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INTRODUCTION 

As one of the fastest growing states in the nation, Florida is expsriencing 
many of the side effects that accompany rapid population growth.· Most . 
importantly, the State's unique and diverse natural resources, which attr-act 
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 natu·ral 
heritage, and has instituted several major land acquisition programs for that 
purpose. 

One of the most important State land acquisition programs is the Conservation 
and Recreation Lands (CARll program. Established in 1979 by' the Florida 
Legislature, the CARL program has two primary purposes. First, it incorporated 
the 1972 Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEl) program, whose primary purpose 
was the conservation of lands that: 

1. contained 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, outstanding, or unique geologic feature. 

The second purpose of the CARL program is to acquire other lands in the public 
interest. These include lands that are purchased: 

1. for use and protection as natural floodplain, marsh or estuary, if 
the protection and conservation of such lands are necessary to 
enhance or protect water quality or quantity or to protect fish or 
wildlife habitat which cannot adequately be accomplished through 
local, state and federal regulatory programs; 

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

3. for restoration of altered ecosystems to correct environmental damage 
that has already occurred; or 

4. for preservation of significant archaeologic·al 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 
public entities: the land Acquisition Selection Committee, the Board of 
Trustees of the Inlernal Improvement Trust Fund, and the Division of State 
Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. Generally, the Selection 
Committee chooses the property to be acquired, the Division of State Lands 
negotiates the acquisition, and the Board of Trustees o.er~ees the activtties 
taking place under the CARL program and allocates money from the CARL Trust 
Fund. 

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

+ Executive Director of the Department of Natural Resour,es 
+ Secretary of the Department of Environmental Regulation 
+ Director of the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 

and Cansumer Services 
+ Executive Director of the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
+ Director of the Division of Historical Resources of the Department Qf· 

State 
t Secretary of the Department of Community Affairs 
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The Selection Committee, ~ith the assistance of staff (Table 11, annually 
reviews all CARL applicatio~s, 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 projects (See Pages 11-171. 

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 ~nd 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 program. 

The Division of State Lands provides primary staff support to the CARL program. 
They prepare or obtain 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 program. 
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Table I: Land A.cquisition Selection Committee Members and CARL Liaison Staff 
Members 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE MEMBERS LIAISON STAFF MEMBERS 

Chair 1986-87 
Mr. Tam Gardner 
Executive Director 
Mr. Dan Duden, designee 
Department of Natural Resources 
Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth 80uievard,Room 1011CA 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-1554 

Mr. John Bethea 
Division of Forestry 
Department of Agriculture and 

Consumer Services 
Administration Building, Roam 229 
3125 Conner Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1650 
Phone: 488-4274 

Colonel Robert M. 8rantly 
Executive Director 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
Farris Bryant Building, Roam 101 
620 South Meridian 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600 
Phone: 4B8-2975 

Mr. George Percy, Director 
Division of Historical Resources 
Department of State 
R.A. Gray Building, Roam 305 
500 South Bronaugh Street 
rallahassee, Florida 32399-0250 
Phone: 488-1480 

Mr. Tom Pelham, Secretary 
Mr. Randall Kelley, designee 
Department of Community Affairs 
The Howard Building, Roam 133 
2571 Executive Center Circle, East 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-8466 

Mr. Dale Twachtmann, Secretary 
Department of Environmental Regulation 
rwin Towers Office Building, Room 626 
2600 Blair Stone Road 
rallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 
Phone: 488-4805 

Dr. O. Greg Brock 
Environmental Administ~ator 

Department of Natural Resources 
Suite B114, Box 58 
2639 North Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
Phone: 487-1750 

Mr. Jim Grubbs 
Division oj Foristr~ 
Department of Agriculture. and 

Consumer Services 
Administration Bldg., Roam 269 
3125 Conner Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1650 
Phone: 488-8180 

Mr. Doug Bailey 
Game and Fresh Water 

Fish Commission 
Farris Bryant 8uilding,Room 101 
620 South Meridian Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600 
Phone: 488-6661 

Mr. Danny Cl ayton 
Division of Historical Resource 
Department of State 
R.A. Gray Building, Room 401 
500 South Bronaugh Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250 
Phone: 487-2333 

Mr. Paul Darst 
Department of Community Affairs 
The Howard Building, Roam 245 
2571 Executive Center Circle,E. 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-4925 

Mr. Jim Carnes 
Departmen~ of Environmental 

Regulation 
Twin Towers Office Bldg,Rm. 649 
2600 Blair Stone Road 
Tallahassee, ·Florida 32399-2400 
Phone: 488-4805 

Additional CARL Staff Members 
Mr. Jim Muller, Coordinator 
Florida Natural Areas Inventory 
254 East Sixth Avenue 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
Phone: 224-8207 

Mr. Davi d Roddenberry 
Division of Recreation and Parks 
Department of Natural Resources 
Douglas Building, Room 403-G 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 468-2644 
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Table 2: Dates that Previous CARL Priority Lists were Submitted to and 
Approved by the Board 

Table 3, 

Fiscal 

Committee Reports 
First Report 
Annual Report 
Annua I Repor t 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 

CARL and EEL Acquisitions 

Year Acreaqel 
1972-80 370,382 
1980-81 70 
1981-82 850 
1982-83 15,384 
1983-84 42,172 
1984-85 44,240 
1985-86 10,174 
1986-87 9,929 

TOTAL 493,201 

Board Approval Date 

Summary 

12-16-80 
7-20-82 
7-03-83 
2-24-84 
7-03-84 
1-29-85 
7-02-85 
1-07-86 
7-01-86 

CARL Trust FundU EEL Trust Fundlll 
-0- $175,033,408 

$ 22,946 $ 697,500 
$ 6,561,875 $ 579,450 
$ 7,350,462 $ 18,004,481 
$ 19,932,936 $ 5,685,161 
$ 56,384,337 -0-
$ 25,678,649 -0-
$ 42,358,297 -0-
$158,289,502 $200,000,000 

* Includes bath CARL and EEL acreages acquired, The entire acreages for 
tracts which were purchased via twa or more aptian payments are generally 
included in the year that the first option payment was made, 

*1 Generally does not include incidental expenses, such as the cost of 
boundary maps and appraisals, unless these casts were included with the 
final purchase price. 

III EEL expenditures for 1972-80 was getermined by subtracting expenditures 
during 1980 through 1984 from the total $200 million bond issue. 
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Past Acco.plishments Fiscal Years 1981-1987 

On December 16, 1980, the Board of Trustees approved the first CARl priority 
list of 27 projects submitted by the Selection Committee. Subsequeritly, the 
Board has approved eight CARL priority lists. Five of these were submitted 
with CARL A.nnual Reports, while three priority lists were submitted.wUIi CARL 
Interim Reports (Table 2). The six annual CARL priority lists that were 
approved by the Board from 1980 through 198b are presented in Addendum -III. 

The acquisitions during Fiscal Years 1981-1986 under the CARL program are 
impressive (Tables 3, 4 and 5, Figure I, Addendum IV). 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 
Harbor in southwest Florida, the coastal dunes of Guana River 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, 
endangered and threatened species habitat, springs, and historic and 
archaeologie sites have been acquired with $115,931,205 from the CARL Trust 
Fund (Table 3). 

When you add projects purchased through CARL's predecessor, the $200 million 
EEL bond fund, the list of accomplishments is even more impressive. 
Approximately 390,00~ acres of land were purchased with EEL funds, including 
such areas as Rock Springs Run State Reserve,81~ Cypress National Preserve, 
Paynes Prairie State Preserve, Cay a Costa State Park and Cape St. George State 
Reserve (Table 4, Figure ll. 

The list of accomplishments under the CARL program continued during Fiscal Year 
1986-1987 with the acquisition of 9,929 acres that cost $18,655,593, while 
final option payments in the amount of $23,702,704 were made during the year on 
another 15,808 acres (these acreages are generally included in prior years 
analyses; total payment for this acreage was $40,826,649). Major acquisitions 
during Fiscal Year 1986-1987 included the GAC tract in the Fakahatchee Strand, 
Lake Arbuckle in Polk County, Wakulla Springs in Wakulla Co~nty, the Bower 
Tract in Hillsborough County and the Brown Tract in Hamilton County. 
Additionally, 24 option contracts were secured by the Division of State Lands 
and approved by the Board in Fiscal Year 1986-B7. When closed, the State will 
have purchased another 18,939 acres for $17,854,430 (Table 12, Addendum IVI. 
Thus, the sum total of CARL acquisitions and Board approved option contracts 
during the seven years that the program has operated amounts to 127,348 acres 
at a final cost of $185,428,221. 
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CARL AND EEL PROJECTS 

COMPLETED OR PARTIALLY ACQUIRED 

I 
COMPLETED 
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CURRENT CARL PR06RA" PROCEDURES 

Several major refinements of the CARL program have occurred aver ttl-eo past few 
years. During the 1984-5 CARL evaluation cycle, a new "project design" process 
was initiated, which was further developed during the past two years into what 
is now the ~esource Planning Boundary and Project Design Process. "Thi, 
intensive method of analyzing projects proposed for acquisition helps to insure 
that significant natural resources in the vicinity of a proposed projed are 
included in the final project boundaries. It also attempts to identify-and 
solve as many technical problems as possible before appraisal, boundary 
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 
preserve important natural communities and other resource values. At the same 
time, projects are evaluated for their public accessibility and rec~eational 

opportunities. If a project continues to receive the necessary support, it is 
then examined by an interdisciplinary team of land planners, real estate. 
appraisers and land acquisition agents. They develop project recommendationi 
which consider: the resources to be protected, the projected cost of 
acquisition, existing protective regulations, the possibility of coordination 
with other public or private land acquisition agencies, and the feasibility of 
protecting at least part of the project area by acquiring less than fee simple 
title. Finally, the project planning team makes recommendations on the 
sequence of acquiring land within the project area. 

Also in 1984, as part of this increased emphasis on project and systems 
planning and design, the Governor and Cabinet asked the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee to develop a strategic, long-range plan for land 
preservation in Florida. This plan would include not only the CARL goals and 
criteria, but also those of federal programs, other State programs, and private 
sector groups such as the Nature Conservancy and the Trust for Public Land. 
The final product, the Florida Shh"ide land Acquisition Plan (FSLAPI, is the 
second major refinement of the CARL program and was approved by the Governor 
and Cabinet on July 1, 1986. As a result, all projects recommended under the 
CARL, Land Acquisition Trust Fund (LATFI or Save Our Coast (SOC) programs are 
evaluated for conformance with FSLAP and the Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor 
Recreation Plan. 

A summary of the FSLAP's five general guidelines and sixteen specific 
objectives under nine major resource categories (ranging from freshwater 
resources to historical resources I is included in Addendum III. By thoroughly 
evaluating projects for their conformance with FSLAP's guidelines and 
objectives, the project selection and ranking process will avoid undue 
subjectivity. The FSLAP 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 Fl or ida Natural Areas Inventory (FNAJ,~" J('b.\p"e.t~C(Ci-A~~~,~t~l t,Mt{'< H''ho. w,~ 
arlorlty ranking process. The FNAI is a "sll'lrsldiary0f.\The N~tur~t?nservancy, 
an international nonprofit organization that is Hlstr .. meAfa"}!''i¥t~preserving the 
world's biotic diversity. Funded through the CARL program since 1981 the FNAt 
maintains a comprehensive database on the status ~ distribution;~~*~~trary 
biotic communities, rare and endangered plants and animals, aquatic and marine 
habitats, geological and other natural features found within the State of 
Florida. Thl FNAI database has three prinCiple components: 

1. manual files of element occurrences, research reports and related 
materials that describe the locations and management concerns for 
monitored sp~cies and communities; 

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

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

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

The information and e~~rtise provided by the FNAI through its contractual 
agreement with th~~~~9ar~ment of Natural Resources is indispensable for 
identifying areas of potential State acquisition by analyzing their natural 
attributes, vulnerability and endangerment. Crucial tasks in the evaluation 
process that are performed in whole or in part by the FNAI include: 

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

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

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

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

5. assistance in designing projects and recommending acquisition 
priorities or phases; and 

6. other natural resource evaluations for the CARL program. 

The type and quality of the unique 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 
numerous data requests received from State and Federal agencies, organizations, 
developers, and others. The primary subject areas of previous Information 
requests have included: natural resource inventories of all.kinds, management 
plans for State lands, Development of Regional Impact reviews and other 
permitting ar regulatory impact assessments, pawer plant siting and 
transmission line corridors, highway routing, water resource development 
projects, ..wet-l-~'!i jurisdiction issues, listing of species as endangered or 
threatened, revie" of State and Federal surplus lands, -e+-hlhare oil leasing 
~es, 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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Su •• ary of the CARL Evaluation, Selection and Ranking Process 

Figure 2 (Page 17) illustrates the process for evaluating, selecti~g and 
ranking CARL proposals. A brief explanation of the steps, as identified in 
Figure 2, is provided below: 

I. Application 

Filed on form 18-IA, which may be obtained from the Evaluation Section, 
Division of State Lands, applications must be received on or before August 
I to be considered during current CARL cycle. Late applications are 
considered during the next cycle, unless they are accepted out-of-cycle by 
an affirmative vole of four or more Committee members. Applications are 
accepted from any source, which generally includes state agencies, local 
governments, conservation organizations, land owners, realtors, etc. 
Applications may be rejected if incomplete, but the sponsor is first 
notified and provided the opportunity t6 supply the e~sential {nformation. 

2. Public Presentations 

Project sponsors or their designees are encouraged to provide oral 
testimony and visual or written materials in support of proposed projects 
at public meetings held in Tallahassee. Each project sponsor is given 
fifteen minutes for presentation. Committee members may request 
additional information from sponsors. 

3. 3-Vote Meeting 

After reviewing applications (including an analysiS by the Florida Natural 
Areas lnventojyl and public testimony, the Committee votes to determine 
which proposals 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 considered during a subsequent 
cycle if reconsideration is requested 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 
Inventory (FNAI) examines applications, particularly maps showing 
boundaries, to determine the need for boundary additions or deletions 
based upon existing information within the FNAI Database, general 
topography, aerial photography, and knowledgeable sources. The FNAI 
Resource Planning Boundary IRPB) is then circulated to Committee staff 
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 RP8 developed by 
Committee staff is used to determine the exact area t~ be thoroughly 
assessed, which generally encompasses the maximum RP2. 

5. Assessment 

The area within the RPB is assessed 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 resources, 
geologic resources, water resources, etc. 

c. Archaeological and historical resources. 
d. Outdoor recreational potential, including both active and passive 

forms of recreation. 
e. Conformance with Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan, 

Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan, and State Lands Management 
Plan. 

f. Vulnerability and endangerment. 
g. Acquisition category: Environmentally'Endangered Lands or Other 

Lands. 
h. Ownership patterns and ease of acquisition 
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i. Estimated cost with respect to availability of other funding, 
alternative acquisition techniques, management costs, etc. 

j. Suitability and proposed use, including functional usability, 
manageability, and designated management agencies. 

k. Precise location relative to urban areas, Areas of Critical State 
Concern, an~ 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. 

6. 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 a proposed project. The Committee may direct staff to 
modify the assessment or RPB for any project proposal before approval. 

7. Public Hearings 

Following Committee approval of the project assessments, project sponsors 
are sent notices of forthcoming public hearings to be held at several 
locations throughout the ~tate. These hearings are scheduled to obtain 
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. Additionally, notices are mailed to all 
legislators, county planning departments, and others on the CARL mailing 
list that is maintained by the Evaluation Section. 

8. 4-Vote Meeting 

After reviewing public testimony and other 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 fewer than four votes may be considered during 
a subsequent cycle if reconsideration is requested in writing. 

9. 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 Design analyzes ownership patterns, regulatory controls, 
alternative acquiSition techniques, and related factors which may affect 
boundary consideratioos and the ease of acquisition. The initi~l draft of 
the Project Design is prepared by a team composed of representatives of 
three Bureaus within the Division of State lands: land AcquiSition, 
Survey and Mapping, and Appraisal, as well as a representative from the 
proposed management agency. Primary considerations during the Project 
DeSign include: 

a. Cost-benefit analysis and recommendation. 
b. Sovereignty and existing public ownership. 
c. Private ownerships and prospective development plans which endanger 

resource values. 
d. Information On trends regarding future development, including zoni~g 

changes, annexations, and extension of utilities. 
e. Coordination with the land acquisition programs of other agencies or 

organizations (e.g., lederal, other state, water management 
districts, local governments, The Nature Conservancy, the Trust for 
Public Lands, and others). 
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The draft Project Design is then submitted to the FNAI, the Committee 
staff, and t~" the proposed management agencies for final review and for 
recommendations on acquisition phasing. A time sequence for acquisition 
is recommended in order to acquire the most critical parceli first,. with 
primary consideration given to resource management concerns and pa~oels' 
endang.rment and vulnerability. Additionally, acquisitions whic~ exceed 
budgetary limitations can be divided, according to relative resource 
importance, into phases that coincide with fiscal years. 

10. Committee Review 

Each Project Design, including the deSign map, proposed phasing, and 
recommended acqui"sition techniques, is evaluated by the Committee to 
determine if any modifications are required. 

11. Second 4-Vote Meeting 

After the Committee approves each Project Design, the Committee votes to. 
determine which projects shall become CARL projects. Only projects that 
receive four or more votes at this step will become CARL projects. 
Projects receiving fewer than four votes may be reconsidered during a 
SUbsequent cycle if requested in writing. 

12. 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 
several means: 

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

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

c. Projects with exceptional resource value, those that are especially 
endangered by development, or those providing bargain sale 
opportunities may be inserted into the list at an appropriate rank by 
affirmative vote of four or more committee members. 

13. Boundary Map 

Before a project can be placed on a CARL Priority List that is presented 
to the Board, it must have a Boundary Map completed which conforms to 
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. " 

14. 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 Annual Report during the first Board meeting in July. 
The Board may approve the list or strike individual projects .from the 
list, but they cannot otherwise alter the priority ranking of projects. 
The Board must act upon the Committee's list within 45 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 Priority List. 
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Figure 2: Flowc_h~rt of the CARL Program Evaluation, Selection and- Ranking 
Process 
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Su •• ary of Selection Co •• ittee Actions - Fiscal Year 198b-87* 

The Land Acquisiti~n Selection Committee held 14 meetings during Fiscal Year 
1986-871 (Table 6 and Addendum IV). Five of these meetings were.p~blic 
hearings in ~hich the general public, particularly sponsors of CARL proposals, 
were invited to speak. Nine of the Selection Committee meetings also Jncluded 
State Recr~ation and Parks Land Acquisition Program (SOC and LATF) ·agenda 
items. 

Table 6: Land Acquisition Selection Committee Meeting Dates Fiscal Year 1986-7 

Date Agenda Location 

07-25-86 CARl/SOC Tallahassee 
09-18-86 CARL Tallahassee 
09-19-86 CARl/SOC Tall ahassee 
10-24-86 CARL Tallahassee 
11-12-86 CARLI SOC Tallahassee 
11-21-86 CARl/SOC Tallahassee 
12-19-86 CARl/SOC Tallahassee 
02-02-87 WORKSHOP Tallahassee 
03-24-87 CARLI SOC Tallahassee 
05-11-87 CARLI SOC Tallahassee 
05-18-87 CARL Boca Raton 
05-20-87 CARL Tampa 
05-22-87 CARL Tallahassee 
05-29-87 CARL/SOC Tallahassee 
07-01-87 CARLI SOC Tall ahassee 

NOTE: Meeting Summaries included in Addendum I V. 

All Selection Committee meetings were advertised in the Florida Administrative 
Weekly as required by statute. Agendas for three public hearings (for 
receiving testimony on proposals being assessed and projects on a preliminary 
priority list) were also advertised in prominent newspapers throughout the 
State. Additionally, all county governments, many city governments, State 
legislatures, regional planning councilS, water management districts, 
conservation organizations, and many other interested individuals were notified 
of forthcoming 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 Committee meetings, overall, occurred on 
October 24, 1986, and May 29, 1987. On October 24, 1986, the Committee voted 
to assess 24 of the 51 applications reviewed (Addendum IV). In addition to 
these 24, staff was instructed to prepare three more assessments duri~~ Fiscal 
Year 1986-87: Apalachicola River and 8ay, Rainbow River I~obert's Tractl, and 
8ig Bend SOC project (Table 7). Thus, 27 project assessments were prepared by 
staff and approved by the Committee during Fiscal Year 1986-87 (Table 8, Figure 
3) • 

* Includes July 1, 1987, meeting which was scheduled to conduct Fiscal Year 
1986-87 busines •. 
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Table 7: CARL Applications Revi~wed During Fiscal Year \986-87 
A. Applications Approved for Full Review (Assessment) 

Pr 0 j ec t 

Pinhook Swamp 
St. Martin's River 
Golden Gate Estate Addition 
Deering Estate Addition 
The Broward Island 
Cedar Point 
Princess Place 
Apalachicola River and Bayl 
Gadsden County Glades 
Waccasassa Flats State Forest 
Chassahowitzka ~ Weeki Wachee 

Coastal Wetlands 
Highlands Hammock State Park 

Addition 
Cockroach 8ay Islands 
El Destino Plantation 
Rainbow River (Robert's) 
Curry Hammocks 
Little Torch Key 
Upper Matecumbe 
Key West Salt Ponds 
Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 

Addition 
Vamato Scrub 
Wetstone/8erkovitz 
Garcon Point 
Pond Creek Corridor 
Big Bend! 
Mashes Sands 
Deer Lake Parcel 

Project No. 

