 to 30 acres) of the parcels allaws minor
disturbances to have major impacts upon the integrity of the natural
systems. Introduction of exotics is also a possible threat.

According to a 19B4 inventory of forest lands in Dade County conducted by
the Dade County Department of Environmental Respurce Managenment, only
2,000 acres or approximately two percent of the original systems, remain
outside of Everglades Naticnal Park. The remaining Fereage is curréntly
being reduced hy urban and aqgricultural development at such a rate that
all -0f the hammock areas would be eliminated by the year 2000, TIllegal
callection of rare species and the removal of trees for firewood also pose
significant threats te tropical rockland hammocks.

ACGUISITION PLANNING
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisitipn Selection Committee appraved the
project design for Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands. The praoject design
process only slightly altered the respurce glanning boundaries of two of
the hammock areas. An addition was made to improve access for mandgement
purposes and a deletion was made which removed disturbed acreage.
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#16 TROPICAL HAMMOCKS OF THE REDLANDS

ACRUISITION PLANNING (Continued) .
ficguisitian Phasiag -
Phase 1., Castellow Extension

Phase 2, Silver River -
Phase 3. Loveland

FPhase 4. Big % Little George i
Phase 3. Heissner

Phase &. Ross

Fhase 7. Southwest Island

Phage B. Holiday

Fhase 9. Lucille

Phase 10. Madden’s Hammock

ESTINMATED CD57
Acguisition
Assessed value ig approximately %7,991,000. Tax assessed valuse,

taking into consideration agricultural exemphbions, ts approximateif
$3,884,000,

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
ResDlutions. s ereeens s i asntoanevaasrnssaronaronoacasasastioranatosssns 0
Letters of generadal sUPPOrt. . v ii o itniarsrasserarerosetarsrasonantes 2
1
1

Letters of suppaort from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters ot support from local and areawide conservation orgamsizations,

OTHER
Project boundaries were reviged by the Land Acquisition Selection
Committes in November, 1986, to include the Madden’s Hammack CARL project.

MANAGEMENT SuMMARY
Eleven individual hammacks, comprising 140f acres of endangered tropical
hammocks represent the best of what remains in Dade County and contarn a
variety of rare and endangered plants and animals, Due to the unique
characteristics of these endangered hammocks, Dade County has proposed
that the Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands he maiptained as
enviraonmentally endangered land preserves. The actual management of these
areas will be performed by the [ade County Park and Recreation Department
in canformance with the State’s Environmentally Endangered Lands Plan as
well as the State Mamagement Plan., It is anticipated that the subject
parcels would be fenced to prevent illegal dumping and uncaontrolled
access. Public aceess would be limited to controlled interpretive uses.
Additiopally, steps will be takenm to maintain the high quality and
inteqrity aof the hammack aress by preventing the intrusion of exotic
species,

The primary faocus of the proposed management plan will be to reduce
unautharized intrusion, vandalism and the removal of endemic species and
to provide limited access for interpretive uses. - .
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT - - 3 (Not Yet Purchased ‘ABSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under option) - VALUE

#17 Saddle Blanket Polk 753 $ 298,000
Lakes Serub Lo

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acguisition would
preserve one 0Ff the best examples of scrub communities remaining in
Flarida.

NANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Farks of the Departwment of Natural
Resgurces.

PROPOSED USE
State Preserve.

LOCATION
In south-central Polk County, central Florida, approximately 13 ailes
north of Sebring, between Fraostproof and Avea Park, The parcel is just
sauth of Avon Park Cut-off Road about ope mile east af U.5. 27. This
project lies within florida’s Senate District 13 and House District 43,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
This project provides one of the finest exampies gf scrub forest that
remains in Florida. This natuyral community type, once abupdant, is now
rarely found in good ecological health. The Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub
exhibits an exceptionally high species diversity and is in excellent
ecological health. The project area harbors many species of plants and
animals that are very rare and of limited distribution. True scrub is
rapidly disappearing and many of Florida®s endemic plants and animals are
scrub species. Other minor communities include mesic flatwoods and bay
swamp with a small seepage strean on the west side, a small depression
marsh in the east-ceatral area and two sandhill lakes near the narth
boundary, The Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 1% a good representative example
of original natural Florida due to its size and excellent condition.

Recreation in this project should be limited to low intensity uses that
will not disturb the character of the landscape (e.q., photography and
nature appreciation}. :

DWNERSHIP
Aporoximately, 73 percent of the project involves two major owners, one of
which is the Nature Conservancy. There are 18 aother einor owners.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
Scrub is very susceptible tp degradatiaon from development. The sensitive
plant-~iife is easily damaged by off-road traffic, even heavy foot traffic
can be harmful.

Develupment pressure is high in this region and scrub is oftentimes
considered ideal for residential development and citriculture.

ACBUISITION PLANNING - ‘
On January 10, 1984, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
groject design. for Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub. The project design process
deleted a small part of the project area which was disturbed with
improvements and added two pieces of high guality scrub. DOne was a recent
purchase of the Nature Conservancy.

ESTIMATED COST

Acquisitian -
Tax assessed value is approximately $298,000.
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#17 SADDLE BLANKET LAKES SCRUB

LOCAL_SUPPORT_AND BENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

RSOl U i OM Sy ettt e o e s st orattonmnnnssndeaasassnssnatsdsanesmensnana

0

Letters of general support......i.couns. P L it e s s e e a iy 2
i

l

Letters aof support from tacal, state and federal public officials,....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. i

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
Management responsibility for this property should be assigned to the
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resaources.
Due to its unique and fragile environment, it should be managed as a State
Preserve allowing nanconsumptive, passive recreation only. Activities
such as nature appreciation, interpretation, hiking, and primitive camping
appear to be compatible,
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ACREABE TAX

PROJECT - ’ {Not Yet Purchased "ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under optioni _ - VYALUE
#18 Save Dur Everglades Collier 200,000 $ 6,000,000 (CARL)

($112,040,000 Total)

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL)Y. Acguisition of this
project will help protect the water resources and the unique biglogical
communities of the Florida Everglades - Big Cypress kEcasystem, including
the headwaters of Fakahatchee Strand.

MANNAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources aor the National Park Service, with the Division of Historical
Resources of the Department of State, the Division of Farestry of the .
Dapartment of Agriculture and Consumer Services, and the Bame and Fresh
KBater Fish Commission cooperating.

PROPGSED USE
As an addition to the Fakahatchee State Preserve or as an addition and
buffer for the Big Cypress National Preserve.

LOCATION B
In Collier County, south Florida, approximately 23 miles 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 38 and House District 73,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
This project provides a very important hydrological connection with
several significant natural areas: Big Cypress National Preserve,
Fakahatchee Strand State Preserve and Everglades National Park. The
project area serves as the headwaters of the largest strand swamp in the
nation - the Fakahatchee Strand. Besides performing essential
hydrological functions for other significant natural areas, the Save Qur
Everglades project is an sxcellent patural area itself, 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 Florida panther,

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed for
tultural resource sites, it is believed to have good potential for
archaeological investigations, R

The project can provide a range of recreational opportunities that are
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of natural resource
protection.

QMNERSHIP
It is estimated that there are at least 23,000 owners and approximately
200,000 acres in the project area. Golden Gate Estates, #1,000% acres,
has over 22,000 owners. Barron Collier Enterprises and Caollier
Enterprizes own aver 100,000 acres. The Departament of Transportation and
the Department of Natural Resources on behalf of the Trustees are jointly
acguiring ownerships with legal access slong Alligatar Alley. Two larger
atreage tracts, 1,158*% acres and 370% acres, have been acquired this pa<:
Fiscal Year. Appraximately 20 other smaller tracts have also heen
acquired,
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#18 SAVE OUR EVERGLADES

RABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT

The ecological character and unigque resources within the Save Our
Everglades CARL project are extremely sensitive, and are vulnerable to a
variety of activities. Drainage and other physical disruptions to the
hydrology of the area can cause significant shifts in vegetative
compositien by changing inundation periods, fire regimes, or soil
properties. Construction of access roads not only has the potential for
thanging surface sheet-flow patterns, but also brings a greater
disturbance to wildlife and places greater stresses on endangered plant
and animal populatiaons. The small size, and limited distribution af these
populations makes them particularly vulnerable to disturbance.

The project area can be considered endangered by a number of human
activities. The presence of mineral deposits such as limestone and peat
provides incentive for exploitation of these rescurces. Although no
specific plans for mining are known for the project area, such activities
could occur possibly in association with existing limestone mines north of
the Northern Fakahatchee Strand parcel. 0il and gas exploration and
develgpment is nccurring in the Big Cypress Area as 3 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, constructed, operated or
removed properly.

ESTIMATED COST

LOCAL

Acguisitien
Value of $112,040,000 is based on 1986 assessed values for average
sized tracts and lots within the project area. The CARL fund’s
participation in what was a three agency agreeament between the U. 5.
Department of the Interior, the Department of Transpartation, and the
Department of Natural Resources on behalf of the Trustees was
originally estimated to be approximateiy %4 wmiiliomn. The Governor
ard Cabinet have resarve at least $10 million for the purchase of
this project

Management
Reguested by the Department of MNatural Resources for Fiscal Year

1987-88.

SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDURSEMENTS

EMINE

s T B/ < T - S 0
Letters of general SuppPart. e v iiarsseansiarerannnnssansassssnanan oy 7
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0

NT DOMAIN

QTHER

The Florida Legislature has specifically pravided fthe pawer of emineat
domain for acquisition of lands within this critical area (Chapter
380.035(7), Florida Statutes). Eminent domain authority was extended to
1993 by the 1987 Legislature.

This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern.
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#18 SAVE DUR EVERGLADES

HANABEAENT SUNMARY =
The Save Qur Everglades project is located in Collier County and consists
of four parcels totaling approximately 200,000 acres. The eastern-most
parcel, the "Big Cypress Connectian,” consists of 127,738 acres iofated in
the northeast corner of Collier County and is bounded along the east line
and along the south and west by the Big Cypress National Preserve.” A
second parcel is 37,010 acres and is located in the northern Fakahatchee
Strand north of State Road 84 and west of the Big Lypress Preserve. #
third parcel, consisting of approximately 45,300 acres, is located south
of State Road 84, ang runs along the western boundary of Fakahatchee
Strand State Preserve. This 40,000 acre parcel includes the Golden Gate
Estates subdivisian. The fourth parcel is a oneg mile wide strip of
approximately 8,000 acres lying east of State Road 29, which would join
the Big Eypress National Preserve with the Fakahatchee Strand CARL project
and the second parcel of this project. Acquisition of this project will
provide buffers ar additions te existing federal and State ownerships in
the area including the Big Cypress Preserve and the Fakahatchee Strand -
State Preserve, and will provide for protection of the hydrological
resources important to the Everglades National Park,

The Save Qur Everglades project should be acquired as an Environmentally
Endangered Land and managed as a multiple-use area with primary management
being oriented toward resource protection.” Allowable uses that shouid be
considered include hunting, fishing, hiking, camping, and nature
appreciation. Lead managers for this project should be the Division of
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources (Fakahatcheej,
and the Natignal Park Service (Big Cypress Connection), with the bGame and
Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of Historical Resources of
the Department of State cooperating.
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ACREABE TAX

FROJECT - - {Not Yet Purchased "ASSESBSED
NAME COUNTY or _under optign) . VALUE
#20 Seminole Springs Lake %, 200 $10,32§;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Bualities as Envirenmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) or "other lands," but
because of the uniqueness and sensitivity of the springs and ravines, it
is recommended that the project be purchased under the EEL cateqory.

MANAGER _
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State, the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources, and the Game and fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 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., The Divisiaon of Forestry, the Division of
Historical Resources, and the Bame and Fresh Water Fish Caommission will
cooperate.

PROPQSED USE
State Forest Reserve. Portions of the western part of the tract may be
developed as a State Park, in the future, ’

LOCATION
In Lake County, central Florida, approximately 17 miles southwest of
Deland, !l miles west of Sanford, 26 miles northwest of Orlando and 22
miles east of lLeesburg. This project lies within Florida’s Senate
District 11 and House District 4é.

RESQOURCE DESCRIPTIGON
This project contains seven patural communities: hardwood swamps,
hardwood hammocks, hardwpod ravines, pine flatwoods, mixed pine/hardwood
forests, sandhills, and sand pine scrub. The hardwood swamp is the most
expansive natural community oa the graperty. Hardwood hammocks octur on
slightly higher ground around the edge of the swamp and along the ravine
slopes. Pine flatwoods and mixed pine/hardwood forest are alsg found on
maist sites but are dominated by loblolly pine. The communities are
generally in very good condition, haowever, some ruderal areas, including
fields and pasture, orange groves, and planted pines, should be
reforested. The good ecological health and great diversity of natural
comaunities provides an environment that supports a sizeable wildlife
population. The region is likely tg harbor many species of rare plants
and animals. Therg are reported to be from 30 - 73 springs of various
sizes on the property. The largest being Seminole Springs, a second
magnitude springs which produces a flow of over J0 nillion gallons of
water per day. A oumber of creeks alsn originate within or flow across
the property. The spring runs and blackwater creeks are tributaries to
the S5t. Johns/Wekiva Rivers. '

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

The size and divergity of this project make it ideal for a variety of low
to moderate intensity recreational activities. GSuch activities might
include hiking, canoeing, camping, backpacking, horseback riding and
possibly hunting.

DWNERSHIP

Approximately 14 owners, The major owner {3,600 acres) is a willing
seller. ‘ N
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#20 SEMINOLE SPRINGS

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT -
Under present ownership and use, most of this tract is adeguately
protected from degradatios, However, the biological, geelaogical and

hydrological rescurces of the property are highly susceptible to damage by

development and this area of the State is developing at a rapid rate,

The owner is eiderly and desires to sell the property; conseguently, the

tract is upder severe developmental pressure. Additionally, limited

timber harvesting has occurred recently on some portions aof the project.

ACOUISITION PLANNING

On November 21, 1984, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved

the final project design for Semingle Springs. The project design

modified the resource planning boundary by excluding many of the improved

.residential tracts, squaring boundaries, and expanding existing corridors

and increasing the protection of the floodplain. Recoamended additions

included appraximately 830 acres; recommended deletions totaled
approximately 493 acres.

Acguisition Phasina
Phase 1. Seminole Springs (Strawn Tract)

Phase 2. Connecting corridors between Seminole Springs and BMK Ranch

Phase 3. Gther ownerships.

Qther Comments : . -

Mr. Strawn, the major owner, is anxious to sell to the State and
encourages the State to manage at least part of the tract for the
education and rehabilitation of delinquent youths.

ESTIMATED COST
ficquisition

Tax assessed value, approximately %10,323,000, for project area is

based on value per acre for major awnership, Strawn.

Management and Develpopment
The first year would by $73,000, thereafter, 20,000,

LOCAL SUPPORT AND SENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolutions..ieiieineiinnaccncnnnansnnnns et e i isaravs et ananan s
Letters of general SUPPOrt. i it estar ittt iranstnsnassnonassosns
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations,

OTHER
A map aon the preceeding page illustrates the juxtaposition of Hantoon
Island State Park, Blue Springs State Park, Lower Wekiva River State

Reserve, Rock Springs Runm State Reserve, Wekiva Sprimgs State Park, -BMK

Ranch, Seminole Springs, and St. Johns River.

HANAGEMENT SUNMARY

This tract has sufficient size and habitat diversity to support a variety
and
44A, and has an existing road system that would facilitate public access.

of multiple-use activities. It is accessible from State Roads 44, 44,

The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer

—_ 0 L O

Services is recommended as the lead manager for the majority ot the tract.
Coaperating managers should be the Division of Recreation and Parks of the
Department of Matural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fisgsh Commission,

and the Division of Historical Resaurces of the Department of State.

Provision should bhe made for future transfer of managemenst jurisdiction to
the Department ot Natural Resources for a relatively small western partion

necessary to further the State Park system and meet identified regingal
recreation needs. :
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HANAGEMENT SUMMARY (Continued)
The Seminole Springs property should be managed under multiple-use
concepts with special care taken to insure that any fragile or sensitive
ecosystems are protected., Consideration should be given te 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 zprings and
ravines
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT . (Not Yet Purchased *#SSESSEB

NAME COUNTY or under pption) _VALUE

#21 Miami Rockridge Dade 175 $ 2,179,000
Pinelands o

RECOMMENBER PUBLIC PURPOSE ’
Bualifies as Environmentaily Endangered Lands (EEL}. Acquisition would
protect a large number of rare, endangered, threatened and endeaitc plant
species and would also preserve water recharge areas.

HANAGER
Dade County in coordination with the Division of Fgrestry of the
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services.

PROPOSED USE 7
Biological Preserves, Those Pine Rocklands adjacent to 0ld Cutler HammoTk
Environmental Education Center, Fuchs Hammock Enviranmental Study Area and
Camp Owaissa Bauer would be additions to the interpretive functions of
those areas.

LOCATION L
In Dade County, south Flarida, metro Miami - Homestead urban area. This
project lies within Florida’s Senate District 39 and House Dlstr1cts 119
and 120.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTIODN
This project 1s comprised of the best remaining examples ot the highly
endangered pine rockland patural coamunity type. The sites in the project
area were selected specitically to preserve 4 broad array of plants and
gnimals typical of the pine rocklands. This community harbors numeraus
rare and endangered plant species and several an1mal species, many of
which are found nowhere else.

Recreational opportunities would be limited to low intensity activities
that would not be harmful to the unique flora.

QWNERSHIP
There are appraoximately {B owners.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The 14 pineland sites are considered upland and developable, All sites
are zoned residential (up to six lots per acrei or agricultural (could be
cleared for crops or gne house peEr five acres). The trees and endemics
are also sensitive to nearby development., Spils 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,
gutside the Everglades National Park, once totaled over 1&0 000 acres but
have bgen reduced, by 1978, to 3,751 acres.

In 1984 Dade County conducted a farest inventory which evaluated
approximately 3,000 acres of pinelands and hammdcks areas of two acres or
larger. This survey resulted in the identification of 2,737 acres of
pinelands which qualified as environmentally sensitive. A mare detailed
analysis of the quality and manageability of the identified acreage
resulted in the selection of the 18 subject sites which comprise 173 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 heen estimated that 48 percent of the Miami Rockridge
Pinelands have been destroyed, At this current rate of destruction, all
privately owned pinelands in the envirgamentally sensitive category would
be developed in the next 10 to 13 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.
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ACBUISITION PLANNING
On November 12, 19B&, the Land Acguisition Selection Committee approved
the final project design for Miami Rockridge Pinelands. The project
design deleted twd sites from the project area because of extensive
alterations to the sites. A substantial portion of another site was also
deieted 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.

Recommended Phasing
Phase 1. Site 1

Phase 2. Site 12
Phase 3. Site 2
Phase 4. Site 4
Phase 3. Site &
Phase 4. Site 1S5
Phase 7. 5ite 14
Phasa B. Site 13
Phase 9. Gite 8
Phase 10, Site 1

Phase 11, Site 1&

Phase 12. Site 7

Phase 13. Florida Natural Areas Inventory addition teo Site 10
Phasa 14. Site 9§ '

ESTIMATED COST

Acquisition _
Tex assessed value is approximately %2,179,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
RESOlUblONS . ety s s nataanonrsnstssnasaansssonnroanasarandsnsnssssnsins 0
Letters OF general SUPPOrt..c.ivsevncesanrecnnarnrentssanssraanssnsnes 12
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0
Lletters of support fram local and arcawide conservation arganizatiaons. 9

OTHER
Site 11, the #irst acquisition priority and the largest of the tracts, has
recently been bulldozed and prepared for development,

NANAGEMENT SUNMARY
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 clousest to urban populations will be managed to allow
controlled interpretive and limited passive recreational opportunities,
while more remote pinelands will be mazintained as environaentally
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.

It is anticipated that the subject parcels would be fenced to prohibit
illegal dumping and uncontrolled access, vandalism and the rempval of
endemic species. Public access would be limited te controlled
interpretive uses where appropriate. Likewise, steps will be taken to
maintain the high guality and integrity of the pinelands by preventing the
intrusion of exotic species. In addition to Dade County Parks, the
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services will be asked to help in the management of the pineland preserves
by conducting periodic controlled burns of the properties to encourage
pineland growth and eliminate the threat of understory hardwoods and
exotic species.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT o . {Not Yet Purchased -ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or_under option) VALYE
#22 Big Shoals Corridor Hamiltan 2001 $ 45,000

Columbia .

RECONMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE -
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL}._ Acquisition of the
Brown Tract has protected examples of almost all ecosystems found within
this partion of the Suwannee River Basin. Acquisition of the remainder of
the tract would provide a protected buffer along the riverfront and would
help protect Four Mile Branch, a tributary of the Suwannee,

MANAGER
The Division of Farestry of the Department of Aaricalfure and Consumer
Services is lead management agency over a portion of the tract with the
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources -
and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. The Division of Recreation
and Parks is lead agency over the unit closest to the river with the
Division of Faorestry and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission
cooperating. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State is, in both cases, a cooperating manager.

PROPOSED USE
Suwannee River Shoals Forest Reserve and S5tate Park.

LOCATION
In Hamilton and Columbia Counties, north Florida, less than one mile east
of White Springs, approximately six miles narth of the [-75 and [-10
interchange. GStephen Forester State Memorial is three miles west and
Oscegla National Forest is five miles east of the tract., This project
lies within Florida’s Senate District 5 and House District 12,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION .
This project i1s the largest rematning block of natural vegetation in the
upper Suwannee River Basin of Florida and contains good to excellent
examples of at least ten natural community types, representing almost all
of the natural diversity present within this section of the river basin.
The tract encompasses aver five miles of river frontage and includes both
Big and Little Shoals, the largest and mpst extensive white water rapids
in Florida. The project also contains a sizable population of American
Beech, ane of the southernmost populations known in the United States.
Several other plant species are also near their southernmost limits on
this property. A substantial amount of manageable timberland is also
present on the tract, '

A number of aboriginal sites are reparted for the project area and the
potential for archaeological investigations is good...

The recreational potential of this project is outstanding. A wide array
of activities could he supported. : ‘

UWNERSHKIP
Approximately 2,680 acres are under option from the Nature Conservancy.
The first optiaon closed an November 25, 19B6. The second option is
scheduled to close in December, 1987. GSuwanrnee River Water Management
District has purchased a 400 acre parcel north of the river and the 213
acre Saunders Tract. The District also has under option the Marsh Tract,
a 2,269 acre river corridor tract, alse in the CARL project design area,
but unmapped. 8uestions concerning the conveyance of lots and aineral
rights must be resolved before closing. A few owners remain, other than
Marsh, along the corridor which are in the CARL project area, unmapped. =
These parcels, however, with the exception of & portion of the corridor in
Section B, are in the District’s 10-year acquisition plan and the Bistrict
will buy the parcels as they come on the market. There are alsoc a few
outstanding owners in Sections 33 and 34.
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The ecusystems on the tract are vulnerable to site disturbing activities
such as phosphate mining, conversion to pine plantations and developaent
for homesites. All of these types of activities are occurring in the
genaral area.

Under current ownership (the Nature Conservancy and Suwannee River Water
Management District), the land northwest of the river is protected from
these activities; however, the Nature Conservancy is not in a position ta
hold their property over the long term. The remaining ownerships are
timber companies, energy caompanies and private individuals. Without
acquisition by the State, conversion to homesites, intensive forestry
operations or phosphate mines will most likely take place.

ACBUISITION PLANNING
On March 21, 1984, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
final proiect design for Big Shoals Corridor/Brown Tract, which included
approximately 813 acres now owned hy the Suwannee River Water Mapagement
District and 2,683 acres now under option from the Nature Conservancy.

The Nature Conservancy will donate part of the remaining acreage (the Kerr
McGee tract) simultanegusly with the second closing.

ficquisition Phasing
Phase I. Brown and Kerr McGee Tracts.

Phase II. Saunders Tract - uplands, if Suwannee River Water
Management District buys the floodplain. If not,
second phase would consist of entire Saunders
gwnership.

Phase III, Remainder of project area.

ESTIMATED CQST
Acgquisition
Assessed value is approximately %45,110, Tax assessed value taking
into consideration agricultural exemptions is approximately $9,000.

Management
Requested by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal Year

1987-88.
Salaries Expenses oco ECO Total
$16,187 $2,336 $43,000 $222,000 $283,723

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
ResolUtiOnNS.s ettt assasonnransroneaansnsanonsansssveanastrrarsnnss
Letters of general sUPPOrE. i e et s tataesrsretntorostsnonnnaannas
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and sreawide conservation organizations.

[ L% O oA I o I wir }

OTHER
This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area
with Management Plans Adaopted. It is also adjacent to a waterbody

classified under the Special Waters Category of Outstanding Florida
Waters. .

The Brown Tract and the Big Shoals Corridor were originally submitted to
the Conservation and Recreation Lands program as two separate projects,
but because of their similarity and proximity to each other, they were .
combined by the Land Acquisition Selection Committee. Total combined
project design area is approximately 4,200 acres.
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HNANAGENENT SUMMARY L
Because of its size and diversity, this tract hag excellent .potential for
multiple-use management. [t is recommended that the project be purchased
for multiple-use under the [Enviranmentally Endangered Lands category. A
partion of the property shduld be managed as a State Park by the Division
of Recreation and Parks of |the Department of Natural Resgurces with the
majority of the tract managed as the Suwannee River Shoals Forest Reserve
by the Division of Forestry of the Florida BDepartment of Agriculture and
Consumer Services. The Flgrida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and
the Depariment of Natural Resources, Division of Recreation and Parks
should be cooperators on the Forest Reserve portion and the Division of
Forestry and the Game and Aresh Water Fish Commission should be
cooperators on the State Park portion. The Division of Historical

Resources of the Departmenf of State should be cgoperators on both
portions, - ’ }

t Does not include Marsh tract %r gther small acreage tract along the river
corridor or in Section 33, which have not been mapped.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT . . {Nat Yet Purchased -ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under aption) _YALUE

$23 Chassahawitzka Hernando 3,300 $ 4,666,000
Swamp Citrus -

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Envirgnmentally Endangered Lands (EEL)., Acquisition of the
remainder of this project would enhance the protection of the largest
toastal hardwood swamp remaining along the Gulf Coast, south of the
Suwannee River,

HANABER
fame and Fresh Water Fish Commission with the Divisian of Forestry of the
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Department of Natural
Respurces, the Division of Historical Resources of the Department af

State, and Citrus County cooperating. T

PROPOSED USE
Addition to the Chassahowitzka Wildlife Management Area.

LOCATION
In Hernando and Citrus Counties, on Florida’s west coast between the
Homosassa and Weeki Wachee Springs. Within &0 miles of Tampa and 90 miles
of Orlando. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 and
House District 47.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTICN
This project is the largest remaining coastal hardwood swamp along the
bulf Coast south of the Suwannee River. The area is urnique in its
combination of temperate and tropical floral elements, and has been
recognized by the U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service as a unigue wildlife
gcosystem of national significance. The area supports a3 good diversity of
wildlife species including several that are considered rare and
endangered. Community types in the project include hardwood swaaps,
sandhills, pine flatwoods, cypress ponds, and toastal salt marsh.

This project is believed to have excellent potential for archaealogical
investigations.

Chassahowitzka Swamp has been recommended for multiple use management and
gan support & wide variety of recreational activities (e.g., hunting,
fishing, camping, hiking and boating). The project includes an existing
campground with a convenience store, parking lot, overnight hook-up
facilities for mobile camper trailers, and a2 boat ramp aon the
Chassahowitzka River. '

BWNERSHIP : : - .
Approximately 16,000 acres acquired under the Conservation and Recreation
Lands program. More than 3,500 acres and 13 owners remain, Major owner,
Lykes Brothers, 1s an unwilling seller to the State and 1s-in the process
ot subdividing and selliag to private buyers. :

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The area is moderately vulnerable, but could be impacted by timbering,
drainage, limerack mining, and residential development.

development in the transition areas has begun.

ACQUISITION PLANNING ,
Negotiations on this project are nearly exhausted., Key access parcels
remain to be acguired. A project design is needed for this tract, with
enphasis on creating access corridors for public use and for proper
management, s
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ESTIMATED CDST

Acguisition
Assessed value is estimated to be approximately $4,644,000. Value
for entire project area is based on 1986 tax assessed value per acre
far Hernande County parcels.

Management
Game and Fresh Water Fish expenditures for Fiscal Year 1986-87 from
CARL.
Expences
$22,3Z8
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services expenditures for Fiscal Year 1986-8B7 from CARL.

Expenses
$2,789

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

QTHER

Resolubions. s vesrnroiveesnararanarassivrosesastsansrsrrssacararsnoneis 1
Letters of general support....eeersrssscnrscrersnaansnsrsrsarrasssress L3
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2
Letters of support from lecal and areawide conservatian organizations. 2

This project is within a Chapter 380 Graowth Management Agreement Area.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

The eriginal Chassahowitzka Swamp project consisted of approximately
21,200 acres in Citrus and Hernando Counties between U.S5. 19 and the Bulf
of Mexico adjacent to the Chassahowitzka Natianal Wildlife Refuge.

The Chassahowitzka Swamp tract will be managed as a multiple-use area
consistent with the protection of its high resource values., The Game and
Fresh Water Fish Commission will have lead management responsibilities,
with the Division of Forestry of the UDepartment of Agriculture and
Consumer Services, the Division of Historical Resources of the Department
of State, the Department af Natural Resources, and Citrus County
cooperating.

The following is a brief outline of recommended activities and objectives
for management af the Chassahowitzka tract.

l. The tract will be managed to maintain water quality and natural
hydroperiods, and to protect and enhance wiidlife habitat values.

2. Native plant communities will be maintained ar restored. This may
require some reforestation through tree planting, timber stand
improvement, and controlled burning of pine uplands and sawgrass
marsh. h

3. Surveillance and monitoring of native wildlife shall be conducted
annually.

4. Consumptive uses of fish and wildlife such as hunting and fishing
shall be allowed consistent with protection of the resources,

g Nonconsumptive uses relating to fish and wildlife resources such as
camping, nature appreciation, hiking, picnicking, and boating shall
be encouraged.

b. Archasalogical and historic sites will be conserved and protected
from destruction through other management activities or vandalism and
shall be regulated by the Division of Historical Resources of the
Department of State. Research is discouraged, where such research
would involve excavation or destruction of the resource.
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY (Continued)
7. Field surveys may be ronducted to identify the potential endangerment
0f historic sites due to activities requiring land surface K
alteratian, -

8. The Citrus County Department of Parks and Recreation has expressed a
desire to operate an existing campground with a convenience store,
~“parking lot, baat ramp and overnight hook-up facilities for maobile
camper trailers.

In summary, the proposed tract would be managed for low intensity,
multiple uses featuring fishing, hunting, research, boating, camping and
nature appreciation. The purchase of any or all of this tract would have
a primary role of ensuring the protectian and ecoleogical integrity of the
Chassahowitzka region and provide additianal recreational appertunities
for Florida’s rapidly increasing population. Hunting, fishing and most
traditional uses are compatible with management objectives. Research in
all phases of environmental, wildlife, fishery, botany and the nmatural
sCiences is encouraged.

Existing equipment and facilities will be used until a comprehensive
management plan is developed. Site security will be pravided by existing
law enforcement personnel and technical personnel assigned to the area.

A full time wildlife biologist and a technical assistant are needed to
design and plan for future management activities, to monitor wildlife
populations, to control user access and to serve as coordinator with local
otficials and general public,
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.- ACREAGE CUOTAY .
PRQJECT (Not Yet Purchased -A55ESBED

MAME COUNTY gr under option) ) VALUE
#24 North Peninsula Volusia 130 $11,389,000

RECONMENDED PYUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies for purchase as "other lands." Acquisition of the repainder of
this tract will provide outdooer recreation opportunities and will aid in
the preservation and restoration of marsh, estuary and fisheries resources
of a coastal barrier island system,

MANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resgurces, The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of .
State cagperating.

PROPOSED USE

State Recreation Area.