860805-02-1 
850624-09-1 
860801-11-1 
860730-13-1 
860731-16-1 
860801-16-1 
860715-18-1 
850801-19-2 
860804-20-1 
860804-21-1 
860730-27-1 

860916-28-1 

800516-29-3 
860812-33-1 
86080\-42-1 
860711-44-1 
850624-44-1 
850624-44-2 
810527-44-1 
860804-49-1 

840823-50-1 
8001312-51-1 
860605-57-1 
861010-57-1 
870324-62-1 
860801-65-1 
860801-66-1 

B. Applications Not Approved for Full Review 

Project 

St. Michael's Landing 
A. Dupont Estate 
Megaloudis Property 
Fisher Island 
Miami Canal Linear Park 
Card Sound Tract 
McGirts Creek Stream Valley 
N. G. Wade Tract 
Carpenter's Creek 
N. E. Shore Perdido 8ay 
Marineland 
Corry/University of Florida 

Tract 
Chambers Island 
South Fork St. Lucie River 
Camp Soule 
Auburn Property at Goodwin 

Beach 
Rattlesnake/Hernandez Island 
Guana River 
Withlacoochee River/Princes' 

Lake 
Little River Springs ",reage 
Piney Island 
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Project No. 

860313-03-1 
800521-05-1 
860904-09-\ 
860725-13-\ 
860826-13-1 
860903-13-1 
800519-16-3 
810701-16-3 
860801-17-2 
800606-17-1 
850206-18-1 
860731-19-1 

820407-38-1 
800514-43-2 
800513-52-1 
860731-55-1 

820929-55-1 
830907-55-1 
840829-bO-1 

860725-bl-! 
840406-65-1 

County 

Baker 
Citrus 
Collier 
Dade 
Duval 
Duval 
Flagler 
Franklin 
Gadsden 
Gilchrist 
Herli·ando 

Highlands 

Hillsborough 
Jeff er son 
Marion 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Osceola 

Palm Beach 
Pasco 
Santa Rosa 
Santa Rosa 
Taylor 
Wakulla 
Walton 

County 

Bay 
Brevard 
Citrus 
Dade 
Dade 
Dade 
Duval 
Duval 
Escambia 
Escambia 
Flagler 
Franklin 

Levy 
Mar ti n 
Pinellas 
St. Johns 

St. Johns 
St. Johns 
Sumter 

Suwannee 
Wakulla 



Table 7: CARL Applications Reviewed During Fiscal Year 1986-87 (Continuedl 
c. ADolieatiDns Reviewed But Not Aeted Upon 

Project 

Alligator Creek I. 
Sawpit Creek 
Escambia Bay Bluffs Addition 
Rattlesnake lsland!!_ 
Priest/Ledbetter Tract 
Pine Island Ridge 
DeSoto Site (Martin Tractl 

Project No. 

860812-08-1 
800618-16-1 
860801-17-1 
840413-27-1 
860725-50- 1 
870518-06-1 

u** 

County' 

Charlotte 
Duval' 
Escambia 
Hernando 
Palm Beach 
8roward 
Leon 

i No formal application; prepared at the request of the Committee and Board. 
*1 Application reviewed, then added to Charlotte Harbor boundary 10-24-86. 

*1* Combined with Chassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee for fulf review 10-24-86. 
**** Application not received, but summary of proposal presented 5-29-87. 
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FIGURE 3 

PROPOSALS ASSESSED DURING F.Y. 1986-87 

<:> APPROVE~ FOR PROJECT DESIGN 

~ NOT APPROVED FOR PROJECT DESIGN 
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Table 8: Projec-t- Assessments Prepared and Reviewed by the Land Acqui"sition 
Selection Committee During Fiscal Year 1986-87. 

A. Projects Approved for Preparation of Project Designs (clrclesi 

Map 
_#-

I. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
II. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
1 7. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

Project Name 

Garcon Poi nt 
Gadsden County Glades 
Mashes Sands Addition 
EI Destino Plantation 
Waccasassa Flats 
Big Bend -
Cedar Point 
Princess Place 
Rainbow River 
St. Martin's River 
Wetstone/Berkovitz 
Cockroach Bay [slands 
Highlands Hammock 
Three/Pr'irie Lakes 
Yamato Scrub 
Deering Estate Add. 
Curr y Hammoc ks 
Little Torch Key 
Key West Salt Ponds 
Apalachicola River and 

Bay 

County 

Santa Rosa 
Gadsden 
Wakulla 
Jeff er son 
Gilchrist 
Taylor 
Duval 
Flagler 
Marion 
Citrus 
Pasco 
Hi II sborough 
Highlaneds 
Osceola 
Palm Beach 
Dade 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Frankl in 

Date 
Approved 

05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
05-29-87 
11-21-86 
11-21-86 

8. Projects Not Approved for Project Design (trianglesi 

Map Date 
_#- Project Name County Considered 

I. Pond Creek Corridor Santa Rosa 05-29-87 
2. Deer Lake Parcel Walton 05-29-87 
3. Pinhook Swamp Baker 05-29-87 
4. Broward Islands Duval 05-29-87 
s. Chassahowitzka and Hernando 05-29-87 

Weeki Wachee 
6. Golden Gate Addition Collier 05-29-87 
7. Upper Matecumbe Monroe 05-29-87 
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On May 29, 1987, the Committee took two major actions: 

1. They voted to prepare project designs for 18 of 25 assessed pr.oposals 
(Addendum IV). They also approved the project design and boundary maps 
for Key West Salt Ponds, Apalachicola River and aay (Phase 1), and-Qadsden 
County- GI ades, bringing the total number of project designs appro-ved for 
ranking during Fiscal Year 1986-87 to 12 (Table 9--A). Modifications of 
six project design boundary maps were also approved during Fiscal -Year 
1986-87 (Table 9-8). -

Table 9: Proiect Designs Prepared During Fiscal Year 1986-87 
A. Project Designs Approved by Selection Committee 

Project Name 

Stark Tract 
Old Leon Moss 
Miami Rockridge Pinelands 
Madden'S Hammock' 
Warm Mineral Springs 
Seminole Springs 
Carlton Half Moon Ranch 
Mullet Creek Islands 
Woody Property 
Key West Salt Ponds 
Apalachicola River and Bay, Phase I 
Gadsden County Glades 

County 

Volusia 
Palm Beach 
Dade 
Dade 
Sarasota 
Lake 
Sumter 
Brevard 
Volusia 
Monroe 
Franklin 
Gadsden 

B. Project Designs Modified Durino Fiscal Year 1986-87 

Project Name 

Charlotte Harbor 
Silver River 
Crystal River 
Spring Hammock 
Apalachicola River and 8ay, Phase I 

Coupon Bight 
Gasparilla Island 
Apalachicola Historic Working 

WaterfrontU 
Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands* 
Key West Salt Ponds 

County 

Charlotte 
Marion 
Citrus 
Seminole 
Franklin 

Monroe 
Lee 
Franklin 

Dade 
Monroe 

Date 
Approved 

10-24-86 
11--12-'86 
11-12-B6 
11-12-86 
11-12-86 
11-21-86 
11-21-86 
11-21-86 
1\-21-86 
1\-21-86 
5-11-87 
5-29-87 

Date 
Aporoved 

10-24-86 
12-19-86 
3-24-87 
3-24-87 
5-29-87 
7- 1-87 
3-24-87 

11-12-86 
5-11-87 

1\-12-86 
5-29-87 

* Madden's Hammock was added to the existing Tropical Hammocks of the_ Redlands 
CARL project. 

** Project design for this project was not been approved by Selection 
Committee; Department of Community Affairs and Divisiori of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State are cooperating on development of a 
revised project design for Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront. 
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FIGURE 4 

PROJECTS RECOMMENDED FOR 

REMOVAL FROM 1986 PRIORITY LIST 

<:) COMPLETED PROJECTS 

~ LESS THAN $250,000 

c:J UNWILLING OWNERS, etc_ 
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2. They reranked the entire li5t of 64 CARL project5 IAddenda IVI. Six 
projects that-were on tne 1986 priority list were not ranked, because 
acqui5ition had been completed, or their remaining value was u-n-der 
$250,000 ITable 10-A, Figure 41. Five of the reranked project5 were also 
removed during the July 1, 1987, meeting <Table 10-81. Thus, the 1.987 
CARL Priority List recommended by the Land Acquisition Selection £ommittee 
is composed of 59 projects ISee Pages 37-3041. 

Table 10: Project Recommended for Removal from 1986 CARL Priority List 
A. 

Map 
No. 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

6. 

Unranked During 1987 

Project Name 11986 Rankl 

Westlake (1) 

Bower Tract (221 
Deering Hammock (241 
Windley Key Quarry (281 
Whi te Belt Ranch (451 

Lake Arbuckle (181 

B. Ranked During 1987 

Map 
No. 

7. 
B. 

9. 
10. 

11. 

Project Name 11987 Rankl 

Tsala Apopka (471 
Big Mound 1571 

Gaspari 11 a 1581 
Owens-Illinois (63) 

Lake Forest 1641 

County 

Br owar d 
Hillsborough 
Dade 
Monroe 
Palm Beach 

Polk 

County 

Citr\1s 
Palm Beach 

Lee 
Di .. e 

Or ange 

Reason 

_AcquiSition Complete 
Acquisition Complete 
Acquisition COmplete 
Acquisition Complete 
Water Management 

District acquired 
( $250,000 

Reason 

Un",illing Owner 
Game & Fre5h Water 

Fish Commis5ion 
Acquiring 

Unwilling Owner 
Board Rejected 

Contract 
Water Management 

District acquired 

In addition to the meetings summarized in Addendum IV, the Selection Committee 
also participated in a workshop that was conducted by the Governor and Cabinet 
on February 2, 19B7. The primary purpose of the workshop was to review the 
State's land selection, ranking, and acquisition procedures for the SOC, LATF, 
and CARL program5. Several topics were discussed, but emphasis was placed on 
p6tential 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 discussed the workshop 
issues during several Committee meetings and approved a final draft on July 1, 
19B7, ~hich the Department of Natural Resources.will incorporate into policy 
recommendations to be presented to the Board in Fiscal Year 1987-B8. 
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FUTURE OF THE CARL PRDSRA" 

Several actions were taken by the Board and the Legislature during ~iscal Year 
1986-87 to improve the CARL program. Additionally, refinements of evaluation, 
selection, and project design procedures, among others, were initiated by the 
Committee ahd/or the Division of State Lands. Continued e.amination ~ all 
steps involved in the CARL program, which was stimulated substantially by 
discussions during the February 2, 1987, Governor and Cabinet Workshop ~n land 
acquisi~n, will effect additional program improvements in the forthcoming 
year. The following 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 to improve the CARL program. 

1987 Legislation: 

Si, bills that directly influence the CARL program were promulgated by the 1987 
Legislature and signed into law by Governor Martinez: 

Chapter 87-96 (Senate Bill 711): 

• The funding base for the CARL Trust Fund, as defined in Section 253.023, 
F.S., 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 from e.cise ta.es on the severance of minerals (primarily 
phosphate), oil, gas, and sulfur. With the recent decline in pho,sphate 
production, however, the CARL Trust Fund was threatened with a reduction 
in proceeds at the same time that conservation and recreation land 
acquisition demands were increasing. 

Under the 1987 Legislation the CARL Trust Fund will receive the following 
proceeds: 

July 1, 1987, to July 31, 19B7 - 9.8 percent of the e.cise 
tax ,on documents as defined in Chapter' 201, F.S. 

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

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

t The $40 million limit on the annual allocation to the CARL Trust Fund 
(Section 253.023(21 (ai, F.S., 1986 Supplement! was removed 50 that the 
CARL Trust Fund can now accrue funds in e,cess of $40 million. 

t The CARL bonding provisions (Section 253.023(2) (bl, F.S., 1966 Supplement.) 
were modified (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 only to acquire lands at 707. or Jess of their 
appraised value. 

Page 29 



Chapter 87-98 (Senate Bi 11 1325): 

• 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 11: General Appropriations from CARL (Senate Bill 1325) 
App. 
_#___ Descriotion 

1450 
1452 
1455 
1457 
1458 
1459 
1485 
1487 
1490 
1923 
1928 

1494 

State lands (Salaries and Benefits) 
State lands (Expenses) 
State lands (Natural Areas Inventory) 
Transfer to DHR (San luis Fort and Mission) 
Transfer to DOF (Incidental Trust Fund) 
Transfer to GFC (Management of CARL lands) 
Recreation and Parks (Salaries and Benefits) 
Recreation and Parks (Expenses) 
Recreation and Parks (Operating Capital Outlay) 
State Lands (Fixed Capital Outlay, land Acquisition) 
Recreation and Parks (Fixed Capital Outlay, land Acq.) 

SUBTOTAL (Management, etc.) 
SUBTOTAL (land Acquisition) 

Recreation and Parks (Debt Service, from LATF) 

•.• Also included is $10,000,000 as the first year's 
debt service for $80,000,000 Conservation and 
Recreational lands Bonds as required by s. 375.051, F.S. 

Chapter 87-307 and 87-319 (Senate Bills 312 and 560): 

Amount 

$ 29,333 
23,474 

258,960 
204,364 
141,771 
B61,484 
363,581 
130,916 
235,503 

38,701,538 
80,000,000 

$ 2,267,386 
$J18,701,538 

$ 41,732,548 

• The timing for the initiation of negotiations (Section 253.025(5) (A), 
F.S.) was revised to begin within six months of when the Division of State 
lands approves appraisals of the property instead ot within 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 (6), F.S., was waived 
for: (1) properties assessed by the county property appraiser at $5,000 
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: 

1. Josslyn Island 
2. Rookery 8ay (except 1985 project design additions) 
3. Cayo Costa/North Captiva 
4. Fakahatchee Strand 
5. Mound Key State Archaeological Site within Estero Bay 
6. Charlotte Harbor (except the Alligator Creek parcels) 
7. Julington/Durbin Creek Peninsula 
8. Coopers Point 
9. Rotenberger - Holey Land 
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Authority for exercising eminent domain was granted until September 1, 
1993 for the" following CARL projects: 

1. North Peninsula Tract 
2. Barnacle Addition 
3, South Golden Gate Addition within Save Our Everglades 

Actions of the Board and the Co •• ittee 

• One of the most important actions taken by the Board and the Selection 
Committee during Fiscal Year 1986-87 was the scheduling of a public 
workshop on February 2, 1987, to discuss the State's land acquisition 
programs (CARL, SOC, and LATFl. Several pertinent issues were addressed, 
of whiCh the Selection Committee was directed to provide recommendations 
for improving the land acquisition process. In this regard, Committee 
staff and the Division of State Lands expended numero~s hours discussing 
and developing specific recommendations for the issues raised. Three 
public meetings were also held by the Committee to openly discuss these. 
issues and other Land Acquisition Selection Committee business. On July 
I, 1987, the Committee approved the final version of the workshop 
recommendations with Some modifications and requested that the Division of 
State lands further evaluate some specific COncerns relating to prior 
commitments and acquisitions in progress. 

The most important issues addressed, for which specific recommendations were 
made, include the fallowing: 

1. Acquisition efforts should be concentrated ~n 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 acquisition list. 

3. Cooperation with local governments, althoug~ already significant, 
Should be increased. 

4. Better coordination with the Department of Transportation should be 
established to avoid potential conflicts. 

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

• With regards to Issue H5 above, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee 
has made SUbstantial progress during Fiscal Year 1986-87, establishing 
procedures that should have major ramifications on future acquisition 
proposals. The Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan, as approved by 
the Board on July 1, 1986, was employed by the Committee to evaluate 
projects on the 1986 CARL priority list and all new proposals that were 
assessed (Addendum IV). The Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan 
conformance evaluation serves as a foundation an whi~h s~lection and 
ranking decisions may be based. It is not meant to be the "final word" 
for these deciSions, but it provides the Land Acquisition Selection 
Committee with a conCise, comprehensive, and comparative analysis of 
projects and proposals being considered. 

• From a financial perspective, the primary action taken by the Board during 
Fiscal Year 1986-87 was the March 17, 1987, resolution to: 

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

2. direct the Division of Bond Finance to proceed with the issuance of 
$35 million in CARL bonds, and 

3. direct the Department of Natural Resources to pursue authorization 
for debt service on an additional $35 ~illion in CARL bonds. 
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The restructuring of the CARL funding source by the legislature, described 
above, was largely a response to the Bdard's interest in securing a more stable 
funding source for the issuance of the CARL bonds. Under the previous fundi~9 
via excise taxes on the severance of minerals (primarily phosphatel, the 
proposed CARL bonding ~as receiving poor ratings from the financial 
institutions involved, The revised funding source should enhance the CARL bqnd 
ratings and, therefore, provide an additional $35 million in acquisition funds 
in the near future. A second $35 million in CARL bonds may also be issued 
before the end of Fiscal Year 1987-88, depending upon the success of the first 
CARL bond series. Thus, the dismal prospects of insufficient acquisition funds 
has been reversed, providing for a promising future of CARL acquisitions in 
Fiscal Year 1987-88. 

• Several purchase agreements and option contracts were approved by the. 
Board during Fiscal Year 1986-B7. In fact, the Division of State Lands 
closed on nearly 10,000 acres of CARL properties at a cost of over $42 
million lTable 3, Addendum III. Additionally, the Board authorized option 
contracts for another 19,000 acres, committing $17.B5 million, for their 
acquisition from future CARL proceeds ITable 121. This commitment of 
future proceeds will reduce the available acquisition funds for new CARL 
projects, but it illustrates the ingenuity of the Division of State Lands 
and the Board in obtainina conservation and recreation lands for tomorrow 
at today's prices. 

Table 12: Offers Made and Accepted But Nat Closed 

Project 

Brown/Big Shoals 
Canaveral Industrial 
Cava Costa/N. Captiva 
Cayo Casta/N. Capti va 
Cayo Costa/No Captiva 
Cayo Casta/N. Captiva 
Cayo Casta/N. Captiva 
Fakanatchee Strand 
Homosassa 
Lower Wacissa/Aucilla 
North Peninsula 
North Peninsula 
Peacock Slough 
Rookery Bay 
Rotenberger/Haley Land 
Samson Point 
Spring Hammock 
Spr i ng Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammack 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spr ing Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Stoney Lane 
South Savannas 
St. John's Forest 
Wakulla Springs 

Total Authari,~d In 
Fiscal Year 1986-87 

Total Q~tstandinq 

County 

Hamilton 
Brevard 
Lee 
Lee 
Lee 
Lee 
Lee 
Collier 
Citrus 
Jefferson 
Valusia 
Vol usia 
Suwannee 
Collier 
Palm Beach 
Ma.rion 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Seminole 
Citrus 
Martin 
Lake/Volusia 
Wakulla 

Date 
Authorized 

07-01-86 
12-16-86 
09-04-86 
05-20-86 
03-17-87 
03-17-87 
03-17-87 
10-07-86 
11-18-86 
07-01-86 
09-23-86 
04-02-87 
05-19-87 
05-22-84 
06-16-87 
12-16-86 
12-02-86 
04-22-86 
06-27-87 
04-22-86 
06-16-87 
06-16-87 
06-16-87 
06-16-87 
06-17-86 
12-02-86 
06-17-86 
02-17-B7 
11-18-86 
12-16-86 
01-21-86 
06-03-86 

Acreage 

i 
2,666.00 

4.96 
.30 
.16 
.32 
. 16 

700.00 
150.00 

13,179.00 

* 13.20 
40.00 
13.50 
10.00 

133.83 
.69 

17.50 
5.00 

234.60 
279.42 

* 
* 
* 9.30 

* 1.30 
3.75 

1,749.00 
3.40 

2,260.00 
2,902.00 

Amount 

$ 3,371,742 
953,425 
256,550 

5,600 
2,000 
2,400 
3,900 

500,000 
3,449,600 
4,637,589 

514,000 
418,500 
42,500 
91,800 
4,500 

267,660 
10,700 

259,979 
46,464 

705,600 
1,883,650 

126,900 
512,445 

24,675 
120,510 
150,000 
69,400 
30,600 

635,130 
9,500 

881,400 
7,150,000 

18,938.89 $17,854,430 

24,377.39 $27,138,719 

* Option payment; acreage figured in oreviaus year's closing. 
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I The 1986 Legislature revised Section 253.023(11) to require that 10 
percent of the moneys cfedited to the CARL Trust Fund be rese(ved' for 
management purposes. To facilitate equitable decisions on hO •. lo allocate 
CARL management funds, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee devised 
procedures for revie~ing agency management requests and for making:: 
recomm"E!ndations to the Board. These procedures were incorporated- into 
Rule 18-8, F.A.C., by the Committee on November 21, 1986, but require some 
minor modifications before they can be submitted to the Board for 1inal 
approval. 

• Two other improvements to the CARL program that are currently being 
studied by the Commi ttee staff include: 

1. CARL application form 18-1A is bei~g revised so that the information 
received will correspond more closely with the Florida Statewide Land 
Acquisition Plan oajectives and guidelines, as w~ll as th~ essential 
information required for thorough evaluation of proposals and the 
eventual preparation of project designs. Once implemented, these. _ 
revisions shoul~ increase substantially the efficiency and accuracy 
of the CARL evaluation and selection process. 

2. During Fiscal Year 198b-87, Committee staff revised the 
organizational outline for preparing assessments of CARL applications 
that received three or more votes from the Land Acquisition Selection 
Committee. The new outline for assessments corresponds closely with 
the guidelines and objectives described in the Florida Statewide Land 
Acquisition Plan and, therefore, should facilitate the Flori~a 
Statewide Land Acquisition Plan conformance evaluation process that 
is to be conducted on all new proposals. If practical, the method of 
assessing CARL proposals, which presently involves assigning each 
assessment to one or two agencies, may also be revised. Ideally, 
each agency should be assigned to independently evaluate their 
respective areas of e.pertise for each CARL proposal assessed, as is 
currently performed by the Division of Historical Resources of the 
Department of State for the archaeological ~nd historical resources. 
Thus, each assessment would become a comvosite analysis of all the 
agencies represented on the Committee. 

Depart.ent of Natural Resources and the Division of State Lands 
Poli£ies and Procedures 

In addition to the Department of Natural Resources' involvement in the 
proceeding Legislative, Board, and Committee improvements of the CARL program, 
several other procedural improvements were implemented or were being considered 
by the Department of Natural Resources during Fiscal Year 1986-67. 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, Divisio~ 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 information was significantly enhanced through purchase of 
the REDI service and an engineering printer (copier). 

• Another improvement in the acquisition process, whith will is being 
studied, will simplify and make less costly the initial preparation of 
boundary maps. After the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approves a 
final project deSign, the Bureau of Survey and Mapping, Division of State 
Lands, wi 11 prepare a one sheet aeri al map of the entire project area 
showing ownership lines and estimated acreages. This map will be based on 
information developed during the project design process and on county tax 
aerials and maps, when available. After aporoval of the CARL priority 
list by the Board the Bureau will obtain a more comprehensive map, 
suitable for appraisal 
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purposes, for a portion of the project area coinciding with the 
acquisition phasing ret6mmendatio~s 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 lor the completion of 
boundary maps before projects can be placed on the CARL priority list 
(Section 259.035(21 (ai, F.S.I. 

• A four day workshop on the State's land acquisition procedures was 
conducted by the Bureau of Land Acquisition, Division of State lands, from 
February 19, 1987, to 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 stalf, Selection 
Committee stafl, Cabinet Aides, representatives 01 the Nature Conservancy 
and the Trust for Public Lands, acquisition agents from several water 
Management Districts and the Department of General Services, and others._ 
Workshops of this nature will be conducted in future years to induce 
greater coordination of acquisition efforts among those involved. 

• 8etter coordination with county governments (both county commissions and 
county planning departments I , regional planning councils, and water 
management districts, was achieved this year via an update of the CARL 
mailing list maintained by the Evaluation Section, Division of State 
Lands. Additionally, all water manageient districts and regional planning 
councils were supplied with copies of the 1986 CARL Annual Report. 
Similar efforts are planned for Fiscal Year 1987-88, especially with 
regards to county governments, wham we plan to send: 

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

2. a letter from the Selection Committee Chair inviting submission of 
CARL applications, and 

3. information an CARL projects, proposals and applications within their 
respective jurisdictions. 

Additionally, the Evaluation Section plans to send copies of CARL 
assessments to project Sponsors prior to public hearings so that they will 
have an opportunity to comment on the Committee's evaluation of these 
projects. 

• Because of the increased complexity of the CARL program procedures, the 
Selection Committee needs more time to review CARL agendas and backup 
materials. Thus, the Department 01 Natural Resources is currently 
developing 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 Resou-rces 
advisory committee to review and make recommendations on major CARL 
issues, such as selection and ranking 01 projects. 
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CONCLUSION 

The CARL program has evol",d substantially since its inception in 1-9}9. In 
general, it has grown much more complex in order to fairly consider and 
evaluate the numerous CARL applications and proposal.s received. The ne~essity 
for further" land acquisition, and especially acquisition an such a.highly 
selective basis, confronts Florida's CARL program with two major problems. 
First Is the matter of cast: virtually all land in Florida today is ex~enslve, 
and the long-range cost trend will continue to be upward. Moreover, 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 problem is the competition for 
these choice lands. It is closely related to the first problem, as other land 
uses and land speculation generally increase property values. However, the 
problem of competition for lands is even more critical than that of cost, 
because the results are usually irrevocable; once a prime conservation area is 
developed for residential, industrial, or commercial uses, it is effectively 
lost forever as a possible conservation and recreation land. 

The increased funding that .as authorized by the 1987 Legislature and signed 
into the Laws of Florida by the Governor is a clear indication of their 
commitment to the acquisition ot conservation and recreation land~. 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 
concerns and procedures for conserving its dwindling natural and cultural 
resources. It is through the combined efforts at state, federal, and 'Iocal 
governments, and of prjvate non-profit organizations such as The Nature 
Conservancy and the Trust for Public Lands, that we will be able to accomplish 
the goals and objectives of the CARL program. 
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PROJECTS 

FIGURE 5 

PRIORITY LIST ON THE 1987 

PRIORITY NUMBER 

'-I 
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1987 CARL PRIORITY LIST 
(As- Approved by LASC on July 1, 1987l 

1. North Key Largo Hammocks (Monroe County) 
2. Fakahatchee Strand (Collier County) 
4. Lo .. er Apalachicola (Franklin Countyi 
5. Cayo Costa Island (Lee County) 
6. Rookery Bay (Collier County) 
7. Crystal River (Citrus County) 
8. Charlotte Harbor (Charlotte County) 
9. Wacissa and Aucilla River Sinks (Jefferson County) 

10. South Savannas (Martin/St. Lucie Counties) 
11. Stark Tract (Vol usia County) 
12. Lochloosa Wildlife (Alachua County) 
13. Wakulla Springs (Wakulla County) 
14. Coupon Bight (Monroe County) 
15. Spring Hammock (Seminole County) 
16. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands (Dade County) 
17. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub (Polk County) 
lB. Save Our Everglades (Collier County) 
20. Seminole Springs (Lake County) 
21. Miami Rockridge Pinelands (Dade County) 
22. Big Shoals Corridor (Columbia/Hamilton Counties) 
23. Chassahowitzka Swamp (Hernando/Citrus Counties) 
24. North Peninsula (Volusia County) 
25. SilVlOr River (Marion County) 
2.. Carlton Half-Moan Rancn (Sumter County) 
27. St. Johns River (Lake County) 
28. Escambia Bay Bluffs (Escambia County) 
29. Peacock Slough (Suwannee County) 
30. Horrs Island (Collier County) 
31. Andrews Tract (Levy Countyl 
32. Estero Bay (Le'e County) 
33. Warm Mineral Springs (Sarasota County) 
34. Key West Salt Ponds (Monroe County) 
35. Withlacoochee (Sumter County) 
36. Julington/Durbin Creeks (Duval County) 
37. The Barnacle Addition (Dade 'County) 
38. B.M.K. Ranch (Lake County) 
39. Josslyn Island (Lee County I 
40. Homosassa Springs (Citrus County) 
41. Bluehead Ranch (Highlands County)~ 
42. Rotenberger (Palm Beach County) 
43. Mullet Creek Islands (Brevard County) 
44. Stoney-Lane (Citrus County) 
45. Cedar Key Scrub (Levy County) 
46. £.eralda Marsh (Lake County) 
47. Canaveral Industrial Park (Brevard County) 
48. Paynes Prairie (Alachua County) 
49. Woody Property (Voiusia County) 
SO. Manatee Estech (Manatee County) 
St. Old Leon Moss Ranch <Palm Beach County) 
52. Galt Island (Lee County) 
53. East Everglades (Dade County) 
54. Good"ood (Leon County) 
55. Cooper's Point (Pinellas County) 
56. Emerald Springs (Bay County) 
57. Cotee Point (Pasco County) 
sa. Sandpiper Cove (Lee County) 
59. Samson Point (Marion County) 

The following projects ~ill be added at their assigned priorities 
~hen their boundary maps are completed later this year. 

3. Apalachicola River & Bay, Phase I (Franklin County) 
19. Gadsden County Glades (Gadsden County)_ 

PAGE 
41 
47-
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57 
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69 
75 
79 
85 
91 
97 

103 
109 
113 
117 
123 
127 
135 
141 ' 
145 
151 
157" 
101-
105 
169 
173 
177 
191 
185 
lBq 
193 
197 
203 
207 
211 
215 
219 
223 
227 
231 
235 
239, 
243 

, 247-
251 
255 
259 
263 
267 
271 
275 
281 
2B5 
289 
293 
297 
301 

to the Ii st---

307 
317 

The following project will be ranked and added to the list when its boundary 
map and project design are completed later this year. 

Apalachicola Historic Working ~aterfront (Franklin County) 
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PROJECT SU""ARIES 

The fallowing project analyses summarize the information that is -detailed more 
fully in the assessments for those projects which were recommended by the Land 
Acquisition. Selection Committee for the 1987 Conservation and Recreation Lands 
ICARLI Priority List. Each project summary contains: project nami, county, 
acreage, ta, assessed value, and map. The summaries also list or briefly 
describe each project's: III proposed public purpose for acquisition, ,21 
manager, 131 proposed use, 141 location, 15) resources, (61 ownership, 171 
vulnerability and endangerment, 181 acquisition planning, 191 estimated casts, 
(101 local and general support, and 1111 proposed management practices. 
Additionally, some summaries include categories entitle 'Eminent Domain' and 
"Other' for projects which have Legislative authority for condemnation and for 
those with significant additional information, respectively. The fallowing 
represents a brief e'planation of each of the categories contained in the 
project analyses: 

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

Ta, Assessed Value reflects the county's assessed value of the acreage not yet 
purchased or under aptian to be purchased. Most values are the most 
recent ta, assessed values. Values for larger acreage tracts and those 
with multiple owners and recorded and unrecorded subdivisions are 
sometimes estimates. These estimates are based on information from county 
property appraisers and from average per 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 option for State acquisition. Property within, adjacent, or near 
the project area which is owned by another public agency or non-profit 
organization is also shown. 

Recommended Public Purpose e'plains which of the two major CARL acquisition 
categories (Introduction, Page 3) are applicable and the primary reason 
for acquisition. 

Manager lists the lead and cooperating State or local agencies deSignated ta 
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 Aquatic Preserves, State Botanical or Geological Sites, State 
Recreation Areas, State Archaeological or Historical Sites, Wildlife 
Management Areas, Wildlife Refuges, and State Forests. Under certain 
circumstances, they may also be managed as a County or City Na~u~~ Park, 
Environmental Education Center, Etc. 

location lists the county and general geographic 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 contains a brief synopsis of the significant resources on 
the tract, including natural communities, endangered species, 
archaeological or historical sites, game and nongame species, hydrological 
systems, recreational and timber management potential. 

Ownership lists the number of acres acquired by the State and other public ale 

nonprofit organizations, and the number of remaining owners. 

Vulnerability and Endangerment describe the susceptibility of the project to 
natural and man-made disturbances and the imminence or threat of such 
degradation. 
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Acquisition Planning. Since the 1984-85 CARL evaluation cycle, the Land 
Acquisition Selection Cbmmittee a~d 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 ISee Pages 11-171. Resource planning boundaries and project designs 
have also been p~epared for a fe. of the older projects on the list. If a 
project has gone through this planning process, the results are summarized 
under this heading. 

Estimated Costs reIterates ta. 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 
re~uested management funds are provided when available. 

Local Support and General Endorsements is a tabulation of support letters and 
resolutions received by the Evaluation Section of the Division of State 
Lands for each project. A few projects were originally on the 
Environmentally Endangered Lands IEEL) priority list and were also voted 
to 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, it will be stated under this section. 

Other is 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 

N 
PROJECT AREA ADDITION 
(DEVELOPED BY THE R.P.B. 

. AND P.D.PROCESSES) , 

111111111 CURRENT CARL PROJECTS 

I I STATE OWNED 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#1 North Key Largo 
Hammocks" 

COUNTY 

Monro~ 

RECOHHENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

( Not 
or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Vet Purchased ASSESSED 
under option) '.VALUE 

2,470 $20,000,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). This acquisition 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. Acquisition will 
also help preserve the unique offshore coral reef. 

HANAGER 
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. 

LOCATION 
In Monroe County, island of Key Largo, from the juncture of U.S. 1 and 
County Road 905 north approximately six miles. Eastern boundary "is 
Atlantic Ocean, western boundary is County Road 905. Also includes Palo 
Alto Key and several smaller privately owned keys just south of the Monroe 
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 
rockland hammock. The majority of this property is hammock or upland. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 775 acres have been acquired, including the Mahogany 
Hammock. There are more than 100 owners remaining. The Trust for Public 
Lands/Meade and the Toppino/Missle Site parcels, totiling 25! acres; hav:· 
recently been acquired. Appraisals and negotiations are continuing fro. 
north to south on the larger acreage tracts. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERHENT 
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 biological species within this 
project area make those populations or species particularly vulnerable 
extirpation. 

Adjacent areas are being developed as multi-family housing, and portior,· 
of the project area itself are slated for a planned unit development. 
Dumping of garbage and poaching of native species have been damaging te 
this biological community. 
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#1 NORTH KEY LARGO HAMMOCKS 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved t~~ 
project design for North Key Largo Hammocks Addition and also voted to 
combine the existing North Key Largo Hammocks project with the North Key 
Largo Hammocks Addition. 

Acquisition Phasing 
The following recommendations an acquisition phasing were 'approved by 
the Land Acquisition Selection Committee as part of the project 
design for North Key Largo Hammocks Addition. 

It should be clear that while Port Bougainville and Garden'Cove are 
included because of the potential impact of their full development to 
the Key Largo ecosystem, the resource value and biolooical.diverslty 
of Port Bougainville Is much less than that of lands adjacent to Card 
Sound Road and the Ocean Reef Club. Therefore. fee simple 
acguisition 'of these lands is of paramount importance, while 
acquiSition of Port Bougainville and Garden Cove is less important. 
Notwithstanding, if acquisition in fee or less than fee of Part 
Bougainville and Garden Cove is feasible, they should be acquired 
only after the primarY goal of acgulsitlon of the biologically rich 
lands. north of Port Bouaainville is attained. 

Phase I. 

Phase II. 

Phase Ill. 

Phase IV. 

Phase V. 

All parcels in previous project area before project 
design additions (including Gong, Driscoll, Key Largo 
Foundation and Toppino). 

All contiguous tracts extending from the southern 
boundary of the current North Key Largo Hammocks CARL 
project (Dilworth ownership) southward to the Gulf 
Stream Shares outparcel. It is recommended that 
acquisition staff pursue contiguous ownerships in a 
north-south direction, such that the northern most of 
these parcels (Knight tract) is acquired first, a~d 

the southern most (adjacent to Gulf Stream Shores) is 
acquired last. 

The Florida Natural Areas Inventory also recommends 
that special attention be given to acquisition of 
mature rockland hammocks in the following groups of 
parcels, ranked in order of their ecological value. 

a) Parcels #47 through 52 
b) Parcels #54 through 56 
c) Parcels ~60 and #61 
d) Parcels #19 through 46 

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

Submerged tracts. 

Port BougainvillelGarden Cove. 

The acquisition of Port BougainvillelGarden Cove is 
recommended a5 a last phase, preferably through less 
than fee simple techniques, of which purchase and 
resale with restrictions may be the most appropriate. 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee further 
directs that any opportunity to obtain Port 
Bougainville/Garden Cove under financially 
advantageous terms to the State should merit the 
advancement of Port Sougainville/Sarden Cove to Phases 
I through III. 
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#1 NORTH KEY LARGO HAMMOCKS 

ESTlMTED COST 
Ac gu i sit i an 

Assessed value for 1983 (excluding lots in the five subdivisions) was 
a?proximately $10 million. 

Management 
Management funds requested for Fiscal Year 1987-88: 

Salaries 
Sl7,416 

Exoenses 
$2,536 

OCO 
$46,750 

FCO 
$208,000 

Tot al 
$274,702 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions ................. II........................................ 5 
Letters of general support ........................... , ......... , ....... 737 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public o-fficials..... 7 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations .. 51 

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

nANA6EnENT SUnnARY 
The proposed project contains most of the undisturbed natural shore and 
hammock on North Key Largo. Not only will the acquisition presef.e the 
unusual natural resources and numerous endangered species of plants and 
animals, it will also enhance the protection of the marine environment of 
John Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park from potential pollution by upJands 
development. The disturbed area is relatively small in comparison to the 
entire project. These areas could be rehabilitated and returned to a 
natural system or used for recreational facilities. 

The sensitive nature of this project will limit jeereational opportunities 
to less intensive activities, such as nature appreciation, photography, 
and hiking. The quality of these experiences should be excellent. 

The proposed tract of property would also fill the voids needed to provide 
improved protection to the waters of John Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park. 
Part of the project area includes lands already purchased and designated 
to be managed as a State Botanical Site. Portions of the remainder of the 
unpurchased lands should therefore be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with the 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating, 
as an addition.to the Botanical Site or as a State Preserve. Other 
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 Iistart-up" casts. 

Page 45 



Page 46 



12 FAkAHATCHEE STRAND 

Page 47 



, 
\ 

\ 

\ --

I 

N 

II 

?AK~HATCHEE STRAND 

COLLIER COUNTY 

SAVE OUR EVERGLADES PROJECT AREA 

STATE Ol'mED 

COUNTY OWNED (MANAGED BY 
STATE) 

F~~~TCHEE STRAND PROJECT AREA: 
f~:J MIXED OWNERSHIP (STATE AND 
::.:: PRIVATE) RECOMMENDED FOR 

STATE PURCHASE. 

PRIVATELY OWNED RECOMMENDED 
FOR STATE PURCHASE 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased A.SSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under opti on I VALUE 

#2 Fakahatc_hee S t r an d Collier 28,000 $11,200;000 

RECOHHENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELI. The biological 
resources of the strand are unique and irreplaceable. Preservation of the 
Strand could be oi critical importance to the supply of fresh water for 
domestic use in south Florida and for its natural systems. Acquisition 
.ill also provide additional habitat for endangered species. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the .Fakahatchee Strand State Preserve. 

LOCATIDN 
In Callier County, southeast Florida, approximately 25 miles east of 
west-southwest Naples. Stretching from State Road 84 (Alligator Alleyl 
south to U.S. 41 (Tamiami Trail). Big Cypress National Preserve and the 
CARL Save Our Everglades project form eastern and western boundaries. 
This project lies .ithin Florida's Senate District 38 and House District 
75. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Fakahatchee Strand is probably the best example of strand swamp found in 
the United States. Strand 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 greatest 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 linked hydrologically to the Everglades system and is 
particularly important to the estuarine ecosystem of the Ten Thousand 
Islands area. 