LOCATION oo
in Volusia County, northeast coast of Florida, 15 miles north of Daytona
Beach and 18 miles south of Marineland. This project lies within
Florida’s Semate District 10 and House District 28,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
Morth Peninsula provides qood examples of typical Atlantic Coast barrier
island communities and includes a complete transection of the island.
The natural communities of the project area are in qood condition. The
scrub community is believed to support two rare animal species {(the gopher
tortoise and the Flaorida scrub jay). The beach is utilized by sea turtles
for nesting. -

The project area is the reported site of a historic shipwreck. Aboriginal
shell middens are also present. The potential for archaeplpgical
discoveries is goad.

Retreational use of the almast three miles of sandy beach is anticipated
to be high. Management will emphaésize balancing the active recreational
use of the beach with the conservation of the area’s cultural and natural
resources,

ORNERSHIP ,
Approximately 1,427 acres have been acquired through purchase and
donation. Two parcels, 47% acres are under oOption, expiration -dates are
March and April of 1988. Approximately 150 acres and 15 owners remaznzng
Project 90 percent complete.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMEMT
Dune habitats are gasily disrupted by construction activities.

Development is occurring nearby and survey teams have already made cuts
through the secondary dunes and scrub. ORV traffic has caused some damage
ang 1s likely to continue without strict supervision.

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition
Tax assessed value, 1984, is approximately $11,3B%,000.

Management and Development
$144,000 per year for three park rangers, operating budget and f:xed
capxtal expenditures,
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resplutions. . s s i cienstarnanserosrnnnnnsrsratonmensrsssrsrrtaanas i
Letters of gemeral support.. i veiiriin i etnersnoasarassananarunon 2
Letters of support 4rom local, state and federal public afficials..... 1
Letters of support from local and areawide conservabtion organizations. 0

MANAGEMENT SUMAARY
The 1,580 acre North Peninsula property located in northeastern Volusia
County has 2.8 miles af pcean beach and extends from the ocean to the
Intercoastal Waterway. It is typical of the coastal barrier isiands along
the east coast of Florida,

The property will provide active and passive public recreational
opportunities for the increasing population in this part of the State,
froposed recreational activities incluge beach activities, saliwater
swimming, camping, picnicking, fishing, and nature study.

Management as a State Recreation Area will be under the Division of
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with the
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating.
The management emphasis will be on maintaining a balance between active
recreational use and conservation of the area’s cultural and natural
rasources.,

Interim management is required because of present public recreational uses
and the need to provide protection and security until such a time as
recreational facilities and permanent staff are made available Ethrough
legistative appropriation.
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ACREABGE Tax

PROJECT - ’ {Not Yet Purchased "ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY gr under option) - VALUE

#25 Silver River Marion 105 $ 2,507;000

RECDMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisitiaon of the
remainder of this tract would insure public protection of the springhead
and would eliminate several small inholdings.

RANABER
Division pf Recreation and Parks of the Department of Matural Resources
with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State and
the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services cpoperating.

PROPOSED USE
State Park.

LOCATION
In Marion County, nerth central Flarida, less thaa one mile east of QOcala.
This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 4 and House District
23,

RESBURCE DESCRIPTION .
The Silver River, a large spring run of renowned beauty, is an outstanding
natural feature of the property. Approximately 3,000 feet of river
frontage are included. With the exception of the head spring, the river
corridor is virtually undeveloped. Although the Silver River is the
primary resource of interest, the project area also comprises good
examples of five natural community types: river floodplain swamp, hydric
hammock, upland hardwood forest, upland mixed forest, and xeric hammoek.
The "gumbo” hardwood forest iz a natural community unique to the Ocklawaha
River reqgion. The corrider along the river 15 virtually undeveloped with
some veéry large cypress trees on the river’s shores giving a wilderness
guality te the river. The water resources of this projesct are excellent.

Although the praoject area has never been subjected to a systematic
cultural resource site survey, it is believed to have good potential for
archaeolpogical investigations. A review af the Florida Master 5ite #ile
revealed the presence of two archaeclagical siteas on the Silver River
tract. One site, a putative mammoth kill site, is very significant
archeologically because it is one of the few in the United State which has
demonstrated a positive relatignship between humans and the now extinct
mammoth, The mammoth and other megafaunal species extinct during. the
terminal Pleistocene at the same time the Paleo~Indians {ca. 12000 B.C. -
63000 B.C.) were thriving in Florida. - '

The project can provide an array of recreationsal opportunities that are
compatible with the primery acquisition objective of natural resource
protectian.

QWNERSHIP
The Gtate has acquired 95 percent of the project, approximately 2,480
acres north and south of the river. Last option with the St, Johms River
Water Management District ciosed April B, 19B7. There are four remaining
owners, including the springhead addition owned by the University of
Fiorida Foundation that the Selection Committee approved as an addition am
July 25, 1986.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The gumbo s0il unique to portions of the Ocklawaha River basin is naot
resilient to disturbance., Archaeolaogical sites, such as the midden have
to be protecfed from pothunters, :

Browth is occurring in this region at rapid rates. Frontage on the Silver
River is susceptible to development.
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#25 SILVER RIVER

ACRUISITION PLANNING

The original {(northern side of the river) project area was added to the

CARL priority list in July 1984. The sputhern addition was proposed

during the 1984-B5 evaluation cycle. The resource planning boundary and
project assessment for the sguthern addition was approved by the Selection

Committee in April, 1985. This boundary was approved by the Committee

as

the final project design boundary in June, 1983, and by the Bovernor and

Cabinet as part of the CARL Annual Report in July, 19B35.

ESTIMATED COST
fcguisition
Tax assessed value for 1987 is approximately $2,507,000.

Hanagement
Funds requested by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal
Year 1987-88,

Salaries Expenses ace FCO Total
$16,187 $2,334 43,050 $239, 000 $298,773
LOCAL SUPPORY AND GENCRAL ENDORSEMENTS
RESOlutionSe.eereauneranetoresnasasasasonasnasannssssasesanssassnnosnsoss 1
Letters of general support.. .. i iiiniiiesrarinsnasssstsorsnnrenssssss 963
Letters ot suppart from local, state and federal public eofficials..... 4
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. g

MANAGEMNENT SUMMARY
Management should be as a State Park by the Division af Recreation and
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. Necessary development

should be carefully sited and caonfined as appropriate. A picnic area near
the river would he possible and very attractive to the public. The great
majority of the land could be preserved under that management, with only
the lightest amenities for passive uses like hiking or primitive camping

in most areags.

Development costs should be low since no major recreation facilities are
proposed for the areas already acguired. Some pasture areas will need to
be restored, but natural succession in the rich soil may accomplish this

gquickly. Road and facilities maintenance on the unstable soil may be a
probiem. MNone of the best communities are fire maintained so site
management should be minimal. Controlling people and their use of the
property and river will be the primary management activity.

Management of the springhead area, if acquired, would require more
intensive management as a recreational area.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT . - (Not Yet Purchased “‘ASSESSED

NAME . COUNTY or_under option) - VALUE

#24 Carlton Half Moon Sumter 9,500 $ 659,500
Ranch - Lo

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Bualifies as "other lands.” This project offers excellent passive and
active putdoor retreational opportunities. Acgquisition would also
preserve high quality floodplain habitat.

HANASBER
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. The Division of Historical
Resources of the Department of State, the Division of Forestry of the
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, and the Divisiaon of
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources copperating.

PROPOSED USE
Wildlife Management Area.

LOCATION
In northwestern Sumter County, alang the Withlacoochee River.
Approximately 20 miles west of Leesburg. This project lies within
Florida’s Senate DBistrict 11 and House District 47,

RESQURCE DESCRIPTION
The Carlton Half Moan Ranch is comprised of a variety of upland and
wetland natural communities including hardwond swamp, maidencane ponds,
pine flaktwoods, oak hammock, and wet prairie. The most notable of these
is the large area of floodplsin swamp along the Withlacoochee River,
Approximately 2000 acres of the project area is in improved pasturs. The
diversity of habitats is reflected in excellent populations of wildlife.
The project includes Gum Springs (a second magnitude spring), its spring
run, and over six miles of frontage on the Withlacoochee River. The
maintenance of the floodplain swamp community in & natural condition will
help to preserve the water quality of the Withlacoochee River.

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed for
cultural resource sites, Semincle [ndians were active in this general area
and the project is cansidered ta have potential for archaeological
discoveries,

The Carlten Half Moon Ranch offers excellent opportunities for a variety
of outdoor recreational activities that might include hunting, fishing,
canoeing, swimming, hiking, camping, and nature appreciatign.

OWNERSHIP
There are approximately 17 owners. The Carltons are-the major owners,
with approximately 7,900 acres, and are willing sellers. The Southwest
Florida Water Management District has purchased approximately 3,000 acres
of the floodplain (clesed on December 19, 1%8&) along the Withlacoochee -
River north to Bum Slough. '

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERMENT
Approximately one-third to one-half of the project area is river
fioodpilain and would be subject to the dredge and fill permitting
authorities of the U.5. Army Corps of Engineers or the Florida Department
of Enviranmental Requlaticon. Therefore, it would he probable that little
or no development would be allowed within these wetlands. The uplandg
cammunities and isolated ponds and wetlands are not so protected and are
vulnerable to cenversion to other land uses such as residential o
development., Such development would not likely be intense over the tract
since nearly all of the property is severely limited for septic tanks
becduse of soils limitations (dominated by soils which are uysually flooded
or by soils which are subject to flooding ar poor percolation).
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#26 CARLTON HALF MODON RANCH

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT (Continued)
Although the present owners of the Carlton Half Moon Ranch do not have any
development planrs for the property, they are interested in selling the
property in the near future. Several potential buyers have heen shown the
tract, and at least one has expressed an interest in developing the
property. Development zoned for 3+ acre tracts has been approved (and
nearly sald out) adjacent ta the praperty.

ACQUISITION PLANNING
On November 21, 19d&, the Land Acquisitian Selection Committee approved
the project design for Carlton Half Mpon Ranch., The final bDoundary
configuration consists of minor changes which squared off boundaries and
included more fioodplain aliong Bum Slough.

Owners appear to be open to negaotiations of a conservation easement
encompassing Seven Sisters Springs, the narthwestern portion of Bum Slough
and the Bum Slough floodplain. Approximately 1,000 acres of the 1,340
acres added to the resource planning boundary are contemplated for less
than fee simple acquisition.

ESTIMATE]D CODST
ficquisition
Value of $633,300 for entire tract based on 1985 assessed value per
acre for the Carlton awnership.

Management
Start up Management costs for rcad improvement, timber management,
and reforestation is estimated to be approximately $150,000.

LOCAL SUPPGRT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

=2 o T 5 T« 1 -3

0

Letters of general support....vviercineieroranstnrrasianansrarrrannsers 1
0

1

Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and argawide conservation organizations.

NANAGEMENT SHMMARY
The Carlton Half Moon Ranch consists gf approximately 8,000 acres located
in Sumter County along the Withlacoochee River. The ranch presently is
managed for cattle and wildlife and includes over 20 miles of cross
fencing and cattle pens, an equipment barn, and several wells.

The property should be managed by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission
as a wildlife management area and {for protection af the Withlacooachee
River and Gum Slough, in cooperation with the Division of Forestry of the
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Division of
Historical Resources of the Department of State, and the Southwest Florida
Water Management District {which has previously acquired the 3,000 acre
floodplain portion of the project). Althopugh the primary use of the
property in the past has been hunting, the Carlton Half Moon Ranch also
gffers excellent opportunities for a variety of outdoor recreational
activities including hiking, camping, wildlite photeography, fishing, and
nature study., The Withlacoochee River and Gum Slough offer good fishing
and canaeing, and Gum Springs could offer qood swimming opportunity. The
existing remains of logging trams extending into and along the river
floodplain could provide good hiking trails for wiidlife viewing and
nature interpretation.

Because of existing improvements to the property relative to fencing,
access i5 already largely controlled, start-up casts for management of the
properity should be modest. The present road system would need some
improvement, and some timber management practices and reforestation would
be necegsary to reestablish some native habitats,
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' ACREABGE TAY
PROJECT o . {(Not Yet Purchased "ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under pption) - VALUE
427 5t. Johns River Lake 8,290 $ 1,022,000

RECOMMENDED PUSLIC PURPOSE
Bualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) and as “other lands."
Acgquisition will help preserve the freshwater marshes and water quality of
a major river system; pravide putdeor recreational opportunities; enhance
the value and manageability of the State’s sizable investment in State
. Park and Reserve lands in the areaj; and serve as a signrificant link in a
corridor of publicly owned lands along the 5t. Johns and Wekiva Rivers.

NANAGER
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources.
The Division of Histerical Hesources pf the Department of State, Game and
Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division of Forestry of the Departament
of Agriculture and Consumer Services cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
State Preserve.

LOCATIDN
In Lake County, central Flurlda, approximately 30 miles north of Drlando,
between Orlando and Daytona Beach. This project lies within Florida’s
Senate District 11 and House District 30.

RESDURCE DESCRIPTION
The St. John’s River project is a large tract of river hottomlands and
adjacent uplands bhetween two existing State ownerships: Hontoon Island
State Park and Lower Wekiva River State Reserve. It ig comprised of
several natural communities, including floodplain farest, hydric hammock,
cypress domesand sloughs, bayheads, freshwater marsh, pine flatwoods,
sandhills, live oak hammock, and mesic hammock. Water resources include
several miles of frantage on the St. Johns River, backwater sloughs and
marsh, blackwater creeks, and a small spring., This grea harbars an
abundance of wildlife, including many rare and endangered species, and is
probably a primary corridar for black bears migrating between the (rala
National Forest and Rock Springs Rum State Reserve.

ORNERSHIP
There will be two remaining owners {(one major owner) after the closing of
an option in the fall of 1987,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANBERMENT -
These lands are moderately vulnerable to consumptive timber pract1ces as
well as the effects of runoff from residential developments towards the
western part of the project area,

This tract is maderately endangered since it is located in a region of
central Florida where encroachment from urbanization can be expected in
the near future.

ESTINMATED COST

Acguisition
Tax assessed values for remaining acreage is approximately
$1,022,000,

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL EMDORSENENTS
RESO Ut iONS . s e s s aunnrnantaareanansrasaranatorntsansasssrsnasescnsss ¢
Letters of general support... . oot tniatsncnsrsransessaannsessrys 8
0
1

Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide cpnservation grganizations,
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#27 ST. JOHNS RIVER

The Land Acquisition Selection Committee voted to combine the 5t. Johas
River Forest Estates and Fechtel Ranch projects on March 21, 1984,
Acquisition of St. Johns River Forest Estates/Fechtel Ranch would
complement ather existing and proposed EEL/CARL lands in the vicinity (See
Map, Page 138).

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The 5t. Johns River project should be acquired to enhance protection and
preservation of water quality in the middle St. Johns River region and
provide the public with recreational opportunities compatible with
resgurce protection.

Initially, management objectives will concern maintaining a natural
hydrological regime, and evaluating the area’s recreational potential.
Access to this property appears to be only via the 5t, Johns River. It is
possible that canoe or boating trails cauld be developed utilizing the
Snake River and 0ld logging canals which deeply penetrate the river swamp.
Some uf the pine islands scattered through the swamp are associated with
logging canals and might be suitable for nature trails,

Management and admipistration of the property should be the respensibility
of the Department of Natural Resources. The Division of Forestry of the
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services and the Bame and Fresh
Water Fish Commission are recommended as cooperative managers, lending
their expertise in forestry and wildlife management, respectively. The
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State will cooperate
in the identification and pratection of archaealegical and historical
sites,
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ACREAGE : TAX

PROJEET o . {Not Yet Purchased HABBESSED
NAME _ COUNTY gr under aption) _VALUE
#28 Escambia Bay Bluffs Egcambia 3 $ 1,238;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
flualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition of the
remainder o0f this project would aid in the protectian of very unusual
geological occurrence.

AANAGER
City of Pensacola and the Divisien of Historical Resources af the
Department of State.

PROPOSED USE
City park, managed far preservation and passive recreational use. B

LOCATION
[n Escambia County, northeast Florida Panhandie, within the city limits of
Fensacola. This project lies within Florida’s Senate District | and House
Districts 1 and 2.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
This project includes an unusual geclogic feature: a 30f feet high bluff
along the western shore of Escambia Bay., Much of the escarpment is
unvegetated and unstable, exhibiting talus erosion slopes. The narrow
tops of the blufts are vegetated with vestiges of 2 longleaf pine sandhill
community, while mixed hardwood pine occupy the middle and lower slopes.
A railroad corridor separates the bluffs from the 5,800 feet Escambia Bay
shareline.

Portions of the project area, which are under City management, have been
develaped for a scenic vista with picnic facilities and boardwalks.

OMMERSHIP .
Two parcels, approximately lé acres, have been acquired with CARL funds.
City of Pensacnla has purchased 34.3 acres of adjacent land., Three acres,
fine awner, remain,

VULNERABILITY AMD ENDANGERMENT
Development would jeopardize the erodible bluffs,

The project is located within a growing urban area (Pensacelal.

ESTIMATED COST

Acgquisition
Tax assessed value far remaining parcel is approximately $1,258,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
RESOl UL DN . v e s s e irtnaraonstareeanttmeatanertnssrsusasnsnnsioessnannsses ]
Letters of general SUPPOrt. ... e n i iiirnenstsnaensoreiatanersresass, 101
Letters of support #rom local, state and federal public officials..... 135

Letters of support from local and areawide conservation orfganizations. b

OTHER
This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Ar:a
with Management Plan Being Developed.

Remaining owner 1s an unwilling seller, City of Pensacola is considerin;
gminent domain proceedings.
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#28 ESCAMBIA BAY BLUFFS .

HANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The Escambia Bay Bluffs management plan reflects the management philosophy
expressed by bath the City of Pensagola and the State of Florida. This
philasophy proposes preservation and passive recreatiocnal use aof the
project site by the public with emphasis on the scenic view and unique
topographical features of the site,

Recognizing that each parcel within the 5,800 linear feet of the praoject
site is an integral part of this natural rescurce, a comprehensive
approach is presented. Improvements to facilitate public access have
already been constructed on the City owned parcel and include scenic
overlooks, observation decks and boardwalks down the Bluftts. This
particular location has been noted as the site within the Bluffs project
area most frequently used by the public.

The management plan also includes a scenic overlook at Rothschild Drive
located immediately south of the City owned land. While public access
down the slope on this site is available by way of a nature trail through
a densely vegetated area, the public will be encouraged to utilize the
improved boardwalk and observation decks at the Suammit Boulevard site. At
this time, there are no plans far an igproved scenic overlook on the other
parcel (Baars Estate) proposed for purchase through CARL funding.

However, the City will identify the area as a general public open space
but not install any physical improvements (i.e., paved scenic overlook,
boardwalks or observation decks). When the legal status of the Mellory
Heights Park is resolved the City will consider the possibility of
locating another improved scenic overlook facility extending from Baars
parcel into the park property in the vicinity of Bayview MWay.

Other improvements and management activities planned throughout the
praject site include signs, both dirgctional and educational; litter
containers; slope stabilizatien through revegetation; and the adoption of
an pff-road vehicle ordinance.

Impiementation of the management plam involves the participation of the
City of Pensacola, the Department of Transportation, the Divisien of
Historical Resources of the Department of State, and local civic groups
who have expressed an interest in the preservation of the Bluffs. In
order to assure that the dual goal of preservation and public access is
being achieved, an evaluation and update of the management plan will be
undertaken every three years by the City as part of the Comprehensive Plan
evaluation and update process.
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ACHEABE TaX

PROJECT o "~ (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED |
COUNTY gr under option) VALUE -

#29 Peacock Slough | Suwannee 330 $ 198, 000

RECOMHENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE

Gualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition of the
remaining parcels of this project would preserve second growth and old
growth forests of excellent quality and would provide protection of the
slough, a tributary of the Suwannee River,

MANAGER

Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural-Resources.

PROPOSED USE

State Park or Preserve.

LOCATION

In Suwannee County, north Florida, six miles north of Mayo, two miles east
of Luraville, and 16 miles fram Live Oak. Gainesville and Perry are each
about 30 miles away. This project lies within Flaorida’s Sepate District 3
and House District (2.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION

The 880 acre Peacock Slough project protects a nationally significant
example of karst topography and its flora and fauna in a contiguous,
relatively undisturbed landscape. The karst region includes two major
springs and five major sinks and siphons. The approximately five miles of
underwater caves is one of the longest known in the United States. This
underwater system provides critical habitat for several endangered animals
endemic to the karst areas of north Flarida.

The project also contains mature, secaond growth and old growth forest
stands representing four major natural community types. The contiguity of
the wetland and terrestrial plant communities combined with their
retatively undisturbed, natural condition contributes to the overall
biotic diversity as well as providing habitat for several species of rare
piants and animals,

The area around Peacaock Springs is archaeologically rich., Artifacts
recovered +rom the sites in the Peacock Springs area indicate human
occupation dating from the Archaic period (ca, 6300 B,C. - 1000 B.C.) to
Historic times, GSites from the earlier Paleo-Indian period can also be
expected there, although none -have been yet located.

The Peacock Slough underwater cave system is heavily utilized by scuba
divers. It is anticipated that this activity will continue. Future
recreational use of the site would be balanced with the preservation of
the cultural sites and natural resources.

QWNERSHIP

240 acres have heen acquired and 40 acres are under option. Approximately
tive owners remain.,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT

Pollution and overuse could jecpardize the aquatic environment and
assgciated cave fauna.

Plans for development have already been prepared and one of the owners has

indicated he will proceed with development unless the property is
acguired.
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429 PEACOCK SLOUGH

ESTIMATED LOST

Acgquisition
Assessed value for 1984 is approximately $198,000.

Manacement
Requested by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal Year

1987-88. .
OrsS EXxpenses gcag Total
$29,892 $38,090 $98, 900 . $1466,882

LOCAL SUPPORT AND BENERAIL. ENDORSEMENTS
ResolUubions.e e e ersrinarrsnsonmrsencacsnnssnasasassrarsarsavacanansnanesss
Letters of general support. ... et irinnsasessssrorstatsassnsnsnssen
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters pf support from local and areawide conservation organizations.

HANAGEMENT SUMMARY

Peacock Slough is frequently used for recreatiop, primarily cave diving

and associated camping. Fishing and other recreational pursuits

£ e D

associated with springs and sinkholes also occur. The project is proposed

as 4 State Park or Preserve with limited recreational development,

primarily cave diving, camping and nature appreciation. The Deparfment of

Natural Resources is progposed as the lead managing agency, with

cooperating agencies including the Division of Historical Resources of the

Department of State, and perhaps the Suwannee River Water Management
District.
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ACREAGE _TAX

PROJECT " ' (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or_under option) ___VALUE
#30 Horrs Island Collier : 192 $ 7,686,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would
protect endanqgered and threatened species and a variety of natural
communities including Tropical Scrub, anly found on the =and ridge iszlands
of southwest Florida. Acguisition would also provide protectiaon for an
area which is historically and archaeologically rich,

HMANABER -
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources
and the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State.- - -

PROPOSED USE
Interpretive Archaenlogical and Botanical Site or State Preserve.

LOCATION
In southwest Collier County, south Florida; approximately 13 miles south
of Naples. Marco Island is immediately west of the project area. This
project lies within Florida’s Senate District 38 and House Distriet 73,

RESQURCE DESCRIPTION
The project area consists of 192 acres of sand ridges and shell mounds
within mangrove swamps that form a 3 to 30 foot high backbone for the
island. The major natural communities include: tropical maritinme
hammock, tropical scrub, shell mounds, and tidal mangrove swamp. The
tropical scrub is a mix of temperate scrub species and tropical hammock
species, It is only found on the sand ridge islands of southwest Florida.
The mangrove community is in qood condition. The project area supparts
endangered, threatened or rare species., The coastal sand ridges and their
associated vegetatiaon are unusual and limited to southwest Floridsa. The
cambination of shell mounds and scrub vegetatian is also rare.

The project is archaeologically and histerically rich. There are at least
twenty~five prehistoric and histurxc sites. This is a very high site
density.

Recreatiagn should be limited to low intensity activities ta preserve the
coutstanding cultural and natural resources,

OWNERSHIP
Al]l of the project area, extept for about 490 acres is in one ownership -
The Deltona Corporation. The State has already acquired approximately 7350
acres aof wetlands surrounding Horrs island 1n the Deltona Exchange.

VULNERABILITY ﬁNﬂ ENDANGERMENT
The upland areas are vulnerable to development which could 1mpact the
water quality and plant life. Alsc the archaeological sites are
vulnerable to movement of the so0il as well as the unigue upland
communities.,

The uplands of the project area are being developed as a residential area,
Development plans have heen prepared for Horrs Island and the owner is
going through the regulatory process for development appraoval. The
property is zoned for a Planned Unit Development (PUD}. A bridge is
planned to Horrs Island,
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430 HORRS I1SLAND .

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition
The %7,474,000 vatue is hased on infaormation fraom the Collier Countv
property appraiser’s office on the most recent assessments of
property in Cellier County zoned PUD.

LOCAL SUPPGRT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolutions.e s nenerenoanenns

D I R T T R B R N I I T R I BRI R S

0
Letters of general SuppoOrt.. .. uesran st aennsrtanensasanersnsssoncrrssns 0
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0
Letters of support from local and areawide cunservation arganizations. 0

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The Harrs Island area is gproposed as Eavironmentally Endangered-Land and -
should be established as a State Preserve/Archaeclogical Site or State
Park. It ie a distinct, functioning ecological unit. If access is
controiled, very little management of the natural resources will be
required. Protection of the archaeclogical and historical sites is
necessary. [t is proposed that the Department of Natural Resources and
the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State jointly
manage the project and that use be limited to passive recreation and
resource interpretation, much like Lignumvitae Key.

Costs for management should be very low. Interpretive facilities will be
the major expease, Some type ot landing facility will be required an
Horrs Island to accommodate whatever level of access is established. Most
disturbed communities are the resuit of historically significant
accupation. Theretore, restoration should not be required., Any
disturbance resulting from present development plans may need to be
restored. Costs for management, maintenance, restoration, etc. should be
similar to that of developing Lignumvitae Key as a State Botanical Site.
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ACREAGE - - TAX

PROJECT o (Nat Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY gr under ocaotion) - VALUE
#31 Andrews Tract Levy 370 3_1,1_87;'000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
@ualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acouisition will
help preserve the water quality af a major river and will protect an
exceptional example of pristine mature hardwood forest. Acquisition of
this project will also grovide many consumptive and noncansumptive
recreational opportunities.

MANAGER T ' .
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. The Division of Historical
Resaurces of the Department of State, the Division of Forestry af the -
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Division of
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, and the
Suwannee River Water Management District cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
Wildlite Management Area and State Park.

LOCATION .
In Levy County, northwest Flarida, between Fanning Springs and Manatee
Springs. This project lies within Florida's Benate District é& and House
District tt.

RESQURCE DESCRIPTION
The 3,800 acre Andrews Tract is probably the finest example af mesic
hardwood hammock in Florida. It is one of very tew.large, contiguous
areas of pold growth hardwoods. remaining. It is an excellent example of a
Flerida "hammock® with four Florida Champion and two Mational Champion
trees. Eight hundred acres are within the river's annual floodplain and
should be categorized as wetland or lowland hardwoods. The site is an
excellent wildlife habitat and supports an abundance of amimals. The
project includes over four miles of Suwannee River frontage.

There is an aboriginal village site reported on the property. The
potential for archaeological investigations is good.

The Andraws Tract provides excellent opportunities for recreation in a
near wilderness environment. The property can support hunting, fishing,
hiking, camping, canceing, backpacking and other similar activities that
do not degrade the wilderness character of the project.

. DWNERSHIF . : - .
Approximately 2,850 acres acguired under CARL, including a donation.
Suwannee River Water Management District has purchased appraximately 3530
acres. Approximately 1l owners remaining. Most of remaining parcels
subdivided into lots, '

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The floodplain swamp is inherently sensitive to disturbance, as is the
virgin hardwood forest,

Development is the most imminent along the northern end of the tract.
Timber cutting and road construction are the most impending threats.

.
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#31 ANDREWS TRALT .

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition
Assessed value for 1983 was approximately $1,187,000. Tax assessed

value, taking agricultural exemptions into consideration was
$1,180,000.

Management
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission expenditures far Fiscal Year

1986-87 from CARL,

Expensges Total
$22,328 $22,328

Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission expenditures for Fiscal Year
1986-87 from State Grand Trust Fund.

Salariss Expenses Taotal
11,280 $10,473 $21,733

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Regnlutiﬂns----'..-----...-.........................n-......-....._...- 0
Letters of general support. .. uveienennennimsananassonrarasasosnsnsnsns 0

0
1

Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations.

HANAGEMENT SUMMARY
A multi-use concept of management is being employed due to the varied
potential of the tract. 1Its use is best sulted for a high quality,
resource based natural area where wild plants and animals are the feature
attraction, Due to the close proximity of river, floodplain, and upland
forest, there is a choice of management options with Game and Fresh Water
Fish Commission recommended for lead managing agency with the Division of
Forestry af the Department of ARgriculture and Consumer Services, the
Department of Natural Rescurces, the Division of Historical Resources of
the Department of State, and the Suwannse River Water Management District
cooperating. The following is an outline of recommended activities and
objectives for management of the Andrews tract.

1. The project will be managed to maintain water quality, restore
natural hydroperiods, and to reftain the high-quality wildlife
habitat,

2. Nonconsumptive uses, relating to fish and wildlife resources such as
camping, nature appreciation, hiking, wildlife watching and boating
shall be encouraged.

3. Consumptive uses will include sport hunting of game animals with an
emphasis on an averall quality experience. GBuota and other
restrictions will be necessary to maintain the present level of
hunting quality.

i, Native plant communities shall be restored or maintained in their
natural condition or managed for wildlife and multiple-use
activities.

3. Surveillance and monitoring of native wildlife and ecological i
research projects shall be included in efforts to maintain the high
guality plant and wildlife habitat.

b. Archaeological and historic sites will be conserved and protected
from destructian through other management activities er vandalisa.’
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ACREABE TAX
PROJELT . {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NANE COUNTY or_under aoption) VALUE:
#32 Estero Bay Lee 12,885 $30, 684,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered
help protect the marine resources of an
protect archaeolegical sites as well as

MANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of
Resources

PROPOSED USE

State Reserve in conjunction with the Estero Bay Aguatic Preserve,

Lands (EEL). Acquisition would
aguatic preserve. It would alss
bald eagle habitat.

the Department of MNatural

Public

ownership of this coastal zone will protect a substantial amount of
enviranmentally sensitive land and significantly benefit the State’s
gftorts to protect the water quality and aquatic resources in the adjacent

Estero Bay Aquatic Presaerve.

LOCATION

74,

RESDURCE DESCRIPTION

In Lee County, just north of Ft. Myers Beach and southwest of Ft. Myers.
This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 38 and House District

Most of the Estero Bay project area is caomprised of wetland natural
communities that directly front Estero Bay {(e.g., mangrove, salt marsh and

salt flats},

These communities provide an important nutrient input into

the bay, thus contributing substantially to the biclogical productivity of

the area.
federally endangered bald eagle.

The bay area supports a diversity of wildlife including the
The wetlands in & natural condition

serve tag helg maintain high water guality in the Esteroc Bay Rguatic

Preserve.

There are several archaeoclogical sites knowp from the project area that
are attributed to the Calusa Indians and their prehistoric ancestors,
Investigation of these sites could bring new insight to their unigue and

complex society.

The project can provide a variety of recreational opportunities that are
compatible with the primary acquisition cbjective of natural resource

protection.

OWHERSHIP

Project area has approximately BS owners with two major owners: the Estero

Bay Trust property lapproximately 4,700
property (approximately 460 acres),
willing to exchange, -

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT

acres) and the Windsar~Stevens

Both are willing sellers, one is

The inferrelated habitats in this proposal are very susceptible te human
activities which alter water guality, quantity and natural periodicity.

The site is currently being deqraded by aff-road vehirular trafiic and

illegal dumping.