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

This project can support a variety of recreational a~tivities that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of resource protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Almost 35,000 acres, the Fakahatchee State Preserve, wa. purchased under 
the EEL program; approximately 11,000 acres (38 parcelsl have been 
acquired under CARL. Eest estimate of the.nu.ber of remaining owners is 
approximately 9,000. The Department of Transportation is in the process 
of acquiring access rights along Alligator Alley, the northern boundary of 
this project. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Very vulnerable to changes in water levels and inappropriate public use. 

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

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
No formal project 
project, however, 
been identified. 

design has been initiated for the Fakahatchee Strand 
priority areas including primary panther habitat have 
The acquisition staff is concentrating in those areas. 
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#2 FAKAHATCHEE STRAND 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Cost of $11,200,000 is an estimate based on the 1986 tax assessed 
v-alues for average sized parcels wi thin the project area,· 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSE"ENTS* 
Resolutions...... ••.•........•........•.•.•........•...•...• .•••.•.•.. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ . 5 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

E"INENT DOHAIN 

OTHER 

Reauthorized and extended by the 1987 Legislature. 

This project will take at least 15 to 25 years to complete with present 
staff. It is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. 

HANAGEHENT SU"HARY 
The proposed purchase of numerous out parcels within Fakahatchee Strand 
State Preserve under the CARL program will be managed as pbrtions of the 
Preserve by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources. 

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. 

Int.rim management costs are anticipated from the CARL program fund for 
the larger tracts that require active reSOUrce m.nagement and protection. 
The various small (lot size) acquisitions within the Strand should not 
require additional management funds from CARL. 
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LOWER APALACHICOLA 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

STATE OWNED 

PROJECT AREA 



PROJECT 
NAME 

~4 Lower Apalachicola 

COUNTY 

Franklin 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
INot Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

7,800 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 3,037~000 

Qualifies a5 Environmentally Endangered Lands IEEL) and ·other lands,· 
since parts of the project would protect a floodplain, marsh, and estuary, 
and other parts would be suitable for outdoor recreation. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources is assisted in an advisory capacity by the Apalachicola National 
Estuarine Research Advisory Council. The Council is fompo~ed 6f 
representatives from the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, the 
Department of Environmental Regulation, the Florida Senate Grant Extensibn 
Program, the Department of Education, the Northwest Florida Water 
Management District, the Division 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. 

~ROPOSED USE 
Addition to and buffer for the Apalachicola National Estuarine Research 
Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Franklin County, northwest Florida, approximately 60 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 owned 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 to 
the Apalachicola estuary - the most productive bay/estuary in the State. 

OWNERSHIP 
There were 2B,000! acres purchased under the EEL program. There are 
approximately ten remaining owners which are considered unwilling sellers. 

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

There are no known developments planned for this tra~t but silviculture in 
the upland watershed is common. 

AC9UISITION PLANNING 
Project lies within the Apalachicola River and Bay resource planning 
boundary. See Apalachicola River and Bay project summary under OTHER. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Assessed value for 1986 was approximately $3,037,000. Tax assessed 
value, taking into consideration agricultural exemptions was 
approximately $554,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTSI 
Resolutions........................................................... ° 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials •.. ~. 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide tonservation organizations. 0 
I Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 
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OTHER 

34 LOWER APALACHICOLA 

This project is within a Chapter 390 area of Critical State Concern. It 
is also adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special Waters 
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters. 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
In accordance with its designation as a National Estuarine Research 
Reserve, the primary management goals for the Apalachicola River and Bay 
are to (I) preserve and perpetuate the natural resources, and (2) promote 
the Reserve as an ideal sit. 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 management 
plan and National Estuarine Research Reserve program policy. 

The management plan for the Reserve describes the objectives, 
administrative policies, and programs developed to achieve the 
aforementioned goals. Reserve resource management will be developed and 
accomplished through the cooperative efforts 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 reso~rce users, 
the Department of Natural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fish 
Commission, the Department of Environmental Regulation, the Division of 
Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State, the Florida 
State UniverSity, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. 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 repr.sentative from the 
Department of Natural Resources, Department of Environmental Regulation, 
Franklin County, local resource users and the scientific community. 

Reserve designation was conferred on the Bay and Lower River area by the 
National Oceanic 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 
manager) . 

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 control), restoration techniques 
as necessary, and practical (e.g., reforestation, removal of barriers to 
water flowl and environmental monitoring (e.g., water quality). The 
scientific researCh program is principally concerned with gaInIng new 
information on the dynamic interaction of the River, Bay, and Gulf to 
enhance management of the area. 

Currently a variety of public recreational and commercial opportunities 
occur 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 environment~1 education 
program is aimed at persons interested in such opportunities in the 
sanctuary environment. Through such informative vehicles as field trips, 
brochures, and seminars, the public will gain a better understanding of 
the need for a successful management program and the value of the 
irreplaceable resources they have. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#5 Cayo Costa Island 

COUNTY 

lee 

RECOIIIIENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

4bO 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 6,3B3,000 

Qualifies a~ Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). AcquiSition of this 
project is for the preservation of endangered native plant communities and 
protection of a coastal barrier island. 

IIANAGER 
The Division o~ Recreation and Parks o~ the Department of Natural 
Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
As an addition to the Cayo Costa Stat~ Park for preservation and for 
passive recreation. 

LOCATION 
In lee County, on Florida's southwest coast, approximately 20 miles 
west-northwest of Fort Myers, between Venice and Naples. Includes the 
barrier island of Cayo Costa and portions of North·Captiva and Buck Key. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate District 25 and House District 
74. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
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 North Captiva Islands in a natural 
condition would provide significant additional protection for the bay. 
The natural communities, Some of which are unique to these islands, are in 
excellent condition and exhibit good species diversity, including some 
very unusual species for Florida. 

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

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

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 1,535 acres acquired under EEL and CARL programs; more than 
bOO owners remain. Lee Co~nty has donated 655 acres on the northernmost 
section of Cayo Costa to the State. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERIIENT 
It is easily disturbe~ by human activity, as well as natural forces. 

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

ESTIHATED COST 
AcquiSition 

Assessed value is approximately $b,383,000. 

Management 
OPS (2 positions) 

$20,000 
Other (exotics removal) 

$1,500 
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~5 CAVO .COSTA ISLAND 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEHENTS 
Resol uti ons. " • . • . . • .. .. . . • . . . . • • • ... ..... • .. • • • • .. . • • . . . • • . • . • • • . ... • 5 
Letters of general support ...................................... '.' ,;.. 44 
Letters of support from local, state and !ederal public officials.. .•• 8 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation ergonizatlons. 10 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

EHINENT DOHAlN 

OTHER 

Reauthorized and extended to 1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. 

HANAGEHENT SUHHARY 
The Cayo Costa State Park Management Plan has been developed as a tool t~ 

effect wise management of the resources of the environmentally endangered 
lands compriSing Cayo Costa 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 d sample of 
the State's unique resources; to preserve and protect naturally occurring 
plant and animal species and their habitats, particularly those considered 
rare, threatened, Or endangered; to restore communities altered by man; to 
protect archaeological/historical sites; to enhance public understanding 
of the importance of barrier island resources. Specific management 
objectives, policies, and 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: 
outdoor recreation activities <i.e., nature study, hiking, primitive 
camping, swimming, and picnicking); scientific research .hich will aid in 
the preservation of the biological and cultural values of the Park; 
education programs 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 Casta State Park has been assigned to the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. The Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State participates in 
management of the cultural resources in the Park. 
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ROOKERY BAY 

COLLIER COUNTY 

PUBLIC LANDS 

PROJECT AREA 

2 

.-­
-~-

""" --

COLLIER DEVELOPEMENT CORPORATION 
(D.R.I.) 

NO ACQUISITION UNTIL COMPLETION 
OF D.R.I. 

N.E.S. BOUNDARY 

AQUATIC PRESERVE BOUNDARY 

PROJECT BOUNDARY 



ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Vet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) - VALUE 

#6 Rookery Bay Collier 11,200 $13, B30,OOO 

RECOI!I!ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) and "other lands." 
Acquisition would protect and preserve estuarine and aquatic preserve 
systems, which provide habitat for endangered species. Acquisition would 
also provide recreational opportunities. 

IIANASER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks 01 the Department of Natu~al 

Resources. Policy and management direction are provided by a management 
committee consisting of the Department of Natural Resources, The 
Conservancy, Inc., and the National Audubon SOCiety. The Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State is a cooperating manager. 

PROPOSED USE 
As a buffer to the Rookery 8ay National Estuarine Research Reserve and the 
Rookery Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

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 38 and House District 75. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project provides an outstanding example 01 a subtropical estuarine 
system. The natural communities associated with the estuary are 
relatively undisturbed and rang~ from mangrove and marsh to Ilatwoods and 
maritime hammock. As part of the national estua~ine research reserve 
system, Rookery 8ay is representative of the West Indian biogeographic 
type. 

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

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

OWNERSHIP 
Ten parcels have been acquired, totaling appro.imately 800 acres. 
Appra,imately 200 parcels remain to be acquired. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERI!ENT 
Mangrove shoreline systems are partially protected by dredge and lill 
regulation but are very susceptible to human activity. 

Recent problems with a dredge and fill application in t~e area points aut 
that this tract is endangered by development. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Rookery 8ay project design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on November 8, 1985, and approved by the Governor A 

Cabinet as part of the January 7, 1986, Interim Repart. The preceding, 
illustrates the project boundary. 

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

Phase I. 

Phase II. 

Option Contracts which are currently under negotiation 
within the Rookery Bay project approved in July 1985. 

Cannon Island, Johnson Island. 
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#6 ROOKERY BAY 

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
Phase I I I. 

Phase IV. 

Phase V. 

ESTIMATED COST 
Acquisition 

Unpurchased lands included in the Rookery Bay project as of 
July 1985. 

a. Lands along Shell Island Road in Section 15, Township 
51 South, Range 26 East should be the highest priority 
.ithin this phase. 

Other lands added in project design, but not approved in 
July 1985; except lands in Sections 22 and 27, Township 50 
South, Range 25 East, wh i ch had not been inc I uded as of 
July 1985. 

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

Tax assessed value for 1985 was appro,imately $13,830,000. 

Management 
Salaries (2 ranaers) 

$23,912 
Expenses 
$10,702 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS. 

OCO 
$29,700 

Total 
$64,314 

Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support ............................................ 347 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 16 
• Older EEL files are not included in this total. 

EMINENT DOMAIN 
Reauthorized and extended by 1987 Legislature, but does not include 1985 
project design additions. 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
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 compalible 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 objectives and administrative policies 
developed to achieve the aforementioned goals at Rookery Bay. The 
objecti~es of resource management and protection pertain to ma~ntenance 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 
education program are to inform the public and governmental agencies, 
through field trips, lectures, and brochures, of the dynamic, but fragile, 
interrelationships of coastal ecosystems to promote their .ise use and 
protection. Resource compatible recreational activities are also 
encouraged. These activities presently include fishing, boating, bird 
watching, and nature photography. 

The various Research Reserve programs are nat 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 program 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 

nANAGE"ENT SU""ARY {Continued) 
Management and administration of the Reserve are under the supervision of 
the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Oepdrtment 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, __ lhe Conservancy, Inc., and the National Audubon 
Society. The DiviSion of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
cooperates in Research Reserve efforts to protect and preserve 
archaeological and historical resources within Reserve boundaries. The 
Nation.l Oceanic and AtmospheriC Administration, Office of Ocean and 
Coastal Resource Management also provides input into Reserve management as 
coordinator of activities in the National Estu.rine Rese.rch Reserve 

.program. The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration has also 
awarded the Department of Natural Resources matching grants to assist in 
Reserve land acquisition, initiate operations, initiate monitoring 
p~ogram, and develop education activities. 
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CRYSTAl RIVER ADDITION 

CRYSTAL RIVER II 

CRYSTAL COVE 

STATE OWNED 

OUT PARCELS 

STONEY LANE CARL PROJECT 



ACREAGE TA X 
PROJECT <Not Yet PurchasE'd ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or undor option) -VALUE 

#7 Crystal River Citrus 5,850 $ 5,027;000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualdios as Environmentalri EndangE'red Lands (EEl). Acquisition would 
help protoct the water quality of a significant bay and rivers system and 
would protect habitat for endangered species. 

"A NAGER 
The DiviSion of Recreation and Parks of the Dopartment of Natural 
Rosourcos with the Division of Historical Resources of the"Department of 
Stat~ cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE· 
Addition to Crystal River State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Citrus County, Florida's west coast, southwest of Kings Bay and tho 
Crystal River. General aroa is wost and"southwest of thE' City of Crystal 
River. This project liE'S within FIDrida's Senate District 4 and Houso 
Districts 11 and 26. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This projE'ct has very high natural resource value. It is a major winter 
refugo for tho endangerod manatee and a prime nosting location for bald 
E'agl05 and asproys. The natural communities that are present are in good 
condition and include: upland hammock, densely woodE'd tidE'watE'r swamp, 
pinE' wDods, and freshwater and tidal marsh adjacent to the head waters of 
tho Crystal River. The area alsD supports a valuable commercial and sport 
fishery. 

The projoct aroa 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 for 
prehistoric people as early as 500 B.C, 

This project has areas suitable for fishing, 
nature photography and interpretive trails. 
devE'lopmE'nt must be clDsely coordinated with 
manatee habitat. 

OWNERSHIP 

canDeing, hiking, camping, 
However, recreational 
the preservation of critical 

Approximately 1,600 acres have been acquired under EEL and CARL~rograms. 
51 owners remaining to bE' purchased. NE'gotiations are almost e,hausted on 
Crystal River II and Crystal Cove portions of the pro-jed area. . 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
More intE'nsive development of property along the Crystal/Salt River 
Corridors and adjacent uplands would inevitably impact water quality and 
delicate manatee habitat. DE'velopment of small islands within the marsh 
system could also degrade the natural artesian aquifer lying at or near 
the surface Df mDst of the project area. 

The Crystal RivE'r a,ea is 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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ACOUISITIoN PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee voted to 
combine the Crystal River II project, the Crystal Cove project, and the 
Crystal River St~te Reserve project. The project map illustrates the 
entire project area and also the approved project desiqn aCQ~isition 
phasing recommendations: 

1. Crystal Ri ver II 
2. Crystal Cove 
3. Crystal River State Reserve 

a) Projects added to the 1984-85 CARL list. Fort Island Mounds and 
the Hollins Corporation. 

b) Partially developed tracts between Crystal Cove and the State 
Reserve on the northern shore of the River, which directly 
impact on the water quality of the Crystal River/Kings 8ay 
System, and from which unlimited boat access could become a 
major problem. 

c) Properties adjoining and immediately south of the confluence of 
the Crystal and Salt Rivers. 

d) Mullet Key - a project added to the 1984-85 CARL list. 
e) Other parcels bordering State Road 44. 
f) 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 
which less than fee simple acquisition techniques 
to accomplish preservation and protection goals. 
protection methods could include: 

1. Conservation easements. 
2. Donation and leaseback. 
3. Purchase and leaseback. 
4. Purchase and resell, with restrictions. 
5. Cooperative .greements. 
6. Exchanges. 
7. Regul.tory control. 

Design are areas in 
may be effectively used 
Examples of alternative 

8. Purchase and lor transfer of development rights. 

ESTlnATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value is approximately $5,027,000. 

Management 
Funds requested for Fiscal 
Salaries Expenses 
517,416 $2,536 

Year 1987-88. 
OCO 

$46,750 
Feo 

$208,000 
Tot al 

5274,702 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDoRSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 3 
Letters of gener.l support. ........................................... 878 
Letters of support from local, st.te .nd federal public offici.ls..... 4 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 4 

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

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
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 Aquatic 
Preserve, will also benefit. 
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#7 CRYSTAL RIVER 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY (Continued) 
The Conceptual Management Plan recommends that management responsibility 
for this property be assigned to the Division of Recreation and Par.Ks of 
the Department of Natural Resources with the Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State having a direct management r~le 

relating to the archaeological and historical resources. The property 
will be managed as a State Reserve, with primary emphasis upon the 
protection and perpetuation of the natural communities, archaeological and 
historical resources, geological features, and natural animal diversity. 
Special emphasis will be given to 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 
cultural 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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PROJECT 
NAME 

#8 Charlotte Harbor 

COUNTY 

Charlotte 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under optionl 

2,600 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

Dualifies as Environmentally Endangered lands (EEll. It completes the 
land acquisition project begun under the EEL program and adds an upland 
buffer for the environmental interpretation of one of the most 
biologically productive estuaries in Florida. 

tlANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 

. Resources. 

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

LOCATION 
In Charlotte County, along Florida's south.est coast, between Venice and 
Naples. Approximately 20 miles north of ·Fort Myers. This project lies 
within Florida's Senate Districts 24, 25, and 38 and House District 72. 

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

The project area contains two recorded archaeological sites. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
Appro.imately 16,700 acres were purchased under the EEL program. Several 
unwilling owners remain. The 1986 Punta Gorda Isles Addition consists of 
one owner, a willing seller. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ERnENT 
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·u~lands, 

dnd, of course, bulkheading and filling. 

State and Federal regulatory agencies are currently doing a reasonable job 
of protecting coastal wetlands, but it is very unlikely that they could 
preserve the Charlotte Harbor mangrove fringe in the face of the intense 
development pressures occurring there. 

The archaeological sites are very endangered and continue to be plundered 
by amateurs due to lack of staff for surveillance. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In September, 1986, the land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
addition of the Alligator Creek parcel (approximately 840 acres) to the 
Charlotte Harbor project and instructed staff to further study the project 
area for the purpose of determining the desirability of adding any other 
upland buffer. 

The Trust for Public Lands has an aptian contract with Punta Gorda Isles 
for the purchase of the Alligator Creek parcel addition. Upon approval 
the Board, the Department of Natural Resources, on behalf of the Truste.· 
is prepared to enter an ootion agreement with the Trust for Public lands 
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118 CHARLOTTE HARij_OR 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 (Continuedl 
for the acquisition of the 840 acres. If purchased, the tract will be 
managed by the Charlotte County Environmental Center as an interpretative 
and educational center. 

ESTIIIATED COST 
Acquisition 

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

Man agemen t 
Funds requested for 
Salaries OPS 
$35,000 $13,020 

Fiscal Year 1987-88. 
Expense 
$15,000 $20,000 

Total 
$83,020 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS* 
Resolutions........................................................... 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 3 
letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 
* Older EEL files are not -included in these totals. 

E"INENT DOKAIN 

OTHER 

Reauthorized and extended to 1993 by the 1987 
Alligator Creek parcel, the recent addition. 
released funds to initiate proceedings on one 

Legislature, not including 
Governor and Cabinet have 
parcel. 

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

"ANA6EnENT SUKKARY 
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 
objectives and policies set forth in the Charlotte Harbor Aquatic Preserve 
Management Plan, adopted by the Board of Trustees of the Internal 
Improvement Trust Fund (Governor and Cabinet I on May 18, 1983. Summarily, 
the basic goals of reSOurce 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 resources of the adjacent Aquatic Preserve; to 
protect and preserve naturally occurring plant and animal species and 
their habitats, particularly any rare, threatened, or endangered species; 
to restore communities altered by man, to the greatest extent possible; to 
protect archaeological/historical resources; to enhance public 
understanding and appreciation for the elements of natural diversity 
within the Reserve. 

Public uses will be limited to resource-based acti.ities 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 picnickingl; 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 been assigned to the 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 
A cooper at i ve management ro I e for the protec t i an of ar.chaeol ogi c al and 
other cultural resources in the Reserve will be provided by the Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State. 

It is recommended that one full time on-site law enforcement ranger be 
hired to assist the existing State Reserve Manager. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#9 Wacissa and Aucilla 
River Sinks 

COUNTy 

Jefferson 
Taylor 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

* 

UX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

Qualifies as "other lands." Closing of elisting option contract will 
place into public ownership land which is a natural floodplain, which 
preserves a very significant number of archaeological sites and which 
supports twelve major natural communities. Acquisition of the remainder 
of the site ~ill protect a springhead, other portions of an undeveloped 
river c~rridor, wetlands and an area already in use by the public for 
recreation. 

"ANA6ER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and 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 Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Continued management as a Wildlife Management Area. Parts of the project 
area are also suitable for management as a State Park. Certain sites may 
also be developed into interpretive archaeological sites. 

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

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes two streams of very different character. One is a 
spring run stream, the other a blackwater stream, both are frequented by 
canoeists. 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. 
All of the communities are in good condition even though the surrounding 
areas are part of a commercial timber operation. The natural communities 
provide excellent wildlife habitat and support an abundance of water birds 
and other wild animals. The project boasts several unique geological 
features including the Aucilla River Sinks; an area in which the Aucilla 
River alternately flows through subterranean passageways and then 
reappears at the surface. 

There are numerous aboriginal sites along both riv.r~_and the project 
offers excellent potential for archaeological investigations. 

The project offers excellent opportunities for recreational activities, 
especially those associated with the rivers (e.g., canoeing, fishing, 
swimming, nature appreciation, and picnicking. 

ONNERSHIP 
Approximately 13,179 acres representing approximately two-thirds of the 
project area are under option from the Nature Conservancy. Option is 
scheduled to close in December, 1987. There are two other major owners 
and a fe. minor ones, which have not yet been boundary mapped. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Much of the area has been logged in the past, but only very small areas 
have been converted to pine plantations. Rock mining occurs in the area. 
The water resources are subject to degradation. Many archaeological sites 
have been disturbed by unauthorized excavation. 

The forested communities are still in good condition, eYen after logging, 
and no intensification of forestry practices is anticipated by the owner' 
River frontage is always susceptible to development. 
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#9 WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS 

ACPUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1996, 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~,179± acres (excluding 431 acres determined to be 
sovereign) was boundary mapped by the Nature Conservancy and added to the 
1995 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 150 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 fist 
and presented to the Board for approval when boundary 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 Project Design: 

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition 
Staff recommends less than fee simple acquisition 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 fee acquisition in the long term. 

Acouisition 
Phase 
Phase 

Phasing 
I. 

I!. 

Phase Ill. 
Phase IV. 

Buckeye ownership - original proposal. 
(a) Northern additions to original proposal. 
tb) Conservation easement on Auc;!la. 
Southern additions to original proposal. 
Yeager ownership. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 
+ Tax assessed value of remaining acreage will be calculated when 

boundary mapping is complete. 

Management 
Funds requested by the Department of Natural Resources fo~ Fiscal 
Year 1987-88. 
Salaries 
$48,056 

Expenses 
$36,482 

OCO 
$158,875 

FCO 
$340,000 

Total 
$5B3,413 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........... .••• .•••..•.. .•••. ••••.•.•..• .•••... .•.•....•.•. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 0 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation 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 

HANAGEHENT SU""ARY 
The project area is currently heavily used for recreation. Most of-it is 
.ithin the Aucilla Wildlife Management Area. The Wacissa River is -a part 
of the-State canoe trail system and the Florida Trail fallows-the-Aucilla 
River sinks through the area. There is a county park at the head foprings, 
a privately maintained public access point at Goose Pasture, and a public 
boat ramp at Nuttall Rise. Hunting, fishing, boating, canoeing, swimming, 
hiking, camping, and just about all types of active and passive outdoor 
recreation occur an the site and should continue after acquisition. A 
management policy of multiple use is recommended for the project. The 
Same and Fresh Water Fish Commission or the Division of Recreation and 
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources should be lead agency with 
the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State and the 
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture~nd 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 required. Development and use 
should be managed so as to protect the natural resource values, especially 
the river systems. 

* 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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PROJECT 
NAME 

#10 South Savannas 

COUNTY 

Martin 
St. Lucie 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under ootion) 

1,625 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$10,027,000 

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. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources with the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the South Savannas State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Martin and St. Lucie Counties, coastal area of Southeast Florida. 
Appro,imately 30 miles north of West Palm Beach. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 27 and House District 79. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project comprises the last relatively undisturbed e,ample 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 e'cellent condition and support a great diversity 
of wildlife, some of which are rare and endangered in Florida. 

This project can support a range of recreational activities that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition objective·of resource protection. 

OIiNERSHIP 
Appro.imately 3,500 acres were purchased under the EEL program, over 100 
owners remaining. Negotiations are very active. Option contract approved 
December 16, 1986, on iheakston parceL. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Changes in water quality and quantity resulting from development by 
private interests would threaten the resource. 

Perimeter areas (especially on the west) are already scheduled for 
deveLopment. 

ESTI "ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Ta. assessed value is approximately $10,027,000. 

Management 
Funds requested by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal 
Year 1987-88. 
Salaries 
$30,000 

OPS 
$13,020 

Expense 
$15,000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTSI 

OCO 
$20,000 

Total 
$78,020 

Resolutions........................................................... 4 
Letters of general support............................................ 88 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials .•..• 8 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 8 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 
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tl0 SOUTH SAVANNAS 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
The primary goal of re50urce management for the EEL part of ~avannas 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 ,compatible 
with the primary goal. 

The Savannas State Reserve Management Plan prescribes resourCe management 
objectives, policies, and procedures designed to accomplish these goals. 
The major objectives for resource management include: maintenance of the 
natural hydrological regime of the freshwater marsh; protection of the 
plant communities· and associated wildlife, including endangered, 
threatened, or species of special concern; preservation of archaeological 
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 awned lands within the Savannas, maintenance 
of plant and animal habitats through a controlled burn program, -
eliminating encroachments and abusive uses, and removal of exotic species. 

Public use of the Savannas includes resource based activities that will 
have minimal impact on the environmental attributes of the area. 
Activities considered mast suitable include: nature study, canoeing, 
picnicking, natural scenery appreciation, and scientific research. 
Hunting has also been considered, but this use of the Reserve will require 
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 an a cooperative level 
with Reserve management include the Division of Historical Resources of 
the Department of State (assistance in managing any archaeologicall 
historical resources) and the Florida Game and Fre~ Water Fish Commission 
(assessing game resources and the feasibility of hunting in the Reserve). 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#11 Stark Tract 

COUNTY 

Volusia 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under ootionl 

1,320 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

9b4~000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would 
protect environmentally 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 major 
river system. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Blue Springs State Park. 

LOCATION 
In Volusia County, northeast Florida, two ~iles from U.S. Highway 17-92 in 
Orange City. Adjacent to Blue Springs State Park. This project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 10 and House District 30. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
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 ridge, a 
relict marine terrace, and river floodplain. Sinkholes, ponds, and shell 
mounds add further variety and increase the diversity of flora and fauna. 
The project harbors an actiye bald eagle nest. Eyidence indicates that 
the project may be an important recharge for the local aquifer and 
directly influences the flow of nearby Blue Springs. The project includes 
over one mile of frontage on the St. Johns River where manatees are known 
to feed. 

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

The Stark Tract is a large area of nearly roadless woods that could 
provide a high quality, almost wilderness e'perience under low intensity 
recreational use including camping, hiking, and nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
One owner, the Stark family. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The karst ridge, an important geologic feature and an important component 
of the aquifer recharge area of the DeLand Ridge, is very vulnerable to 
degradation. If subsurface flow is altered by domestic·wellfield 
withdrawal or increased surface runoff, 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 deyelopment by 
Volusia County. This property is within one of the fastest growing 
regions in the State, experiencing a 72 percent increase in population 
since 1970. By 1995, the region is e'pected to grow an additional 29 
percent. The Stark family has a divided opinion on whether to develop the 
property or sell to the State. 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 Committee approved t· 
final project design 01 the Stark Tract which did not alter the original 
proposal or the resource planning boundary. 

Page 93 



#11 STARK TRltCr 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Assessed value for 1986 was approximately $964,000. Ta. assessed 
value taking into consideration agricultural e.emptions was 
approximately $652,000. 

Management 
Salaries & Expenses Expenses 
Benefits (Standard) (Other) 

1st Yr. $30,315 $5,072 $10,000 
2nd Yr. $30,315 $5,072 $10,000 

Development 

Historic exhibits and Interpretation 
Potable water system 
Parking area stabilized (50 spaces) 
Primitive Camping area (20 sites) 
Hiking Trail 3 miles 
Nature Trail 1.5 miles 
Boundary Fencing (hog wire, 12,800 1ft.) 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OCO 
(St and ar d) 

521,575 

OCD 
<Ot her) 
$2,250 

$ 38,533 
12,041 
34,921 
24,OB3 
3,615 
1, B07 

31, 790 
$146,790 

Tot a 1 
$ 69,212 
$ 45,387 
$114,599 

Re$olutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support............................................ 27 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... a 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 

HANAGEHENT SU"HARY 
The project area is to be included as part of Blue Springs State Park. 
Aside from the merits of the tract itself, it will serve as an important 
buffer to Blue Springs and Hontoon Island State Parks against future 
development in the area. 

Some of the major recreational needs for this planning region 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 if 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 of this tract could provide additional recreational 
opportunities in the area without increasing the visitor load of the 
spring run. 

The recreational potential for this property includes hiking, nature 
study, and other nature related activities, such as, primitive camping, 
archaeological and historic interpretation, and possibly fishing. Since 
this tract contains property fronting on waters known to be an important 
habitat for the manatee, additional research needs to be done in order to 
determine the suitability of fishing. Protection of endangered species 
habitats, especially for manatees, is a major management concern which 
will take priority over recreational provisions. 
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HANA6EHENT SU""ARY (Continued) 
The following facilities are proposed to bring the property into an 
optimally developed status: 

Trails - both nature and hiking trails should be developed to give 
visitors a chance to experience the natural beauty occurring ~n this 
property. 

Primitive camping areas - two primitive camping areas 110 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 property 
such as the ruins of the Stark house and the sheil mounds; 

Proposed Carrying Capacity 

Activity 

Hiking 
Nature Trail 
Primitive Camping 
Archaeological/Historic Interpretation 

TOTAL 

At 

Since the Stark Tract is proposed as an addition 
Park it is anticipated that the existing support 
Springs will serve this property as well. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ilSSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) ,VALUE 

#12 Lochloosa Wildlife Alachua 31,000 $13,6B9~OOO 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would provide an area for active 
and passive recreation as well as an excellent potential for providing 
income from timber management. Additionally, acquisition .ill provide 
protection for the wetland system associated with Lochloosa Lake and for 
the several known archaeological sites on the property. 

"ANASER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculfure jnd Consumer 
Services with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department,of 
State, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the DiVision of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
The majority of 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. 
Portions of the tract may be managed as archaeological interpretive sites, 
while other portions may be more suitably managed for outdoor recreati'on. 

LOCATION 
In the southeastern corner of Alachua County, north central Florida, 
approximately nine miles southeast of Gainesville, four miles northeast of 
Micanopy, and borders the town of Hawthorne. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 6 and House District 23. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Approximately sixty-two percent of the project area is comprised of 
commercial pine plantation. A general estimate of the 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 numerous 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 project area. 

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

The project has been recommended for multiple-use management and would 
provide a wide array of outstanding recreational opportunities. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 17 private Owners within the project boundary. 
The major owner (24,OOO± acres) was Owens-Illinois. Owens-Illinois has 
recently sold its interest. Approximately 4,000 acres are owned by the 
Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Federal Government. 
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#12 LOCHLOOSA WILDLIFE 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDAMGER"ENT 
The vegetative and hydrological resources of this parcel are highly 
susceptible to damage by residential development. Site modifications 
necessary for the development of resIdential or business structures would 
damage vegetation on the uplands and wetlands and adversely affect water 
quality. Development on the uplands would increase runoff and water 
levels in the wetlands and would contribute to the degradation of Orange 
and Lochloosa Lakes. 

Owen-Illinois, the previous largest single landowner, had plans to develop 
a major portion of the area. The potential for development still exists. 
As urban sprawl continues to radiate from Gainesville and Ocala, the 
pressure to develop this property will obviously increase. 

ESTJ"ATED COST 
Acqu i sit ion 

Assessed value for 1984 was approximately $13,689,000. Tax assessed 
value, taking into consideration agricultural exemptions, was 
approximately $2,618,000. 

Management 
Salaries and Expenses 

$1,3,000 
Equipment 

$21,000 
Tot a I 

$84,000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions •..•••••..•.•..••.••.•.•••••.•• '" •••..•...• .•..• .•... ••.•. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 7 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 6 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 4 

The Governmental Affairs Department of the University of Florida has 
recently organized an Alachua County Task Force to preserve the County's 
conservation and recreation lands. One of the initial goals 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 of this project. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Lochloosa CARL project, comprised of an interlocking system of forests 
and ~etlands bordering Lochloosa and Orange Lakes, has excellent potential 
for multiple-use by the public. 

This project has outstanding potential for recreational use by the public. 
It has been used for hunting and fishing for a number of years and is 
currently under the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission's 
Wildlife Management Area Program. Under State ownership, a wider variety 
of multiple uses, both active and passive, could be allowed. Twelve 
archaeological and historical sites have also been recorded within the 
project boundaries an. potential exists for the occurrence of many more 
unrecorded sites. 

The Lochloosa Tract should be managed with the goal of providing maximum 
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, picnicking, nature photography, and hiking. 
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It is recommended that this parcel be managed as a multiple-u~e project 
with the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agricultu~e and. 
Consumer Services as lead agency with the Florida Game and Fresh W~ter 

Fish Commission, Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources, and the Division of Historical Resourtes of the. 
Department of State as cooperating managers. 

Page 101 



Page 102 



113 WAKULLA SPRINGS 

Page 103 



o 
I 

Miles 

Page 104 

t 
-N-

, 

WAKULLA SPRINGS 

WAKULLA COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 

PROJECT AREA (TO BE MAPPED) 

- - - PROJECT BOUNDARY 

. ., , .. 

AREA CURRENTLY UNDER OPTION 

.' . 



ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

~13 Wakulla Springs Wakulla 465. $ 282,000 

RECOHHENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). State acquisition of 
the Nemours Foundation 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 corridor. 

l'IANASER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the.Oepartment of Natural 
Resources with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State, t~e Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services, and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Park. 

LOCATION 
In Wakulla County, in the northwest Florida Panhandle, approximately 15 
miles south of Tallahassee on State Road 61. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 3 and House District 11. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is rich in natural resources. Almost all of the area is 
forested with communities that have been essentially undisturbed for 50 
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 archaeological/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 nearly complete mastodon 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 
excellent opportunities to view and photograph wildlife. Swimming, 
hiking, camping, picnicking, and nature appreciation are other available 
recreational activities. The lodge will continue to provide lodging and 
me a Is. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,900 acres are under option. The Board of Trustees, with 
the assistance of the Northwest Florida Water Management District (NFWMO) 
and the Nature Conservancy (TNC) has an agreement to purchase the 2,900 
acres from the Nemours Foundation. 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 on 
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 boundary mapped. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The river and springs are the primary attributes of the property 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 
resourc:es. 

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

ACGUISITION PLANNING 
On January 10, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
final project design for Wakulla Springs. The project design 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 corridor linking Wakulla Springs State Park and the St. Marks 
River National Wildlife Refuge was also approved. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 1. 

Phase II. 

Phase III. 

Nemours Foundation lands north of or bordering County 
Road 365/U.S. 319. 

Conservation Easement, Wakulla River frontage between 
County Road 365/U.S. 319 and U.S. 90. 

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 west bank. 

ESTIMATED COST 
Acqui sition 

Tax assessed values for the two remaining owners (not including the 
owners associated with the conservation easement) for 1986 was 
approximately $282,120. 

Manaoement 
Expended 

OPS 
$211,034 

for Fiscal Year 1986-87. 
Expenses 
$138,780 $137,830 

Total 
$4B7,644 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions •.•...••.•.•....•.••••..••.•.••..••••......•.•..••• ;-....... 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 10 

This project is adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special 
Waters Category of Outstanding Florida Waters. 
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"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
Present recreational use of the tract is confined to the spring, an 
adjacent 20 acres of partly cleared high land, and a proximal segment of 
the Wakulla River. Several hundred acres around the south si~e o~ -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 recreation potential includes' 
utilization of other territory to 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 ~aintain a confinement of all SUbstantial human impact. 
Camping of the conventional 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 be established on almost any upland area in the 
tract without compromising preservation aims. Bicycle paths on selected 
routes might also be accommodated. 

Assessment of historical associations and archaeological features of the 
tract is a prerequisite to determining its full potential for recreatian 
development. However, well known fossil finds at the spring present 
potential for public interpretation at the site. There is potential far 
preservation of the history/archaeology aspect by special facility. 

The controlling factor in the tract's visitor capacity is the cap~city of 
water and waterborne recreation lanes. That element being developed 
already and in use now, future capacity IS not expected to be dramatically 
higher. 

State management should provide for the continuation of swimming and boat 
trips and for a early determination of the best facilitation of both 
consistent with the experiences of a high-quality natural feature. It 
should continue the lodging and dining offering lor 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 after the 
useful life of the existing structures, or possible expansion of the 
service, should be optional, but any additional land and visitor capacity 
allowed should be very limited. 

rhe recreation design should confine principal park development to a zone 
centered in the area of present development south of the spring. It might 
use wooded land in the designated zone but outside the present sphere of 
development 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 gro~th. 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 outside the zone of prinCipal park 
development, should b~ devoted to the very light visitor uses compatible 
with the imperative of maintaining the complement of natural wildlife 
important to the park setting and the objective 01 pres~rving undisturbed 
plant communities and endangered or threatened species. Foot trails could 
reach any place except designated areas of special 5ensitivity (the 
immediate borders of th~ upp~r River should be onel. Eike paths could be 
considered for some existing roadbeds. Public access by foot to the tract 
in general (through a designated entrancel 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. 

Management of the tract by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources as a State Park is recommended with the 
Division of Forestry of th~ Department of Aqriculture and Consumer 
Services, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State as cooperating agencies, 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#14 Coupon Bight 

COUNTY 

Monr oe 

RECONNENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

635 

TAX 
+'ISSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,137~OOO 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered lands (EEL). Acquisition would 
preserve the environmentally unique and irreplaceable resources of an 
aquatic preserve. 

NANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. 

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

LOCATION 
In Monroe 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. Both 
wetland and upland communities are represented including mangrove· fringe, 
transitional wetlands, dune ridge, pineland, and tropical hardwood 
hammock. Numerous threatened and endangered species of plants and animals 
are located on the property. The dune strand is host to Garber's Spurge 
(Euphorbia garberi) which is the only know location for this species in 
Monroe County. Its proximity to the Key Deer National Wildlife Refuge 
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 le.g., 
nature appreciation and photography). 

OIlNERSHIP 
There are approximately 170 Owners of which approximately 100 are within 
three undeveloped subdivisions. The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, with 
the assistance of the Trust for Public lands, has acquired the Strachley 
Tract, approximately 45 acres. Another 45 acres, adjacent to the Aquatic 
Preserve on the northern portion of the tract, have been purchased under 
CARL. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENOANGER"ENT 
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 deer 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 
Monroe County. Acquisition of this tract would preserve a portion of this 
fast growing area. Protection of the waters of Coupon Bight Aquatic 
Preserve is another important reason for acquiring the property. 

Page 111 



#14 COUPON BIGHT 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In January 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffer. The project 
design altered the resource planning boundary by excluding altered areas 
with SUbstantial improvements. Some disturbed areas were left in the 
project boundary if the areas provided important buffer. The additions 
are minor adjustments to the resource planning boundary and added more 
protection for the Aquatic Preserve and dunes systems. Three submerged, 
conveyed tracts were also added to the project boundary. 

Acguisition Phasing 
Phase I. 

Phase II. 

Phase III. 

Strachley Tract and Brothers Tract (original 
proposal) . 

Developable Uplands. 

Jurisdictional wetlands, assuming adequate regulations 
of development by county and State regulatory 
agenci es. 

ESTlftATED COST 
Acgui si ti on 

Assessed value of $1,137,000, is based on average 1985 tax assessed 
values for the typically sized lots and larger acreage tracts within 
the project area. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEnENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 1 
Letters of gen",al support ........................................ ".. 6 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It 
is also adjacent to • waterbody classified under the Special ~aters 
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters. 

ftANAGEftENT SUft"ARY 
Management responsibility for the 735 acre project should be assigned to 
the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. The project should be incorporated into the Coupon Bight 
Aquatic Preserve. The area should be managed as an ecological buffer zone 
for the Aquatic Preserve. Passive recreational use consistent with the 
resource protection goals of the acquisition should be allowed. 

The Ocean Bluff Brothers tract (43.75 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 (OdocoLleus 
virginianus c!ouium). The U. S. 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 or under option) . VALUE 

#15 Spring Hammock Seminole 395 $ 2,47~~OOO 

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

I'IANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and ParkS of the Department of Natural 
Resources 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 
a sublease .iththe Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources. 

LOCATION 
In Seminole County, east central Florida, between Sanford and Orlando, 
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 (Rhapidoohyllum hystrix). Although not within the 
project boundaries, the swamp is the site of the nation's largest bald 
cypress tree (this site is already in county ownership). The swamp and 
hammock provide valuable hydrological functions that help protect the 
.ater resources of Lake Jessup. The soils percolate very slo~ly and 
contain a wide range of organic material. The rooted vegetation in the 
area reduces flooding, aides evapotranspiration, helps maintain the 
hydrological cycle, and removes excessive nutrients from the water as it 
flows from the surrounding urban area to Lake Jessup. 