The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the final project design

tar Estere Bay Rquatic Preserve Buffer on March 21, 1986,

The project

design resulted in additions to the resource planning boundary totaling
approximately 183 acres and deletions totaling approximately 445 acres.
Additions were made primarily for the purpose of consolidating ownerships
and areas which were obviously disturbed and/or developed were deleted,

An approved DRI was also deleted fram the project area.

The entire

project design area has been boundary mapped and is, therefore, eligibls

for inclusion on the CARL priority list.
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#32 ESTEROD BAaY

ACAUISITION PLANNING (Continued)
Acguisitign Phasing

Phase I. OBriginal proposals, Windsar/Stevens and Estero Bay
Trust,

Phase 11, Developahle uplands from sectien 19 north.

Phase 1III. Developable uplands from section 30 sputh.

Phase Iv. Wetlands and isglands,

ESTINATED COST

Acguisition
Tax assessed value for 1983 was approximately $301,684,000,

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
RESOI U BN S, s v v saraaurasanssonsnassasasnassansasssasnsnssssonssnse 1
Letters of general SUPPOrt. .. ive e nniterianrnoneanaranneanssarasarase 4Ab
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 3
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations, 10

ENINENT DOMAIN
Eminent domain authority was extended until 1993 for Mound Key, an
archaeologically significant island within this project.

GTHER
This project is within a Chapter 380 Respurce Flanning and Management Area
with Management Plans Adopted.

NANAGEMENT SUMBMARY
Management responsibility for the Esterp Bay should be assigned to the the
Divisien of Recreation and Parks of the Department of MNatural Rescurces .
The area will, thus, be managed as part of the aguatic preserve management
program with an emphasis on maintaining the natural, undisturbed
wilderness-1like condition of the site., The Division of Histerical
Resources of the Department of State will have a direct role in the
management and protection of archaeclaogical 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 ot the area. Such
traditional recreational activities as boating, camoeing, bird watching,
fishing and nature appreciation in this area would not be affected. In
tact they would be enhanced by the public ownership and praotection of this
area.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT o . (Nat Yet Purchasad ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under ogption} ] VALUE"

#33 Warm Mineral Sarasota 76 § 5805000
Springs._ o

RECOMMENDED PUBLIL PURPOSE g
Bualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would preserve a significant
archaeological site as well as the best known example of a limited number
gt wara amineral springs found in the State.

MANAGER

Sarasota County through the Division of Recreation and Parks of the
Department of Natural Resources. The Divisiagn of Historical Resources of
the Department of State cooperating. T ' -

PROPOSED USE : -
County park.

LOCATION :
in southwestern Sarasota lounty, southwest Florida, approximately ten
miles ENE of Vepice and approximately 15 miles northwest af Part
Charlotte., This project lies within Flarida’s Senate District 25 and
House District 71.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
The waters of the three acre Warm Mineral Springs maintain an average
surface-water temperature of 87'F. The waters are heavily mineralized and
have a pronounced sulphurous odor and taste. The property surrounding the
springs is in a ruderal condition,

Warm Mineral Springs has long been reccgnized as a significant
archaeological site and is listed in the National Register of Historic
Flaces. The site is considered significant naot only because of the
unusually large numbefr of early human skeletal remains, but because of the
undisturbed context of the remains and their age. The site has also
produced aboriginal artitfacts and Pleistocene faunal remains,

Warm Mineral Springs is currently utilized as a health spa with the
primary attraction being the reputed therapeutic effects gf the warm
mineral waters. Future recreational activities might include swimming,
picnicking and interpretation of the archaealogical finds.

QWNERSHIP
One subdivided gwnership.

VULNERABIL ITY AND ENDANBERMENT
The terrestrial portion of the tract has lang been altered although no
recent canstruction has taken place. The spring itself is the portion ot
the tract with the most unique and vulnerable geological, archaealogical,
paleontological and hydrological features. Slow degradation of the
quality of the ground water caused by deep well injection and surface
water pollution is affecting the spring. A worsening of the problems
could threaten the geological formation and the paleontological and
archaeclegical remains in the spring as well as the continued public use
of the warm spring waters. ‘ '

The most significant threat comes from the rapid commercial and
residential growth in southwest Florida, Interstate 75 recently opened an
interchange only two miles east of the site, which will encodrage
development in the area. Ancother buyer has recently submitted plans to
the owner and county for the acquisition and development of the site,
Coupled with the owner’s strong desire ta sell, the tract could quinkly
become unavailable for State acguisition. -
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#33 WARM MINERAL SPRINGS
ACAUISITION PLANNING
On Movember 12, 1986, the Land Acguisition Selection Committee approved
the praoject design for MWarm Mineral Springs, which did not alter the
resource planning boundary.

ESTIMATED COS7
Acguisitiaon
Value of 76 acre tract, %680,000, is derived from 1984 tax assessed
value per acre of entire Warm Mineral Inc. ownership.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GEMERAL ENDORSEMENTS
REs0l Ut lOn Gt i ie st satasanatonssssattatacatacaanonnnaensensnensansans i
Letters of general support....coevevenoscanssasssvnarsraanerersrnosres 301
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 13
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2

OTHER
Sarasota County has passed a bonding referendum which will enable the
county to contribute $2 million towards this project’s acquisition.

MARAGEMENT SUMMARY
Once acquired by the State, it is the intent of the Sarasota County Parks
and Recreation Department to merge the Warm Mineral Springs complex into
the County park system and to manage it much like the other recreational
tfacilities within the system of 53 parks that comprise approximately 1,800
acres. Sarasota County parks are governed by a uniform set of regulations
that are described by ordinance. Patrol and enforcement of this and other
applicable laws is provided by the Park Patrel Division of the Sarasota
County Sheriff’s Department,

A very basic site plan of the 74 acre Warm Mineral Springs area has been
develaoped, while a detailed master site plan will be required bhefare any
improvements will be made. Management of the 56 acres surrounding the
Springs would be similar to the eiaisting arrangement. However, upgrading
and modernizing the amenities of the springs is a must. No camping or
other noncompatible activity is contemplated.

Continued archaeological exploration and eventual construction of a
facility to interpret and display findings is a distinct possibility. Any
improvements, alteratiaons, or additions to the Springs would be made
(based on available funds) with the inteqrity and sensitive archaeological
significance of the area in mind,
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ACREAGE TaX

FROJECT .- - (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under option) - MALUE
#34 Key MWest Salt Ponds Monroe 407 $ 5,72{;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE !
fualifies as "other lands." Acquisition and restoration would preserve
the last relatively nmatural area in Key West ipcluding habitat faor

endangered and threatened species.

MANAGER
The Division of Recreatian and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources in cooperation with the City of Key West.

PROPQSED USE
Nature study area or Preserve.

LOCATION
In Monroe Lounty, southeast portion of the island of Key West. This
project lies within Florida’s Senate District 39 and House District 120.
RESUURCE DESCRIPTION
This project is Key West’s last remaining natural expanse, although much
of the uplands has been disturbed. The natural communities of the project
include tropical hardwood hammock, wmangrove, tidal lageon, and salt ponds.
The wetland and aquatic communities are in good condition and support a
diversity of wildlife, including many species that are rare and
endangered, The salt ponds are an unusual feature and support several
unique animals.

This project can provide some excellent law intensity recreational
activities, These activities might include bird watching, hiking,
photography, nature appreciation, and picnicking.

DUNERSHIP
Nineteen owners, 30 parcels. Same property is already in public
ownership. Owner of the Island in the Sun Development has expressed an
interest in selling the praoperty to the State.

VULKERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The Salt Ponds are extremely vulnerable to degradation froa human
activities. Development would further reduce the area’s value as a
habitat for wildlife or for green space for recreation, due to increased
modification af tidal flow and problems from stormwater runpff.

The Marks and Smathers Beach development projects are active at this tiase.
Marks, the owner of 3 42% acre parcel on the eastern-edge of the project
area has applied for building permits to construct the first phase of a
development that may contain B0O to 1,120 dwelling units in a series of
four story buildings. Lacal governments, the Departament of Environmental
Regulation and U,5, Army Corgs of Engineers are currently bound by court
order permitting the development of the site in spite of the wetland
nature of the parcel. A proposal for three pile supported buildings to
serve ag amenities for Smathers Beach is under review at this time. These
buildings would intrude intoc the mangrove surrounding the westernmost
pand.

ACBUISITION PLANNING ,
On May 29, 1987, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the #07
acre project design for the Key West Salt Ponds. There were no
recommended Doundary changes from that acreage which was assessed,

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition Technigues
The preservation gf the Salt Pond area can be achieved through the
use of a combination of creative acquisition techniques tailored {.
suit individual properties and owners. Besides fege-simple purcha
these include but are not limited to the following.
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234 KEY WEST SALT PONDS

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued)

Less Than Fee Simple Acguisition Technigues (Continued)

The ten acre parcel presently owned by the Nature [onservancy is
heing purchased by the City with the aid of a Federal 5cil and Water
Conservation grant. This parcel along with the ten acre parcel
donated to the City by Lawrence Marks, et al., will mare than likely
be donated to the State.

It is recommended that the State solicit the donation of the United
States Government owned property; if unsuccessful, then a first right

of refusal should be obtained in the event the federal government
declares the land surplus and offers it for sale at a later date.

Donation, life estates and a combination of donation/fee simple
purchase will be solicited from all private property owners prior to
making fee simple acquisition offers.

ficquisition Phasing

Phase 1. It is recommended to include the 42 acre parcel an the
east edge of the project owned by tawrence Marks, et
al., because the owners have applied for building
permits to construct the first phase of their
development. Construction of this development wouild
substantially reduce the value of that portion of the
property as a habitat for wildlife or as green space
for recreation. In asddition to primary construction
impacts, development of this tract would increase
pressure to develop adjacent parcels.

The ten acre parcel being purchased by the Lity from
the Nature Conservancy is also recommended for
inclugion in Phase 1 because the City may need a small
amount of State funds in order to complete the
acquisition.

Phase i1. it is recommended to include the remaining property
within the project boundary. The parcels should ke
negotiated first that are contiquous with existing
state-owned land and with parcels purchased in Phase
I.

Coordination

The City aof Key West has placed a tax an entrance inta Ft, Taylor
State Park which will bring in an estimated $90,000 per year. The
City has pledged these funds collected each year to the acquisition
and management of the Key West Salt Ponds. The City has also offeread
to donate to the State the ten acre tract which was donated by
Lawrence Marks, et al. The City is continuing to investigate several
possibilities for additiomal ways in which to aid the acquisition and
management of the Salt Ponds project.

ESTIMATED COST

Acquisition

Tax assessed value for 1985 was approximately $3,724,0G00.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

RESD UL ONS. . e s sureranarsnsnrsinanansastsasessseronnreasonannnsass 1l
Letters of general SUPPOrt. .. .ttt tinisrnastrocrtosasnansnstasasanssas 164
Letters of support ¥rom local, state and federal public officials..... 3
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 14

This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern.
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#34 KEY WEST SALT PONDS

HBHAGEHENT SUHHARY -
Lack of management has resulted in problems typical of open spaces near
cities. These include off-road vehicles, illegal camping, littering,
pollution, dumping, and introduced species. Filling has resulted-in
diminished tidal circulatiaon, siltaticn and the loss ot historical sites.
The Salt Ponds® natural systems are, nevertheless, intact. -

These wetlands in an urban context offer great recreational and
educational potential for the 25,000 residents of Key West, almost half
the entire population of Monroe County, and for the hundreds gf thnuaands
f r r on ft Ke
of tourists drawn annually hngge Ziaﬂkl Gﬁtgijédﬂcf 81 gﬁe 1VL R¢£5§%Jk5
The area is of manageable 55& , and close to the State Park at Fort Taylor
for administrative purposes., * Existing facilities include buildings which
could serve a variety of uses. Some work restoring natural shorelines and
enhancing strategic tidal connectiaons would, without too much difficulty
and expense, provide Key West’s only onshore recreational opportun1t1e5 in
a natural setting.

The establishment of a park in the Salt Ponds would be of benefit to the
large Flagler Avenue neighborhoods which suffer from a dearth of such
facilities. The Salt Ponds via Government Road could provide nearby
playgrounds, picaic areas, and guick access to Smathers Public Beach by a
walking/biking path. Fronting the ponds is the Bridle Path, 3 palm-lined
promenade along the Atlantic connecting Smathers Beach with East Martello
Museum. Acqguisition would ensure the continued existence aof the privately
owned Bridle Path, alrgady heavily used by the public for walking,
gvertlow from Smathers Beach activities, and parking.

In the Keys, State operated camp grounds are reserved far in advance in
tourist season. There are no such facilities south of Bahia Honda Key at
this time to appeal to the large market of families and others interested
in outdoor activities. The Salt Paonds contain a wide variety of hahitats
and support quantities of fish and the birdlife that feeds upon them. The
isolated mangrove creeks along Riviera Canal are inaccessible except by
canoe. A canoe rental concession, marked routes and landings would make
exploration of the ghallow ponds a real attraction, especially in winter
tourist season when weather often prevents enjoyment of less sheltered
waters. A boat ramp and parking at the end of Eleventh Street off flagler
Avenue would give water access to Riviera Canal and Caow Key Channel.

The canversion of facilities at the abandoned missile base into a nature
center and a trail through the adjacent hammock would serve to intfora
people about the plants and animals that inhabit this unigue and
endangersd environment, Placement of elevated boardwalks and observation
blinds would allow visitors a close look at the Keys’ renowned wading
hirds.
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ACREAGE TAX

PRGBJECT .. - {Not Yet Purchased 'ﬁBSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under aptian) . VALUE

#35 Withlacoochee Sumter 3,900 $ 5,604,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) and as "other lands."
Acquisition would nelp protect the sensitive wetland envirgnment of a
river system and provide opportumities for hunting and timber management.

HANAGER
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services. The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division of
Historical Resaurces of the Department of State cogperating.

PROPOSED HSE
Addition to the Withlacuochee State Forest.

LOCATION - :
Sumter County, central Florida, approximately 30 miles northeast of Tampa.
This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 11 and House District
47.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
The majority of this tract is comprised of freshwater wetlandsj i.e.,
hardwood hammocks, sawgrass and willow marshes, cypress and bottomland
hardwood strands, and sable palm hammocks. These wetlands provide a
significant storage area for surface water and act as a buffer {for storm
waters. Higher elevations appear as islands amongst the generally low,
wet terrain. The natural communities of the project provide habitats far
nufierous wildiife species.

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed for
cultural resource sites, it is believed to have potential faor
archaeclogical investigations,

This project can support a variety of recreational activities that are
compatible with the primary objective of protecting the valuable
hydrolagical resources. These activities could include limited hunting,
hiking, camping and nature study.

OWNERSHIP
There are approximately 43 owners within the expanded project area,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT o
The hydric communities found on the project area are extremely sensitive
and vulnerable. Extensive development could alter traditiaonal water
levels, increase surface water runoff, decrease water guality, and
increase downstream fiooding,

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.

ACRUISITION PLANNING
Gn March 21, 1984 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
project design for Mondella/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek. The respurce
planning boundary was adjusted primarily to sguare off boundaries and
include entire qwnerships when possible without nepdlessly expanding the
project area or deleting areas with significant resource value.

Less Than Fee Simple Acguisition
There is some doubt whether Ned Lovett, & property owner along Ehe
western boundary in Sections 28 and 29, Township 21 South, Range 2}
East, would be a willing seller. He has indicated, however, the
possibility of granting or seliing an easement along his existing
road, providing access to the western portion of the tract.
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#35 WITHLACOOCHEE

ACBUISITION PLANNING (Continued!
Recommended Acguisition 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. Recammended additions by the Florida Natural Areas
Inventary
Phase II1. Inholdings in Withlacopochee EEL project area.

ESTIMATED £0ST
Acguisition
Assessed value for 1986 is approximately $5,604,000. Tax assessed
value, taking into consideration agricultural exemptions, is
approximately $977,000. ‘

Management
Funds expended by the Division of Forestry of the Department of

Agriculture and Consumer Services per year,
Salaries and Expenses
$30,000

Additional projected expenses.
Capital improvements
$11,360

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL EMDORSEMENTS .
RESOlULIONE. s v s ereranasonnentrasasesarrarareassinanssssenonssssanssnees 1
Letters of general support. .. vve i i i oinertasttarvarasstsasnrsannnna 0
Letters of support #rom local, state and federal public officials..... B
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations, 1
t Older EEL files are not included in these totals.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The Withlacoochee project area cantains approximately 3,300 acres of
inholdings and adjacent lands that are important for preservation and
management of the existing Withlaccochee EEL Tract., The inholdings and
additions should be managed under multiple-use principles along with the
existing EEL Tract. Primary emphasis should be placed on management ot
natural plant communities, recreation and wildlife management.
Consumptive uses an the tract will primarily be limited to hunting and
selective timber harvesting., Although restricted somewhat by high water
levels, potential does exist for nonconsumptive uses. These activities
might include hiking, bird watching, picnicking, camping, and canoeing.

The lead managing agency has heen designated as the Division of Forestry
of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, with the Division
of Historical Resources of the Department of State and the Game and Fresh
Water Fish Commission cooperating., If purchased, these parcels will be
managed along with the Withlacoochee EEL Tract. Management costs +for the
EEL Tract amount to approximately $30,000 per year and additien of the
inholdings is not expected to affect these costs. Capital improvement may
include the restoration of an existing access road from the Nathan Kelly
parcel at a cost of approximately $11,3560.

The property will be managed under quidance of the Withlacoochee EEL
Hanagement 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,
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ACREABGE TAX

PROJECT .. . {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under ogptign} _:VRLUE

#36 Julington/Durbin Duval 3,300 $ 2,792,000
Creeks . St. Johns -

RECDMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE i
Qualifies under the "other lands" category. Acquisition of this site
would provide outdoor recreation opportunities for an increasingly
developed urban area, would help protect hydrolagical resources associated
with a major river, and could provide opportunities for the selective
harvesting of timber.

MANAGER :

The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services, The Divisian of Historical Resources of the Department of State
cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
State Farest,

LOCATION
In Duval and St, Johns Counties, northeast Florida, approximately 20 miles
south of Jacksonville and 20 miles north of St. Augustine. This project
lies within Florida’s Senate District 9 and House District 20.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION :

This project is comprised of five major natural commupity types, of which

approximately three fourths is pinelands. The pinelands have the

potential for timber production. Most of the remainder of the project is

wetlands, and almost the entire project area can be considered a forested

watershed, The property abuts the St. Johns River, Julington Creek,

Durbin Creek and Mill Creek. The project is reported to harbor several

threatened plant and animal species. ] 'h 'h”
has J«J\Ha«\ fer i Pestigelica

The project area rnfiﬁdes two-stgnificant- historieal/archaeological sites.

This project could support many recreational activities including hiking,
camping, horseback riding, canoeing, fishing, swimming and possibly
hunting.

BMNERSHIP
There are five owners. The major owner, Boneden Corporation, continues to
be unwilling to sell at the price the State is able to offer,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The majority of this tract is in close proximity to two major creeks and
is composed of hydric and mesic ecosystems which are-highly vulnerable to
developmental activities, GSite modifications necessary for the
development of residential and/ar business structures would damage
vegetation on the uplands and lowlands, and would adversely atfect water
guality in the adjoining creaeks,

The current owners claim to have no immediate plans for the property,
However, major development is planned immediately sputh of this parcel and
negotiations are underway far a possible access corridor across this
tract.

ESTIMATED COST
Acquisition
The 1981 tax assessed value was $2,791,700,
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#36 JULINGTON/DURBIN CREEKS

LOCAL SUPPORT AMD GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
T T o T -
Letters of general support. . vsis e tiaronerernornnnnntsraarorenaacssass B3
Letters of suppurt 4rom local, state and federal public officials..... 22
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 14

PR R IR I B R I R A R R A A A A A R R N R 4

EMINENT DOMAIN
1987 Legislature extended eminent domain authority for this project.

HANAGEMENT SUMMARY

A variety of community types exist on the property, making it an ideal
multiple-use area for the expanding population centers of Duval and St.
Johns Counties. The Bivision of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture
and Consumer Services will be the lead managing agency with the Division
ot Historical Rescurces ot the Department of State cooperating.

Recreation management, timber management and wildlife management will be
given egual consideration so that resources will be utilized in the
combination that will best serve the people of the State.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT . - {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under option) _.VALUE

#37 The Barnacle Dade 7 $ 3,463,000
fddition T

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as "other lands." This project is an addition to the Barnacle
State Historic €ite, and would protect a tropical hardwood hammock.

BARAGER
The Divisian 0f Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Respurces. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
State Historic Site Addition. o

LOCATION
In Dade County, sauth Flerida, fronting Biscayne Bay, between Peacock Park
and the Barnacle State Historic Site. This project lies within Florida’s
Senate District 33 and House District 104,

RESQOURCE DESCRIPTION :
The Barnacle Additian CARL acquisition proposal consists of approximately
7.07 acres in the Coconut Grove sectian of Miami. The primary
significance of this project is its association with the Barnacle Historic
Site. The project area ocrupies a narrow laot between the Barnacle
Historic Site and the city-owned Peacock Park. The praoperty supparts a
2,5 atre tropical hardwood hammock. Although the understory of the
hammock is disturbed, the site does contain several rare plant species,
including thatch palm and silver paim. The progerty alsc has 240 feet on
Biscayne Bay, a State Aquatic Preserve. : :

The Barnacle Addition centains & historic site and a prehistoric
archagological site.

It is anticipated that this project would provide excellent recreatignal
oppartunities in association with the Barnacle Historic Site. Halking
paths through the hammock and along the bay shore would provide the most
dppropriate recreation,

DWNERSHIP
Project area under one ownership.

VULNERABILITY AND EMDANGERMENT -
Development an the property would detract from the historic atmosphere of
the adjacent Barnacle Historic Site. -

The property’s laocation and aesthetic appeal make the site highly
desirable for development. The property is currently zoned for -
residential development. ' '

ESTIMATED COST

Acquisition
Tax assessed value for 1985 was $3,463,000,

LOCAL SUPPGRT AND BENERAL EMDORSEMENTS
LR T O T 2
Letters of general SUPPOrt....eveierinsroncrnaranaronareransrnananssas 411
Letters of suppert from local, state and federal public officials..... 7
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. &
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#37 THE BARNACLE ADDITION

EMINENT DDNAIN
Eminent domain was authorized by the L1987 Legislature.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
Interpretation of the hardwood hammock, already a major element in public
programs of The Barnacle State Historic Site, would he =nhanced,
Acquisition of the project area would enhance protection of both The
~Barnacle State Historic Site and the City of Miami’s Peacock Park from
encroachment by the extensive and vigorous development which typifies the
arga and which canstitutes the chief threat to those properties,
Htilization of the nonhammock areas of the project area for interpretative
programs would enhance preszentation and interpretation of the history of
early settlement along Biscayne Bay. The Barnacle Addition should be
managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Departeent of
Natural Resqurces.

Public use of this property should be limited to low-density passive
recreational activities associated with interpretation of the hammock and
the histary of Bay settlement; both activities represent expansions and
augmentations of activities underway at The Barnacle State Historic Site,
This will approximately triple the number of possible visitors while
lessening deterioration of the Munroe residence of The Barnacle State
Histaoric Site by assuming part of the interpretive load now carrieé by the
residence.
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ACREABE TAX

PROJECT - - - {Not Yet Purchased 'ﬁSSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under pptign) - VALUE

#38 B.M.K. Ranch Lake 5,850 $ 5,317,000
- Orange -

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisitioen of this
project would help create a corridor and greserve habitat for an
endangered species, would aid in management of existing State owned lands,
and would aid in the preservation of the water quality of a major river
system.

MANABER

The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Departmenf of Natural
Resources.

PROPOSED USE
Addition to Rock Springs Run State Reserve.

LACATION
In Lake and Orange Counties in central Florida, near Orlando. This
project lies within Flgrida’s Senate District 11 and House District 44.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
This project contains a variety of upland and wetland natural communities,
including hydric hammock, pine flatwoods, sandhill, and scrub are
predominant in the project area. These wetland and upland community
associations provide natural habitat for such rare and threstened species
as the Florida black bear, sgrub jay, Sherman’s fox sguirrel, scrub lizard
and gopher tortoise. Throughout the year, the Florida sandhill crane and
the woodstark are freguently seén utilizing the marshes and grassy ponds
on this tract. Pristine swamp ecosystem along the Wekiva River provides
wetland habitat for such species of birds as the white ibis, little blue
heron, great egqret, Louisiana heron, and limpkin. These communities are
relatively undisturbed and in very good ecological health. The project
also includes excellent aquatic resources including & major spring and its
spring run, and river frontage on Rock Springs Run (1.3 miles) and the
Wekiva River (0,73 miles). The maintenance of the project area in a
natural condition will preserve the remaining watershed of Rock Springs
Run, and help maintain the high water quality cof both of these streams.

This project provides excellent recreational opportunities in a rapidly
growing metropelitan region. Recreational activities might include
canoeing, swimming, camping, fishing, hiking, horseback riding and
possibly hunting,

OWNERSHIP ' =

There are apprn#imately J0 owners. B.M.K. Rapch {approximately 2,700
acres) is the primary owner.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The abundant water resdurces are susceptible to degradation by development
near aquatic systems. Upland development would have a detrimental effect
on many wildlife species. Timber removal is another possible threat.

Development pressures are very high near the urban center of Orlando,

especially in such desirable locations as those provided by the B.M.K.
Ranch.

ACBUISITION PLANNING L
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approve the B.M.K. Ranch project
design on March 21, 1984. The resource planning boundary/project design
process expanded &nd refined the original proposal by including additional
floodplain wetlands and contiguous, undeveloped uplands. Improved parcels
{whose exclusion would create no significant inholdings) and an unrecorded
subdivision have besen deleted. The entire project area has been boundary
mapped.
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438 B.M.K. RANCH
ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued)
Acquisition Phasing
Phase I. Large unimproved parcels contiguous to existing State
owned land.

Phase I1. Other improved parcels.
Phase TIII. Impraved parcels.
ESTIMATED COST

Acquisition
Tax assessed value for 1986 was approximately $35,517,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolutions............ T 0
Letters of general SUPPOrL. .. veeseencisssaranosuissasasasnonssnsaonens LB
Letters of suppart from local, state and federal public officials..... 0
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. &3

OQTHER
Acquisition of B.M.K. Ranch would complement other existing and proposed
EEL/CARL lands in the vicinity. The map on Page 138, illustrates 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, B.M.K. Ranch, Seminole Springs, and S5t. Johns River.

MANAGENENT SUMMARY
Acquisition of the B.M.K. Ranch would enhance the protection of the Wekiva
River (an Dutstanding Florida Water) and provide habitat for the
perpetuation of threatened or endangered species. The Conceptual
Management Plan recommends that management responsibility for this
property be assigned to the Division of Recreation and Parks of the
Department of Natural Resources as part of the Rock Springs Run State
Reserve. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State,
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, the Division of Forestry of the
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, and St. Johas River Water
Management District will also have "cooperative management”™ roles as
nonlead agencies, in areas of management dealing with archaeological and
historical resources, wildlife management, watershed, and protection of
vegetative communities and rare species.

Public use of this property is anticipated and will be encouraged to the
extent that it does not conflict with the maintenance of natural and
cultural values which were of primary influence in the acquisition of this
property. Specific uses of the property could inclede fishing, hunting,
canoeing, camping f(primitive), horseback riding, hiking, and pnature 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 noncommercial fishing.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT - ) {Not Yet Purchased ﬁSSESSED
NAME EOUNTY or _under gption) - VALUE
#3% Josslyn Island Lee 48 $ 355000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE
Bualifles for purchase under "other lands" category. Acquisitian of this
project would preserve significant archaeological remains. Josslyn Island
could also serve as an outdoor recreation area designed to complement the
prehistoric archaeological mounds and features,

MANAGER
The Division of HWistorical Respurces aof the Department of State and the
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resaurces,

PROPOSED USE
State Archaeological Site and State Recreation Area.

LOCATION
In Lee County, southeast Florida, two miles offshore from Ping Island. 1In
close proximity to Boca Grande and Sanibel Island, Josslyn Island is
located in Pine Jsland Sound between Cayo Costa and Pine Island. This
project lies within Florida’s Senate District 23 and House District 74,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTIDN
Jusslyn Island is primarily a mangrove wetland with a large aboriginal
shell mound colonized by subtropical and tropical species. It encompasses
approximately 367 acres, of which approximately 12 acres is "upland”
property, Access to the island is by boat.

The island containg a twelve acre ceremonial and village tomplex of the
historic Calusa Indians and their ancestors that dates back from the
1400’s, It represents perhaps the last undisturbed archaeological mound
site in Pine Island Sound. Water-logged areas contain artifacts made of
wood, fabric and fiber that are rare for all ancient sites throughout
Florida. The archaeolagical significance of Jossiyn Island was first
noted in 1893, and subseguent archaeplogical investigators have repeatedly
reaffirmed the importance of this site, In 1978, Josslyn Island was
placed on the National Register of Historic Places, and it is currently
under consideration as a State "archaeglogical landmark." The importance
of the archaeological remains stem from (1) the greatly undisturbed nature
of the island, {2} the extensive physical features, such as shell mounds,
terraces, canals and inundated courtyards, and (3} the fact that the
archaeological remains probably range from pre-Calusa up to post-European
contact materials. The physical description of the remains an Josslyn
Island are identical ta the accounts for Calusa villages provided by l&th
Century Spanish explorers to the area. The physical characteristics of
the Island also provide the potential for good preservation of subsistence
related data, which is vital to the understanding of the Calusa culfure,
Bisturbance of the archaeological remains is light, and is estimated to-
affect approximately five percent of the total. ) g

Recreation should be strictly controlled to preserve the significant
cuitural resgurces.

CGWNERSHIP
One owner,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The recreational and residential development of Pine Island Sound mark
Josslyn Island as a prime spot for building secluded residences or
condominium complexes. Any development of the island would destroy its
high archaeological velue, )

The current owners are pratecting the area and the absence of easy road
access to the island keeps it relatively free from pothunters and other
trespassers.
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#39 JOSSLYN ISLAND

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition
Tax assessed value is approximately $35,000.

LOCAL SUPPDRT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
ReSolutionS. sttt et nnrm s mreacsiartoasanssanesronsssanssnnananass 0
Letters of general support....ceeisrnenriauasasatanrsossansssorrronsras 8
3
3

Letters aof support from local, state and federal public pffitials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations.

EMINENT DONAIN
Eminent domain authority extended by the 1987 Legislature., The Department
of Natural Resources has filed eminent domain proceedings. Settiement
pending.

OTHER
This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area
with Management Plans Adopted. It is also within Pine Island Sound
Aguatic Preserve.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The entire 48 acre island has been listed on the National Register of
Historic Places since 1978, and the site is also being considered for
designation as a State archaeolaogical landmark. The excellent state ot
preservation of Josslyn Island offers almost the last opportunity to
preserve for future study and appreciation a major Calusa coastal
mound/village complex containing data for the reconstruction and
interpretatian, Far the aear future, the Division of Historical Resources
of the Department of State recoammends a generalized policy of conservation
for Josslyn Island. In erder to prevent any kind of adverse disturbance
to the site, other State agencies should coordinate planned activities
there closely with the Division of Historical Rescurces of the Department
of State. Any State agent with law enforcement authority working in the
area should be cognizant of looting or unauthorized destruction at the
site and take necessary action o prevent and control this problen.
Finally, archaeological excavations, except on a small test scale are
generally discouraged at this time., Detailed survey and mapping, hawever,
is strongly encouraged.

The management of Josslym Island will be jointly shared by the Division of
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources and the
Division of Historical Respurces of the Department of State. Managesment
costs for the first year should consist only of those funds necessary to
provide protection of the archaeoleogical remains through routine law
enforcement patrotl.