A preliminary historic and archaeological survey of this area was 
completed by the Central Florida Anthropological Society. There were four 
sites reported. A very early (Suwannee) projectile paint was found along 
Soldiers Creek in a spoil bank after dredging. Suwannee points date from 
8000 to 9000 B.C. The project is considered to have good archaeC!logical 
potential. 

Recreational opportunities provided by public ownership of the hammock 
would complement the existing county environmental cen~er. 

OIiNERSHIP 
Approximately 570 acres and nine owners are under option, with closing 
dates through January, 1989. Approximately 27 owners and 395: acres are 
left to acquire. 
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#15 SPRING HAMMOCK 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Delicate ecosystem; highly vulnerable to alteration in water Quality and 
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. 

ESTIHATED COST 
Acgui si ti on 

Tax assessed value is approximately $2,470,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEHENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... b 
Letters of general support............................................ 14 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... B 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. b 

HANAGEHENT SU"HARY 
The Spring Hammock acquisition area, including those portions under 
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 Commissioners and the Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State. 

The Spring Hammock tract should be managed by Seminole 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 containing a 
county environmental center. The use of the tract 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 education. 
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TROPICAL H&~OCKS OF 
THE REDLANDS 
DADE COUNTY 

NAME OF PROPERTY 
1- Meissner Hammock 
2. Silver Palm Hammock 
3. Ross Hammock 
4. Big & Little George 

Hammock 
5. Loveland Hammock 
6. Lucille Hammock 
7. Castellaw Hammock Ext. 
8. Holiday Hallllllock 
9. Southwest Island 

10. Madden's Hammock 

Page 118 

' . 

. ' 



PROJECT 
NAME 

316 Tropical Hammocks 
of the Redlands 

COUNTY 

Dade 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
under option) -.VALUE 

213 $ 7,99(;000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would 
protect the best of the few remaining tropical hardwood hammocks in Dade 
County and associated rare and endangered species. 

"ANAGER 
Dade County. 

PROPOSED USE 
Preserve or Botanical Site. 

LOCATION 
In Dade County, south Florida. All of the sites are located in the 
greater Miami/Homestead area. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 39 and House Districts 119 and 120. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes some of the most outstanding examples of rockland 
hammock that remain in Florida. The ten sites in the project wer~ 
selected specifically to preserve a broad array of plants and animals 
typical of this natural community. The project harbors numerous plant 
species that are rare and endangered, and several animal species that are 
also rare. 

Many of the hammocks also harbor very significant archaeological sites. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
There are 24 owners and 11 discrete hammocks. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The relatively small size (10 to 30 acres) of the parcels allo"s minor 
disturbances to haye major impacts upon the integrity of the natural 
systems. Introduction of exotics is also a possible threat. 

According to a 1984 inventory of forest lands in Dade County conducted by 
the Dade County Department of Environmental Resource Management,. only 
2,000 acres or approximately two percent of the original systems, remain 
outside of Everglades National Park. The remaining acreage is currently 
being reduced by urban and agricultural development at such a rate that 
all -of the hammock areas would be eliminated by the year 2000. Illegal 
collection of rare species and the removal of trees for firewood also pose 
Significant threats to tropical rockland hammocks. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands. The project design 
process only slightly altered the resource planning boundaries of two of 
the hammock areas. An addition was made to improye access for management 
purposes and a deletion "as made which removed disturbed acreage. 
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B16 TROPICAL HAMMOCKS OF THE REDLANDS 

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
Acguisi tion 

Phase 
Ph ase 
Phase 
Phase 
Phase 
Phase 
Phase 
Phase 
Phase 

Phasing 
1. Castellow Extension 
2. Silver River 
3. Loveland 
4. Big ~ Little George 
5. Mei ssner 
6. Ross 
7. Southwest Island 
8. Holiday 
9. Lucille 

Phase 10 .• Madden's Hammack 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acgui sit i on 

Assessed value is approximately $7,991,000. Tax assessed value, 
taking into consideration agricultural exemptions, is approximately" 
$3,884,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENOORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resol ut ions •••••••.••••••••.•.•.•.... , •....•.•. " •....•.. " .•. , . •. •. •. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 2 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... I 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. I 

Project boundaries were revised by the Land Acquisition Selection 
Committee in November, 1986, to include the Madden's Hammock CARL project. 

HANAGEHENT SU""ARY 
Eleven individual hammocks, comprising 140± acres of endangered tropical 
hammocks represent the best of what remains in Dade County and conta~n 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 be maintained as 
environmentally endangered land preserves. The actual management of these 
areas will be performed by the Dade County Park and Recreation Department 
in conformance with the State's Environmentally Endangered Lands Plan as 
well as the State Management Plan. It is anticipated that the subject 
parcels would be fenced to prevent illegal dumping and uncontrolled 
access. Public access would be limited to controlled interpretive uses. 
Additionally, steps will be taken to maintain the high quality and 
integrity of the hammock areas by preventing the intrusion of exotic 
sped es. 

The primary focus of the proposed management plan wi 11 be to redu.ce 
unauthorized intrusion, vandalism and the removal of endemic species and 
to provide limited access for interpretive uses. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

~17 Saddle Blanket 
Lakes Scrub 

COUNTY 

Polk 

RECOHHENOED PU8LIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Vet Purchased 

or under option) 

753 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

29~<000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). A,quisition would 
preserve one of the best examples of scrub communities remaining in 
Florida. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
State Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In south-central Polk County, central Florida, approximately 15 
north of Sebring, between Frostproof and Avon Park. The parcel 
south of Avon Park Cut-off Road about one mile east of U.S. 27. 

mi I es 
is just 
This 

project lies within Florida's Senate District 13 and House District 43. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This proje,t provides one of the finest examples of scrub forest that 
remains in Florida. This natural community type, once abundant, 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 stream on the west side, a small depression 
marsh in the east-centr.l area and two sandhill lakes near the north 
boundary. The Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub is a good representative example 
of original natural Florida due to Its size and exceilent condition. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately. 75 percent of the project involves two major owners, one of 
which is the Nature Conservancy. There are 18 other minor owners. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Scrub is very susceptible to degradation from development. The sensitive 
plant-life is easily damaged by off-road traffic, even heavy foot traffic 
can be harmful. 

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

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On January 10, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project 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 quality scrub. One was a recent 
purchase of the Nature Conservancy. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value is approximately $298,000. 
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ij17 SADDLE BLANKET LAKES SCRUB 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 2 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 11 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
Management responsibility for this property should be assigned to the 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 
Due to its unique and fragile environment, it should be managed as a State 
Preserve allowing nonconsumptive, passive recreation only. Activities 
such as nature appreciation, interpretation, hiking, and primitive camping 
appear to be compatible. 
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~ SAVE OUR EVERGLADES PROJECT AREA 
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STATE) 
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[J .... ::.-. ...... 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASS'ESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) . VALUE 

#18 Save Our Everglades Collier 200,000 $ 6,000,00Q-(CARL) 
($112,040,0'00 Total) 

RECOIIIIENOEO PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition of this 
project will help protect the water resources and the unique biological 
communities of the Florida Everglades - Big Cypress Ecosystem, including 
the headwaters of Fakahatchee Strand. 

IIANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources or the National Park Service, 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 cooperating. 

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

LOCATION 
In Collier County, south Florida, approximately 25 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 75. 

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 Our 
Everglades project is an excellent natural 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 
cultural resource Sites, it is believed to have good potential for 
archaeological investigations. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
It is estimated that there are at least 23,000 owners and approximately 
200,000 acres in the project area. Golden Gate Estates, 41.000t acres, 
has over 22,000 owners. Barron Collier Enterprises and Collier 
Enterprises own over 100,000 acres. The Department of Transoorcation and 
the Department of Natural Resources on behalf of the Trustees are jOintly 
acquiring ownerships with lega! access along Alligator Alley. Two large' 
acreage tracts, 1,15S± acres and 370± acres, have been acquired this pa'· 
Fiscal Year. Approximately 20 other smaller tracts have also been 
acquired. 
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#18 SAVE OUR EVERGLADES 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The ecological character and unique 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 
composition by changing inundation periods, fire regimes, or soil 
properties. Construction of access roads not only has the potential for 
changing surface sheet-flow patterns, but also brings a greater 
disturbance to wildlife and places greater stresses on endangered plant 
and animal popUlations. The small Size, and limited distribution of these 
popUlations makes them particularly 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 resources. 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. Oil and gas exploration and 
development is occurring in the 8ig Cypress Area as a highly regulated 
activity, and it would probably occur on the Save Our Everglades project 
whether it is acquired or not. Well-site access roads and pipelines have 
the potential for ecological damage if not sited, constructed, operated or 
removed properly. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Value of $112,040,000 is based on 19B6 assessed values for averaqe 
sized tracts and lots within the project area. The CARL fund's 
participation in what was a three agency agreement between the U. S. 
Department of the Interior, the Department of Transportation, and the 
Department of Natural Resources on behalf of the Trustees was 
originally estimated to be approximately $6 million. The Governor 
and Cabinet have reserve at least $10 million for the purchase of 
this project 

Management 
Requested by the Oepartment of Natural Resources for Fiscal Year 
1987-88. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of <Jeneral support. ••.. d..................................... 7 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

E"INENT DOMAIN 

OTHER 

The Florida Legislature has specifically pro<ided the power of eminent 
domain for acquisition of lands within this critical area (Chapter 
380.055(7), Florida Statutes). Eminent domain authority was e~tended to 
1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. 
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~IB SAVE OUR EVERGLADES 

"ANA6E"ENT SUHHARY 
The Save Our Everglades project is located in Collier County a~d consists 
of four parcels totaling approximately 200,000 acres. The eastern-~ost 

parcel. the "Big Cypress Connection,' consists of 127,758 aCres I~tated in 
the northeast corner of Collier County and is bounded along t~e 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 Cypress Preserve. A 
third parcel, consisting of approximately 45,500 acres, is located south 
of State Road 84, and runs along the western boundary of Fakahatchee 
Strand State Preserve. This 40,000 aCre parcel includes the Golden Gate 
Estates subdivision. The fourth parcel is a one mile wide strip of 
approximately 8,000 acres lying east of State Road 29, which would join 
the Big Cypress National Preserve with the Fakahatchee Strand CARL project 
and the second parcel of this project. Acquisition of this project will 
provide buffers or additions to 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 Our Everglades project should be acquired as an Environmentally 
Endangered Land and managed as a multiple-use area with primary manageme~t 
being oriented to~ard resource protection. Allowable uses that should 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 (Fakahatchee), 
and the National Park Service IBig Cypress Connection), ~ith the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of Historical Resources of 
the Department of State cooperatinq. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY Or under option) . VALUE 

#20 Seminole Springs Lake 9,200 $LO,323~000 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally 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 category. 

IIANAGER 
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 De~artment 6f 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 Division of Forestry, the Division of 
Historical Resources, and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission will 
cooperate. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Forest Reserve. Portions of the Hestern part of the tract may be 
developed as a State Park, in the future. 

LOCATION 
In Lake County, centr~l Florida, approximately 17 miles southwest of 
DeLand, 11 miles west of Sanford, 26 miles northwest of Orlando and 22 
miles east of Leesburg. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 11 and Hause District 46. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project contains seven natural communities: hdrdwood swamps, 
hardwood hammocks, hardwood ravines, pine flatwoods, mixed pine/hardwood 
forests, sandhills, and sand pine scrub. The hardwood swamp is the most 
expansive natural community on the property. Hardwood hammocks OCCUr on 
slightly higher ground around the edge of the swamp and along the ravine 
slopes. Pine flatwoods and mixed pine/hardwood forest are also found on 
moist sites but are dominated by loblolly pine. The communities are 
generally in very good condition, however, some ruderal areas, including 
fields and pasture, orange groves, and planted pines, should be 
reforested. The good ecological health and great diversity of natural 
communities provides an environment that supports a sizeable wildlife 
popUlation. The region is likely to harbor many species of rare plants 
and animals. There are reported to be from 50 - 75 springs of Yarious 
sizes on the property. The largest being Seminole Springs, a second 
magnitude springs which produces a flow of over 30 ml1lion gallons of 
water per day. A number of creeks also originate within or flow across 
the property. The spring runs and blackwater creeks are tributaries to 
the St. Johns/Wekiva Rivers. 

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

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

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 16 owners, The major owner (5,600 acres) is a willing 
seller. 
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#20 SEMINOLE SPRINGS 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
Under present ownership and use, most of this tract is adequately 
protected from degradation. However, the biological, geological and 
hydrological resources of the property are highly susceptible ,to ~amage by 
development and this area of the State is developing at a rapid rate. 

The owner is elderly and desires to sell the property; consequently, the 
tract is u~der severe developmental pressure. Additionally, limited 
timber harvesting has occurred recently on some portions of the project. 

ACOUISITION PLANNING 
On November 21, 1980, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved 
the final project design for Seminole Springs. The project design 
modified the resource planning boundary by excluding many of the improved 
,residential tracts, squaring boundaries, and expandini existini corridors 
and increasing the protection of the floodplain. Recommended additions 
included approximately 850 acres; recommended deletions totaled 
approximately 495 acres. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 1. Seminole Springs (Strawn Tract) 
Phase 2. Connecting corridors between Seminole Springs and BMK Ranch 
Phase 3. Other ownerships. 

Other Comments 

Mr. Strawn, the major owner, is anxi,ous 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. 

ESTlnATED COST 
Acguisition 

Tax assessed value, approximately $10,323,000, for project area is 
based on value per acre for major ownership, Strawn. 

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

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions......... .•••. •••....•.......•.•.•........•...• .•••.•...•.. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 3 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 1 

A map on the preceeding page illustrates the juxtaposition of Hantoon 
Island State Park, Blue Springs State Park, lower Wekiva River State 
Reserve, Rock Springs Run State Reserve, Wekiva Springs State Park, 'BMK 
Ranch, Seminole Springs, and St. Johns River. 

"ANASEnENT SU"MARY 
This tract has sufficient size and habitat diversity to support a variety 
of multiple-use activities. It is accessible from State Roads 44, 46, and 
46A, and has an existing road system that would facilitate public access. 

The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services is recommended as the lead manager for the majority of the tract. 
Cooperating manage-s should be the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources, the Same and Fresh Water Fish CommiSSion, 
and the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State. 
Provision should be made for future transfer of management jurisdictioo to 
the Department of Natural Resources for a relatively small western portion 
necessary to further the State Park system and meet identified regional 
re[reation needs. 
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#20 SEMINOLE SPRINGS 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY (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 to a variety of 
compatible uses, including selective timber management, wildlife habitat 
improvement, recreational activities and environmental education. 
Management emphasis should be placed on restoration of altered sites, and 
recreational activities should stress protection and enjoyment of natural 
features, especially the uniqueness and sensitiVity of the springs and 
ravines 
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PROJECT 
~AI'IE 

#21 Miami Rockridge 
Pinelands 

COUNTY 

Dade 

REconnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

175 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELl. 
protect a large number of rare, endangered, threatened 
species and would also preserve water recharge areas. 

nANA6ER 

TAX 
ASSnSED 

. VALUE 

$ 2, 179~OOO 

Acquisition would 
and endemic plant 

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

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

LOCATION 
In Dade County, south Florida, metro Mia~i·~ Homestead urban area. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 and House Districts 119 
and 120. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of the best remaining e'amples of the highly 
endangered pine rockland natural community type. The sites in the project 
area were selected specifically to preserve a broad array of plants and 
animals typical of the pine rocklands. This community harbors numerous 
rare and endangered plant species and several animal 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. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are appro,imately 18 owners. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The 14 pineland sites are considered upland and developable. All sites 
are zoned residential (up to si, lots per acrel or agricultural (could be 
cleared for crops or one house per five acresl. The trees and endemics 
are also sensitive to nearby development. Soils are thin over the rocky 
base and the root systems are sensitive to disturbance. 

The record of development in the pinelands and their--consequent 
disappearance leaves no doubt as to their endangerment. Pinelands, 
outside the Everglades National Park, once totaled over 160,000 acres but 
have been reduced, by 197B, to 3,951 acres. 

In 1984 Dade County conducted a forest inventory which evaluated 
appro,imately 5,000 acres of pinelands and hammocks areas of two acres or 
larger. This survey resulted in the identification of 2,737 acres of 
pinelands which qualified as environmentally sensitive. A more detailed 
analysis of the quality and manageability of the identified acreage 
resulted in the selection of the 14 subject sites which comprise 175 acres 
of the most valuable and threatened privately owned pinelands in Dade 
County. The largest of these is currently being developed. 

sinte 1975 it has been estimated that 48 percent of the Miami Rockridge 
Pinelands have been destroyed. At this current rate of destruction, all 
privately owned pinelands in the environmentally sensitive category ~ould 
be developed in the ne,t 10 to 15 years. Tnis trend is not e'pected 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 e,tremely endangered. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 12, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved 
the final project design for Miami Rockridge Pinelands. The project 
design deleted two sites from the project area because of extensive 
alterations to the sites. A substantial portion of another site was also 
deleted for the same reason. These modifications reduce the total acreage 
of the resource planning boundary by 43 acres and reduced the number of 
discrete sites to 14. 

Recommended Phasing 
Phase I. Site II 
Phase 2. Site 12 
Phase 3. Site 2 
Phase 4. Site 4 
Phase 5. Site 6 
Phase 6. Site 15 
Phase 7. Site 14 
Phase 8. Si te 13 
Phase 9. Site 8 
Phase 10. Site I 
Phase 11. Site 16 
Phase 12. Site 7 
Phase 13. Florida Natural Areas Inventory addition to Site 10 
Phase 14. Site 9 

ESTIMATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value is approximately $2,179,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 12 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

Site 11, the first acquisition priority and the largest of the tracts, has 
recently been bulldozed and prepared for development. 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
As a result of the distribution of the proposed pineland preserves 
throughout a wide range of areas in the County with diverse land uses, it 
has been proposed that the sites be managed at different levels of 
intensity. Sites closest to urban populations will be managed to allow 
controlled interpretive and limited passive recreational opportunities, 
while mare remote pinelands will b~ maintained as environmentally 
endangered land preserves. All of the pineland sites will be managed by 
the Dade County Park and Recreation Department in conformance with the 
Stat.'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 removal of 
endemic species. Public access would be limited to controlled 
interpretive uses where appropriate. Likewise, steps will be· taken to 
maintain the high quality and integrity of the pinelands by preventing the 
intrusion of exotic species. In addition to Dade County Parks, the 
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services will be asked to help in the management of the pineland prese~ves 
by conducting periodic controlled burns of the properties to encourage 
pineland growth and eliminate the threat of understory hardwoods and 
exotic species. 

Page 144 



122 BI6 SHOALS CORRIDOR 

Page 145 



- - I .--- --- ---" 
_-= .18 

--1-- ~-

-.. 2"-

1 

13 

30~- I 29 
~l"(jian MOf,l"nd 

_ .C' .•• ____ _ 

BRONN TRACT/BIG SHOALS CORRIDOR 

COLUMBIA/HAMILTON COUNTY 

TO BE DONATED BY TNC 

PROJECT AREA 

PROJECT AREA (TO BE MAPPED) 

PROJECT AREA UNDER OPTION 

UNDER OPTION BY SUWANNEE RIVER W.M.D. 

SUWANNEE RIVER W.M.D. OWNED 

Page 146 



PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#22 Big Shoals Corridor Hamilton 
Columbia 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
under option) VALUE 

200, $ 45;000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELl. __ Acquisition of the 
Brown Tract has protected examples of almost all ecosystems found within 
this portion of the Suwannee River BaSin. Acquisition of the remai·nder of 
the tract would provide a protected buffer along the riverfront and would 
help protect Four Mile Branch, a tributary of the Su.wannee. 

"ANA6ER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 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 Forestry 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 State Park. 

LOCATION 
In Hamilton and Columbia Counties, north Florida, less than one mile east 
of White Springs, approximately six miles north of the 1-75 and 1-10 
interchange. Stephen Forester State Memorial is three miles west and 
Osceola 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 is the largest remaInIng block of natural vegetation in the 
upper Suwannee River Basin of Florida and contains good to excellent 
e,amples 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 over five miles of river frontage and includes both 
Big and Little Shoals, the largest and most extensive white water rapids 
in Florida. The project also contains a sizable population of American 
8eech, one of the s~uthernm~st 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 reported for the project area an-d the 
potential for archaeological investigations is good._ 

The recreational potential of this project is outstanding. A wide array 
of activities could be supported. 

OIiNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,680 acres are under option from the Nature Conservancy. 
The first option closed on November 25, 1986. The second option is 
scheduled to close in December, 1987. Suwannee River Water Management 
District has purchased a 600 acre parcel north of the river and the 215 
acre Saunders Tract. The District also has under option the Marsh Tract, 
a 2,265 acre river corridor tract, also in the CARL project design area, 
but unmapped. Questions concerning the conveyance of lots and mineral 
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 a portion of the corridor in 
Section 8, are in the District's 10-year acquisition plan and the District 
will buy the parcels as they come on the market. There are also a few 
outstanding owners in Sections 33 and 34. 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The ecosystems on the tract are vulnerable to site disturbing activities 
such as phosphate mining, conversion to pine plantations and development 
for homesites. All of these types of activities are occurring in the 
general 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 to 
hold their property over the long term. The remaining ownerships are 
timber companies, energy companies and private individuals. Without 
acquisition by the State, conversion to homesites, intensive forestry 
operations or phosphate mines will most likely take place. 

ACQUISITiON PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
final project design for Big Shoals Corridor/Brown Tract, which included 
approximately 815 acres now owned by the Suwannee River Water Management 
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) simultaneously with the second closing. 

Acguisition Phasing 
Phase i. Brown and Kerr McGee Tracts. 

Phase II. 

Phase Ill. 

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

Remainder of project area. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

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 
$lb,187 

Expenses 
$2,53b 

OCO 
$45,000 

FCO 
$222,000 

Total 
$2B5,723 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions.... .•••..• .•. ••••...•.•.•.•.••.•.•.•.•.•.•.•. .••..•.•....• 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 9 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials. •••. 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. 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 R~creation 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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. 
Because of its size and diversity, this tract has excellent .potential for 
multiple-use management. It is recommended that the project be pur~hased 
for muJtiple-use under the Environmentally Endangered Lands categDry. A 
portion of the property sh uld be managed as a State Park by the Division 
of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources wit~ the 
majority of the tract mana ed as the Suwannee River Shoals Forest Reserve 
by the Division of Forestr of the Florida Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services. The Fl rida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and 
the Department of Natural esources, Division of Recreation and Parks 
should be cooperators on t e Forest Reserve portion and the Division of 
Forestry and the Game and resh Water Fish Commission should be 
cooperators on the State P rk portion. The Division of Historical 
Resources of the Departmen of State should be cooperators on both 
portions. 

* Does not include Marsh tract r other small acreage tract along the river 
corridor Dr in Section 33, wh eh have not been mapped. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#23 Chassaho~itzka 
Swamp 

COUNTY 

Hernando 
Citrus 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased .AS~ESSED 

under aptian) VALU~ 

5,500 $ 4,66~iOOO 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELI. Acquisition of the 
remainder of this project would enhance the protection of the largest 
coastal hardwood swamp remaining along the Gulf Coast, south of the 
Suwannee River. 

NANA6ER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission with the Division of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Department of Natural 
Resources, the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State, and Citrus County cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the .Chassahowitzka Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
In Hernando and Citrus Counties, on Florida's west coast bet~een the 
Homosassa and Weeki Wachee Springs. Within 60 miles of Tampa and 90 miles 
of Orlando. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 4· and 
House District 47. 

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

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

Chassahowitzka Swamp has been recommended for multiple use management and 
can support a 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 a boat ramp on the 
Chassahowitzka River. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 16,000 acres acquired under the Conservation and Recreation 
Lands program. More than 5,500 acres and 13 owners remain. Major owner, 
Lykes Brothers, is an unwilling seller to the State and isin the process 
of subdividing and selling to private buyers. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ERNENT 
The area is moderately vulnerable, but could be impacted by timbering, 
drainage, limerock 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 acquired. A project design is needed for this tract, with 
emphasis on creating access corridors for public use and for proper 
management. 
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ESTIHATED COST 
Acgui si ti on 

Assessed value is estimated to be approximately $4,666,000. Value 
for entire project area is based on 1986 tax assessed value per acre 
for Hernando County parcels. 

Management 
Game and Fresh Water Fish expenditures for Fiscal Vear 1986-87 from 
CARL. 

Expenses 
$22,328 

Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services expenditures for Fiscal Vear 1986-87 from CARL. 

Expenses 
$2,789 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSEHENTS 
Resolutions ........................................................... 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 13 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

OTHER 
This project is within a Chapter 380 Growth Management Agreement Area. 

HANA6EHENT SUHHARY 
The original Chassahowitzka Swamp project consisted of approximately 
21,200 acres in Citrus and Hernando Counties between U.S. 19 and the Gulf 
of Mexico adjacent to the Chassahowitzka National Wildlife Refuge. 

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

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

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

2. Native plant 
require some 
improvement, 
marsh. 

communities will be maintained or restored. 
reforestation through tree planting, timber 
and controlled burning of pine uplands and 

This may 
stand 

sawgrass 

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. 

5. Nonconsumptive uses relating to fish and wildlife resources such as 
cam?ing, nature appreciation, hiking, picnicking, and boating shall 
be encouraged. 

6. Archaeological 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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"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY (Continued) 
7. Field surveys may be conducted to identify the potential endangerment 

of historic sites due to activities requiring land surface 
a~teration. 

8. The Citrus County Department of Parks and Recreation has expressed a 
desire to operate an existing campground with a convenience store, 

---parking lot, boat ramp and overnight hook-up facilities for mobile 
camper trailers. 

In summary, the proposed tract would be managed for low intensity, 
mult4ple 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 protection and ecologl;al integ~ity of the 
Chassahowitzka region and provide additional recreational opportunities 
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 natural 
sciences is encouraged. 

Existing equipment and facilities will be used until a comprehensive 
management plan is developed. Site security will be provided 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 
officials and general public. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#24 North ~ninsula 

COUNTY 

Vol usia 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

150 

nIx 
-ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$11,S89,OOO 

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

"ANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department oj 
State cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Recreation Area. 

LOCATION 
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 Senate District 10 and House District 28. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
North Peninsula provides good 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 good condition. The 
scrub community is believed to support two rare animal species (the gopher 
tortoise and the Florida 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 archaeological 
discoveries is good. 

Recreational use of the almost three miles of sandy beach is anticipated 
to be high. Management will emphasize balancing the active recreational 
use of the beach with the conservation of the area's cultural and natural 
resources. 

OIiNERSHIP 
Approximately 1,427 acres have been acquired through purchase and 
donation. Two parcels, 47:!: acres are under option, expirationd<ltes are 
March and April of 1988. Approximately 150 acres and 15 owners remaining. 
Project 90 percent complete. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Dune habitats are easily 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 
and is likely to continue without strict supervision. 

EST! KATED COST 
Ac qui si ti on 

Tax assessed value, 1986, is approximately $11,589,000. 

Management and Development 
$144,000 per year for three park rangers, operating budget and fixed 
capital expenditures. 
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 2 
Letters of support from local, state and feoeral public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
The 1,580 acre North Peninsula property located in northeastern Volusia 
County has 2.8 miles of ocean beach and extends from the ocean to the 
Intercoastal Waterway. It is typical of the coastal barrier islands 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. 
Proposed recreational activities include beach activities, saltwater 
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 
resources. 

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 through 
legislative appropriation. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) . VALUE 

#25 Silver River Marion 105 $ 2,50,,000 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition of the 
remainder of this tract would insure public protection of the springhead 
and would elimina.te several small inholdings. 

MANAGER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 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 cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Park. 

LOCATION • 
In ~arion County, north central Florida, less than one mile east of Ocala. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 and House District 
25. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Silver River, a large spring run of renowned beauty, is an outstanding 
natural feature of the property. Approximately 5,000 feet of river 
frontage are included. With the exception of the head spring, the river 
corridor is virtually undeveloped. AlthoU4h 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 hammock. 
The "gumbo" hardwood forest is a natural community unique to the Ocklawaha 
River region. The corridor along the river is virtually undeveloped with 
some very large cypress trees on the river's shores giving a wilderness 
quality to the river. The water resources of this project are excellent. 

Although the project area has never been subjected to a systematic 
cultural resource site survey, it is believed to have good potential for 
archaeological investigations. A review of the Florida Master Site file 
revealed the presence of two archaeological sites 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 relationship between humans and the now extinct 
mammoth. The mammoth and other megafaunal species extinct duri·n~.the 
terminal Pleistocene at the same time the Paleo-Indians (ca. 12000 B.C. -
65000 B.C.) were thriving in Florida. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
The State has acquired 95 percent of the project, approximately 2,4BO 
acres north and south of the river. Last option with the St. Johns River 
Water Management District closed April B, 1987. There are four remaining 
owners, including the springhead addition owned by the University of 
Florida Foundation that the Selection Committee approved as an addition on 
July 25, 1981>. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"ENT 
The gumbo soil unique to portions of the Ocklawaha River basin is not 
resilient to disturbance. Archaeological sites, such as the midden have 
to be protected from pothunters. 

Growth is occurring in this region at rapid rates. Frontage on the Silver 
River is susceptible to development. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The original (northern side of the river) project area was added to the 
CARL priority list in July 1984. The southern addition was proposed 
during the 1984-85 evaluation cycle. The resource planning boundary and 
project assessment for the so'uthern 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, 1985, and by the Governor and 
Cabinet as part of the CARL Annual Report in July, 1985. 

ESTHIATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tao assessed value for 1987 is approximately $2,507,000. 

Management 
Funds requested by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal 
Year 1987-88. 
Salaries 
$16, 187 

Expenses 
$2,531> 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE KENTS 

OCO 
$45,050 

FCO 
$235,000 

Total 
$298,773 

Resolutions.... .••••.•••.• .•........• .••.•.•.•.• .•.•. ••.. .•.•.•.•....• J 
Letters of general support ............................................ 565 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 9 

KANAGEKENT SUKKARY 
Management should be as a State Park by the Division of Recreation and 
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. Necessary development 
should be carefully sited and confined as appropriate. A picnic area near 
the river would be 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 
inmost area$. 

Development costs should be low since no major recreation facilities are 
proposed for the areas already acquired. Some pasture areaS will need to 
be restored, but natural succession in the rich soil may accomplish this 
quickly. Road and facilities maintenance on the unstable soil may be a 
problem. None 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 sprinqhead area, if acquired, would require more 
intensive management as a recreational area. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#26 Carlton Half Moon 
Ranch 

COUNTY 

Sumter 

RECOKKENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ASSESS.ED 
under option) VALUE 

9,500 $ 65~~500 

Qualifies as "other lands." This project offers excellent passive and 
active outdoor recreational opportunities. Acquisition would also 
preserve high quality floodplain habitat. 

KANA6ER 
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 Consu_er Services, and ihe Divisfon of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
In northwestern Sumter County, along theWithlacoochee River. 
Approximately 20 miles west of Leesburg. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 11 and House District 47. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Carlton· Half Moon Ranch is comprised of a variety of upland and 
wetland natural communities including hardwood swamp, maidencane ponds, 
pine flatwoods, oak hammock, and wet prairie. The most notable of these 
is the large area of floodplain swamp along the Withlacoochee River. 
Approximately 2000 acres of the project area is in improved pasture. 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 a 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, Seminole Indians were active in this general area 
and the project is considered to have potential for archaeological 
discoveries. 

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

OIiNERSHIP 
There are approximately 17 owners. The Carl tons 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 (closed on December 19, 1986) along the ~ithl.coochee 
River north to Gum Slough. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERftENT 
Approximately one-third to one-half of the project area is river 
floodplain and would be subject ta the dredge and lill permitting 
authorities of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers or the Florida Department 
of Environmental RegUlation. Therefore, it would be probable that little 
or no development would be allowed within these wetlands. The upland 
communities and isolated ponds and wetlands are not 50 protected and are 
vulnerable to conversion to other land uses such as residential 
development. Such development would not likely be intense over the tract 
since nearly all of the property is severely limited for septic tanks 
because of soils limitations (dominated by soils which are usually fi~oded 
or by soils which are subject to flooding or poor percolation). 
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#26 CARLTON HALF MOON RANCH 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT (Continued) 
Although the present owners of the Carlton Half Moon Ranch do not have any 
development plans for the property, they are interested in selling the 
property in the near future. Several potential buyers have been shown the 
tract, and at least one has expressed an interest in developing the 
property. Development zoned for 5+ acre tracts has been approved (and 
nearly sold out) adjacent to the property. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved 
the project design for Carlton Half Moon Ranch. The final boundary 
configuration consists of minor changes which squared off boundaries and 
included more floodplain along Gum Slough. 

Owners appear to be open to negotiations of a conservation easement 
encompassing Seven Sisters Springs, the northwestern portion of Gum Slough 
and the Gum Slough floodplain. Approximately 1,000 acres of the 1,360 
acres added to the resource planning boundary are contemplated for less 
than fee simple acquisition. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Value of $655,500 for entire tract based on 1985 assessed value per 
acre for the Carlton ownership. 

Management 
Start up Management costs for road improvement, timber management, 
and reforestation is estimated to be approximately $15G,GGG. 

LOCAL SUPPORT ANn GENERAL ENnORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions.. •••. •••..•.•.•.•...•.•..• .•.•.•.•...•... .•••....• .••• .•.• 0 
Letters of general support............................................ I 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 1 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Carlton Half Moon Ranch consists of appro~imately 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 wildlif. management area and for protection of the Withlacoachee 
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 (~hich has previously acquired the 3,OOG acre 
floodplain portion of the project). Although the primary use of the 
property in the past has been hunting, the Carlton Half Moon Ranch also 
offers excellent opportunities for a variety of outdoor recreational 
activities including hiking, camping, wildlife photography, fishing, and 
nature study. The Withlacoochee River and Gum Slough offer good fishing 
and canoeing, and Gum Springs could offer good swimming opportunity. The 
existing remains of logging trams extending into and along the river 
floodplain could provide good hiking trails for wildlife viewing and 
nature interpretation. 

Because of existing improvements to the property relative to fencing, 
access is already largely controlled, start-up costs for management of the 
property should be modest. The present road system would need some 
improvement, and some timber management practices and reforestation would 
be necessary to reestablish some native habitats. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) . VALUE 

#27 St. Johns River Lake 8,290 $ 1, 024,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) and as "other lands." 
Acquisition will help preserve the freshwater marshes and water quality of 
a major river system; provide outdoor recreational opportunities; enhance 
the value and manageability of the State's sizable investment in State 
Park and Reserve lands in the area; and serve as a significant link in a 
corridor of publicly owned lands along the St. Johns and Wekiva Rivers. 

"ANAGER 
DiviSion of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources •. 
The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State, Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division of Forestry of the Department 
of Agriculture and Consumer Services cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Lake County, central Florida, approximately 30 miles north of Qrlando, 
between Orlando and Daytona Beach. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 11 and House District 30. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Th~ St. John's River project is a large tract of river bottomlands and 
adjacent uplands betw~en two existing State ownerships: Hontoon Island 
State Park and Low~r Wekiva River State Reserve. It i~ comprised of 
several natural communities, including floodplal~ forest, hydric hammock, 
cypress domesand sloughs, b.yh~.ds, freshwater marsh, pine flatwoods, 
sandhills, live oak hammock, and mesic hammock. Water resources include 
several miles of frontage on the St. Johns River, backwater sloughs and 
marsh, blackwater creeks, and a small spring. This area harbors an 
abundance of wildlife, including many rare and endanger~d species, and is 
probably a primary corridor for black bears migrating b~tween the Ocala 
National Forest and Rock Springs Run State Reserve. . 

DNHERSHIP 
Th~re will be two remaInIng owners (on~ major owner) after the closing of 
an option in the fall of 1987. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
These lands are moderately vulnerable to consumptive timber practices as 
well as the effects of runoff from residential develcrpments towards the 
western part of the project area. 

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

EST! "ATED COST 
Acquisition 

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

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE~ENTS 
Resol ut ions .•.•.•.••••....••.•.•... " . . . . .• •• . • . . . . . . . .• . . .• . . . . . .•••. Q 
Letters of general support............................................ 8 
Lett~rs of support from local, state and federal public officials .•.• ~ 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 
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OTHER 

#27 ST. JOHNS RIVER 

The Land Acquisition Selection Committee voted to combine the St. Johns 
River Forest Estates and Fechtel Ranch projects on March 21, 1986. 
Acquisition of St. Johns River Forest Estates/Fechtel Ranch would 
complement ather existing and proposed EEL/CARL lands in the vicinity (See 
Map, Page 138). 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The St. 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 
resource 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 st. Johns River. It is 
possible that canoe or boating trails could be developed utilizing the 
Snake River and old logging canals which deeply penetrate the river swamp. 
Some of the pine islandS scattered through the swamp are associated with 
logging canals and might be suitable for nature trails. 

Management and administration of the property should be the responsibility 
of the Department of Natural Resources. The Division of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services and the Game 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 protection of archaeological and historical 
sites. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASS.ESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#29 Escambia Bay Bluffs Escambia 3 $ 1,256\000 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPDSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). 
remainder of this project would aid in the protection 
geological occurrence. 

Acquisition of the 
of very unusual 

M"NAGER 
City of Pensacola and the Division of Historical Resources of the 
Department of State. 

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

LOCATION 
In Escarobi. 
Pensacola. 
Districts 1 

County, northeast Florida Panhandle, within the city limits of 
This project lies within Florida's Senate District I and House 
and 2. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes an unusual geologic feature, a 50± 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 af the bluffs are vegetated with vestiges of a longleaf pine sandhill 
community, while mixed hardwood pine occupy the middle and lower slopes. 
A railroad corridor separates the bluffs from the 5,900 feet Escambia Bay 
shoreline. 

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

OIiNERSHIP 
Two parcels, appro.imately 16 acres, have been acquired with CARL funds. 
City of Pensacola has purchased 34.5 acres of adjacent land. Three acres, 
one oNner, remain. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Development would jeopardize the erodible bluffs. 

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

ESTIMATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value for remaining parcel is appro,ximately $1,258,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions .............. ;- .................................... -........ n 
letters of general support. ..•...•.........•.......... .; ........•..... 101 
letters of support from local, state and federal public offici.ls •.•.. 15 
letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 6 

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

Remaining owner is an unwilling seller. City of Pensacola is consideri, 
eminent domain proceedings. 
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#28 ESCAMBIA BAY BLU~F~ 

HANA6EHENT SUHHARY 
The Escambia Bay Bluffs management plan reflects the management philosophy 
expressed by both the City of Pensacola and the State of Florida. This 
philosophy proposes preservation and passive recreational use of 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 5,900 linear· feet of the project 
site is an integral part of this natural resource, 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 Bluffs. 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 Summit Boulevard site. At 
this time, there are no plans for an i~proved 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 Way. 

Other improvements and management activities planned throughout the 
project site include signs, both directional and educational; litter 
containers; slope stabilization through revegetation; and the adoption of 
an off-road vehicle ordinance. 

Implementation of the management plan involves the participation of the 
City of Pensacola, the Department of Transportation, the Division 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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PROJECT 
NAME 

#29 Peacock Slough" 

COUNTY 

Suwannee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under ootion) 

330 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSEi 

VALUE 

198,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELl. 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. 

"ANA6ER 
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 from Live Oak. Gainesville and Perry are each 
about 50 miles away. This project lies within FI~ida's Senate District 5 
and House District 12. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The 8BO 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 sy~tem provides critical habitat for several endangered animals 
endemic to the karst areas of north Florida. 

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

The area around Peacock Springs is archaeologically rich. Artifacts 
recovered from the sites in the Peacock Springs area indicate human 
occupation dating from the Archaic period (ca. 6500 B.C. - 1000 B.C.l to 
Historic times. Sites from the earlier Paleo-Indian period can also be 
expected there, although none ·have been yet located. 

The Peacock Slough under.ater cave system is heavily utilized by scuba 
divers. It is antiCipated that this activity .ill continue." Future 
recreational use of the site .ould be balanced .ith the preservation of 
the cultural sites and natural resources. 

OWNERSHIP 
240 acres have been acquired and 40 acres are under option. Approximately 
five owners remain. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
Pollution and overuse could jeopardize the aquatic environment and 
associated cave fauna. 

Plans for development have already been prepared and one of the owners has 
indicated he .ill proceed with development unless the property is 
acquired. 

Page 179 



ESTI !tATED COST 
Acguisition 

Assessed value for lq86 is approximately $198,000. 