The Conceptual Management Plan recommends that the Division of Historical
Resources of the Department of State and the Division of Recreation and
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources jointly manage this property.
This management arrangement will provide professional expertise by the
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State in the
preservation of the archaeological data contained on Josslyn [sland, along
with the ongoing management presence of the Department of Natural
Resources; Charlotte Harbor Aquatic Preserves, Lharlotte Harbor State
Reserve, and Cayo Costa State Reserve programs. Protectian of the
nenregenerative archaeological remains will be the primary management
objective, and such secondary public uses that are deemed compatible with
this objective shall be considered by the managing agencies.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT . : {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY gr _under ootiagn} - VALUE
#40 Homosassa Springs Citrus 30 $ 579,000

RECOMHENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Gualifies as "other lands." Acquisition of this developed nature
attraction and adjacent forest would ensure the protection of a first
magnitude spring, would help preserve habitat for an endangered species,
would provide outdoor recreational gpportunities, and would protect
relatively undisturbed hammack,

MANAGER

Citrus County or the Division of Recreation and Par&s"af the Départment of
Natural Resources,

PROPOSED USE
County or State Park.

LOCATION
In sputhwestern Citrus County, Florida’s west coast, just west of U.5.
Highway 19 and the urban area of Homosassa Springs. This project lies
within Florida’s Senate District 4 and House District 2b.

RESQURCE DESCRIPTION _
This project countains a first magnritude spring, Homasassa or Fishbowl
Spring, which is the headwaters of the Homosassa River. The project
includes approximately 100 acres of hydric and mesic hammock natural
communities which are in good ecological condition, The good woodland
habitat in conjumction with the spring and spring run support a large
number of wading birds, some of which colonially nest on the property in
large rookeries. The spring also provides a winter refuge for the
federally endangered manatee and has been used to rehabilitate injured
manatees,

The property could provide a variety of recreational activities under the
constraints of the project’s small size (e.g., canoeing, swimming,
fishing, picnicking, nature appreciation and envircnamental education).
The major attraction at the site is an underwater viewing room.

GWNERSHIP
The State has an option agreement with Citrus County on the majority of
the tract (ca. 153 acres), scheduled to be exercised in December, 1988.
The remaining portion of the project, approximately 30 acres, which is ns!
yet acquired or under option has only two owners. One of the -owners,
however, has recently subdivided his property into té lots. The lots arsw
unsold as of July 1, 1987, - ’

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT _
The first magnitude spring is highly vulnerable due to possible
contaminatian from surrounding development.

The presence of the springs makes the site in high demand for recreational
use. Also the property is surrounded by commercial and residential
property zoning that will exert development pressure on parts of the tra:d
it it 1s not permanently dedicated as a park either by Citrus County as
its present owner or the State through CARL purchase.

ACQUISITION PLARNING
On March 2i, 1984, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved th
project design for Homosassa Springs. The project design did not alter
the resource planning boundary which added approximately 30 acres of
farest ta the ariginal proposal. The entire project area has now been
boundary mapped.
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40 HOMOSASSA SPRINGE

ACBUISITIDN PLANNING {(Continued)
Acgquisition Phasing
Phase 1. Original Proposal - county owned.

Phase I1. Florida Natural Areas [nventory recommended addition.

ESTIMATED COST
ficgquisitian —
Tax assessed value for one of the two remaining ownerships is
$102,800. Tax assessed value for the other subdivided ownership is
approximately $%472,000, based on the average assessed values for
waterfront and interior lots in that recorded plat. Total tax
assessed value for 1987 is approximately %573,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND -GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolutions..iuiiernsisirosrnarnivenannraasananaseaanntasaronsasnsrrenens 1
Letters of general suppart....c.vivvivrarernnrtvanannsrsscanarsasaneneasi033
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 8
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 1t

GTHER
This project is within a Chapter 380 Growth Management Agreement Area. [t
is also proposed by Citrus County as a joint County/State purchase.

HANAGEMENT SUMMARY _
The Homosassa Springs project area consists of approximately 185 acres and
contains the well known attraction Homosassa Nature World with Nature's
Fishbowli. Homosassa Springs is large, deep and clear, and has an
underwater abservatory aiding the fishbaowl appeal. The spring run f{or
river segment) encompassed by the property is a winter habitat for
substantial numbers of manatees, while the spring pool upstream from a
mesh barrier is currently used for rehabilitation of injured manatees.

Besides the underwater observatory, develapment in the attraction includes
the adaministration building, the gift shop, the restaurant building, the
animal-exhibit park, the parking lot, the cruise boat dock, and certain
accessory étructures, all densely situated and confined to a small western
area. A convenience store apart from the attraction and in another part
of the property is included.

There is potential for recreaticnal use in addition to its present use,
primarily for fairly passive activities taking advantage of the pleasing
forest land outside the sphere of the attraction and the spring run.
There also is potential faor the alternative replacement of the existing
attractian with a spring-centered recreation design based entirely upon
the natural amenities of the site. The potential for adding
water-recreation activities depends on requirements for manatee.
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ACREABE TAX

PROJECT " ’ (Nat Yet Purchased ‘ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY por under gption) .~ -VALUE
#41 Bluehead Ranch Highlands 40,329 $ 3,690;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition of this project would provide the
public with a wide variety of recreational uses including hunting,
tishing, and canoeing. Acquisition would also provide protection of a
partion of a natural floodplain,

MANAGER
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. The Division of Forestry of the
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services and the Division of
Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
Wildlife Management Area or Wildlife Refuge,

LOCATION
In Highlands County, sauth-central Florida, approximately 20 miles seouth
of Sebring, west of Lake Okeechohee. This project lies within Florida’s
Senate District 13 and House District 7a.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
Most of the Bluehead Ranch is comprised of marsh and wet prairie with somc
pine flatwoods, hardwood hammock, and semi-improved pasture also present.
It is significant that such a large, relatively undisturbed tract of land
is available for protection as wildlife habitat in south central Florida.
The ranch supports good populations of a variety of wildlife species
including deer, hog, turkey, squirrel and various ducks and wading birds,
as well as numerous species designated as endangered, threatened, or of
special concern. The project includes approximately 4.5 miles of frontage
on Fisheating Creek. Approximately 13% of the entire project ares tan be
considered watershed for the greek. The maintenance of the project area
in a natural condition will help protect the water quality of Fisheating
Creek and ultimately Lake Okeechohbee into which it flows.

Bluehead Ranch shpuld be able to sustain a variety of intensive
recreational uses that include hunting, fishing, hiking, camping, canoeing
and nature appreciation.

DMNERSHIP
Single owner is Ben Hill Griffin,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENRT _
The overall project vulnerability is low: however, development in the
watershed ot Fisheating Creek could adversely affect water quality or
quantity and the vulnerability of the Fisheating Creek watershed should be
cansidered moderate, -

Lands adjacent to the project are managed almost exclusively for cattle
husbandry and citriculture. It is likely that Bluehead Ranch would be
used for the same practices unless acquired by the State.

ACAUISITION PLANNING
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
final project design for Bluehead Ranch. The project desigqn did not ai-
the resource planning boundary.

ESTIMATED COST
Acquisition -
Assessed value for 1986 was approximately $3,800,000, Tax assessc’
value, with applied greenbelt exemptions, was $3,300,000.
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LOCAL SUPPDRT AND SENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

ResolUbionNS.s i i ierevatecaeanasunarasmssssarornrassosssettanaronvwsoncssana

0

Letters of general support. ... ieieiinsneseicisnaissaratorsrnsnsnssnas 2
0

0

Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

This project could provide for numerous consunptive and nonconsumptive
recreational uses. Good game populations should provide excellent hunting
ppportunities, and the wetlands should attract a number of migratory game
birds. Fisheating Creek would provide for fishing, canaoeing, and
swimming. The open terrain would lend itself to activities such as
hiking, camping, and nature appreciation.

Management goals and objectives should be: (1) to protect naturally
occurring and relatively unaltered biological communities; (2) to protect
and restore natural marsh or floodplain; (3) to preserve habitat ecritical
to or providing significant protection for an endangered or threatened
species; and (4} tog use as a wildlife management area,
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PROPOSED ACQUISITION PROJECT

ROTENSERGER / HOLEY LAND

PALM BEACH COUNTY
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT - i {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or_under option) - VALUE

$#42 Rotenberger Palm Beach 10,000 $ 5,060,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
RQualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would protect a natural marsh and
would facilitate the restoration of an altered ecosysten,

MANAGER
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission.

PROPOSED USE . ) .
Wildlife Management Area. Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission will also
maintain and operate engineering maodifications for water control, which _
will be established by the South Florida Water Management District,

LOCATION
In southwest corner of Palm Beach County, southeast Florida, approximately
30 miles southwest of Belle Blade, 50 miles from downtown Miami and 72
miles from West Palm Beach. The project area is bounded by the Manley
Ditch and Township 46 South on the north, Range 37 East on the east, the
L-4 and L-3 Canals on the south, and the Henry County line an the west.
This project lies within Florida's Senate District 2B and House District
B2.

RESQURCE DESCRIPTION

The Rotenberger/Holey Lands were historically an integral part of the
Everglades hydrological system, Water-control engineering and agriculture
have disrupted this fupction of the project area and has consequently
adversely impacted upon the Evergqlades system. The natural communities of
the project consist of shallow swales dominated by sawgrass with tree
islands interspersed; though maost of the project is currently in a ruderal
condition.

This area presently functions as a wildlife management area operated by
the Florida Game and Fresh Water Commission., Recreational opportunities
for the project include hunting, fishing, canoeing, hiking and nature
appreciatian,

OWNERSHIP
Approximately 3,930 acres have been purchased or are under option. There
are approximately 700 pwners remaining, The Rotenberger acquisition
project encompasses a total area of 64,470 acres in Palm Beach County,
within which a total af 13,981 acres will ultimately be acquired by the
State. The remaining 50,489 acres are State owned. The project is
bisected by the Miami Canal, with those lands esast of the canal being
referred to as the Holey Land, and those lands west of the canal being
referred to as the Rotenberger Tract, Also included are the Seminocle
Indian Reservation lands on the southern boundary of the Rotenberger
Tract, extending down to Canal L-4.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANBERMENT .
The different biological communities are inherently vulnerable to
disturbance, particularly drainage and wildfires in which the peat
substratum burns,

Primarily threatened by agricultural uses. These include (1) cultivation
and ather development; (2) modificatiaon of flow affecting water quantity;
(3) modification of water quality #from altered runoff. -

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisitian ..
Tax assessed value is approximately $5,040,000, based on the average
1964 tax assessed value per acre for portiaons of the area applied to
the remaining project area.
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMNENTS
T T o -
Letters of general suppoOrf.. ... e eissnavientscasaaanansssnsassrartasatsns
Letters of suppart from local, stats and federal public ofticials.....
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation grganizations.

EMINENT DOMAIN
Extended until 1993 by the 1987 Legislature.

OTHER

On February 7, 1984, the Board of Trustees entered into a land exchange
agreement with the Bulf and Western Food Products Company of Delaware.
Under this agreement, Gulf and Western, a major land owner within the
project area, was to purchase remaining private ownerships within the
Rotenberger Tract and the Holey Land area. These were to be traded, value
for value, for Trustees’ land outside of the Rotenberger CARL acquisitian
project area. This agreement, however, is no longer in effect and the
State is now trying to acquire the property directly from the owners.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The management goals of the Rotenberger acquisition project are: (1} to
restore quantitatively and gualitatively historical water flow through the
northern most part of the Everglades; (2) to restare and preserve original
biological communities characteristic of the Everglades within the project
arega. 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 Enviranmental
Requlatian, Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and Sguth Florida Water
Management District. On January i1, 1984, the Divisien of Emvironmental
Permitting received an application fros the South Florida Water Management
District to implement water control modifications for attainment of the
above management goals.
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MULLET CREEK ISLAND :
BREVARD COUNTY

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL

//) PROPOSED AREA (FNAI)

— =~ — PROJECT AREA BOUNDARY
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ACREAGE TAX

PRDJECT ' {Not Yet Puyrchased ASSESSED
NAKE - COUNTY or ynder option) " VALUE.
#43 Mullet Creek Brevard 200 $ 131,000

Islands L7

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE :
fualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would preserve a recreatianal
resgurce and would help pratect the water quality, aquatic habitat, and
wildlife habitat associated with a river and lagoon ecosystem.

HANAGER

Brevard County in coordination with the Division of Recreation and Parks
of the Department of Natural Resources.

PROPOSED USE
County park for passive recreation and hahitat protection for tisherigs _
and nongame terrestrial species.

LOCATION :
In south Brevard County,. east of State Road AlA, in the Indian River.
Nine miles south of Melbourne Beach and three miles north of Sebastian
Inlet. This project lies within Florida’s.S5enate District 146 and House
District 32.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION : :
This project is comprised of twelve islands positioned between Muliet
Creek and the Indian River lagpon. Dense stands of manqroves and
buttonwoods vegetate the islands and line the nine miles of shore
providing a sheltered habitat and rich feeding grounds for broad array of
wildlife. The islands and channels harbor several endangered and
threatened species intluding the manatee and bald =agle.

Mullet Creek with its many sheltered, mangrave lined islands can offer

several recreational activities. These activities might include canpeing,

fishing and nature appreciation.

DWNERSHIP
Five owners and four parcels. 0One major ownership.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERNENT
[+ the islands are developed, the water guality will deteriorate with

increased runoff from irrigation, fertilizers,and pesticides, which could

be enough to close the surrounding shellfish waters. Deterigration of
water guality will alsao have a anegative impact on adjacent seagrass beds
and dependant animals.

During the past several years the major owners have submitted at least two
site plans, One was for a PUD (including a golf course) and the other was
for a single family residential community (one unit per acre). Baoth plans
were rejected by the Planning and Zoning Board. The owners and the County

are nowW involved in litigation regarding a more prohibitive zoning
classification.

ACBUISITIGN PLANNING

The final project design for Mullet Creek Islands was approved by the Land

Acquisition Selection Committee on November 21, 1986, It did not alter
the resource planning boundary,

ESTIMATED COST
Tax assessed value is approximately %131,000.

LOCAL SUPPDRT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
o« T I«

2

Letters of general support. ..o, cieianninisosorarasesrsrararsvarsrarnss 799
Letters of suppirt from local, state and federal public eofficials..... 11

Letters aof support from local and areawide conservation organizations.
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OTHER

This project was proposed by Brevard County as a joint County/State
acquisition,

MANAGEMENT SUHMARY
The overall management goal is to protect the valuable habitats of the
islands and the surrounding waters, The proposed use of the project is to
utilize the islands in such a way a8s to preserve and enhance their natural
values and functions while allowing for passive recreation. Specific
resource objectives would include habitat modification for fishery habitat
and grotection, upland habitat modification #or the enhancement of
endangered species and nongame terrestrial species habitat.

The cast of managing the Mullet Creek Islands will be minimal given that
the best management of the area will be to preserve the area’s
enviranmental guality and to provide minor, passive recreation activities.
The immediate management of the site would entail a clean up of the
islands. Basic ongoing management practices would include the maintenance
of any passive recreations facilities and periodic environmental
monitoring.

In terms of management personnel, there are both State and County parks
located in close proximity to the Mullet Creek Islands which could provide
the site’s staffing needs.

Overall, the management agency responsible for the Mullet Creek Islands
would be Brevard County,
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT - ’ {Not Yet Purchased uﬁSSESSED
NAME COUNTY gr under option) “VALUE
#44 Stoney-Lane Citrus -G~ % -0<

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE

Qualifies for acquisition as "other lands." Acquisition would help
protect estuarine, wetland and island hammock habitat,

MANAGER

The Division of Recreation amd Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources,

PROPOSED USE

Fart of the S5t, Martin’s Marsh Aquatic Preserve. S

. LOCATION

In western Citrus County, Florida’s west coast, along the Gulf southwest
of Crystal River. This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 4
and House District 26.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION

This project encompasses a portion of one of Florida’s largest estuarine
complexes of mangrove and salt marsh islands, tidal creeks, and bayous.
interspersed in these wetlands are approximately sixty acres of cabbage
palm - red cedar islands. An estimated 30 percent within the designated
area consists of open waters. A similar, but larger area of islands and
ridges supports high scrub marsh or transitional upland, The shallow
waters of the estuary are densely vegetated with sea grasses, and the
water quality is excellent. The high quality habitats support an abundant
population of wildlife, especially water birds.

The site can support limited recreational activities. The shallowness of
the surrpunding water angd treacherous rocks within the tidal! creeks keep
most power boats offshore. Recreational activities could include some
boating, fishing, and primitive camping.

OWRERSHEP

One owner, a partnership. This entire project (1,730 acres) is under
option. Scheduled closing date was extended to August, 1987.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT

This is a fragile environment and any development would greatly affect the
guality and productivity of this region.

Regulatory agencies will likely exert restrictions on development since it
is part aof St, Martin’s Aquatic Preserve and has an Outstanding Florida
Water designation. Development on a few isolated upland islands has
occurred in the past, however, and is still occurring to a certain extent.

LOCAL SUPPGRT AND BENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

= T saasaraerer 0
Letters of general sUPPOrt.. .. vcevninsvasss s reraaaa e s e 7
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0
Letters of support from iocal and arsawide conservation oprganizations, 0

Page 241



#44 STONEY-LARNE

BTHER
This project is within a Chapter 3BO Growth Management Agreement Area.

MANABENENT SUMMARY
The management goals should be to protect the marshlands ang palm/cedar
islands located above the elevation of mean high water. This project
would safeguard the integrity of this important estuarine area. It woulgd
be a prominent part of St, Martin’s fiquatic Preserve, which 15 managed by
the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources. Management costs are expected to be minimal, due to the
remoteness of this project area, and the predominance of wetland and
submerged lands.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT - - {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under option) S VALUE

#45 Cedar Key Scrub Levy 1,850 $  6B4,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE '
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acguisition would
protect a distinctive bioleogical community, Gulf Hammock, and its
assemblages of plants and animals, many of which are endangered,
threatened or rare,

MANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
Addition to the Cedar Key State Reserve.

LOCATION
In Levy County, Florida’s northwest coast, approximately 33 miles
southwest of Gainesville, within ten miles of the town of Cedar Key. This
project lies within Florida’s Senate District & and House District 11,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
Cedar Key Scrub is comprised of hardwood swamp, hydric hammock, mesic’
hammock and salt marsh., The project supports a large number of rare plant
and animal species,

The project can support a variety of recreational activities that are
compatible with the primary acquisition obiective of resource protection.

DWNERSHIP
There are six owners. Major owner is Georgia Pacific,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The project would be affected by changes in the water regimes that
influence its quality, quantity and rate of runcff, all of which may cause
detrimental changes in the natural resources.

There is currently clear-cutting east of the project and timber cutting
could begin on the tract at any time,

ESTIMATED EDST
Tax assessed value for 1984 was approximately %684,000,

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTSK

Resolutions........ beramanaee s At st rrarsctae e b asereienay g
Letters of general support...eieieeecnanannninarasoocarorarns vese e 10
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... - 0

Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 7
¥ Older EEL files are not included in these totals.
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NANAGENENT SUMMARY
The Cedar Key Scrub was acquired by the State to pratect and perpetuate
the natural ecological, geolaogical and archaeclegical/histaorical
attributes of the area. The management program developed for this reserve
emphasizes the goal of protecting and perpetuating these natural
resources. A secondary, but no less important, goal of management in this
reserve is to encourage public use of the area for activities compatible
with resource protection. —

The management plan documents the objectives and administrative policies
developed to achieve the aforementioned goals of the Cedar Key managenment
pragram. The objectives of resource management concern using appropriate
management tools to maintain the natural integrity of the gifferent
community associations in the reserve {e.g., controlled burns in the pine
flatwoodst., BSince very little is known about active management of scrub
habitats and hardwood communities, applied scientific studies of these (as
well as other) reserve ecosystems will be encouraged to benefit the
management prograa. )

Although the Cedar Key Scrub State Reserve will be managed and protected
for environmental and scientific purposes, compatible recreational and
consumptive activities will be permitted and encouraged. Recreational
opportunities currently include fishing, canoeing, hunting, nature study,
hiking, and primitive camping. Consumptive activities occurring in
reserve waters including hunting, fishing, crabbing, and aystering.

Management of the Cedar Key State Reserve is the responsibhility of the
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources.
The Florida Bame and Fresh Water Fich Commission is actively cooperating
with the Department of Natural Resources in management of this Reserve
through development, implementation, and monitoring of a hunting progran.
The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State will also
be cooperating in efforts to identify, protect and preserve archaeological
and historical resources within Reserve boundaries.
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ACRERGE _TAX

PROJECT o i (Not vYet Pyrchasad ASSESSED

WAME COUNTY gr under option} VALLUE

#d44 Emeralda #Marsh Marion 7,300 $14,477,000
| Lake -

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Rualifies as "other lands." Fee simple acquisition of a portien of this
project would help protect the water guality of a river and lake systen.
Lesg than fee simple acquisition of the remainder would preserve the
habitat ot an endangered species.

!

MANAGER
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission in coardination with the St. Johns
River Water Management District,

PROPOSED USE
Wildlife Management Area.

LOCATION
in Marion and Lake Counties, in central Florida, between Jcala and
Orlando. This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 11 and House
District 13.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
The €meralda Marsh acguisition project consists of approximately 12,000
acres of predominantly marsh and agricultural land along the sast side of
Lake Griffin and the Oklawaha River in Marion and Lake Counties. The
marsh communitlies are compased of thickets of willow with sawgrass, or are
more open sawgrass wetlands with interspersed sloughs. Much wetland
acreage within the project area has been converted to muck farmland where
such crops as carn, rye, winter wheat, and carrots are grown. Although a
part of the groject area is not in a natural condition, Emeralda Marsh
provides & largely undisturbed freshwater marsh system. A variety of
upland and wetland habitats supports a large and diverse population of
game and nongame wildlife, particularly migrating and overwintering water
birds. The project area harbors numerous rare and endangered animal
species that include bald eaqle, woodstork, limpkin, and black bear. The
region is especially important as a major nesting area for the American
atligator and sandhill crane. In tact, at least one-third of the eastern
greater sandhill crane population heavily utilize this marsh and the
adjacent agricultural lands.

Rerreatignal activities should be strictly reguiated in some areas to
maintain the high guality habitat that is currently present. More
intensive recreational activities may be developed in areas that are not
as sensifive to human activity.

OQWMERSHIP
The majority of this project is comoosed of four major cwners. There are
approximately 12 owners with parcels of 160 to 150 acres. and an estimated
BG to 90 owners of smailer tracts.

VULKRERABILITY AND ENDANBERMENT
The marsh ecosystem is highly vulnerable to any further drainage and
conversian to other land use. Tne use of chemical groducts by tarmers in
part of the orgject currently poses & severe threat to the integrity of
the marsnh, Timber removal is alsc a potential threat,

furrent farming practices (runoff contains herbicides, pesticides and
fertilizerst aresent a continuing threat to the integrity of the marsh -
gcosystem.
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ACRUISITION PLANNING .
On march 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee 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.

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition
Project design staff recommends the protection of habitat faor the
sandhill cranes by negqotiating conservation easements or owner
contact agreements with large landhalders engaged in agricultural
production. As referenced to the boundary map, on sheet 9, Sections
9, 10, 13, and l&, those parts of parcels A, B, 2A, 2/W, H, D, C, E,
G, F, DDD, E not below ordinary high water and not jurisdictioenal.
As referenced on sheet 11, Sections 21 and 22, parcels A, &, D, (not
including that part of A on Buck Hammock), all parcels referenced on
sheet 13, Sections 14, {3, 23, 24, all parcels referenced on sheet
15, Sections 20, 21, 29, 28, 32, 33 not below ordinary high water and
not jurisdictional, all parcels referenced on sheet 17, sectians 23,
24, 26, and 25, and all parcels referenced on sheet 19, sections 28,
27, 33, and 34, 4 and 3.

ficquisition Phasing -
Phase 1. Jurisdictional wetlands not in agricultural
productiaons adjacent to Emeralda Marsh/Bull and Buck
Hammocks, (fee simplel.

Phase i1. Large holdings in agricultural production (less than
fee simple - conservation easements/owner contract
agreements},

Phase III. Parcels below ordinary high water (less than fee
simple - danations).

ESTIMATED COST
Acquisition
Assessed value for 1984 was approximately $14,477,000. Tax assessed
value, taking into consideration agricultural exemptions, was
approximately $4,637,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolutiong. ..ot eeneaeaananoransnsensss

I N N N N NN RN 0

Letters of qeneral support....ieiiieeneraraveroranasrossraranernsnanaesr 13
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations, 4

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
The tract is sultable for use as a wildlife management area, as well as
offers oppartunities for hiking, camping, fishing, wildlife observation
and photography, Waterfow! hunting and 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
tertilizer applications, type and timing of crops, and percent of crop to
be left as waste grain. Areas could be flcoded once farmers have
harvested their crops in the fall.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT o . {Not vet Purchasead ASHERRED
NAME COUNTY gr _under optionl JVﬁLUEf
#47 Canaveral Brevard 2,300 $ 5,71?&000

Industrial Park -

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Quaiifies as "other lands," Acquisition will help preserve a natural
floodplain and will contribute towards the restorastion of a major river
system,

MANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources. The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
Addition to Tosohatchee State Reserve,

LOCATION
In Brevard County, along the St. Johns River, across from Tosohatchee
State Reserve, between Titusville and Melbourne. This project lies within
Florida’s Senate District {6 ang House District 34,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION :
About 90 percent of this project is within the 10-year {floodplain of the
St. Johns River, although much of the property is seldom inundated for
very long periods. Almost half of this project is improved pasture, tne
remainder being wetlands that include wet prairie, slaoughs, hardwood
swamps, ang hydric hammacks. These nmatural comsunpities support a diverse
assemblage of wildlife. Maintenance of the floodplain in a natural
conditian helps to protect the water quantity and gquality of the St. Johns
River. .

This project can support a wide range of recreatiognal activities (e.q.,
hunting, fishing, bgating, hiking, and camping.

ORNERSHIP A
There are approximately 100 owners in the project area and more than half
are within three unrecorded, undeveloped subdivisioas, 5t. Johas River
water Management District has purchased 2,6446.8 acres. The State has a
tontract to reimburse the District for 50 percent pf the purchase price
and all appraisal expenditures in December, 1987, and will receive a 30
percent undivided interest.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The natural resources aof the tract are vulmerable to land development
practices. Past and current activities of man have left their mark an the
property and have cthanged the ecological characterisiic of portions.of the
tand, These can be restored to a more natural conditian,

The property is located in a rapidly growing regiaon, and the property is
tor sale. The andangerment of the lower elevation portions is considered
low due to protective regulations. However, the higher elevation portions
have a moderate to higqh development potential,

ACQUISITION PLANMING
On March 21, 198é&, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
project design for Lanaveral Indusirial Park., The project design did not
alter the resource planning boundary which added approximately 2,633 acres
to the original 2,697 acre proposal. The enlarged boundary includes
additional floodplain acreage and a large upland hardwood/mixed forest.

Acquisition Phasing
Phase I. Larger ownerships,

Phase it. Remainder of project area.
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ESTIMATED CBST
Acquisition
Tax assessed value 15 approximately $3,717,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolutions. ... uvuirinnrsnaisrennnnnsananns Cer e v Cetsse i
Letters of general support......couierivnreansrnnns e r e rr st a ey
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters aof support from local and areawide conservation organizations,

OTHER
This project is a joint acquisition with the St. Johns River Water

Management District. Water rescurces of the adjacent Tosochatches State

Reserve are classified as an Outstanding Florida Water.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

This project will help to protect the extensive flpodplain marsh of the

St. Jahns River and, will also help to create a linear array of public

lands along nearly 160 miles of the St. Johns River., The site offers good

oppertunities for hoth active and passive recreation. The site is
recommended for use as a3 State Reserve with the Department of Natural

Resources as the lead management agency and the Game and Fresh Water Fish

Cammission cooperating. The recommended management should emphasize

protection of a natural floodplain while encouraging nondestructive public

use and enjoyment.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJEET o . (Nat Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under aption} . VALUE
. #48 Paynes Prairie Alachua 830 $ 278,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Bualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands {(EEL}. Acquisitian of the
remaining ownerships is important for protection of the water resoudrces
and endangered and threatened species of the wet prairie/marsh ecasysten.
Acguisition is alsp essential for the application of proper management
techniques to the adjacent State Preserve and may provide additiaonal
recreational apportunities.

MANAGER Co - -
The Division of Recreatien and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources., The Divisiagn of Historical Respurces of the Department of = -
State and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
Addition to Paynes Prairie State Preserve.

LOCATION
In Alachua County, within a half hour drive of Bainesville. This project
ligs within Florida’s Senate District & and House District 24,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
This project is considered an essential addition to the Payne’s Prairie
State Preserve to maintain the hydrolaogical and ecological integrity of
the preserve. Most of the project area is comprised of freshwater marsh
ang wet prairie natural communities, but there are also some woodland
communities present as well. This diversity of habitats supports an array
aof wildlite, including several rare and endangered animal species (e.g.,
bald eagle, woodstork and sandhill crane). The Payne’s Prairie region is
an exampie of an unusual karst topography and is recognized as a National
Natural Landmark.

There are numercus abaoriginal sites located on this project and the area
is considered to have excellent potential for archaeological
investigations.

The project area-.can suppart a variety of recreational activities that are
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of natural resource
protectiap.

OWNERSHIP
There are four remaining owners, who are unwilling to sell.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
This area is critical to the water guality and quantity of the adjacent
State Preserve and is easily disturbed by human activity. .

Develapment pressure in rapidly growing Alachua County is increasing,
upland portions of these tracts are grime areas for development and will
probably be sold to a private developer if not pur;hased by the State,

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition
Tax assessed value for 1986 was approximately $278,000.
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENMERAL ENDORSEMENTS
REsOlutionS. i rersieiiieioresresasararrsasnatavessnaassnsransntatsennen 0
Lebtters of general support. ... .ot iri s i i b
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officlals..... 0
Letters of support from local and areawide comservation organizations. &
¥ Clder EEL files are not included in these totals.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY :
The project should be managed as a part of Paynes Prairie State Preserve
by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resgurces with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State cooperating. This property is within the optimum boundaries of the
preserve and will add significantly to the State’s ability to manage the
prairie basin’s ecosystem, as well as providing recreational opportunities
and a buffer to the basin. Management practices will be in conformance
with the Paynes Prairie State Preserve Management Plan.

Mo interim management rcosts are anticipated from the CARL program fund

since Paynes Prairie State Preserve is currently staffed, funded, and open
to the public.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT - ’ (Not Yet Purchased WSSESSED
NAME COUNTY gr_under aption} - VALUE
¥49 Woody Praperty Volusia 980 $ 210,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Rualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would provide additional access
and would gid management of existing State awned land and wouid also
pravide the State with timber harvesting opportunities and the general
public with recreational opportunities. Acquisition would also allaw the
restoration of wildlife habitat.

HANAGER - , -
The Division af Forestry of the Oepartment of Agriculture and Consumer
Services. The Bame and Fresh Water Fish Cammission cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
Addition to theVVolusia EEL Tract.

LOCATION
In Valusia County, approximately nine miles southwest of Daytona Beach and
ten miles northeast of Deland including portions of Sections 10, 13, 22,
and 27 of Township 16 Scuth, Range 31 East. This praoject lies within
Florida’s Senate District 10 and House Districts 29 and 39. )

RESGURCE DESCRIPTION
Approximately 490 acres of this project is comprised of pine flatwoods,
the remainder being cypress swamp {(ca. 230 acres) and a small area {ca. 33
acres) of borrow pit/lakes. The cypress strands and cypress ponds are
dominated by hald cypress but also contain loblolly bay, red maple, and
sweetbay. The pines were mostly harvested during the winter of {980-1981.
A good seed crop was produced during the fall of 1980, just prier to
harvest, and the stand reseeded naturally. The flatwoods now have a fair
to good stocking of young slash pine with a very sparse overstory of .
mature slash pine. The natural communities support a variety of wildlife,

The project has been recommended for multiple use management and can
support a range of recreational activities that might inclede hunting,
fishing, hiking and horseback riding.

OWNERSHIP
There are two gwners. Woodrow Woody owns all but a 15% acre parcel and is
a willing seller. Frank Fords owns subsurface rights on almost ,all the
tract.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The vegetative and hydrolaogical resources on this tract are highly -
susceptible to damage by development. Site modifications necessary for
the development of residential or business structures would damage
vegetation on the flatwgods and wetlands, and would adyersely'a+$ect water
quality in the <¢ypress swamps. Development of the flatwoods areas would
increase runpff and would increase water levels in the wetlands.
Development of this parcel would also adversely impact the adjacent EEL
Tract. : :

There are no known development plans for the property at present.
However, because the major owner has the property on the market,
development is likely.

ACRUISITICN PLANNING
The final project design, which did ngt alter the ariginal proposal or
resource planning boundary was approved by the Land Acquisition Selection
Coamittee on Navember 21, 19BA.
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ESTIMATED COST
Acquisition
Tax assessed value is approximately $210,000.

Management
Approximately %1,400 per vyear,.

LDCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolutions......iiuvvevav.na

L R I O L I A A R I R A R R N A N Y A LR

0
Letters Of genEral SUPPOrt. . vty r st crtonstsnvraursasranarssaassssten 0
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation orqanizatiaons. 0

MANABEMENT SUMMARY
The site has potential for a variety of active and passive recreational
pursuits including camping, fishing, huniing, canaeing, horseback riding,
hiking, nature appreciation, phatography and bird watching. It is
accessible from U.5. 92 and is traversed its entire length by an all
weather woods road. In addition to the 973 acres included in this
project, ownership of this parcel would provide access to an additional
300 acres of the WYplusia EEL Tract that is currently inaccessible to the
public,

This property should be managed under multiple-use concepts algng with the
Volusia EEL Tract., Consideration should be given to timber management,
wildlife habitat improvement, and compatible recreational activities.

Care should be taken to insure that any fragile or sensitive ecosystems
are protected. The Division of Farestry of the Department of Agriculture
and Consumer Services should be the lead manager with the Bame and Fresh
Water Fish Commission a cooperating manager.
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ACREABE TAX

PROJECT - ’ {Not Yet Purchased “ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under optioal - VALUE

#30 Manatee Estech Manatee 10,500 $ 9,045,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE :
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would protect a portion of the

Lake Manatee Reservoir,

HANAGER
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services. The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and Manatee County
tonperating. _
Restoration and reforestation of disturbed areas for watershee protection
and compatifle management for gutdoor recreation activities.

LOCATION  eastem
In northewsstescsr-Manatee County, southwest Florida, approximately 30 miles
#ast ot Bradenton, This project lies within Flarida’s Senate District 24
and House District &7,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
The orimary resource significance of this project is its important
function as part of the watershed for the Lake Manatee Reservoir. This
reservolr 18 the sole drinking water supply for a gquarter million
residents in Manatee and Sarasota Counties. Almost half of the project
area 15 covered in longleaf pine flatwoods. Other matural communities
include sand pine scrub, xeric hammock, freshwater swamp, cypress swanmp,
freshwater marsh, and three streams., Also included in the project area‘is
approximately 3,000 acres that have been disturbed by agricultural
activities. This disturbed area 1s also important for its watershed
functions and should be restored to natural conditions.

Cultural resource surveys indicate that the project is signiticant fraom an
archaeolegical fhistorical perspective. Ten sites are known from the
property, one of which is eligible for a MNational Historic Site listing.

The project has been recommended for multiple use management and can
support many types of recreational activities, These activities might
include hunting, fishing, hikinmg, camping, and mature -appreciatian.

OWNERSHIP
The ariginal proposal, that part of the project ares currently on the CARL
list, is owned by Manatee County.

VULMERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The site is vulnerable to land clearing activities. The streams are
vulnerable to degradation i+ the surficial aquifer is damaged by soil
removal activities. Most of the preject area was owned by a phosphate
company, which had most of the permits needed to begin operatiaons. The
County’s purchase has, however, lowered the chances of adverse activities
occurring,

ACAUISITIGN PLANNING
Gn March 21, 1984, the Land Acquisitien Selection Committee approved the
project design for Manatee Estech. The project design did not alter the
resource planmping boundary which added approximately 225 acres to the
original proposal. The addition will be formally presented to the Board ...
as part ot the project area when it is boundary mapped. Virtueally all of
the original proposal, now owned by the county, is under lease for citrus
gruwing, vegetable farming and cattle ranching. -
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ACBUISITION PLANNING (Continued)
Acquisition Phasing
Phase I. Original proposal - county owned.

Phase IL. Florida Natural Areas Inventory recommended additian.

ESTIMATED £OST
Acguisition
Assessed value for surface rights is approximately $9,045,000. Tax
assessed value when greenbelt exemptions are applied is approximately
£608,400.

LDCAL SUPPDRY AND BEMERAL ENDODRSEMENTS
Resolubions.. i is s niinineriatanmsrareiasesaccasanssssstnasssenrasssans 0
Letters of general support. ... vt teraatirsnsassnotnnroaen i
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 3
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations, 2

GTHER
This praoject was proposed by Manatee Cpounty as a joint State/County
acquisitign. The County has purchased the entire tract and is awaiting
State funding. County has & contract to purchase an additional adjacent
4,000 acres in the Lake Manatee Watershed. State will also be receiving
approximately 1,700 acres adjacent to or in close proximity to this
project from Becker Phosphate as a donatiaon. Becker Phosphate is also
ronsidering a donation to the Nature Conservancy,.

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
it is recommended that the property be managed as a multiple use area.
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services should be designated as the lead managing agency with Manatee
County and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating managers.
The primary management concern will be the protection of the water supply
for the quarter million residents of Manatee and Sarasota Counties. The
project also would be managed to offer as many recreational uses as would
be compatible with protection of the water supply, including hunting,
fishing, hiking, and nature appreciation.
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ACREABGE TAX

PROJECT - . (Nat Yet Purchased -ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY gr uynder_option) VALUE
#3531 0ld Leon Moss Ranch Palm Beach 3,300 $ 1,333,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOBSE
Qualifies as "other lands.” Acquisition would preserve areas for autdoor
recreational opportunities such as hunting and fishing, would aliow for
restoration and management of natural water conditions, aad would preserve
an archaeolagical site.

MANAGER
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission.

PROPOSED USE
Addition to the Corbett Wildiife Management Area. T

LOCATION
[n Palm Heach County, immediately adjacent to the State owned J. W.
Corbett Wildlife Management Area. This project lies within Florida’s
Senate District 28 and House District B2.

RESQURCE DESCRIPTION
This project lies along a line of transition between pine dominateéd
uplands to the northeast and the open marshes of the historic Everglades.
It contains a wide variety of natural community types, including
treshwater marsh, cypress domes, sloughs, wet pine flatwoods, small open
prairies, and hardwocd hammocks. Some of the marsh has been impacted by
past drainage, but is now passing back into natural vegetation. GSix
hundred acres of the pruject has been impounded and is now being shallawly
flooded. The project is utilized by a variety of game and nongame species
including white-tailed deer, feral hog, raccoon, bobcat, turkey, osprey,
hawks, owls, and a variety of wading birds. Endangered or threatened
species known to use the area include Florida panther, bald eagle,
woodstark, crested caracara, and Florida sandhill .crane.

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed one
archaeological site has been identified and the project is considered to
have potential for archaeological investigations,

The project can support a range of recreational activities that include
hunting, fishing, camping, hiking, and nature appreciation.

OWNERSHIP
Single parcel with three primary owners, Indian Trails Water Management
District has control over the northeast &00 acre impoundment. There may
also be outstanding drainage rights over the rest aof_the property.

VULNERABILITY AND EMDANGERMENT
The Old Leon Moss Ranch is highly vulnerable to drainage and subsequent
agricultural development, as evidenced dy the conversion of adjacent lands
across the L-8 Canal to sugar cane, and the conversion of lands to the
east to citrus., Portions of the property have already been converted but
are returning to more natural conditions. Residential development could
also occur on the property as development pressure encroaches fram the
gast, Although conversion directly to residential developaent would be
difficult due to permitting constraints, a strategy to convert the
property tao agricultural use to take advantage of looser requlations
applying to agricultural development, followed by a conversion to other
development once the area has been altered, could be successful.

Although the owners of the property dpo not have any development plans,
sale of the property to a buyer with development interests could occur.
Development pressures on this property will-certainly increase with the
inevitable urbanization of Palm Beach County.
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ACQUISITION PLANNING

On November 12, 1984, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved
the final project design for 0ld Lecn Moss Ranch, The resource planning
boundary was not changed.

ESTIMATED COST

Tax assessed value for 1984 was approximately %1,333,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

Resolutions..iisieeiaiiioneasaanuunusasnrasarosstesssvsnsnsannsssnnsnss 0
Letters of general suUppOrt. . cui it ii i isreneror et vnernstananastoraasans Q
Letters of support from loucal, state and federal public officials..... 1
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations, 0

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

The 0ld Leon Moss Ranch should be acquired for multiple use management as
a wildlife management area. The lead management agency should be the Game
and Fresh Water Fish Commission with the Division of Forestry of the
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services and the Division of
Historical Resaources of the Department of State cooperating. In addition
to averall management of the property for hunting and other resourte-based
outdoor recreation, the management concept should include efforts to
restore more natural water conditions on the tract, possibly using the
impaundment as & source of additional surface water faor the property.

The project is readily adaptable for use as an addition to the existing J.
W. Corbett Wildlife Management Area. Because access could be provided and
overall management could be handled in conjunction with the existing
management area, costs for management for recreational use should be very
modest. Hydrologic restoration costs are unknown and could be
considerable, depending on amount of engineering required, availability of
water, and other factors.
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: ACREAGE TAX
PROJECT o (Not Yet Purchased -ASBESSED

NAME COUNTY gr under optignl VALUE
#32 Galt Island Lee 390 % 437,000

RECOMMENDER PUBLIC PURPQOSE
Bualities as “other lands." Acguisition would preserve a significant
archaeological site, while also providing recreational aopportunities,

HANAGGER .
The Department of Natural Resources. The Division of Historical Resources
of the Department of State cooperating.

PROPOSED USE ST ' B
Addition to the Pine Island Sound Aquatic Preserve.

LOCATIGN
In Lee County, an island situated in Pine [sland Sound. [t is located
just otf the southwestern coast of Pine Island and te the northwest of the
small community of St. James. This project lies within Flerida’s Senate
District 38 and House District 74,

RESQURCE DESCRIPTION
Galt Island is primarily significant as an archaeological site; however,
the project area alse includes a very qood example of maritime tropical
hardwood hammock, which is similar in physiognomy to those of the West
Indies. This natural community is found grawing on the pre-Columbian
shell middens which compose all of the uplands on the island. The
remainder of the project area is predaminantly mangrove. The preclusign
of development within the project area would help preserve the water
quality of the Pine Island Aquatic Preserve, The project includes an
artificial causeway constructed of fill which connects the Balt Island to
Pine Island,

Galt Island is probably a significant village of the historic Calusa
Indians, as indicated by late styles of aboriginal and European ceramics.
The site is believed to have been inhabited before the Calusa by their
immediate prehistoric ancestors. It is one of few large island aboriginal
sites located in this cultural area. The project area includes a large
midden-mound complex and a burial mound. Unfortumately, qood
chronological contrals for these extraordinary sites are naot available to
determine which were occupied at the same time or for how loag. From
their density and from the size of the shell middens, however, it is guite
possible that most of them were occupied together over several or more
centuries. QOther sites in the area which appear to be contemporaneous
with Galt Island date from around 500 B.C. to historic contact times,
These sites offer excellent potential for archaesological investigaticns.

OWNERSHIP
There is one pwner who is willing to sell and is willing te donate 372
atres of jurisdictiagnal lands if Galt Island is acquired.

-

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANBERMENT
The island is very susceptible to degradation caused by human activity.
Part of the midden-mound complex and tropical hammock have been bulldozed
by developers in the past, Alsoc, parts of the burial mound has been
logted by “pothunters.”

There are ngo immediate plans faor development, but the island is accessible
via a filled causeway.
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ACOUISITION PLANMING

The project design for Galt Island was approved by the Land Acguisition
Selection Committee on March 21, 19B4. As a result, the project area now
includes the entire gwnership of E£. J. Associates rather than aonly the

isiand and causeway. The Land Acquisition Selection Committee aiso
approved the following acgquisition phasing recommendations:

The most unique resources inh this project are the shell

.maund-tropical hammock commynity and archaealogical sites, which are

located on the isiand itself. Additionally, the causeways are
essential for provision faor, and control of access tao the island.
Thus, if funds are limiting, the island and connecting causeways

should be appraised and purchased first, with the remainder of the

ownership to be purchased later,

Phase I. falt Island itseif, and portion of the connecting
causeways adequate to insure control of pverland
access.

Phase 1L, Remaining parts of the project area (i.e., submerged

tracts and wetlands on Pine Island} as are necessary

to provide a coastal buffer and optimize
manageability,

ESTIMATED COST

Acguisition
Tax assessed value for 1986 was approximately $437,000.

LOCAL SUPPURY AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
L o T T B 1 -
Letters of general SUpPOrt. ... cerinunr oo iosatacernsesnsranssasnasns
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of sugport from lecal and areawide conservation organizations.

OTHER

This project is within a Chapter 380 Rasource Planning and Management Area

Wwith Management Plans Adgpted.

HANAGEMENT SUMKARY
The archaealogical sites gn Galt Island are very signhificant, The
extensive remains there suggest a large aboriginal population once

occupied the island. There is tremendous potential for ascquiring abundant

data on the prehistoric subsistence economy of the area. Management

should be fuocussed on preserving the archaeological resocurces of the site.

Conservation of the tropical hardwood hammock is also an important
management concern,

Active recreation on this project could include fishipg and boating.

Passive recreation should include such activities as biking, picnicking,

nature appreciatign, archeological site visitatian and photography.
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ACREAGE _TAX

PROJECT o ) (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under gption) -YALUE
#53 East Everglades Dade 76,300 $15,260;000

RECOMHENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
fualifies as "other lands." Acquisition will help protect the water
quality and gquantity of two bay systems. Acquisition willi also enable the
restoration of traditional South Florida drainage patterns.

MANAGER
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, South Florida Water Management
District, the Division of Recreation and Parks of the-Department of
Natural Resources, the Divisign of Forestry of the Department of
Agriculture and Consumer Services, and the Division of Historical SRR
Resources of the Department of State. MWanagement will be closely
coordinated with the Everglades National Park and Dade County.

PROPOSED USE
Portions of the project area may be managed in conjunction with the
Everglades National Park, parts may continue in agricultural use, parts
may be managed for the benefit of fish and wildlife and public recreation,
All uses are to be compatible with the primary goal of restoration of
biological and hydrological resaurces.

LOCATION
In western Dade County, adjacent to and east of the Everglades National
Park. This project lies within Flarida’s Senate District 40 and House
District 120.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION . :
The East Everqglades acguisition project comprises a total area of 746,300
acres in western Dade County. The project is divided into two separate
dreas: a northern area comprising approximately 70,000 acres, and a
sputhern area comprising approximately 4,300 acres {s=2e wmap, part 2},
Both areas harder the Everglades national Park and are considered critical
to the park’s ecosystems. The southern area (4,300 acres) iacludes
additions and inholdings bordering public lands turrently owned by the
Sguth Flarida Water Management District, 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.

Althaugh the praject area has npt been systematically surveyed for
tultural resource sites, it is considered to have potential for
archaeological investigations.

The primary public purpose of restoring natural hydrological and _
biolagical systems takes precedence over intensive recreational use, The
area c4an support hunting, fishing, camping, hiking, nature study, and
photaography.

VULNERABILITY AND EWDANGERMENT
The Everglades natural communities are extremely sensitive to disruption
by man, Artificial mamipulation 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 cemmittee. The highest development
pressures {residential and agricultural) are adjacent to those areas that
have already been develaped.
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#53 EAST EVERGLADES

ESTIMATED COST

Acguisition
Tax assessed value is approximately $13,260,000.

LOCAL SUPPORY AND BENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
ReSOlUt I ONS . i v e st sirissnsnrrreasenrartarsinectnsnetisrrsaaasnensansonse 0
Letters of geaeradl SuppPort. . i i e etntnttteranaanvcsasnasssnnsnass
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 11
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 4

OTHER
This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area
with Management Plans Adopted. It is alsoc a joint project between the
CARL program and the South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD), The
SFWMD is successfully negatiating additions and inholdings in the
southernmost part of the project area. Priority areas | and 2 in the
northernmost part of the project are alsp in the SFWMD’s five year plan,
but the SFWMD does not intend to begin acquisitiaon in these aregs within
the next year or two.

MANAGEMENT SUNMARY
The proposed acquisitioen is for the purpose of furthering the objectives
adopted by the Everglades National Park - East Everglades Resource
Flanning and Management Committee as set forth by the Governar on
February 7, 1984. These objectives include: restoring as much as
practicable, the natural sheet flow of water to the Everglades National
Park thrgugh the Shark River Slough; ensuring that the quality of water
flowing into the park and into the Biscayne agquifer is not degraded due to
development practices in the East Everglades; easuring that the quality
and guantity of water entering Flaorida Bay will allogw for rejuvenation of
the estyarine systess and restoration of their productivity; allowing for
adequate flood protection measures for residential and agricultural areas
within the East Everglades; and ensuring that future development in Dade
County does not affect the viability of the natural ecasystems in the East
Everglades and the Everglades National Park.

Management of lands within the East Everglades will involve the Game and
Fresh Water Fish Commission, the South Florida Water Management District,
the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources, the Division of Forestry af the Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services, and the Division of Historical Resources of the
Jepartment of State. Management of these lands will be closely
coordinated with the Everglades National Park and Dade County. East
Everglades presents a large (76,300 acres) and complex management problem.
Az more information is obtained, better resource-based management plans
will be inmplemented and provide optimum management of this diverse region.
Current management will be guided by the fourteen policies adopted by the
Everglades National Park - East Everglades Resource Planning and
Management Committee and approved by the Governor and Cabipnet which are:
1. Resource management priorities for publicly-owned lands in the East
Everglades should be compatible with restoration of sheet flow
through the Northeast Shark River Slough to the Everglades system and
be consistent with the progranm.

2. High priority should be given to protection of Dade County’s water
supply.

3. Lands that were purchased with State or other peblic funds should be

managed for their natural hydroldgical and biological values as a
primary purpese.
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453 EAST EVERGLADES

MANAGEHENT SUMMARY

4,

10,

11.

12.

L3,

Lands designated as Management Area 3B in the Management Plan.for the
East Everglades that are in agriculture at the time of purchasé may
be made available for agricultural use under management of the State.

Lands should be managed so as to prevent encroachment by and spread
of exctic plant species.

Public recreation access should be permitted and encouraged but only
to the extent it does not result in the degradation of hydrological
and biological resources on thgse pubiicly owned lands or adversely
impact the management of the Everglades National Park or the
restoration of sheetflow,

Fish and wildlife should be managed within the constraints of natural
hydrological regimes and historic fish and wildlife communities. = -

Recreational uses should include use of airboats in designated areas
only. Off-road use of vehicles should be prohibited.

It is important to involve conservation and enviroamental groups, the
aqricultural industry, and the general public in preparation of a
management plan for these lands.

Public lands adjacent to the Everglades Natiognal Park should be
managed s0 as to preserve and enhance wildlife and wetlands values
consistent with management goals of the Park,

tocation and design of a new wellfield in the East Everglades should
not adversely affect restoration of sheetflow through the Northeast
Ehark River Slough to the Everglades national Park or the
preservation and enhancement of wildlife and wetland values of
publicly nwned lands.

No permanent hunting camps or structures should be allowed and
existing ones should be phased oput on publicly owned lands in the
East Everglades in accordance with the management plan for the area.

The development of a management plan for the publicly owned lands in
the East Everglades shoyld address the existing uncontrolled use of
the area for target shooting.

In order to reduce adverse environmental impacts to the area, and ta
protect against serious wildfires, Context Road should be closed or
removed.
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ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT " ) (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under optien) " VALUE
#54 Goodwood Leon 20 $  550;000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would protect a significant
historical site.

HANAGER
The Diyisiun of Historical Resources of the Department of State.

PROPOSED USE - _ .
State Historic Site, )

LOCATION
In Leon County, north Flarida, E1ty of Tallahassee situated on Miccosukee
road east of its intesrsection with Magnolia Drive. This project lies
within Florida’s Senate District 5 and House District 10.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION -
This project is primarily of historical 51gn1+xcance. The natural
resource value is considered low. The Goodwood mansion is the finest
example of Beorglan Revival style architecture to survive from Florida's
Territorial Period. With its design and method of construction, this
complex offers insight into the style of life in Florida during the 1840°s
and how that life style has changed over the past 140 years.
Historically, Goodwood is important to the State of Florida because of its
continuous succtession of prominent and influential owners. The
significance of Goodwood has been recognized by its inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places since 1972 and its doecumentation in
the Historic American Buildings Survey by the United State Department of
the Interior in 1939,

This project can provide excellent recreational opportunities. All of the
buiidings on the property can probably be utilized for historical and
architectural interpretation or for other related functions. The open
space the project provides would be excellent for picnicking and nature
appraciation.

DMNERSHIP
There is only one owner, Thomas Hood.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The restoration of the building is of utmost importance to preserve the
architectural design of this period.

Development in the area would be particularly damaging as the
architectural and historical significance of this property rests in the
spatial relatianship of many different buildings. Development plans are
underway on adjacent lands.

ESTIMATED COST

Acguisition
Tax assessed valuye for 1987 is $3530,000.

LOCAL _SUPPGRT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resplutions.sesus i eiennnnssnnnnnnsnnns T L L 3
Letters of general support....... e 1
Letters of support fram local, state and federal public cofficials..... B
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations, 0
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#34 GOODWOOD

HANAGEMENT SUMMARY
Formerly a nineteenth century plantation, the Goodwood complex consists of
eighteen buildings and recreational facilities. The mixture of elements
in the complex results from its transition ever the past 140 years {from an
agperating agricultural plantation te a center of political and social
activity for Tallahassee and the State ot Florida,

The management policy recommended by the Division of Historical Resources
of the Department of State for Gouodwond emphasizes conservation and
passive recreation. The buildings on the property should be documented to
the highest existing standards and the restoration of all historic
finishes and materials should be undertaken according to the Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards for Historic Preservation Prejects. Utilizatioen
of the main structure as a house museum would be the primary recreational
activity there, ailthough other activities such as picnicking, hiking,
nature appreciation, photagraphy, and architectural studies would be
encouraged.

Management activity for the first year at Goodwood would consist of
emergency stabilization and/or documentation of the structures on the
groperty and site security.
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ACREAGE .. TAX

PROJECT o " {Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under cotion) T -VALYE
#35 Cooper’s Point Pinellas 300 $ . 87,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE
Qualifies as Enviranmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acguisition would
preserve some of the last undevelaoped mangrove shoreline and associated
uplands of Tampa Bay.

MANAGER
City of Clearwater or Pinellas County. The Division of Recreation and
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources cooperating. - -

PROPOSED USE : ' -
City or County park.

LOCATION _
In Pinellas County, Florida’s west-central coast, at the Pinellas County
end of Courtney Campbel Causeway {(State Road 60), on Tampa Bay, in the
City of Clearwater. This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 17
and House District 58.

RESGURCE DESCRIPTION

Cooper’s Ppint represents one of the few remaining viable mangrove systems
in upper Tampa Bay and thus is important for the habitat and food source
for animal life. The project is predominantly estuarine wetlands
representing 95 percent of the remaining mangrove shoreline in Clearwater,
and is gne of the few areas of undevelaped bayfront on 0Old Tampa Bay. The
combination of dense tidal mangroves and extremely shallow unconsolidated
bottoms in Cooper’s Bavou provides the productivity to -support large
numbers of wading birds and waterfowl. The endangered woodstork is one
species of concern found on this site.

This site provides esnaugh uplands to provide an educational center for the
large urban population aof this area.

CWNERSHIP

There are four owners excluding the City of Clearwater. Two are unwilling
sellers.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
Its location on the bay and the existence of a major transportation artery
make it extremely vulnerable. Development could endanger the mangrove
system even if it was at a low density. o

Bevelopment pressures are high on the property.

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition :
Tax assessed value for 1986 was approximately $87,000.

LOCAL SUPPBRT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Resolutions. s ey it iiionsenneanosscasuisnsnnssnassssraransesasnsnonns ]
Letters of general supporf..visvsesiavarrrsnssiraerstnnrvaessnssenans 2987
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 23
Letters of suppart from local and areawide conservation organizations, 9
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#35 COOPER’S POINT

DTHER
City of Clearwater has offered to contribute $200,000 towards the

acquisition cost. Pinellas County will contribute between %$8350,000 and
£900, 000,

NMANAGEMENT SUNMARY
Cooper’s Point, being located next to a major urban area, would be managed
far recreational use, However, the types of uses would be limited, and
they must be compatible with protection of the mangrove system and its
associated wildlife. Development of an educational center to interpret
the importance of mangrove/estuary/bay would be a compatible use.
Protection o6f this vestige of mangroves within upper Tampa Bay takes
precedence over other activities.
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ACREAGE .. TAX

PROJECT o ) (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under optign) CCVALUE
#56 Emerald Springs Bay 1,000 3 g,q7e§ooo

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition of this
project would protect a spring and creek system which is the primary
source of drinking water for Panama City and several diverse plant
cammunities.

HANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources.

PROPOSED USE
State Park.

LOCATION
In northern Bay County. This project lies within Florida’s Senate
District 3 and House District 7, C

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION -
This project includes a large spring complex, Gainer Springs, a group of
four second magnitude springs that together are considered one of the 27
first magnitude springs of Florida. These springs discharge approximately
{00 million gallons of water per day into the creek, which is the
principal source of drinking water for Bay County. The Emerald Springs
project also includes approximately one mile of Econfina Creek, which is a
part of Florida's cance trails system. The natural communities of the
project are largely in good condition, although a small part of the
project area is ruderal. High limestone bluffs adjacent to the springs
support several unusual plant species. GBSinkhole features kngwn as
chimneys are also present.

There are two known archaeological sites on the Emerald Springs project.
The sites are considered significant, hawever, they are relatively small.

Emerald Springs has excellent potential for low intensity recreational
attivities, such as canceing, swimming, fishing, hiking, picnicking and
nature appreciation,

DWNERSHIP :
This project is owned by three separate companies, but at least two of the
companies are controlled by one family, B

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The riverine springs and bluff asscciation areas are very susceptible to
resource degradation by man’s development activities., Land clearing,
timbering, agricultural practices and residential development would
adversely affect water quality and turbidity. Aesthetic impairment would
also occur with development.

It is unlikely that the present owners will develop this property. The
pristine quality of the springs and creek, however, is being degraded by
trespassers and off-road vehicles.

ESTIMATED COST
Requisition
Assessed value for 1987 is approximately $6,370,000. Tax assessed
valug taking into cansideration greenbelt exemptions is $307,000,
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#36 EMERALD SPRINGS

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS

Resolutions...ivuiveurnnn. e 4
Letters of general SUPPOrt...veueersiaassroneronsranasnnsonsanersnesss 317
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 3
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3

MANAGEMENT SUMNARY
The springs, being an important water supply for Panama City, should be
managed to protect water quality. The associated natural areas are
important resources and should be protected from disturbances.

The diversity of plant communities and fresh water features makes Emerald
Springs ideal for active resource-based recreation that would serve a
multi-county area. Proposed recreational activities include swimming,
fishing, picnicking, camping, hiking, canceing, and nature study. The
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources
will provide the lead management role with the Division of Histeorical
Resources of the Department of State cooperating.
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ACREAGE ~ - TAX

PROJECT . {(Not Yet Purchased _ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY agr _under option) -~ VALUE
#57 Cotee Point Pasco 30 $ 2,109,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition of this project will provide
water oriented outdoor recreation ogpportunities and will help preserve
. several natural communities.

MANAGER
City of Port Richey or Pasco ([ounty.

PROPOSED USE
City or County park.

LOCATION
In Pasco County, west central Flerida, City of Port Richey .at the mouth of
the Pithlachascotee River. This project lies within Florida’s Senate
District 4 and House District 48.

RESOURCE_DESCRIPTION
This approximately 90 acre project supports three natural communities:
maritime forest, tidal marsh, and mangrove swamp. Elements of the
maritime forest occur on island within the salt marsh and on the mainland.
These natural communities are in good condition., The project is located
at the mouth of Pithlachascotee River.

There is a high need for outdoor recreation areas in this area. This
praject can support swimming, picnicking and nature apprectation.

JWNERSHIP
There are four gwners. The major owner {23 acres) is an unwilling seller.
fipproximately 46 acres are privately owned submerged lands.

VULNERABILITY ANG ENDANGERMENT
Potential development would significantly reduce the natural resource
value of the site and its potential for public recreation.

This project is in a rapidly growing aresa and pressures for development
are high.

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisition :
Tax assessed value is approximately $2,109,000,

LOCAL SUPPORT AMD GEMERAL EMDORSEMENTS
Resolublons. s iiieiraneimesrnrannanancernnns Ceretensasararaeas seermeas 1
Letters of general suUpPort. s iie i iin e nenserraarsieasaaaaseencns -3

8
1

Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
Letters of support from local angd areawide canservation organizatians,

HANAGEMENT SUMMARY _ .
Eotee Point has good recreational potential, being on both the Gulf and
the river. Management should emphasize its water-oriented recreatianal
opportunities while protecting its natural components. The recommended
managing agency is either the Pasco County Parks Department or the Lity of
Port Richey.
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#58 SANDPIPER COVE
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- ACREAGE - TRY

PROJECT - ' (Not Yet Purchased .ASSESSED
NAME COUNTY or under option) : UQLUF
#58 Sandpiper Cove Lee 1,000 $ 5,829,000

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPISE
Bualifies as Enviranmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition woulid
help protect the surrounding estuary.

NANAGER .
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resaurces,

PROPOSED USE
Part of the Estero Bay fAguatic Preserve.

LOCATI0N
In Lee County, adjacent to Fort Myers and in the vicinity of Cape Coral
and Sanibel island, lying north of County Road B67 (the Sanibel lsland
Causeway) and west of Shell Point. This project lies within Florida’s
Senate District 38 and House District 74,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTIGN )
This project is primarily comprised of tidal mangrove forest and basin
mangrove forest., The site supports several rare and endangered species
including bald eagles, woodstorks and least terns. The site alse serves
as a spawning ground for a variety of aquatic organisms.

The wetland nature of this preoject would allow it to support fishing and
boating as recreational activities. _ '

OMWMNERSHIP
Nine awners, Stardial is the major owner.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANBERMENT
The mangrove dominated system is highly susceptible to degradation fronm
man's activities which range from the clearing and development of mangrove
sites to change in water quality from activities occurring upland of the
mangroves,

The project is one of the most rapidly growing counties in Florida. Cape
Coral, Fort Myers, Sanibel Island and Fort Myers Beach are within the
immediate vicinity., However, a major portion of the project is protected
from development by g court order. :
ACQUISITION PLANNING - .
After approval of the resource planning boundary, but upon consideration
pf the project design, on March 21, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection
Committee voted to remove the entire Sandpiper Cove project design area
from the 1986 recommended CARL priority list. On May 29, 1984, the Land
Acquisition Seiection Committee voted to replace on the recommended 1984
list that portion of the project design area west of Shell Point Road.

ESTIMATED COST
Acguisitian
Tax assessed value is approximately $5,829,000.

LGEAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
Res0lutionS. v vinranersivasarrtrnnosvarasnssaasassassnesnnons Ceieias e 1
Letters of general support...orvvrinnreneanans e ear s et a e 1
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizationg, 1
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#358 SANDPIPER COVE

HANAGEMENT SUHMARY
Purchase of this property will enhance the efforts to protect water
quality in San Carlos Bay and the adjacent Pine [sland Sound and Matlacha
Pass Aquatic Preserves. [t is recommended that management of this tract
be incorporated into the aquatic preserve management program administered
by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of
State will alsc have a direct role in management activities relating to
archaeological and historical resgurces. Management emphasis, thus, would
be on protecting and perpetuating natural associations and condition.
Special emphasis will be placed on protecting rare and endangered specias
through hahitat preservation.

Public use of this area should emphasize fishing, boating, nature
appreciation and bird watching., Acquisition is not expected to impact
traditional uses of the adjacent water areas.

Page 3060



#37 GSAMSON POINT

Page 301



Hixon Island
AR

SAMSON POINT

MARION/ALACHUA COUNTY

farugs PAAIRE

TTAFE PRESIRVE

114314 i

N ﬂmn ¥
T BN /AT
SR et Y
-n"'% g.:f,!.'h_ -sv-w&

(AW SR

. ' pie) 2 . -
| JEENTHRE PROJECT ATFA UNDER OPTION

753 e Wgantc

PROJECT AREA

QUT PARCELS

Page 302



ACREAGE TAX

PROJECT T ’ {Not Yet Purchased ‘ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under pption) _ “VALUE

#59 Samsaon Point Marion 420 $ 57,7000
’ Alachua DR

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPQOSE
Rualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would provide active and passive
outdogor recreation opportunities and would provide protective buffer and
access to Orange Lake.

MANARGER
Property will be temporarily managed by the Game and Fresh Water Fish
Commission., Long term management will be according to a joint.plan
developed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of
Natural Resources and Game and fFresh Water Fish Coamission. .

PRAPOSED USE
Fortions of the tract can bhe used and managed for hunting and fishing.
Other portions may be guitable for oautdoor recreatiopal facilities faor
picnicking and boating. Other mare passive activities, such as bird
watching, will also be encouraqed on the tract.

LOCATION )
In Marion County, between Gainesville and Ocala, on Orange Lake. This
project lies within Florida’s Senate Districts & and 4 and House District
235,

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
The peninsular 203 acres of this project is primarily old fields
surrounded by marsh and lake hottom. There 1s a narrow scenic strip of
tabbage palm and hardwood bordering the lake and marsh edges., The site
provides nabitats for various waterfowl and wading birds.

The disturbed nature of the uplands would allow intensive use for
recreational activities f{e.gq., hunting, fishing, boating (inrcluding a boat
launch!, and picnicking), )

OBNERSHIP
The primary ownership, the Florida Wildlife Federation, is under eption
and scheduled to close the last part of August, 1987. The Federation
donated approximately 30 jurisdictional acres to the State. There are
appraoximately six remaining owners,

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
The uplands on this project have already been disturbed by man's -
activities., The marsh and lake are more sensitive to man’s activities,
but not to a high degree. h '

This area is not experiencing the high rate of development that other
parts of Marion County are experiencing, The low lying nature of the land
does not allow water to drain readily and the likelihood of development is
l1ow.

ACQUISITION PLANNING . ' -
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
project design for Samson Point. The final project design deleted
developed and undeveluoped residential lots and that part of Cow Hammack
which formed the northeastern part of the resource planning boundary,.

Less Than ree Simple Acguisition -
Although Orange Lake’s lake bottom was part of the original proposal
and was not exciuded during project design because it was conveyed,
submerged land, the State normally claims title to large, navigable
bodies of water, making the negotiation of a donatieon a possible
alternative to fee simple purchase.

Page 303



§59 SAMSON POINT

ACAVISITION PLANNING {(Continued)
Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition {Continyed)
Recommendations also include less than fee simple acquisition far
parcel #36. Ouwner is an unwilling seller, but exclusiaon from the
project area would create an awkward inholding. A life estate for
the present owner might be the preferable protection alternative.

Bcquisition Phasing

Phase L. The actual point up to and including abandoned
airstrip,.

Phase irI. Remainder of upland parcels,

Phase 1III. Submerged and jurisdictional tracts.

ESTIMATED COST
Tax assessed value for 1987 for the remaining awners is approximately
$37,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL EMNDDRSEMENTS
REsnlutions. s ettt iv e ininanarnnanrrasoananarasiaasanasinssanuasananen 0
Letters of general suUpPOrt. i enate s acnorearansnnsasscararennssns 1
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... ¢
Letters of suppart from local and areawide conservation organizations, 0

EMINENT DOMAIN

OTHER
Recommended removal from priority list when aoption closes. Remaining
acreaqe primarily sovereign and jurisdictional with the exception of one
upland owner who is an unwilling seller.

HANABGERENT SUMMARY
The lake and marsh areas have provided excellent fishing and duck hunting
opportunities for many years, The area could provide picnicking and a
variety of gther outdoor recreation opportunities, and with a boat ramp,
tould provide additional public access to Orange Lake. The old field and
landing strip areas could be developed into a public dave field,

It is recommended that the property be managed as a wultiple-use area by
the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission with the Divisien of Recreatien
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources cooperating for the
development of additional outdoor recreation facilities.
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PROJECTS WHICH HAVE BEEN RANKED
BY THE
LAND ACBUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE
BUT
WHOSE BOUNDARY MAPS HAVE NOT YET
BEEN RECEIVED, REVIEWED, DR APPROVED
. BY THE
BUREAY OF SURVEY AND MAPPING
DIVISION OF STATE LANDS

Rank Project (County) , Page No.
3. Apalachicola River & Bay, Phase I (Franklin) 307
19. Gadsden County B8lades (Badsden) 317
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#3 APALACHICOLA RIVER ARD BAY
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ACREAGE o TAx

-

PROJECT s (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY or under option! T VALUE

k3 Apalachicola River Franklin 352 $ 4,2355000
and Bay {Phase 1) (Phase D) ~{Phase I}

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) and as "other lands.”
Categorization will Be recommended by a multi-agency staff on a tract by
tract basis.

Phase [ qualifies as an EEL. This acquisition would provide significant
added protection for the sensitive estuarine systems of Apalachicola Bay.

MANAGER

Portions of lands encompassed in this project will be managed under the .
principles of multiple-use, while other portions wiill be managed under
single-use principles. Agencies involved in management include the
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources,
the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of Forestry ot
the Department af Agriculture and Consumer Services. The Division of
Historical Respurces of the Department of State will act as a cooperating
manager on tracts with significant historical resources. The Northwest
Flerida Water Management District, which hag purchased or is purchasing
substantial tracts within this project, will also be involved in its
management.

Phase [ will be managed by the Divisian of Recreation and Parks of the
Department of Natural Respurces.

PROPOSED USE

The diversity of resources within this project lends itself to a varied
management approach, Some sites are appropriate to be managed as
Preserves, Reserves, Wildlife Management fireas, and/or State Parks. The
dppropriate uses will bte recommended by a multi-agency staff on & tract by
tract hasis.

Phase 1 is proposed as an addition to the Apalachicola National Estuarine
Research Reserve.

LOCATION

The project forms a corridor of varying width along the Apalachicola River
in northwest Florida. Parts of six counties (Franklin, BGulf, Liberty,
Calhoun, Gadsden, and Jackson) are included. :

Phase [ includes bayfront parcels in Franklin County that directly
influence the water quality of the estuary.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION

This large and varied project contains some of Florida’s most outstanding
natural and historical resources., The project area encompasses many '
different types of natural communities, some of which are among Florida’s
most threatened (e.g., bluffs, glades, and slope forestsi. Almost all of
these communities are in excellent condition and, in many cases, provide
the best remaining examples in the State. GSeveral geoiogical features
that are unique in the State of Florida are found within the project
boundary, i.e., the bluffs, ravines and steepheads. The project area
harbors a great many plant and animal species that are considered rare and
endangered in Florida, and several that are endangered nationally.
Biologists recognize the regqicn as ore of very high endemism, supporting
plants and animals found nowhere else., The reiatively pristineg nature of
the project area provides excellent wildlife habitat that helps preserve
the diversity of Florida’s game and nongame species. The bay-estuary at
the mouth of the Apalachicola River supports an exceptionally productive
biological system that is commercially important and provides the etonomic
base of Franklin County. :
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#3 APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION {(Continued)
This project is considered very siqgnificant from an archaeclogical and
historical perspective., There are already dozens of sites known to exist
in the project area, and literally hundreds of sites representing a wide
range of site types could probably be found through a systematic cultural
resource survey.

The project area currently provides a tremendous recreation oppertunity
and would be greatiy expanded through State acquisitian.

OWNERSHIP
Portions of the entire River and Bay project area are already in State
ownership, including the Torreya Additian (LATF}, M-K Ranch (CARL},
portions of the Lower Apalachicela Tract (EEL and CARL), as well as the
Water Management District lands. Torreya State Park and Alum Bluff Nature
Preserve (The Nature Conservancy) are alsao within the project area. The
Gadsden County Glades and the remaining lands within the Lower
Apalachicola CARL project are also within the respurce planning boundary.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT
Most of the project area is inherently susceptible to environmental
degradation by virtue of its floodplain/wetlands nature. Development in
these areas could adversely affect the water guality of the Apalachicola
River and/or Bay. The upland sites are also sensitive to development and
many current land use practices. The bluffs and ravines area of the
Apalachicola River are particularly sensitive to any disturbances that
alter the unigue microclimate which is largely responsible for the area’s
biological significance., Over-development of the coast, particularly
argas directly fronting Apalachicola Bay, tould reduce the biglogical
productivity of this important estuarine system., The wilderness gquality
of the project would be seriously compromised by even slight development
in the most remote areas.

The project area is mostly rural and is not immediately threatened by
commercial or residential development; however, current land use practices
le.g., agriculture and silviculture) do pose a significant threat teo some
of the rarest natural communities such as slope forests and upland glades.
Alsa, the coastal regions are experiencing much development pressure.

ACOUISITION PLANMING
In November, 19Bé&, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the
preliminary boundary for this project (See Map, Page 314). Because of the
large size of the area in the identified boundary, the Selection Committee
decided to approve only portions af the area in the project design (called
Phase 1). The remaining areas identified in the resource planning
boundary are to be cansidered for inclusion in the project design at a
tater date. On July 1, 1987, the Selection Conmittee approved Phase [ of
the Apalachicola River and Bay project design. The following is a summary
of recommendations on acquisitian phasing and techmigues.

t. Develop a system-wide management plan subject to the approval of CARL
managing agencies for all State owned lands encompassed in the
Apalachicola River and Bay Lands pruoject. Cooperative management
agreements should be negotiated with the Water Management District
and other public agencies and nonprofit orqanizations,

2, Consider portions of the Chipola River Basin as a potential CARL
praject at some time in the future,

3. Phase I priority arder:
A. Nick’s Hole: +fee simple acquisition of Sandpiper Village,
Pelican Ppint and the commercial area north of Leisure Lane with

the optiagn to sell back with restrictions.

B. Cat Peoint: 4ee simple acquisition of 113 acres.
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43 APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY

ACGUISITION PLANNING (Continued)
C. East Hole: fee simple acquisition aof 23 acres. "

D. Shell Ppint Bayfront: fee simple acquisition of unﬂéve&uped

bayfront lots between existing State gwnerships. .

£, Apalachicala Bayfront: fee simple acquisition of undeveloped

bayfront lots on Bay Avenue between Battery and Lafayette Parks.

F. Sike's Cut: fee simple acquisition of undeveloped lots in

Oyster Bay Village, Heron Bay Village, and lots 21 through 23 in

Bay Cove Village. [f recreation is the primary acquisition

gbjective, acquisition should be contingent upon assured public

4tCcess.,

ESTIRATED £0ST
Tax assessed value for Phase I is approximately $4,2335,000.

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
eSOl Ut iONS. u sttt encavsvseansnmenraesatoaatsarataenssasarstanannsnrnnns
Letters of general SUPPOrt . v.iuiersrananeaarnstnacnasassssanarsisranas
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.....
tetters of support from local and areawide conservation orgasizations,

This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern.
is also adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special Waters
[ategory of Qutstanding Florida Waters,

As growth and development have accelerated in the State of Florida, scome

notable regions have emerged as especially deserving of protection as

natural sanctuaries. The Apalachicola River and associated natural areas

in one of these notable regions. The State has had a strang commitment to

preserve the outstanding natural respurces of the Apalachicala River

system. A brief account of this area’s acquisition history is presented

helow.

Beginning in 1972, the State acquired 1,963 acres of land on the eastern

end of St. George Island through the Land fcquisition Trust Fund.

Cape St. George Island (2,400 acres) was acquired by the State in 1977

through the EEL program. Acquisition alsoc began on the Lower Apalachicela

project (29,000 acres) in 1977 through EEL. Additions to the Lower

fpalachicola projsct were a part of the first CARL list approved by the

Governor and Cabinet in 1980, The additiocns were ranked at #2 on that
acquisition priarity list. R

The Governar and Cabinet, recognizing the significanae of the natural

resources of the fApalachicola River system, reques}ed in 1983 that the
Department of Natural Resources develop a long-term acquisition plan ko
fully protect the river and bay system. The plan was completed in May

1784.

Pursuant to the recommendations putlined in the acguisition planm, a

diverse assemblage of staff met in June 1985 to initiate the development

of the Apalachicola River and Bay CARL project. Technical statf of the

Land Acquisitign Selection Committee began an exhaustive evaluation of the

proposed project area in August 1983 after the project was formally

received inta the EARL program. The project assesement and preliminary
boundary recommendations (resource planning boundary) were approved by the

Selection Committee in Hovember, 1984. Work then immediately began on a”’

project design.
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APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY

PROJECT AREA

(ALL BUT PHASE I
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#3 APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY"
MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 7
The Apalachicala River and Bay preject is an eclectic assemblage of-tracts
that truly represent some of the finest and most significant natural areas
.of Florida. The management of these tracts will depend upon the specific
characteristics and resources of gach site. Proposed uses include-
Preserve, Reserves, Wildlife Management Areas, and State Parks. Managing
agencies will include the Division of Recreation and Parks of the
Department o+ Natural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission,
and the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State
will act as 2 cooperating manager at sites of historical significance.
The Northwest Florida Water Management District will manage a large
portion af the river floodplain that is encompassed by the project
boundary; however, the lands acquired by the District-are not 3 part of
the pfficial CARL praject,

The iands in this aroject function as a system of intricately interrelated
parts. Because the project is a sysiem, it would he improper to manage
individuai tracts independently of each ather. Recognizing this fact, the
Land Acquisition Selection Committee has recommended that a system wide
management plan be develuped for the Apalachicola River and Bay project.
This management scheme incorporates the manmagement of specific-use sites
(e.g., a State Park or Wildlife Management Area’ into the overall plan
designed to preserve the proper functioning of the entire system.-

The management of lands within Phase [ concentrates on preserving the.
buffer/filter functions of lands that are so criticael to the mazintenance
ot high water quality in Apalachicola Bay. Basically this iavalves
maintaining the land in a natural condition, Archaeclogical sites may of
course be excavated to provide information on the cultural resources. The
bayfront property in the City of Apalachicola may be used in conjunction
with another CARL project, the Apalachicola Historic Waterfront, but no
ancillary uses may in any way degrade water quality.

Phase I lands will be managed as additions to the Apalachicola National

Estuarine Research Reserve under the authority of the Division of
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Matural Resources.
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$19 GADSDEN COUNTY GLADES
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ACREAGE _ TAX

PROJECT o ) (Not Yet Pyrchased ASSESSED

NAME COUNTY gr under pption) T VALUE

#19 Gadsden County Gadsden i,B00 ] 455;000
Biades -

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE
Qualifies as Environmantally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would
protect at least four natural communities two of which are amang the rarer
and more endanqgered in Florida and associated endemic and disjunct plant
species.

MANAGER
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural
Resources with the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture
and Consumer Services and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Coamission - - .
cooperating.

PROPOSED USE
State Botanical Site or State Preserve with compatible recreational
activities.

LBCATION
In Gadsden County, northwest Florida Panhandle, immediately east of
Apalachicola River Floodplain, north of [-10 and just southwest of
Chattahpochee, This project lies within Florida’s Senate District 2 and
House District B.

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION

" This project comprises much of the known Florida occurrence of the upland
glade natural community type. The project also includes some excellent
examples of other upland mesic natural communities such as slope forest.
Upland glade and slope forest are cansidered tg be among the rarer and
more endangered natural communities in Florida. These natural communities
support an extraordinary number of disjunct populations of species whose
usual range is further narth and west. The project area also harbors some
very rare plant species, includifng the federally endangered Florida
torreya tree (Torreya taxifolia)l.

Although no systematic archaeological survey has ever been conducted for
the project area, surveys in the general area suggest a fairly heavy site
density.

Recreational opportunities would be limited to low intensity activities to
preserve the unique character gf the project area (e.g., hiking,
photography, and nature appreciation). N

OWNERSHIP
Five owners of large parcels and about six owners of small parcels.

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT :
The Gadsden County Glades are highly susceptible to man-induced
degradation. Vehicular and foot traffic have already compramised the
guality of several Upland Glades. Given the small populations af the rare
plant species known from the site, 8 single unscrupulous or unknowing
plant collector could eliminate a species from Florida, Timber removal
has been conducted without knowledge of the other natural resources on the
site, resulting in clear-cutting and subsegquent erosion of some very high
quality Seepage Slopes and Upland Glades. The relative maturity of the
forests on the site and the depsndence af the rare plants and Natural
Communities on a specific set of hydrological, geological, and
microclimatological conditions render the entire system highly endangered
and vulnerable, -
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%19 GADSDEN COUNTY GLADES

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT (Continued)
Given the relatively mature state of the timber, and the increased rate at
which timber harvest and conversieon to pine plantations has recently
progressed in the area, it is almost certain that the natural resources
will be significantly degraded ian the very near future. Some development
at the southern city limit of Chattahoochee is occurring just north of the
groposed project baoundary.

ESTIMATED COST

Acguisition
Tax assessed value is $456,000,

{LOCAL SUPPORT AND SENERAL ENDORSEMENTS
RES0lUbtioNS .y s eeeiaasarsseserstsnnssasoncanssssatansnsrinstossssanyeans 0
Letters Of general SuUppPoOrt. . v ir i iiisrarsamaninsrnrttaneatistansnasan 0
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations, 0

MANAGEMENT SUNMARY
This project is proposed for acguisition as EEL to be managed as a State
Botanical Site or State Preserve, The primary acquisition obleckive is
the preservation gf the rare upland glade and slope forest matural
tommunity types. Management of the project will focus on the maintenance
of conditions that aptimally suppert the unusual natural communities.
This should not involve any intensive management technigues. The natural
cammunities are basically self-maintaining; however, controlled burning or
hand removal of hardwoods may be necessary to prevent the surrpunding
forest from encroaching into the open spaces of the glades. The
vulperability of the natural communities necessitates that recreational
activities be strictly requlated to avoid excessively disturbing the site,
Activities that should be permitted include scientific research, hiking,
photography, and nature appreciation. More intensive activities should be
carefully evaluated to determine if they are appropriate before being
aliowed.
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PROFPCSALS FOR WHICH ASSESSMENTS

HAVE BEEN ARPROVED BY THE

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION LOMMITTEE

AND

FOR WHICH PROJECT DESIGNS WILL

Project

BE PREPARED

Apalachicola Historic Working Watertront

Garcon Point

Mashes Sands

El Destino Plantation
Waccasassa Flats

Big Bend

Cedar Pgint

Princess Place

Rainbow River

S5t. Martin’s River Marshes
Bayonet Point {Wetstone/Berkovitz)
Cockroach Bay

Highlands Hammock

Three LakeaéPrairie Lakesg
Yamato Scra

Deering Hammock Addition
Curry Hammocks

Littie Torch Key

Page 321

County

Franklin
Santa Rosa
Wakulla
Jetferson
Bilchrist
Taylor/Dixie
Duval-
Flagler
Marion
Citrus

Pasca
Hillsbaorough
Highlands
Oscenla

Palm Beach
Dade

Monroe
Monrog

Page 7

322
323 .
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3235
328
327
328
329
330
331
332
333
334
333
336
337
338
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RECOMMENDED DELETION (DER)

LOT #4 AND #5

BOUNDED AREA TRANSFERED TO
APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY

PROJECT.

i

PROPOSED ACQUISITION PROJECT

APALACHICOLA HISTORIC
WORKING WATERFRONT

FRANKLIN COUNTY

ER)

RECOMMENDED ADDITION (DER)

LOT 4,56 RECOMMENDED DELETION (D

10,19)

7.8,9,

(LOT

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL

fff%

PROPOSED AREA (FNAD)

RESOURCE PLANMNING BOUNDARY
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HIGHLANDS HAMMOCK ADDITION

HIGHLARDS COUNTY

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL
FNAI ADDITION

STATE PARK BOUNDARY
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FNAT ADDITION
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Bold N — O 0@~ B4R

13,
16.
L7.
18.
19.
29.
21,
22.
23,
24,
23.
26.
27.

1980 (Chair: Gissendanner, INR)

Rookery Bay

Logwer fipalachicola River Addition
Charlotte Harbor

Cayo Casta/North Captiva

I.T.7. Hammack

West Lake

Spring Hammock

Latt Maxcy Tract

S5t. George Island Unit 4

Breen Swaamp

South Savannas

Double Branch Bay (Bower Tract)
Little Bator Creek/Wood Stork Rookery
Fakahatchee Strand

The Grove

Cockroach Keay

San Felasco

Three Lakes Ranch Addition

Shell Island

Six Mile Cypress Swamp

Paynes Prairie Additions

New Mahogany Hammock

Josslyn Island

Ponce de Lean

The Oaks

Horton Property

Big Shoals/Buwannee River Caorridor
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1982 {(Chair: Bethea, DOF)

1. Rookery Bay Additions I
2. Lower Apalachicola
3. Charlotte Harbor
4, Cayo Costa/North Captiva
J. MWest Lake
6. Spring Hammock
7. St., George Island/Unit 4
8. South Savannas
9. Bower Tract
10. Little Bataor Creek
11. Fakahatchee Strand
12. The Brove
13. Cockraoach Key
14. San Felasco
13. New Mahogapy Hammock
14, Ft. San Luis
17, Consolidated Ranch/Wekiva River
18. North Peninsula
19. Crystal River
20. Escambia Bay Bluffs
21, East Everglades
22. MacArthur Tract
23, M. K. Ranch
24. Chassahowitzka Swamp
25. Emerald Springs
26. Beaverdam/Sweetwater Creeks
27, Mashes Sands

28. fGrayton Dunes

29. North Beach

30. Josslyn Island

J1. Gateway

J2. Dog Island

33. Jdulington/Durbin Creeks
34. MWindley Key

33, Shell Island

36, Lake Arbuckle

37, Cedar key Additions

38, Three Lakes Addition

39. #Withlacoochee Inhaolding
40. Hutchinsan Island - Blind Creek
41. Big Shoals Corridar

42. Rookery Bay Additions II
43, Paynes Prairie
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1983 {(Chair: Brantly, GFWFC)

Westlake

Rookery Bay

Fakahatchee Strand
Charliotte Harhbor

Lower Apalachicola

The Braove

South Bavannas

New Mahogany Hammack

Spring Hammock

10. North Peninsula

11. Cansolidated Ranch II

12. Escambia Bay Bluffs

13. East Everglades

14, Crystal River II

15. Bower Tract

l6. M. K. Ranch

17. Chassahgwitzka Swamp

18. Cockroach Key

19. North Key Largo Hammocks
20. Emerald Springs

21, dulington/Burbin Creeks

22, Gateway

23, Josslyn Island T
24, Lake Arbuckle

23, 5t. Johns River Forrest Estates
26, Paynes Prairie/Cook-Deconpa
27. Largo Narrows

28, Grayton Dunes

29, Mashes Sands

30, Shell Island

3i., Blind Creek {Hutchinson Islandi

0,00 ~) O U N
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1984 {(Chair; Kelley, DOS)

Westlake

Rookery Bay

Fakahatchee Strand
Charlotte Harbor

Lower Apalachicola

Buana River

The Grove

South Savannahs

North Key Largo Hammocks
Spring Hammock

North Peninsula

t2. Consclidated Ranch II

13, Escambia Bay Bliuffs

14. Cayo Costa Island

15. Crystal River 11

t6. M. X. Ranch

17. Chassahowitzka Swamp

18. Emerald Springs

19. Julington/Durbin Creeks

20, Gateway

2l. Josslyn Island

22, Lake fArbuckle

23, 5St. Johns River Forrest Estates
24. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna
23. MWithlacoochee E.E.L. Inholding
26. Bower Tract

27. Andrews Tract

28. Deering Hammock

2%9. Horrs Island/Barfield Bay
30. Lochloosa Wildlife

Ji{. Silver River

32. Windley Key Guarry

33. Cooper’s Point

34. Peacock Slough

35. Fechtel Ranch

36. Cotee Point

37. Goodwoad

38. Rotenberger/Holey Land

39. Cedar Key Scrub Il Addition
40. GStaney-lLane

41. Grayton Additions

42. Big Mound Property

43. Largo Narrows

44. Crystal Cove

43. Basgarilla Island Port Property

O D T PN

—
_—
T

The following projects will be added at their assigned pricrities to the list
when their boundary maps are completed later this year.

33. "SBave Cur Everglades"

37. Tsala Apopka Lake
47. Owen Illinois Property
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1985 (Chair: Defirove, DCA}

Westlake
Rookery Bay :
Fakahatchee Strand -7
Charlofte Harber oL
Lower Apalaghicola a
Guana River

Sauth Savannahs

North Key Largo Hammocks

Spring Hammock

1. North Peninsula

11. MWakulla Springs

12, Escambia Bay Bluffs

13. Cayo Costa Island

14, Crystal River 1I

15, Chassahowitzka Swamp

16, Emerald Springs :

17. Julington/Burbin Cresks

iB, Gateway

19. Josslyn Island

20. Lake Arbuckle

21. St. Johns River Forrest Estates

22. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-~Decanna

23. HWithlacoochee E.E.L. Inholding

24. Bower Tract

25. Andrews Tract

24. Deering Hammock

27. Horrs Island/Barfield Bay

28. Lochloosa Wildlife

29, Silver River

30, Mindley Key Quarry

3t. "Save Our Everglades"

32. Cooper’s Point .
33. Peacock Slaugh '

34, Fechtel Ranch

33. Tsala Apopka Lake

36. Cotee Point

37. Goodwood

38. Rotenberger/Moley Land

39. Cedar Key Scrub II Additian

40. Stoney-lanpe

41. Big Mound Property

42. Crystal Cove

43, Owen-Illinois Property

44, Gasparilla Isiand Port Property

43. Big Sheals Corridor/Brown Tract

446, Lower Wacissa River and Aucilla River Sinks

47. Crystal River State Reserve

48. Estero Bay Aguatic Preserve Buffer

49. Galt Island

350. Manatee Estech

51. Homesassa Springs

32. Canaveral Industrial Park

33. Lake Farest

54. Sandpiper Cove

g @~ g LA L)

The following projects will be added tg the list at their assigned priorifties
when their boundary maps are completed later this year.

47. North Key Largo Hammocks Addition

48. Big Pine Key/foupan Bight Aguatic Preserve Buffers

50. White Belt Ranch

3t. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands

55. Bluehead Ranch

58, HMondello/Cacciatare/Jumper Creek -
3%9. Emeralda Marsh

60, B.M.K. Ranch

62. Saddle Blanket

&4, Samson Point
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1986 (Chair: Tschinkel, DER)

i. MWestlake

2. Rookery Bay

3. Fakahatchee Strand

4. Charlpotte Harbor

3. Lower Apalachicola

é. South Savannahs

7. MNorth Key bLargo Hammocks & Addition
B. Spring Hammock

9. North Peninsula

10, Wakulla Springs

11, Escambia Bay Bluffs

12. Cayo Costa Island

13. Crystal River [1, Cove, & Reservye
14, CLhassahowitzka Swamp

13, Emerald Springs

16. Julington/Durbin Creeks

17. Josslyn Island

18, Lake Arbuckle

i9. ©St. Johns River Forrest Estates/Fechtel Ranch
20. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna

21. Withlacoochee EEL Inholding/Mondello/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek
22. Bower Tract

23. Andrews Tract

24, Deering Hammock

23, Horrs Island/Barfield Bay

26, Lochloosa Wildlife

27. Silver River

2B. Windley Key GQuarry

29. "Save Qur Everglades"

30. CLooper’s Point

31. Peacock Slough

32. Tsala Apopka Lake

‘33. Catee Point

34, The Barnacle Addition

35. ©Goodwood

34. Rotenberger/Holey Land

37. Cedar Key Scrub II Additian

38. Stoney-Lane

39. Big Mound Praperty

4G, Owen-Illinois Property

41, Gasparilla Island Port Property
472, Big Shoals Corridor/Brown Tract
43. -lLower Wacissa & Aucilla Rivers
44, Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight Aguatic Preserve Buffers
45. HWhite Belt Ranch

44, Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands
47. Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer
48, Galt [sland

49, Manatee Estech

30. Bluehead Ranch

31. Homosassa Springs

32. Canaveral Industrial Park

53. Emeralda Marsh

34. Sandpiper Cove

35. B.#.K. Ranch

Jb. Lake Fagrest

37. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub

38. Samson Point

39. East Everglades

The following projects will be ranked and added to the list when their boundary
maps and proiect designs are completed esarly next year.

Mullet Creek 0ld Leocn Moss Ranch
Madden's Hammock Warm Mineral Bprings .
Miami Rockridge Pinelands Carlton Half-Mogan Ranch
Apalachicola Historic Working Watertront Stark Tract

Seminole Springs Woody Property
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RECETIPTS:

Bas,0il,Etc Severarce Tax (1)

Transfer from Spec. fcquisition Trust Fund
Transfers to General Revenus

frticipated Uneollecsed Severance Tax Receipts

Net Severarce Tax Recpipts

Larnd Sales or Leases
Miscellaneous

Interest on lnvesiments
L. & &rants

Dutdated Warranis

TORL FECEIPTS AP RECZIVAELES

DISBUREEMENTE:

fperaiing Expenses:

Natural Areas Inventory
Ssjaries (2

Dther Personal Sarvives (2}
Expenses

Crerating Capiial Outlay
Lertifications

Reissue of Dutdeted Warranis

Total Operating Experses

Transfers:
fequisition Trust Furd
Dept of State, Fi. San Luis
Bawe and Fresh Water Fish
Land Maintenance
bept of Agriculture, Division of Forestry

fquisitioms: (see schedule f)
TTOTR. DISBURSSXENTS

Excess (Deficiency) of Héceipts
Gver Disbursesents
Beginming Cash ¢ inv. Balance
) [

Erding Cash & Inv. Balance (3)

-

DEPARTIENT OF MATURL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION
CARL. RELRP

SLMMARY RS OF KAY 31, 1987

1381-1962 _
and Prior  1952-1983 1531334  1984-1985 19851985  1586-1087
§150,827,002 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 $25,000, 000 535,000,000 $33, 84, 506
0 0 0 0 8,933 0

(124, 827, 062) 0 0 o . - o 0
B IS

26,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 25,000,000 44,553,374 40,000,000
0 o > 0 0 2,85,010

0 0 10,750 4,400 0 o
375,898 3,526,429 & B,E37 2,086,955 1,170,546 584,211
26, Te6  LZZLTET 4,253,037 300,933 0 0

0 0 0 0 106 450
29,998,559 24,70, 155 S25,BO0,84 427,392,345 46, 16, 026 $A3, Bi6, 671
0 0 25,50 81,882 85,803 22,758

0 27,129 20,581 21,459 28,353 3,578

7,08 65488 145,500 0 ¢ 281%

0 10,59 & 858 16,711 15,983 15, 436

0 4,625 0 0 oS ¢

0 0 P86 81,800 o ¢

0 0 0 100 200 i

7,082 105,5% 553,557 9L, ESE 133,389 {45

0 0 2,500,000 0 0 ;

o 0 0 0 0 e

150, 00

85, 00

ETIM9 7,907,355 15,350,248 59,470,304 28,355,274 42,09, 1
$6,TS5, 990 68,012,988 §25,513,805 555, 665,576 $2%,519,843 SALEEL X
523,242,668 $16,737,168  S2ESO7T (532,273, 0) 17,546,383 SIS,
0 222,858 I0,975,8% 40,28,7I5  T,BLIS 5,5

$22,242, 563 §33,97C,E35 540,288, TIS

SrmmemmaneT R
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1381-1582
and Prior 15521963  1983-1984  1964-1985  1985-1%6  1%E&-ITEV

itwerisy )
"~ Debt Service to LATF for CARL Project HRO00G00
Operations 15,80
_ » Wakulla Springs Dperations 435,087
4 Natural Rress 210,573
Cutdated Warrants . 102

Comujttments for foguisitions:
Total Incidental and Released Fixed

Capital OQutlay (see sChedyle B) Ty 371,865
Transfers:
Game and Fresh Hater Fish Commission 402, 995
Department of State, Fort Ban Luis : a,mw
Total Commitments $1E, 454,570
Estimated Uncommitted Cash Balance o §7, 312,253
R 4
THIS REFQRT ACCURATELY REPREESNTS THE
CFTICIAL ACCONTING RECORDS ARD MANRESRIAL
REPRESENTATIONS CONTRINED THEREIN.
- /? Vi
A ~ -
%}?M’ )77”%}’7-\—-/& “’/%’}
- -
Larry Mchinnis, Chief Date
Bureay of Finance and Acvounting
1) Of the expected total of $40,000,000 of severence taxes for the 1586-1587 fiscal year
$33, 840,506 has bean received.
{2) Hakulla Serinps Doerations are included as follows:
Salaries $&, 382
{ther Personal Services 28, 1%
$35, 54
{3} #fs of the above date, the Dupartment had purchase and option contracts outstarding -
for $15,131,308 {see schedule [] shich expire throuph Decesber, 1385, and will be paid
frow future revenue if they are exersised,
TRRLI-LS
Fevised (5/03/37 .
2
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> el

Ardrews Tract
fipalachicola
Barfield Bay
Barmacle

Big Benc—Buckeye
Bip Kound

Big Pime Key
Bluehead Ranch
Bower Tract
Brown Tract
Buck Key

Cayo Costa

- Cedar Rey/Wacassasz Bay

Chariotte Kartor
Lhassachowitzka Swasps
Cockroash Key
Lonsglidated Ranch/Wekiwa
+ Coopers Point
Cotes Point
Crystal River
Desring Hameock
Deltona Marco Islard
Destin Beach
Double Branch Bay
fast Everplades
Emerald Sprinms
Escawbia Bay Bluffs
Fakahatchee Strand
Fetchtel Ranch
Fert San Luig
Galt island
Bateway
Beodwaod
&rayton Beach
Brayton Dumes
Buana River
derdry-Collier
THT Hammock
Josslyn.lsiard
Julingtor-Durbin Creek
Juaper Cresk
* Key Largo
Lake frbuckie
Little Gator Cresk
" arhlcosa

DEFRRTMENT OF NATURAL FESOURCES
DIVISION OF ADSINISTRRTION
CONSERVATION AWD RETREATION LANDS TRUST FLBD

SCHEDULE R

1981~1962 T
ard Prior  [9R2-1983 19831984  1984-1385  18385-1886  1985-1987
80 %0 $O 81,512,513 83,251,804 51,189
16,042 1,604,587 506,307 7,018 6 135,577
0 0 0 5,000 [ 0
0 0 0 0 0 5, 485
¢ 0 0 0 0 100
0 o 20— 0 0 10,780
0 -0 0 0 12,250 164,125
0 .0 0 0 6,753 2,4%
0 0 0 0 S2R, 400 4,991,500
0 0 0 0 0 1,498,900
0 ) b : ! - 1,950 118,475
33,000 25, 808 1,5% B4T,B11 2,115,432 483,799
¢ 0 0 5,740 1,800 - - 1,280
2,183 5,242 31,500 0 2,500 -0
0 8,541 2,025,850 1,485,590 £, %0 2,240
0 3,724 0 0 0 0
0 =, 500 214,119 £2,405 1,800 0
0 0 0 0 11,600 10, E50
0 K 0 2,400 &,030 6
¢ B, 173 18,410  3,5Ve5% 2,535 12,673
0 0 0 80,560 5,683,823 13,527,002
0 3,47 55, 454 13,033 0 6
4,020 &,980 0 0 0 0
12 7,573 2,000 L0 0 0
6 28717 5,234,409 0 ¢ 24,500
0 3,300 8,065 0 0 19,010
0 11,748 216, 485 189, 914 0 0
7 27,838 325,084 1,280,326 2,805,828 102,617
0 0 0 5,28 13,040 0
0 9,800 1,085,000 0 0 0
0 0. 0 0 0 11,350
o 0 1,484,552 57,000 6 0
0 0 0 150 0 0
0 .0 0 128,528 300 0
0 o 0 221,35 4,000 S0
0 0 25,117 25,000,470 0 0
B 0 0 0 0 £, 958
6,147,370 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 5,50 W7 7,200 0
0 0 12.230 5173 1,100 0
0 6 ) 0 4,200 0
6 0 0 0 0 A 135
0 0 6338 5,583,297 2, %45,%7  1,5%,571
5,607 1,175,32 0 o 0 0
0 0 0 0 70,550 &
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19811982
and Prior  1982-1S83 19631984  1854-1%85 19851386 1980-1537

+
-

XA Ko Rarch 0 £, 400 13,500 2,911,853 75, 000 0
* JNew Nahopany Haseock 500 %4, 983 4,510 0 0 0
Nerth Peninsula 0 0 4,557,016 3,147,857 4,001,373 463,320
N Key Largo Hammocks 0 5,750 15, 4,478,3% 3,925,270 557,528
wers 11lincis Tract 0 o 0 15, 820 0 0
Paynes Prairie/look/Delonna 0 200 £, 000 9 0 0
Peacock Slough 0 0 0 200 S, 584 653,298
Priso Isiard 0 0 2% 0 o 0
Fookery Bay 452,531 2,700,314 B2, M9 £S5, 555 17,358 42,200
Rotenberper ~ Holey - o 0 0 50,499 §,534,5385 1,605,940
Sampson Point 0 0 i} 0 0 9,600
San Felaseo 0 10,980 £, 525 ) 0 0
Savannas 0 0 B4, 645 0 25, 200 Ty 00
Save Dur Everglades 0 0 o= 82 B4, 200 78,803
Sijver River 0 0 0 11,220 451,019 B,360,897
Spring Hamsock 2,151 118, 9% 20, 450 E, 360 13,320 55,984
8., Georpe lslard 11,026 1,085,412 3,500 0 ¢ 0
8. Johms River Forest 0 1,800 6,002 0 0 0
Storey Lane 0 0 0 0 0 ¢
The Srove o] 24,100 14,370 2,307,530 ¢ 0
Tsala Apopka 0 0 0 15, 10,2850 18,250
‘Nakulla Springs 0 0 0 0 14,450 200
“Mest Lake 0 1] 52,808 5,995,500 0 595,085
Windley Key 0 0 0 250 SLLES0 1,724,300
_ Withlacoechee Irholding 0 0 2,540 1,600 0 o
Imcidental Costs ey, 5731 5, 047 3,228 235, E20 2,343
Inzigental Dosts (Domabiems) 0 0 1,358 1,59 1,272 108
Basparilla 0 0 o 0 0 12,357
Total feouisitions $6,735,808  87,%07,3% 515,350,248 455,470,324 525,385,274 #42, BO0, 187

T L —————

CARLA-0S
Revised 05/05/87
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESDURCES
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION
' CARL TRUST Fad
SCHEDULE B

CCMMITHENTS FOR OTHER FIXED CAPITAL QUALAY - RELEASED

CARL ~ CRTEDGRY 0808%

frdrew Tract
Bin Pine Hey
Bower Tract

Brown Tract/Big Shoal Lorr,

Layo Costa
Charlotte Harbor

" Cotee Point

Crystal River
Deering Hammock
Double Bramch Bay
Fakahatchee Strand
Bateway

Brayton Beach
Incidental Cost
Jossolyn 1sland

Julington - Dorbin Creek

Lake Arbuckie
Low fipalachiceola
K. K. Ranch
North Key Largo
Owens - Illinois
Peacock Slough

Rotenberger - Holey Lard

Save (ur Everglades
Silver River '
South Savannas
Spring Hammock

8i. John River
Stoney Lare

Wakulla Springs

TUTAL CATEGORY 0808%

CARL —CRTEBORY QBORSS
Cayo Costa

. Fakahatchee Strand
ircidental cost - Domation

Rookery Bay

TOTAL

19841985 1985-198¢ 1986-1987 Total
0 $30, 983 0. $30, 983
0 0 0 0
28,250 0 0 28,2%0
9 0 100 100
0 183 19,237 19, 420
381, 900 0 0 381,900
zre 0 0 e
x oL 0 2
0 5,950 0 5,950
» 0 0. , Xy
0 0 527,300 527,300
100 0 0 100
3 0 0 k2
143,139 101,183 494,589 738, 911
190,654 0 0 190,654
225 0 0 T 22§
0 22, 500 0 22,800
0 -0 7,79 7,790
22,468 6 0 22, 488
0 72,726 54, 100 126,826 -
0 0 £00, 000 600,000 -
0 6, 700 0 &, 700
0 130,474 20,000 150, 474
0 17,500 1,589, 410 2, 008, 910
0. 230,051 0 230, 051
0 0 g, 500 g, 500
0 708, 200 159, 250 854, 550
0 831, 400 . 0 B81, 400
0 0 3%, 500 394, 500
0 0 0 : 0
$767,124  $2,205,130  $4, 275,276 §7,248,5%0
4 o ———— p——————————
8, 400 8, 400
14,000 14, 000
3,015 8,015
91, %0 81,900
$123,315 - $123,315
= p———————

BRAND TUTAL Coamitment - CARL Trust Fund

Page 357
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DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION
CAR. FECAP REPORT
SCHEDLLE €

- | CPTION CONTRAZTS FOR CARL

St. Johns River Forest Estates : $881, 400 Expirms 10/31/87
Charlotte Harbor 381,50 Exinent Domiin
Kotenberger Holey Lard £5, 000 Exinent Dosain
Spring Hammock [Groves) 258,979 Expires 11/01/87
Spring Hamsock {Wood} . 705, 600 Expires 10/01/87
Spring Hasmock (Sullivan) 159, 006G Expires 12/01/87
Spring Hamscck (lcardil 16, 700 Expires 03/01/88
Buckeye Cellulose—Franklin Coumty - 125,287 Expires (03/30/85 EXTREED
Brown Tragt/Big Shoals Corridor {Dption 2) Sy 371,742 Expires 12/19/87
North Penimsula 554, 000 Expires 03/31/88
Cayo Costa/No. Captiva (Board) 225,650 . -~ Cpan
Cayo Costa (Daley-Lot B, Blk 18) 2,000 Expires 03/30/87 £XTEHDED
Cayo Losta (Saithsomlot 3, Blk 16} 3,500 Expires 03/30/87 EXTERDED
Layo fosta (Jemsorlot 5 & & Blk 3) 2,400 Expires 03/30/87 EXTEMDED
Stoney ~ Lare Tract {dption 1) 350, 000 Expires 12/31/85 EXTENIRD
: {Opiion 2) 297,130 gxpires 06/0L/88

Homosassa Springs (Citrus Countyl 3, #43, 800 _ Expires 12/31/88
South Savannas ‘ 9,500 Expires ]2/22/B6 EXTERIED
Sawson Point 257,680 Expires 03/31/B7 EXTEHDED

‘ Nerth Peningula (Lopez} 415,500 Expires 04/30/88
Peacock Slough 42,500 Expires (5/31/87

- . $11, 555, 428

PURCHRSE ASTEEXENTE

Interagency=L0T-T11- {0 son) ~SE L TR Dpen

Pept. of Trans. - [orr. DOR - Save Our Everglades 2,000,000 Dpen

Fakahatchee Strand (TPL) 51, 300 11/26/85 Extended

Lanaveral Imdustrial Park 953,425 12/87 '
83,578,480

"::?QT,
CARLL-0S  ©
Revised 0o/0S/E7
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Procedure far Evaluating CARL Projects for Conformance with the

Florida Statewide Land Acgqguisition Plan

The matrix attached provides guidance for subjectively assessing each )
project’s deqree of conformance with the objectives and guidelines defined in
FSLAP. The matrix is designed to provide concise but encompassing information
about CARL projects., The-matrix, however, is not intended to replace the
current system of ranking CARL projects, but should provide a foundation 4o
which the various agencies may begin to formulate their individual ranking
decisions. For example, an agency may place greater emphasis on certain
objectives, while employing the subjective ratings in other cbjectives or
quidelines tg influence their ultimate ranking decisions when two or more
projects have similar attributes from their perspective.

The matrix employs a subjective scale to examine each project for its deqree
of contormance with the objectives. The subjective scale for the degree of
conformance for each objective is as follows:

= project does not satisfy objective
project remaotely satisfies objective
project adequately satisfies objective
project exemplary satisfies objective

r=rrz
won

»

The subjective scale for sach FSLAP objective should, to the decree possible,
be based upon measurable characteristics, or otherwise categorized, such that
apprapriate criteria are established for determining the degree of conformance
within each FSLAP objective. Furthermore, supportive materials should be.
maintained by each agency to substantiate all subjective rating decisions.

Similiar subjective scales will also be employed for the five FELAP
guidelines, These subjective scales will also be based upon quantitative or
other measurable aspects of each preject. Far example, proximity to urban
areas will be measured in terms of the number and size aof urban centers within
25 miles ar 60 miles of a project (see figure 21 in FSLAP}. Likewise, the
gase of acquisition, the overall importance of remaining tracts, and the
degree of local support will be subjectively rated according to quasi
quantitative information, such as the owner’s willingness to sell or the
number of supportive letters received.

The grimary resgonsibilities for determining the initial degrees of
conformance with FSLAP will be divided among the agencies as follows:

-Category Primary/Secandary

Objectives/Guidelines Agencies
Natural Cammunities FNAIL
Forest HAesources oaF
Vascular Plants FNAL
Fish and Wildlife GFC/FNAI
Fresh Water Resources DER ’ -
Conastal Respurces DNR/DCA

CCCLY DNR
Geological Resources INR
Historic Resources DHR
Qutdoor Recreation DNR/GFLC
Statewide or Regional Significance Statf

Area ot Critical State Cancern DCA
Eadangerment and VYulnerability DNR/DCA
Ecological Integrity FNAI
Inholdings or Additicns DNR
Praximity to Urban Areas DNR/DCA
Size ONR
Cost DNR
Impartance of Acquisitian Sta+ff
Acquistion Ease DNR
Local Support DNR

Subseguently, the liaison staff will meet to compare and discuss the

subjective ratings for each project. Ratings which are not agreed upon by
staft will be presented to the Commpittee for final determination, The
Committee may also revise individual ratings and must approve the overall
ratings by majority vote.
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FLORIDA STATEMIDE LAND ACOUISETYON PLAN
Exverpted Ohjectives, Buidelines, and Measurey

ACQUISITION ORIECVIVES

CHAPTER 111
A, Natural Cossunitles

Identify, aequire, aed prefect examples of those Matura! Consunities and their sublypes that: {1} are
inadequately represented on protected lands in Florida, or (2) represent the bast resaining exasples
of each of Flerida’s Natural Cosaunities and their subtypes, with priority given te those cozsunities
or subtypes which are sost endangered or rarest.

B. Forest Resources
Acguire Tands Loz (1) mailntain representatives af the various forast or tiaber types, and (2 to
tonserve and aaintain Florida’s forests sa as to perpetuate their environsental, econmaic, aesthetic
and recreational valuesy giving speciz) tonslderation te aamageable forests that have incose
producing potential, which helps defray wanageeent costs, and to upland forests that help seet the
resource-based recreational needs of Florida’s grewing population.

L. Vascular Plants
Identify, acquire, and protect sites which contain rare, endangered, and threatened plant species,
with priority given to those sites that are: 1) critical to their survival, or {2} are not critical
but contain iaportant asseablages of rare or endangered species.

D, Fish and Kildlife

Acquire lands Lhate (1) are critical to the survival of endangered and threatened anisals, {2

" represent signifirant colonial bicd nesting sites, or {3} ere necessary to maintain the sltate's

native anieal species diversity.

E. Fresh Hater Supplies

t, Acquire protective buffers atong the Special ¥ater category of Outstanding Flerida Rater rivers
and 1akes,

2. Aconire areas around first eagnitude springs, including the spring run for an appropriate
distance. Second magnitude and szaller springs should be incorporated, whenever gossible, into
project boundaries of projects heing purchased primarily for other purposes.

3. Mentify and acquire protective buffers around examples of the different lake types.

“

L

2.

3.

Gtate assistance on specitic Bave Our Rivers sequisitions that have attributes desived for CARL
acquisitions should be ronsidered as potential cooperative acquisition projects with Lthe state’s
water manzqeseat districts,

F. Caastal Resaurces

Acquire undevelaged barrier islands, spits, peninsulas, coral ec liesrack keys, and mainland
seashores to conserve their significant matural, recreational, and aesthetic attributes, with
priority givea ta projects thats

2. Contain representative examples of various physiographic coastal fores.

b. . Include entire islands, long stretches of mainland beaches, eatire widths of coastal barriers,
or include natural inlets.

t. #re associated with sensitive estuarine sysiess, particelarly those that are deslynadted aquatic
preserves.

hcquire upland and wetland buffers Lo protect the State’s sigaificant comsercial and recrestional
szltwater #isheries, particolarly those fisheries which are designated State Aquatic Preserves,
Katipnal Estuarine or Harine Sanctuaries, Areas ef Critical State Concern, Special Mater calegery
of Dutstanding Florida Water, or Departsent of Environsental Reguiation (DER} Class I1 Waters.

ficquire upland and wetland buffers to protect the State’s most significant reef coumenities,
particularly those areas whick are within or adjacent to designated Areas of Lritical State
Loncern, State Aquatic Preserves, ftate Parks, and Mational Marine or Estuarine Sanctuaries,
Hildlife Refuges, Parks, or Seashores,

6. Beologic features

Identity, acquire, and protect examples of geological erposures, forsations, and outcrops thals
(1) are inadequately represented on public lands in Florida, or (2) represent the hest exasples of
those features in the state,

Iaventory and evaluste the qeolngic features on public and grivate Pands. The FNRI, because of its
suitable data base structure, should coordinate with the Departsent of Matara) Resource’s Bureau of
Beotogy, the Soil Conservation Service, various speleological orqanizations, and others to develop and
Inventory of the state’s mosk sigrificant geologic features.
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FSLAP Conformance Evaluation Matrix for CARL 19B7 Priority List

May 26, 1987

Categery Natural Forest | Vascelar | Fish and | Fresh Water | Coastal | Geological | Mistorical Jutdoor £ Total Acqg. Ease Local | fidditional
Communities | Resources | FPlamts | Wildlife | Resaurces | Resources | Resourtes | Respurces Recreation Butdelines Size Cost #0wner #i11 [ Sepport Hotes
1)

froject i t ? i Za 2| ¢ 2 (1 23 1t 234 ([1 2 3 i 2 fa b Za b 3 lea 2 3 45

Name

t.Rookery Bay H H L # L H L (K EH INHNNN|H K H NoL H H H H L H N K H KW N 11200 13,B30,088) 260 L H
2.Fakahatchee H H L i L H R K KX |NNNL ¥ N N Lt H N #H H B HH K Y M N 2oe0@) 1, i2B,008) %000 H L
3.Ehar Harhor ] M L ¥ L N oL (LN NN HH L. L W ¥ H L HL WKL L] 263008 2,430,080 i v i
4, Low.Apatach.| L ] LB L # # |[L N ¥ {LNNKEIN H A B H H H LI HHNHH# N 7802 2.,732,535 "8 L L
3.5.5avannahs H H L Lt H M JL NL %N &% [H R N Lt | N H H L ¥ N H ¥ H L 1628 10,827,B08] lig2 N H
&Ky Largo H H BN L WoH (K NH JHNHREN K H H ¥ oM H N H H L H H # # H N| 23e@f42t,574,888 158 # H
7.5pring Hama.] L ] HN L WL L H L N NHL K N ¥ L L H N NoH oL HoN H K H #3959 2,401,008 B/ K H
8.M,Peaincula L | L ¥ N N N | W Hu L (N NHKJH K L i M L H H oL HNH KR K N 188] 11,599,008 4 L H
F.Wakulla Spg.| M H B L OH N L |JHHXNH [HHHNEHINE & N H H H # H B L HRi HLL 45 282,098 2 1L H
10,Esc. Bay BLE.} M H L ¥ L BL j N N L % N NN H H o [ L K N oL L MWW L H 35 1,238,808 N H
[1.Layo Costa H H L ¥ # WoR (8L L [N NN®I|HE B K L H H N H K L B L H W B LI 304yt 3,678,008 458 H f
12.Lrys, River i H L L L H 4 | H N W [H NBL L H H HoH H N H H A H N A ® H N 5R08[% 4,717,808 T L B
131.Chassahawit.i W M Lt 1L N N (X N8 [N HNH N A L ¢ L H i ¥ OH M B N K H H N| 5508) 3,298,783 13 1 L
14,Eserald Spg.{ M H 4 M N WL NL ENHNEL K & # i L N H H L HHKHKRNSN 0 187,008 I oL H
15, 3ul. fBurbin N t K 4§ H # L JLNL {NHNNH|Y N N L W % ] N # K # N H N N H#] 3308 2,792,008 5 H H
Zhcreage not purchased or under optian,
$Cost based op values in 1986 CRABL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values, Fage |
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FSLAP Conforezace Evaluation Matrix for CARL 1987 Friority List

May 2&, 1987

Categary Hatural Forest Vagcular { fish and { Fresh Water Laastal geolagical | Historical Butdoer Tetal ficg, Ease tocal Additional
Eompurities | Resources ¢+ Plants | Wildiife | Resoerces | Resources | Resources | Resoirces Retreation Buidelines §ize Cost #aser  Hill | Support Notes
nl. :

Fraject ¢ ! 2 f 22 ™y 2312303y o203 1S la b §1 2a 2 ¥ 4 jicea 23 49

Nane

16, Josslyn Is, | A H B K ¥ ¥ L JL H L N NYK [N L OH . R H N NH H NN i L B H KL 5B 15,000 tL L
17.5t. dchas Rv.| M 3 i L H N (4 8 M (8 NRL (N & N N i H L] L LK N i N8 H o o i03edf 1,022,008 r L
18.Paynes Prai] M L L H ¢ B % M N L (NN NN N B N Lt H H N LBEHK LN [HHHHHL 428 278,888 i L L
19, ¥ithlazpoe, H N 20 M BN JL L {NNHELIN NN R X ] LHH KN H L MH N MRy 153,000 45 L |
20.6ndraws Tri.l X H AL H ¥ L L wLbL L LKH N NN N L ] N LNH MN @t LU onn N 370 1,180,000 it M L
21.Beering Har. ! ¥ # LK A BoOoH oL KL 8 NNN |8 L oA Lot H H LM H L H HNHANH M H
22 Horrs Isiand] M i Lo L B4 JL N L JE NN (R 8 L Nt H i LR Y L NN HHH N 198 7,07:008 21 i
23 Lochlossa L L HH H KON (8 L (8 dH L [0 N X N oL H N LN H NN H NN L 3288) 2,9%,0860] &2 K L
24 8itver River| M i L K NN L NL JH L HNERIN NN ¥ H H i LK Lo {98 H 4 L 185 2,300 4 H H
25 Windley Koy M H LA I LB LR L JN M NKR [N N W H H " N LL L LN HHHNKHEN H i
26.Everglades i M ML i W ot LH PN NRNL [N KN L L H i LA H KB Y KoM K H Hj200800)°80,470,P08) 27808 M L

5 h,880,682 '
.Logger’s FE.| N L LN L N K L NL [N NHKIN 0 L LI N N LML L # i %HLNH 208 87,008 § B H
28.Peacock 81, | R L oL NOoL o{H ML N L N R b NN H H H N gL H L 8 (WL L HH N 28845 "278,800 B N L
29.Tsala Apagkal L M L b oL N ON JL N K JNNNHIH NN H H H N LHH KN [ NMK H L B A578; 4,349,000 [ 8 i
3. Cotes Poiat N i LN H NN TL N LI N RN L KL N N L N LN L L L L BREBEHKRHEL qa(¢ 1,508,040 L Mo
* Top nurber regresents the Yotal pricej the bottos nusher represents tﬁe agaunt froe CARL fund. N
shcreage not parchased, or under aption, ’
fage 2

tlast bassd an values ia 1986 CAAL Bnnual Report, not necesearily tax assessed values.
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FOLAP Conformance Evaluation Hatriw for CARL 1987 Priority List

May 24, 1987

Category Ratural Forest | Vascular | Fish and | Fresh Water | Coastal | Beological | Historical Dutdaor Tatal Acq. Ease Local | Additional
Coseunities | Resources | Plants | Wildlife | FResources | Resources | Resources | Kesources Recreation tuidelines Size Cost ¥wner ¥ill | Support Notes
DBa,
Project ¢ 1 2 1l Za &{t 231 23 4§41 23411 2 3 {2 fla b 2 % 3 iea 23 853
Naze
3. Barnacle Ad.t M L LN L oL NN L TR WK N (8 L L oM A N W H N R NHLBRBH 11 3,464,000 1 N K
32,Btark Tract N N ¥ L H ¥ N (M HLI|HELENNIN & N L H H H H M H N KB NN l06d 651,808 £ H H
13, Goodwoed N N NN N N N |NNL |NNEN[N NN N N ! H H H N HoNNNH L 558, aea f H
I4.Rotenbee ger i L N KK N TL N L W NNL PN HN | I T ] B L H M N H W H N L3358 4,747,008 788 N L
53, Cedar Key ¥ ] L L H L JjL NHINNNKNAK{HKE HH N N M N L K X H B L # N K 184 484,404 & H L
3b.5toney-Lane L N L N L H ¥ L NL [NNNKN{(H H H N L H H L N4 L N & H N N Z66djs 408,008 H b
37.8ig Mound L L L Lot oW QL L NN NN |8 N N N N i N N H A H & HNKHN 135 162,008 A H
3B.0wen-1llino.| N N HH A N N [LHL |NXNHNENI{N NN H N H N N N # H oW L NN N I7240] 11,613,000 I L N
J9.6asparilla L K NH N H L L NL [NN¥NKL{L ¥ K LI N L Lt L L L# & L L) 138} 6,300,008 i % H
18.9ig Shoals # H HH H BL jL L L L RENAN NN # H N N H H N H L HHNN N 523 133,080 8 H L
il.Lower Hacis.| H H HL ¥ H L [H NN [HHSNL|¥® NN HooH H N H H M HNN® K N 450t 39,0208f “16 A L
t2.Coupon Bight] H H L N L H H | & N K [NNKENLHE H H o L f H 4 L HH W N H N 658 1,25,BB8] 175 K i
.43.Trnp.Hamnntk H H B R L B OH L NL {N.NNNIJKE KN t i N L] I H # H N N H 208 2,470,080 wn K L
44.Estern Bay L M N N H N |H L HNNEN N HE L N L H N H H L HLH WK L 13258 23,180,008 85 o H
45.6ait Island A i L &L # H L HL [ ¥ NKHN N L H K N H N H H N M LERL ¥ L] 3% 436,888 1 H ¥
kb, Manatee Est.) M L N K H N 8 jL § L INNNHI|N N N I H N N 8 L M N ML N N BSH 484,480 1 H H
zhcreage not purchased or under option.
$Cost based on values in 19B6 CARL Amnual Report, not mecessarily tax assessed values, Page 3
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FSLAF Conformante Evaluation Ratrix for CARL 1987 Priority List

May 28, 1987

Category Hatural Forest | Vascular | Fich and | Fresh Water | Coastal | Geologiral § Historical Qutdoor Total ficq. Ease Local | Additional
Comeunities | Resources | Plants { Wildlife { Resowrces | Resmurces | Resources | Resouries Recreation Guidelines Hize Cost EOwner Will | Support Notes
B Gad,
Project § 1 ? i 2a 2y 1 2 31273 (123 4 |4 2 3 12 ta  1b 2a b 3 04 Jlca 2 315
Hame
47, Blushead Rh.} M H L L K NN [K NN (8K HH N ¥ N N o N N o® H N H R L W N N 4R4BR| 3,400,358 1 H N
48, Hpensassa H L L AL ‘N M M HL JHH®L N ¥ H H o0 L N H & L N HRHEH NN Jajt  7ed,@e8) i@ M H.
49.Canaveral L H LL R H O H | HL N KRNHINL & N ¥ N L H H oH NN [N H KN N 2588 5,717,088 oM H
SB.Emeralda Hr.| L L E Lot R O#H JH L L jHNNBNH# N H N N H L N NOK 0N BN # LN N 12208(%12,118,008] 100 L L
il.Sandpiper L L HN L H W ojL WL §NNNNKEINNKL N K L H L W L N L L H L N L] i1t4ayr 1,223,088 T M N
32.0.4.K. Ranch| M H H i H K L (B HH [LLHNL IH N ¥ oL L K W K H N |N N M W L L} SB38 35,517,800 K L
53.Lake Forest H i L oL H N fL HL L NLHEIN H K N K L N H A L N JLHH KN H 358 1,374,000 1 H H
54.5addle Bik, H H HiL L H H W HHK [NHRKENJH N N H H L ik K A L N [HRHWHNBHN 77 79, 0@l 3 M L
o%.5amson Foiat| L H LN L B N {L NL (LHNNI{H N H H N L H N L L8 L NKL L K ol 57,888 7L L
o6.East Evergl. L # LLL B 8 [HNHK [N K NH[N K ¥ K L M N b B OH N L HoH K M| 76806(133,000,008) 08 X L
UKRANEED PROGJECTS -
Hullet Cree L # Nk L H K [L ®L {NN .N HIN H H g L ¥ N W L L N L NHL WK 25 131,008 1 H H
diami Rockridge; #H H Hh 1 H O H [L N L [§HKEK & H H L L L i KoM L N W N H KN N 173 2,719,008 12 5 L
fpaiac,Historicp L t LN L BN IR &8 (N K 8K K L L L b H H H 0 NN HHLNL | R L
Semincie Spring{ X N HH R 0B {0 N K [NM NN NN I H N HOR 0 {H NH WL L} 9108 %W L
Gld Leon Hoss L L L Lt N L JL R L N H‘:N H W K A NN H N 8 L H N-. LN HL L N 27 i,ﬁﬁ,ﬂ% 4 H H\‘.
shereage not purthasec} oF under option, . | | K
iCost based on values in 19B6 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed valugs, Page 4
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FSLAP Conforsance Evaluation Hatrix for CARL 1987 Priority List

May 26, 1997

Category Katural Forest | Vascular | Fish aad | Fresh Mater | Coastal | Geological | Historical Jutdoor Total Acq. Ease Local | Additional
Comgunities | Resources | FPlants | Wildlife | Respurces | Respurces { Resources | Resources Recreation Guidelines Bize Cost $0uner #1101 | Support Notes
0Bd.
Project ] 1 2 Y o2a oyt 2412311z 340E 203 | la 1b Za 28 3 &4 §ca 3
Nage
Harm Hineral L H HNH N N R |JLNL[NLNL]|N N R H H f H N H L N JHL | £93[ 1,728,088 f H
Carl, Yalf-Hoon} L K H B H H L W NL {HLNHIN N N L L H N K # M N i8N H H L
Hondy Property N N L H N M N fL NL |[NNNLIJIN N N L L L K N H H N L H H 988 21d, 208 2 H L
Key Best Ralt H ] LN L L # [HL L (N HNNIKN N H H oL L R H & L N (L H L H H
fApa.River & Bayy H H HH H H # {4 L H JHLNHIN B H H H H N W M % N [H H H L L
(Phase 1)
H
2pcreage not purchased or under option.
Host baged on values 1o 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values, Page 5
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FSLAP Conforsence Evaluation Matrix for CARL 19B6-7 Proposals

Category Hatural Forest | Vasgular | Fish and | Frech Bater | Coastal | Geological | Historical futdoor Lost ficq. Ease Local | Addifional
Communities | Resources | Flants | Wildlife | Resowrces | Resources | Resources § Resources Recreation Buidelines Size |Total Stakej$Dwn, Willingj Support fotes
0B,
Project ] H 2 Lz ) 1 24t 23 [1 23 441 2 3 i 2 a1 Za b 3 fea 23 4
Nage
Big bend L L W H H L [H 8N NRNNJH HH H N " H
Broward Istands] N L Lo N H jL NL [NNNKI[IN H L Lt ] N L L B
Cedar Foint N H L L M H N [B N K |8 NNN{K H H L L H N L N H
Chassahowitzka L H L L L N L |8 HH [#NNL N Hd H L L f (] H N H |
Curry Has@ocks # H H N M L H 1B N NN NR H R L t H H L H H
Deer Lake H H WL M H O OH LKL N KKK R L L L L H N L L X
Deering Estates] M L L oL H L jHNL (N R NN N L L L L H N L ] |
El Destino L N HH H N N IL NH [NH NN N NN I H H H N L
Gadsden Glades H H Ht L B OB gL MM [N HNH N N N HoH f N L N H
Garcon Point H H L et £ L fL WM (¥ NNNINHBH Lol H i L L H
Boiden Gate L L BN L {NHNNLI{N N K t L i N t
Highlands Hamm. H fi # L H L K B NH 4N .H L |8 N N Lt i R L i i
GockroachBay | L LW U W Lfe LU (KW wa [N ook o0 | w N L N R
fey dest Galt K L LN L Lo ¢4 L L N KN N K H K L N L H L
Little Torch R o L N & HoOH L 8L [NKNN K N§ o H N N L H i
Mashes Sands . L L L L A . L L N L | KK N H K K K H # H | L H K N
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FSLAP Conforasnce Evaluation Hatrix for CARL 1984-7 Proposals

Eategaory Haturai Forest | Vascular | Fish and j Freeh Water | Coastal | Beslogical | Historical Outdoor Cost ficqg. Ease Local | Additional
Communities | Resources | Flants | Wildlife | Resources | Resources | Resources | Resources Recreation Buidelines Size |Total Stated0wn, Willing{ Support Kotes
t: I
Project § i 2 1 23 2b i pi 123 1 2 3 4 t 2 3 1 2 ia ib P 2a 268 3 4 jica 2 3 4 5§
Hage
Finhook Swaap L M Hit L N L |8 L H {NNKHN N KN H H H H | ] H N
Pond Creek Lor.| M L L & N # W |4 NL |NNNLIN N K L L L N L N ] L
Princess Place L i HE # WX (B N B [N KENN LR H L L L # H L | ¥ i
Fainbow River H L HL H ¥ N fLNL |MHNL{N K N H M H K L N L ]
5t, Martin's L L L & L N WK LL {NNHNNIH HH L L H N i N H N
Three Lakes f M L L 4 N N [K LK |NNKN N N N L L N W H N H N
Upper Hatecusbe| L L HN L N H {L NL {% N HN{H N H NN L N L | # H
Watcasassa Flat) M H H A H N N FL WL |[HWHNHL [N K W L i ] N H N K H
#etstone L L LL # N N (M HL [NNNNI{HE N L HoH L N L N H L
Yasata Scrub H H #H L # H L NK N NX¥NIH N N ¥ oL L H L H H H
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1986-87 Land Acquisition Selection Committee Meetings
[n _Which CARL Actions Taken

Meating
Dates Major Actions Taken .z
07-25-8B5 4 500D CAUSE: Reviewed request by the Department of Natural
Resources for CARL funds to mansge Wakulla Springs State Fark
09-18-84 K Received public testimony on new proposals and reconsidered
09-19-Bs applications {(Attachment IV-11}.
10-24-8¢ J Voted to determine which of the new proposals and
reconsidered applications would be further evaluated via the
resource planning boundary and assessment process-
{Attachment IV-2),
' Approved the Apalachicola River and Bay resource planning
boundary (Page 314},
4 Added the Alligator Creek parcels (ca. B4Q acres) to the
Charlotte Harbar project
) Approved and ranked the Stark Tract at #33 on the prelxmxnary
priority list, .
+ Discussed methods for implementing the Flarida Statewide Land
dcquisition Plan.
11-12-88 + Apgproved project designs for Warm Miperal 5prin§s, 0ld Leon
Moss, Miami Rockridge Pinelands, and Madden’s Hammock.
¢ Added Madden’s Hammock to the Tropical Haamocks of the
Redlands project.
) Approved boundary modifications for Basparilla Island Port
Authority project.
11-21-86 4 fipproved project designs for Seminole Springs, Carlton Half
Mogn Ranch, Mullet Creek, and the Woody Property.
+ Appraved the project assessment for the Apalachicola River
and Bay proposal.
‘ Approved the procedures for evaluating projects for ‘their
canformance with the Florida Statewide Land Acgquisition Planﬁ
4 Approved the recommended revisions to Rule 18-B, F.A.C. to
grovide quidance to the Board when it allocates moneys franm
the CARL Trust Fund for managemeni purposes.
] Approved a previously submitted project assessment and
project design for the Key West 5alt Fonds.
12-19-8¢ t Added the University of Florida Foundation property {ca. 37

acres! to the Silver River projects.
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19846-87 Land Acquisition Selection Committee Meetings
In Which CARL Actions Taken

Meeting
Dates Major fActions Taken
03-24-87 ' Instructed staff to assess the Big Bend Save Qur Coast )
project for possible transfer to the CARL list. v
4 Instructed staff to further review comments made during the
Gavernaor and Cahinet workshep on land acquisition,
February 2, 1987,
¢ Approved boundary medifications for Crystal River and Spring
Hammock.
05-11-87 ) Instructed staff to review the Department of Natural
Resources draft recommendations on comments made during the
February 2, 1987, Governar and Cabinet workshap,
1 Approved the .nearly completed Florida Statewide Land
Acquisition Flan conformance evaluation matrix.
+ Modified and approved Phase I of the Apalachicola River and
Bay project design.
) Rejected the proposed project design for the Apalachicola
Historic Working Waterfront.
03-18-87 ’ Boca Raton meeting to receive public testimony on proposals
being assessed and on projects on the preliminary priority list
(Attachment IV-3).
03-20-87 4 Tampa meeting to receive public testimony on proposals being
assessed and on projects on the preliminary priority list
(Attachment IV-4),
05-22-87 ) Tallahassee meeting to receive public testimony an proposals
belng assessed and on projects on the preliminary priority list
{(Attachment [V-9),
05-29-87 + Yoted to determine which of the 1986-B7 assessments of new

and reconsidered proposals wauld be further evaluated via the

project design process (Attachment IV-461). )
) Reranked the recommended 1987 CARL priority list -

(Attachment IV-71}.

) Encouraged the Trust for Public Lands to purchase the Martin
Tract (DeSote Sitel.

+ Instructed statf to prepare a CARL assessment {for the 5t,
Michael’s Landing Save Our Coast project, '

+ Approved the revised project designs for Key West Salt Ponds,

Apalachicola River and Bay (Phase 1}, and Gadsden County
Glades; and a boundary modification for Caupon Bight.
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1986~-87 Land Acquisitign Selection Committee Meetings
In Which TARL Actions Taken

Meeting .
Dates Major fActigns Taken -
07-01-87 ¢ Reviewed and suggested revisions for the draft memorandum to

the Governor and Cabinet concerning recommendations for
improving the land selection and acquisition processes.

4 Added the remaining Oyster Bay Village Lots (three lots) on
5t. George Island to the project design boundary map for
fipalachicola River and Bay, Phase I,

L) Recommended that the following proiects be removed from the
CAAL priority list:
Tsala Apopka Lake co . -
Big Mound Property
Gasparilla Island Port Property SR
Owens-Illinois Property
Lake Forest
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Attachment IV-1: Participants Presenting Comments on CARL Proposals duriag
‘ " "the September 1B, 1986 Land Acquisition Selection Committee
Pyblic Hearing T

Proposal Discussed Person{s) Making Presentation -~

Key West 5ailt Ponds Mr. Charles Lee
Ms. Joan Borel

Card Sound Tract Ms. Linda McMullen

Princess Place #Mr. Casey Gluckman

Yamato Scrub Ms. Vicky Newsanm

Broward Islands Mr. Nelson Bocker

Fisher Island Mr. Bob Kauzlarich ‘ -
Priest/Ledbetter Tract Mr. 0.D. Priest, Jr.

St. Martin’s River Ms. Wanda Wells .

Upland Glades Mr. Jim Hﬁliér

Three/Prairie Lakes Addition
Curry Hammocks
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Attachaenrt IV-i: Participants Presenting Comments on CARL Proposals during
the September 19, 1986 Land Acguisitian Selection Committee
Public Hearinag

Proposal Discussed Personifs) Making Presentatian
Little River Spring Mr. Joalice McDonald
Deer Lake Parcel Dr. Joseph Bazarte
Golden Gate Estate Addition Mr. Kevin Erwin
Auburn University Praperty Mr. Clark VYargas
Wetstone Mr. Frank Snyder

Mr. Dan Farley
Mr. Ross MacWilliams

Islands Cockroach Bay Mr. Peter Fowler
' fir. Dallas Whitaker

Pinhogk Swamp Or. Larry Harris )
N.E. Shore Perdido Bay Ms. Virginia Foster
Rainbow River {(Robert’s) Mr. Terry Roberts

Mr. Sanny Vagara

Chassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee Mr. Ed Leuchs
Coastal Wetiands

Deering Estate Addition Ms, Diana Gonzalez
Megaloudis Property Mr. Jim Koutsis

El Destino Plantation Mr. Doug Bailey
Ailigator Creek Wr. Don Morrow
Garcon Point Mr. Bruce Mclver

Upper Matecumbe
Little Torch Keys

Cedar Point Mr, Mehta
McGirts Creek
N.B. Wade Tract
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LAND ACBUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE
-C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET -
First 4 Uotes for Initiation of Project Designs for 1986-87 PruposaIE
October 24, 1984 (Attachment IV-2)

DAH|GFCIDER[DCA|DF|DNR|TOTAL SELEETED
.‘“_—1--__‘“-_--"--——“- —————————————————————————
BAKER COUNTY -
1. Pinhogk Swamp Y Y N Y 1 Y|y 5 YES
BAY COUNTY
2. St. Michaels tanding N N N N | NI Y i NG
BREVARD COUNTY
3. A. Dupont Esktate N N N M| M| N 0 NO
CHARLOTTE CODUNTY ADDED TO CHARLGTTE HARBOR
4. Alligator Cresk
CITRUS COUNTY
J. St. Martin’s River Y Y N Y | _Y{_ ¥ 3 YES
b. Megalgudis Property N N N N_| N N 1] NGO
COLLIER COUNTY |
7. Bolden Gate Estate Additiaon ¥ ¥ N Y Y| ¥ g YES
DADE COUNTY ‘
8. Ffisher Isjand N | N | N | N | NI Y 1 ND
9. Deering Estate Additian ¥ N N Y | _Y} V¥ 4 YES
10. Miami Canal tinear Park N N N N_|_Nt_Y t MO
11. Card Sound Tract N N N N | _Ni N 4] ND
pUVAL COUNTY
12, The Broward Islands Y | N Y P Y Pyl ¥ 5 YES
13. Cedar Paint ¥ ¥ Y Y { Y[ N 3 YES
[4, McBirts Creek Stream Valley Park|_N N M | N J N|_Y i NO
13. N. G. Wade Tract N N N N | _Nl_N Q ND
16, Sawpit Creek WITHDRAWN AT UWNER’S REQUEST
ESCAMBIA COUNTY .
17, _Escambia Bay Bluffs Additian WITHDRAWN AT SPONSQOR’S REQUEST
18. Carpenter’s Creek N N N N | _NI N 0 NO
19, M. €. Shore Perdido Bay N j N [ NI N J NI Y 1 N
FLAGLER COUNTY
20.  Prinecess Place Y | N | NJ_ XYt Y| ¥ YES
21. Marineland N N N N | _N|_Y | ND
FRANKLIN COUNTY
22. Corry/Univ. of Florida Tract N N_|_N Nl ¥ Y 1 NQ
BADSDEN COUNTY
23, BGadsden founty Gladessk ¥ N N ¥ | Nj Y 3 YES
BILCHRIST COUNTY
24, Waccasgassa Flats State Forest Y ¥ N Y | _YiY 4] YES
HERNANDO COUNTY
23. CLhassahawitzka and Weeki Hachee
Coastal Wetlands Y N N Y | Y| ¥ 4 YES
26, Rattlespake Island [NCLUDED IN ABOVE PROJECT
HIGHLANDS COUNTY '
27. Highlands Hammock State Park
Addition N ¥ N LI 3 YES

¥ Within Apalachicola River and Bay Resource Planning Boundary
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LAND ACBUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE
L. VOTING SHEET
First 4 Votes for Initiation of Project Designs far 1986-87 Propasals
984 (Attachment IV-2)

--C.ALR,

OGctober Z4, 1

_____________________ e B S I
DAH|GFC|DER|DCA|DFIDNR|TOTAL |SELECTED
- SRS G I SN SN A 4
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY
28, Islands from Little Manatee
River to Cogkroach Bay Y Y N Y | f|_Y 3 YES
JEFFERSON COUNTY
29, E] Destino Plantatian b ¥ N Y J¥Yi Y 3 YES
LEVY COUNTY
30. Chamber’s Island N N N N | _Ni N 6 NO
MARION COUNTY _
31. PRopoberts Family Propertiesks ¥ N Y N | _NI_Y 3 YES
MARTIN COUNTY
32, South Fork St. Lucie River N N N N | N|_Y 1 NG
MONRDE COUNTY .
35, Curry Hammocks Y ¥ Y Y | _Y[|_Y ) YES
34, Little Torch Key PN Y N Y | _Yi_ v 4 YES
35. Upper Matecumbe [N b Y | N[ Y | Y]V 4 VES
36. Key West Salt Ponds ¥ Y §.¥ (AR IRANE b YES
GSCEOLA COUNTY
J7. Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes
Addition Y 1. ¥ N j_Y | N} Y 4 YES
PALM BEALCH COUNTY
38, Priest/Ledbetter Tract NI'HDRANN AT SPONSOR’S RERUEST -
39. _Yamata Scrub Y ¥ N Y | Y| ¥ 3 YES
PASCO COUNTY
40, Wetstone (Bayonet Pgint) Y N il Y t Yi ¥ i YES
PIMELLAS COUNTY
41. Camp Soule N | N | N | N | NN 0 NG
SANTA ROSA COUNMTY
42, Garcon Point ¥ N N Yy | Y| ¥ 4 YES
43, FPond Creek ECarridor Y ¥ N Y | N[ Y 4 YES
ST. JODHNS COUNTY
44, Auburn Prop. at Goodwin Beh. kkx ¥ N N N | N Y 2 NO
43. Rattlesnake/Hernandez Island Nl NI NV N YL Y 2 NO
46, _Buana River ¥ N N N | _Nj_Y 2 NO
SUMTER COUNTY
47, MWithlacgorhee Rvr./Princess Lake| N N N N | _NJ_N 0 ND
SUWANNEE COUNTY
48. iLittle River Springs fcreags Y N N N | Yl N 2 ND
WAKULLA CDUNTY
49, Hashes Sands y Y N N [_Y§ Y 4 YES
36, Piney Island N_{ N J N | N | NI ¥ 1 ND
WALTON COUNTY
31, Deer Lake Parcel Y | _N N Y B Yoy 4 YES

¥% DER initially voted against the Rainbow River/Robert’s application, but
reversed their vote during the November 12,
¥%4 Auburn Property same as\Buand River Projectywith the exception of a
deletion of approximately 40 acres by the prajact sponsor.
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Attachment [V-3: Participants Presenting Comments on CARL Proposals during
the May 18, 1986 Land Acquisition Selection Committee Public

Hearing
Probosal Discugssed Personis) Making Presentatiaon =~ _
North Key Largo Hammocks Ms. MNancy Brown :
North Peninsula Mr, Clay Henderson
Crystal River Mr. Lowell Steigler
Btark Tract Mr. Clay Hendersaon
Rotenberger Mr. Bill Tarr
Tropical Hammocks of the Mr. Eric G. Budds T
Redlands
Miami Rockridge Pinelands Mr. Eric 6. Budds
Curry Hammocks Dr. Art Weiner
r. John Cook
Deering Estates Addition Mr., Eric G. Budds
Yamato Scrub Ms. Vicky L. Newson

Ms, Dawn Charmetyky
Mr. Albert Travasnos
Commissioner Dorothy Wilken
Mr. E. Lee Worshams

Mr. Frederick Cichocki
Ms. Grace B. Iverson
Dr. Gary Burns

Br. Alex Marsh

Mr. Carl Terwilliger
br. Stan Crowe

Ms. Lee D. Newbury

Mr. Roger Messenger
Ms. Cathy Nagler

Ms. Sophia Hunt

Dr. Jack Stout

Mr. Dick Roberts

Ms, Elisabeth C. Hoffman
Mr. Don Marietta

Mr. Daniel £. Bovar
Ms. Margaret Feuerlein
Mr, Paul R. VanThielen
Mr. Richard E. Wolf#
Ms. Donna M. Ruessman
Mr. Abhott Frank

Ms., Karen Heinich

Mr. Jack Gardner

Ms., Lynn Laurenti
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Attachment IV-4: Participants Presenting Comments on CARL Proposals during - -
the May 20, 1986 Land Acquisition Selection Committee Publ};

Hearing
Proposal Discussed Personi{s} Making Presentation
Crystal River . Ms. Dixie M. Hollins
Mr. Hank Cohen
Mr. Vince Cauterco
He. Miriam Cohen
Chassahowitzka Swaﬁp Mr. Hank Lohen
Tsala Apopka Lake Mr. Vince Cautero
Stoney-Lane s, Miriam Cohen
Cotee Point {against) Ms. Phyllis Dunlap
Manatee Estech Mr. Dick Eckenraod B
Bluehead Ranch Mr. Pat Herbert
Wr. Richard D. Holoch
Mr. Charles Beanangel
Mr. Richard L. Coleman
Homosassa Springs Mr. Hank Cahen
Mr. Vince Cautero
Ms, Miriam Cohen
Saddle Blanket lLakes Scrub Mr., Richard 0. Holoch
Mr. Charles Geanangel
Mr. Richard L. Coleman
Mr. Harlan B. Herbert
Dr. Margaret L. Gilbert
Ms. Nancy J. Bissett
Carlton Half Moen Ranch Ms. Miriam Cohen
Dr. Barbara C. Carlton
Kay West Salt Poads Wr. Harry B. Powell

Warm Mineral Springs (against) Mr. Joseph Ruggier

Highlands Hammock Mr. Richard D. Holoch
#r. Charles Geanangel
Mr, Richard L. Caleman
Mr. Harlan B, Herbert
Mr. Kris Delaney
Mr. Hank Kowalski
Mr. James Livingstaon

[slands of Cockroach Hay Ms. Jan Platt -
Commissioner Jim Selvey
. Ms. Elizabeth Eddy
Ms. Carene Collins
Mr. Ed Radice
Mr. Joe Smith
Mr. Chester Wodd
Ms, Sally Thompson
Mr. Gus Muench, dJdr.
Ms. Ann L. Lazar
Mr. Richard Post
Ms. Charner Benz
MWr. R. Marafiote
Ms. Martha B, Kjeer
Mr. Raobert Heath
Mr. Richard T. Paul

Wetstone/Berkovitz . Ms, Phyllis Duniap
Mr. Frank . Snyder
Ms. Sylvia Yaung
Chuck Belraose
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Attachment [V-3: .Participants Presenting Comments on CARL Proposais dur}ng
' the May 22, 1986 Land Acquisition Selection Committee Public

Hearing
Proposal Discussed Person{s) Making Presentation B

Lower Apalachicola Mr. Bruce Millender i

Mr. James Floyd
Escambia Bay Blufits Mr. Leo Doidge
Crystal River Mr. Marshall R, Cassedy
Julingten Creek Representative David Troxler

Ms, Barah Bailey

Mr. Raj Mehta

Ms. Patricia Anderson
Paynes Prairie _ Ms. Doris Bardon
Lochloosa Wildiife Ms. Kate Barnes

Mr. George W. Willson
Stark Tract Hr. fGeorge W, Willson
Ratenberger Mr. Martin R. Dix
Wacissa & Aucilla Rivers Mr. George W. Willson
Coupon Bight Mr. Jim Crews
Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub Mr. GBeorge W, Willson
B.M.K. Ranch Mr. Frank Matthews
Apalachicola River and Bay Mr. Bruce Millender

#r. James Floyd .

Ms. Martha C. Hodge
Apalachicola Waterfront Mr. James Floyd
Carlton Half Moon Ranch Mr. Richard A. Lotspeich
Key West Salt Ponds Ms. Joan Borel

#Ms. Debbie Hgran
Warm Mineral Springs Mr. Bam H, Herron, dr.

Mr. Ralph DeVitto for Senateor Bob Johnson
Woody Property Mr. Bob McBarity
Big Bend Mr. George W. Willsoan

- Mr. Fred Stanberry

Broward Islands Mr. Nelson B, Blocker
Cedar Point Mr. Raj Mehta

Mr. Ken Berk )

Mr. Ronald M. Rhatigan
Chassahowitzka & Weeki Wachee Mr. Gary D’Andrea

Mr. Edward C. Leuchs, AILP
Curry Hammocks Mr. Mark Robertsan

Mr. Beorge W. Willsan
Gadsden County Blades Mr. Begrge W, Willsan
Garcon Point . Mr. George W. Willsan

ODr. Michae! Cousems
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Attachment IV-3: Parficipants Presenting Comments on CARL Proposals during =
the May 22, 19B¢ Land Acquisition Selection Committee Public
Hearing (Continued) )

.Proposal Discussed Person{s) Making Presentation
fockroach Bay - Mr. Fred Karl
Little Torch Key Mr. Beorge W. Willson
Mr. Mark Robertson
Pinhaok Swamp Mr. George W. Willson
Princess Place Mr. Fred Stanberry
Rainbow River {Robert’'s) Mr. Terry Roberts

Mr. Sonny Vergara

St. Martin’s River Mr. John Brotherton
Yamato Scrub Mz, Sandy Carnes for Janet Klemn
St. Michaels Landing : Mr. Jerry W. Berde

Mr. D.D. {(Jack) Mashburn
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTIUN COMMITTEE
C.A.R.L., ‘VOTING SHEET {(Attachment IV-6}
First &4 Yotes for Initiation of Proeject Designs for 1986-B7 Proposals

May 29, 1987
DAH|BFC|DER|DCA|DF {DNR{TOTAL SELECTED
.---..l.-.-.-.—q———--.-.-l ————— R SN SORNUNPIY! R E
BAKER COUNTY _
l. Pinhook Swamp ¥ b N N [_N|_Y 3 ND
CITRUS COUNTY
2, 5%, Martin’s River i ¥ N Yoy YLy 3 ¥ES
COLLIER COUNTY |
5. bBolden Gate Estate Addition N N N Y | Nt Y 2 NOD
DABDE COUNTY
4. Deering Estate Additien ¥ N N ¥ 1 ¥y Y 4 YES _
DUVAL CODUNTY
3. The Broward Islands N N Y L A 3 NO
6. Cedar Ppint Y N N Yy L Y] Y 4 YES
FLAGLER CODUNTY
7. Princess Place ¥ Y N Y [ Y|y 3 YES
GADSDEN COUNTY g
8. OGadsden County Gladesxk ¥ Y-l ¥ Y | Y| Y & YES
GILCHRIST COUNTY
9. Waccasassa Flats State Forest Y Y Y Y | _Yi Y b YES
HERNANDO COUNTY
10. Chassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee .
Coastal Wetlands N N N Y | N|_Y 2 ND
HIBHLANDS COUNTY
11. Highlands Hammack State Park
Addition ¥ N Y Y I ¥ Y 3 YES
HILLSBORGUGH COUNTY
2. Islands from Little Manatee .
River to Cockrpach Bay Y Y Y Y L Y| ¥ b YES
JEFFERSDN COUNTY
t3. E] Destino Plantation Y I Y PN | ¥ | Y] Y 3 YES
HARION COUNTY |
14, Rainbow River Y | N ] Y I Y P Y)Yy 5 _YES
MONRCGE COUNTY
t3. Curry Hammocks ¥ by N I O & YES
I6, Little Torch Key N N ¥ Y { Yl Y 4 - YES
17. Upper Matecumhe N N N N _ | NI ¥ i NG
0SCEOLA COUNTY
18. Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes _ :
Additian Y ¥ N ¥ | NI Y 4 YES
PALM BEACH COUNTY
19. VYamate Scrub hi Y N Y | Y] Y 3 YES
PASCO COUNTY
20. Wetstane/Berkovitz (Bayonet Pt.) | Y hd N Y (Y| _¥ 3 YES
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LAND ACBUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE

C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET {Attachment IV-& Centinued)

First & Votes faor Initiation of Project Designs for 1986-8B7 Proposals
May 29, 1987

————— o e T T AL e T s B e A 5 e e e )
DAH|GFC|DER|DCA|DF |DNR|TOTAL|SELECTED
SANTA ROSA COUNTY
-~ 21, Barcon Point Y | NP Y LY | NJ Y 4 YES
22, Pend Creek Corridor N | Y | N | N j_N|_Y ) NT
TAYLOR CDUNTY
23. Big Bend Y Y ¥ Yo ¥y ¥ b YES
NAKULLA CDUNTY
24, Mashes Sands Y |_Y | N Y { N}_Y 4 YES
WALTON COUNTY
23. Deer Lake Parcel N N ¥ Y | Nj_Y 3 NQ

Pagqe 136



LAND ACQUISITIGN SELECTION LOMMITTEE
C.A.R.L. RANKING SHEET FOR 1987 PRIQRITY LIST
May 2%, 1987 {Attachment IV-7)

e St B o s e g o e e

DAHIGFC DER{DCA|DF {DNR|TOTAL |RANKING
I....__.l.__...‘......_..{ _____ -.._qL.._-q.—-_—_.-_--:-‘- —————
ALACHUA COUNTY , P
i. lochiposa Wildiife 13 113 §23 129 1 1143 120 12
2. Paynes Prairie 42 150 453 154 [34] 8 | 2&i 49
BAY COUNTY
5. Emerald Springs 30 160 153 t5& |53]63 319 39
BREVARD COUNTY
4, Canaveral Industrial Park 47 {44 |30 38 |31]48 | 236 48
5. Mullet Creskk 38 |56 131 120 (31158 234 43
CHARLOGTTE COUNTY
6, Charlgtte Harbor . 2 _j20 118 112 [24118 Q4 B
CITRUS COUNTY
7. Chassahgwitzka Swamp (Hernando) |35 {1 24_)28 |22]42 161 23
8. Crystal River 14 | 7 4 13 j23]3¢0 93 7
9. Homosassa Springs 39 157 137 127 |50 9 215 40
[0. Stoney-Lane 445 138 1534 148 {43119 244 44
li. Tsala Apopka Lake 37 {14 149 134 |56144 234 47
COLLIER COUNTY -
L2, Fakahatchee Skrand 7 2 1 1 1. 81 9 28 2
13, Harrs Island 23 140 133 118 |40]31 183 30
14. Roockery Bay 4 119 |2 17 112110 B2 [
5. "Gave Qur Everglades" 41 34 3811 130 18
COLUMBIA COUNTY
l6. Big Shoals Corridor tHamilton) 43 123 10 j24 | 5|43 130 22
DARDE COUNTY
17. The Barnacle Addition 11 |33 _j42_ |38 |30] 1 193 37
18, East Everglades 40 J45 j48 114 160)39 286 54
19. Miami Rockridqe Pinelands# 36_1{42 |21 |10 j_7(2% 140 21
20, Tropical Hammocks ot the Redland!l% j81 (23 3 j11})23 129 16
BIXIE COUNTY
21. - Owen-Tllinois Property 64 (46 |hZ j42 _|64]357 333 63
DUVAL COUNTY
22. Julinpton Creek 17 135 |47 149 113132 195 34
ESCAMBIA COUNTY A,
23. Escambia Bay Bluffs 9 148 140 137 (19} & 179 28
FRANKLIN CDBUNTY
24. Apalachicola River and Bavi b 4 i35 3 11471 7 &9 3
25, lower fApalachicola 5 S _j13 4 |32]1¢é 77 4
EADSDEN COUNTY
2b, bGadsden County Glades 29 115 117 121 (17138 137 19
HIGHLANDS COUNTY
27, Bluehead Ranch a1 9 130 {246 [49134 219 41
JEFFERSON COUNTY
28, Wacissa and Aucilla Rivers 25 |12 3 j15 1 4139 78 5
LAKE COUNTY |
29. B.M.X, Ranch 33 J17 |13 137 |43]40 205 38
30, Emeralda HMarsh 45 127 143 148 (47141 251 44
3. 8t. Johns River 15 (21 126 141 lasl2s 175 27
32. Semingle Springs¥ 3t 134 S _[33_|13j2¢ 138 20 !
¥1985-86 projects for which boundary maps will be complete by August 4, 1987,
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_____ ISR N IRV SNY AUV NV AU
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LEE COUNTY

33. Cavo Caosta [sland 10 123 Z 7 118112 79 S

34, Esterc Bay 40 136 128 132 37123 190 32

33. _Galt [slang 44 134 |36 i40 144]60 278 33

36. Gasparilla Islapd Port Praoperty |38 |61 |60 |61 |62]14 316 o8

37. Jossiyn Jsland 12 |49 _}32 |36 26037 | 212 33

38, Sandpiper Cove b2 |63 {63 163 63122 338 61
LEDN COUNMTY

39. Gaopdwoaod 49 |64 151 135 141)28 i 288 33
LEVY COUNTY :

40, Andrews Tract 34 118 (19 122 |29:64 186 31

41. Ledar Key Scrub 30 |37 144 139 4829 247 45
MANATEE COUNTY

42. Manatee Estech 92 |33 129 {42 |39(47 | 2448 3l

. HARION COUNTY

43, Silver River 37 147 |12 B (27133 164 23

44, Samson Pgint 63 |38 161 led 61148 333 62
MARTIN COUNTY

45, South Savannahs (8t. Lucie) 1 128 |39 |16 |10}13 107 10
MONROE COUNTY

44. [oupon Bight 22 |31 122 111 136]_ 48 126 14

47, Key West Salt Pondsk 33 139 |44 (46 |2B| 2 194 34

48. North Key Largo Hammocks 343 v 2421 213 13 1
ORANGE COUNTY

49. Lake Forest 61 |62 (64 |S1 |39161 338 64
PALM BEACH COUNTY

30. Big Moung Praoperty 39 133 138 132 13839 310 37

91. Gld Leon Mpsst 36 | B |39 /30 |37|34 264 52

52._  Rotenberger 48 {16 i38 147 142}3S 226 47
PASCO CDUNTY

3%. FEotee Point 53 |39 |S7 |60 |34§51 334 &0
PINELLAS COUNTY

d4. Cooper’s Pgint 26132 136 4% 133)49 293 56
POLK COUNTY

J3. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scruyb 21 113 116 §25 1V 3132 139 17
SARASOTA COUNTY

S6. Warm Mineral Sprimgsk 20 153 (32 |35 [33412¢ 192 33
SEMINDLE CDUNTY

37. Spring Hammock 14 |29 14 130 (20117 1256 15
SUMTER COUNTY

38, Carlten Half-Moon Ranchs 32 | &6 {27 {19 134133 171 24

39, Withlacoochee 28 |32 |41 |45 121|27 194 33
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SUNAMNEE COUNTY -

60. Pegacock Slaugh 27§26 |11 |23 {35]62 184 .29
YOLUSIA COUNTY

6l1. Ngrth Peninsula 8 134 8 153 |_ 61354 163 24

62, Stark Tract 24 122 9 H A B ¥ 110 11

63, Woody Properiyi G4 143 143 143 (23133 283 S0
HAKULLA COUNTY

64. HWakulla Springs iB |24 & s jlb6|54 126 13

¥1983-8B6 projects for which boundary maps will be complete by August 4, 1987.

Page 389