#2q PEACOCK SLOUGH 

Management 
Requested 
1987-88. 

by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal Year 

OPS 
$29,892 

Expenses 
$38,090 

OCO 
$98,900 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEIIENTS 

Tat a 1 
$166,882 

Resolutions .....•..•...•.. '" •..•..•.• .•.••.......•.•. •••.•.. .••.•.•.•. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

!tANAGEIIENT SUIIIIARY 
Peacock Slaugh is frequently used for recreation, primarily cave diving 
and associated camping. Fishing and other recreational pursuits 
associated with springs and sinkholes also occur. The project is proposed 
as a State Park or Preserve with limited recreational development, 
primarily cave diving, camping and nature appreciation. The Department of 
Natural Resources is proposed 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 Il.SSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) "VALUE 

#30 Horrs Island Collier 192 $ 7,6.86;000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would 
protect endangered and threatened species and a variety of natural 
communities including Tropical Scrub, only found on the sand ridge islands 
of southwest Florida. Acquisition would also provide protection for an 
area which is historically and archaeologically rich. 

"ANASER 
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 Archaeological and Botanical Site or State Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In southwest Collier County, south Floridaj approximately 15 miles south 
of Naples. Marco Island is immediately west of the project area. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 38 and House Distri~t 75. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project area consists of 192 acres of sand ridges and shell mounds 
within mangrove swamps that form a 5 to 30 foot high backbone for the 
island. The major natural communities include: tropical maritime 
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 good condition. The project area supports 
endangered, threatened or rare speCies. The coastal sand ridges and their 
associated vegetation are unusual and limited to southwest Florida. The 
combination of shell mounds and scrub vegetation is also rare. 

The project is archaeologically and historically rich. There are at least 
twenty-five prehistoric and historic sites. This is a very high site 
density. 

Recreation should be limited to low intensity activities to preserve the 
outstanding cultural and natural resources. 

OWNERSHIP 
All of the project area, except for about 40 acres is in one ow·ne"rship­
The Deltona Corporation. The State has already acquired approximately 750 
acres of wetlands surrounding Horrs Island in the Deltona Exchange. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERftENT 
The upland areas are vulnerable to development which could impact the 
water quality and plant life. Also the archaeological sites are 
vulnerable to movement of the soil as well as the unique upland 
communities. 

The uplands of the project area are being developed as a residential area. 
Development plans have been prepared for Horrs Island and the owner is 
going through the regulatory process for development approval. The 
property is zoned for a Planned Unit Development (PUD). A bridge is 
planned to Horrs Island. 
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#30 HORRS ISUIND 

ESTlIIATED COST 
A<guisition 

The $7,676,900 .alue is based on information from the Collier County 
property appraiser's offi<e on the most recent assessments of 
property in Collier County zoned pun. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GE~ERAL ENDORSEIIENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
letters of general support............................................ 0 
letters of support from local, state and federal public offi<ials..... 0 
letters of suppprt from local and areawide <onservation organizations. 0 

IIANAGEIIENT SUIIIIARY 
The liorrs Island area is proposed as Environmentally Endangered "land and­
should be established as a State Preserve/Archaeological Site or State 
Park. It is a distinct, functioning ecological unit. If access is 
<ontrolled, very little management of the natural resources will be 
required. Protection of the archaeological and historical sites is 
necessary. It 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 expense. Some type of landing facility will be required on 
Horrs Island to accommodate whatever level of access is established. Most 
disturbed communities are the result of historically significant 
occupation. Therefore, 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 
PRDJ ECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#31 Andrews Tract Levy 370 $ 1,187;000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition will 
help preserve the water quality of a major river and will protect an 
e,ceptional e,ample of pristine mature hardwood forest. Acquisition of 
this prOject will also provide many consumptive and nonconsumptive 
recreational opportunities. 

HANMER 
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, the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, and the 
Suwannee River Water Management District cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area and State Park. 

LOCATION 
In Levy County, northwest Florida, between Fanning Springs and Manatee 
Springs. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 6 and House 
District 11. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The 3,800 acre Andrews Tract is probably the finest e.ample of mesic 
hardwood hammock in Florida. It is one of very few.large, contiguous 
areas of old growth hardwoods. remaInIng. It is an excellent example of a 
Florida ihammock" with four Florida Champion and two National 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 
e,cellent wildlife habitat and supports an abundance of animals •. 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 Andrews Tract provides excellent opportunities for recreation in a 
near wilderness environment. The property can support hunting, fishing, 
hiking, camping, canoeing, backpacking and other similar activities that 
do not degrade the wilderness character of the project. 

OIiNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,850 acres acquired under CARL, including a donation. 
Suwannee River Water Management District has purchased approximately 550 
acres. Approximately 11 owners remaining. Most of remaining parcels 
subdivided into lots. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERHENT 
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 TRACT 

ESTlMTED COST 
Acgui si ti on 

Assessed value for 1983 was approximately $1,187,000. Tax assessed 
value, taking agricultural exemptions into consideration was 
SI,180,000. 

Management 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission expenditures for Fiscal Year 
1986-87 from CARL. 

Expenses 
$22,328 

Total 
$22,329 

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

Salaries 
$11,280 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Expenses 
$10,473 

Total 
$21,753 

Resolutions .... ~...................................... .•..•.•••.•..•.•. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 0 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. I 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
A multi-use concept of management is being employed due to the varied 
potential of the tract_ Its use is best suited 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 managinq agency with the Division of 
Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the 
Department of Natural Resources, the Division of Historical Resources of 
the Department of State, and the Suwannee River Water Management District 
cooperating. The following is an outline of recommended activities and 
objectives for management of the Andrews tract. 

I. The project will be managed to maintain ~ater quality, restore 
natural hydroperiods, and to retain the high-quality ~ildlife 
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 overall quality experience. Quota and other 
restrictions will be necessary to maintain the present level of 
hunting quality. 

4. Native plant communities shall be restored or maintained in their 
natural condition or managed for wildlife and multiple-use 
activities. 

5. Surveillance and monitoring of native wildlife and ecological 
research projects shall be included in efforts to maintain the high 
quality plant and wildlife habitat. 

b. Archaeological and historic sites will be conserved and protected 
from destruction through other management activities or vandalism." 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#32 Estero Bay 

COUNTY 

Lee 

REconnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ~5SESSED 

under option) VALUE 

12,885 $30,684,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would 
help protect the marine resources of an aquatic preserve. It would also 
protect archaeological sites as well as bald eagle habitat. 

nANA6ER 
The DiviSion of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources 

PROPOSED USE 
State Reserve in conjunction with the Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve. PubI~c 
ownership of this coastal zone will protect a substantial amount of 
environmentally sensitive land and significantly benefit the State's 
efforts to protect the water quality and aquatic resources in the adjacent 
Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCATION 
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 
74. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Most of the Estero Bay project area is comprised of wetland natural 
communities that directly front Estero Bay (e.g., mangrove, salt marsh and 
salt flats). These communities provide an important nutri~nt input into 
th~ bay, thus contributing substantially to the biological productivity of 
the area. The bay area supports a diversity of wildlife including the 
federally endangered bald eagle. The wetlands in a natural condition 
serve to help maintain high water quality in the Estero Bay Aquatic 
Preserve. 

There are several archa~ological sites known from the project area that 
are attributed to the Cal usa Indians and their prehistoric ancestors. 
Investigation of these sites could bring new insight to their unique and 
complex society. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
Project area has approximately 85 owners with two maior owners: the.Estero 
Bay Trust property (approximately 4,700 acres) and the Windsor-Stevens 
property (approximately 660 acres). Bath are willing sellers, one is 
willing to exchange. 

VULNERABILITy AND ENDANGERnENT 
The interrelated habitats in this proposal are very susceptible to human 
activities which alter water quality, quantity and natural periodicity. 

The site is currently being degraded by off-road vehicular traffic and 
illegal dumping. 

The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved th~ final project design 
for Estero Say Aquatic Preserve 8uffer on March 21, 1986. The project 
design resulted in additions to the resource planning boundary totaiing 
approximat~ly 185 acr~s and del~tions totaling approximately 445 acres. 
Additions w~re made primarily for the purpose of consolidating owner5hips 
and areas which were obviously disturbed and/or developed were deleted. 
An approved DRI was also deleted from the project area. The entir~ 

project design area has been boundary mapped and is, therefore, eligibl­
for inclusion on the CARL priority list. 
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#32 ESTERO 8AY 

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
Acquisition Phasing 

Phase 1. 

Phase I!. 

Phase II!. 

Phase IV. 

Original proposals, Windsor/Stevens and Estero Bay 
Trust. 

Developable uplands from section 19 north. 

Developable uplands from section 30 south. 

Wetlands and islands. 

ESrI KATED COST 
Acguisitian 

Tax assessed value for 1985 was approximately $301,684,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE KENTS 
Resalutions........ .•.•••••••..• .••• .••...•.....•.•.•.•.•.•..•.•. .•••• I 
Letters of general support............................................ 46 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 3 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 10 

EHINENT DOHAIN 

OTHER 

Eminent domain authority was extended until 1993 for Mound Key, an 
archaeologically significant island within this project. 

This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
Management responsibility for the Estero Say should be assigned to the the 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 
The area will, thus, be managed as part of the aquatic preserve management 
program with an emphasis on maintaining the natural, undisturbed 
wilderness-like condition of the site. The Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State will have a direct role in the 
management and protection of archaeological and historical resources. 

Public use of the aquatic preserve and adjacent buffer area is anticipated 
and will be encouraged to the extent that it does not conflict with 
maintenance of the natural and cultural values of the area. Such 
traditional recreational activities as boating, canoeing, bird watching, 
fishing and nature appreCiation in this area would not be affected. In 
fact they would be enhanced by the public ownership and protection of this 
area. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#33 Warm Minera! 
Springs. 

COUNTY 

Sarasota 

RECOHHENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
INot Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

76 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

Qualifies as ·other lands.' Acquisition would preserve a significant 
archaeological site as well as the best known e~ample of a limited number 
of warm mineral springs found in the State. 

"ANAGER 
Sarasota County through the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natura! Resources. The Division of Historical Resources of 
the Department of State cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
County park. 

LOCATION 
In southwestern Sarasota County, southwest Florida, approximately ten 
miles ENE of Venice and approximately 15 miles northwe~t of Port 
Charlotte. This project lies within Flotid~'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 rudera! condition. 

Warm Mineral Springs has lang been recognized as a significant 
archaeological site and is listed in the National Register of Historic 
Places. The site is considered significant nat only because of the 
unusually large number of early human skeletal remains, but because of the 
undisturbed context of the remains and their age. The site has also 
produced aboriginal artifacts and Pleistocene faunal remains. 

Warm Mineral Springs is currently utilized as a health spa with the 
primary attraction being the reputed therapeutic effects of the Harm 
mineral waters. Future recreational activities might include swimming, 
picnicking and interpretation of the archaeological finds. 

ONNERSHIP 
One subdivided ownership. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The terrestrial portion of the tract has long been altered although.no 
recent construction has taken place. The spring itself is the portion of 
the tract with the most unique and vulnerable geological, archaeological, 
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 
archaeological remains in the spring as Hell as the continued puhlic 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 encourage 
development in the area. Another 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 to sell, the tract could quickly 
become unavailable for State acquisition. 
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#33 WARM MINERAL SPRINGS 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 12, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved 
the project design for Warm Mineral Springs, which did not alter the 
resource planning boundary. 

ESTI IIATED COST 
Acquisition 

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 GENERAL ENDORSEIIENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 1 
Letters of general support ......•.....•.•...••.....•.•.•....•.•.....•. 301 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ••.•. 13 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

Sarasota County has passed a bonding referendum which will enable the 
county to contribute $2 million towards this project's acquisition. 

IIANAGEIIENT SUIIIIARY 
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 
facilities 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 Patrol Division of the Sarasota 
County Sheriff's Department. 

A very basic site plan of the 76 acre Warm Mineral Springs area has been 
dev~loped, while a detailed master site plan will be required before any 
improvements will be made. Management of the 56 acres $urrounding the 
Springs would be similar to the e.isting arrangement. However, upgrading 
and modernizing the amenities of the springs is a must. No camping or 
other noncompatible activity is contemplated. 

Continued archaeological e.ploration and eventual construction of a 
facility to interpret and display findings is a distinct possibility. Any 
improvements, alterations, or additions to the Springs would be made 
(based on available funds) with the integrity and sensitive archaeological 
significance of the area in mind. 
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KEY WEST SALT PONDS 

MONROE COUNTY 



PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#34 Key West Salt Ponds Monroe 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

407 

TAX 
ASSESSED 
. VALUE 

$ 5, 724~OOO 

Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition and restoration would preserve 
the last relatively natural area in Key West including habitat for 
endangered and threatened species. 

HANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources in cooperation ~ith the City of Key West. 

PROPOSED USE 
Nature study area or Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Monroe County, southeast portion of the island of Key West. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 and House District 120. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is Key West's last remalnlng natural expanse, although much 
of the uplands has been disturbed. The natural communities of the project 
include tropical hardwood hammock, mangrove, tidal lagoon, 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 
acti vities. 
photography, 

can provide some excellent low intensity recreational 
These activities might include bird· watching, hiking, 
nature appreciation, and picnicking. 

OIiNERSHIP 
~ineteen owners, 30 parcels. Some property is already in public 
ownership. Owner of the Island in the Sun Development has expressed an 
interest in selling the property to the State. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERHENT 
The Salt Ponds are extremely vulnerable to degradation from 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 of tidal flow and problems from stormwater runoff. 

The Marks and Smathers Beach development projects are active at this tim •. 
Marks, the owner of a 42! acre parcel on the eastern-edge of the preject 
area has applied for building permits to construct the first phase of a 
development that may contain 800 to 1,120 dwelling units in a series of 
four story buildings. Local governments, the Department of Ertvironment.l 
Regulation and U.S. Army Corps 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 as amenities for Smathers Beach is under review at this t.ime. These 
buildings would intrude into the mangrove surrounding the westernmost 
pan d. 

ACDUISITIDN 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 boundary changes from that acreage which was assessed. 

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition Techniques 
The preservation of the Salt Pond area·c.n be achieved through th. 
use of a combination of creative acquisition techniques tailored \ 
suit individual properties and owners. Besides fee-simple purcha 
these include but are not limited to the following. 
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134 KEY WEST SALT PONDS 

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition Techniques (Continued) 

The ten acre parcel presently owned by the Nature Conservancy is 
being purchased by the City with the aid of a Federal Soil and Water 
Conservation grant. This parcel along with the ten acre parcel 
donated to the City by Lawrence Marks, et a1., will "are 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. 

AcquiSition Phasing 
Phase 1. 

Phase n. 

Coordination 

lt is recommended to include the 42 acre parcel on the 
east edge of the project owned by Lawrence Marks, at 
aI., because the owners have applied for building 
permits to construct the first phase of their 
development. Construction of this development would 
substantially reduce the value of that portion of the 
property as a habitat for wildlife or as green space 
for recreation. ln addition to primary construction 
impacts, development of this tract would increase 
pressure to develop adjacent parcels. 

The ten acre parcel being purchased by the City from 
the Nature Conservancy is also recommended for 
inclusion in Phase I because the City may need a small 
amount of State funds in order to complete the 
acqui si ti on. 

It is recommended to include the remaining property 
within the project boundary. The parcels should be 
negotiated first that are contiguous with existing 
state-owned land and with parcels purchased in Phase 
1. 

The City of Key West has placed a tax on entrance into 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 offered 
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 additional ways in which to aid the acquisition and 
management of the Salt Ponds project. 

ESTI "ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value for 1985 was approximately $5,724,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 11 
Letters of ~eneral support ............................................ Ib4 
Letters of support from 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 

"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
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- fn 
diminished tidal circulation, siltation and the loss of 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 of thousands 
of tourists drawn· annually by th.e n~tura.l .attraction.s of ttte K'l.Y s ,. .:> ~YGJb 

) o.n" SI'U;«\6 I?~ ,v\CcV1<-"'Jd 10'( ~. Vlv. ",«L • 

The area is of manageable Si;\e, and close to the State Park at Fort Taylor 
for administrative purposes. Existing facilities include buildings Nhich 
could serve a variety of uses. Some work restoring natural shorelines and 
enhancing strategiC tidal connections would, without too much difficulty 
and expense, provide Key West's only onshore recreational opportunities 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, picnic areas, and quick access to Smathers Public Beach by a 
walking/biking path. Fronting the ponds is the Bridle Path, a palm-lined 
promenade along the Atlantic connecting Smathers Beach ~ith East Martello 
Museum. AcquiSition would ensure the continued existence of the privately 
owned Bridle Path, already heavily used by the public for walking, 
overflow 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 Ponds contain a wide variety of habitats 
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 shallow 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 Cow Key Channel. 

The conversion of facilities at the abandoned missile base into a nature 
center and a trail through the adjacent hammock would serve to inform 
people about the plants and animals that inhabit this unique and 
endangered environment. Placement of elevated boardwalks and observation 
blinds would allow visitors a close look at the Keys' renowned .w.a.ding 
birds. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#35 Withlacoochee 

COUNTY 

Sumter 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
Or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
under option) _ VALUE 

3,900 $ S,6(j4~OOO 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELI and as "other lands." 
Acquisition would help protect the sensitive wetland environment of a 
river system and provide opportunities for hunting and timber management. 

MANA6ER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services. The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Withlacoochee State Forest. 

LOCATION 
Sumter County, central Florida, apprOXimately 50 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 wetlands; 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 for 
numerous wildlife species. 

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

This project can support a variety of recreational activities that are 
compatible with the primary objective of protecting the valuable 
hydrological resources. These activities could include limited hunting, 
hiking, camping and nature study. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 45 owners within the expanded project area. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The hydric communities found on the project area are extremely sensitive 
and vulnerable. Extensive development could alter t~aditional wate~ 

levels, increase surface water runoff, decrease water quality, and 
increase downstream flooding. 

There are no known developments planned for the project·area; however, the 
high growth rate in Sumter County makes future development in the area 
likely. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Mondello/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek. The resource 
planning boundary was adjusted primarily to square off boundaries and 
include entire ownerships when possible without needlessly expanding the 
project area or deleting areas with significant resource value. 

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition 
There is some doubt whether Ned Lovett, a property Owner along the 
western boundary in Sections 28 and 29; Township 21 South, Range 21 
East, would be a willing seller. He has indicated, however, the 
pOssibility of granting or selling an easement along his existing 
road, providing access to the western portion of the tract. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
Recommended ACquisition Phasing 

#35 WITHLACOOCHEE 

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. 

Phase Ill. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
ACquisition 

Recommended additions by the Florida Natural Areas 
Inventory 

InhoIdings in Withlacoochee EEL project area. 

Assessed value for 1986 is approKimately $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 ye.r. 

Salaries and Expenses 
$30,000 

Additional projected expenses. 
Capital improvements 

$11,560 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 0 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public offici.ls ..•.• 5 
Letters of support from local and area~ide conservation organilations. 1 
• Older EEL files are not included in these tot.ls. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Withlacoochee project area contains approximately 3,900 acres of 
inholdings and adjacent lands that are important for preservation and 
management of the existing Withlacoochee 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 oi 
natural plant communities, recreation and wildlife management. 
Consumptive uses on 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 been 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 addition 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 $11,560. 

The property will be managed under guidance of the Withlacoochee EEL 
Management Plan, which has been approved by the Governor and Cabinet. 
Management will be in conformance with the Environmental Endangered Lands 
Management Plan and the State Lands Management Plan. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

*36 Julington/Durbin 
Creeks _ 

COUNTY 

Duval 
St. Johns 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

3,300 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 2, 792~OOO 

Qualifies under the "other lands" category. Acquisition of this site 
would provide outdoor recreation opportunities for an increasingly 
developed urban area, would help protect hydrological resources associated 
with a major river, and could provide opportunities for the selective 
harvesting of timber. 

"ANASER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
cooperati ng. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Forest. 

LOCATION 
In Duval and St. Johns Counties, northeast-~Iarida, 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 community 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. I. l 

hcc., p..A<A"o\icl.\ reI IIIVeSlij,\\w.\ 
The project area ~l-u<k>s-t...a--signHi£ant I>istol"ii:allarchaeological ~. 

This project could support many recreational activities including hiking, 
camping, horseback riding, canoeing, fishing, swimming and possibly 
hunting. 

OIiNERSHIP 
There are five owners. The major owner, Goneden Corporation, continues to 
be unwilling to sell at the price the State is able to offer. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
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. Site modifications necessary for the 
development of residential and/or business structures would damage 
vegetation on the uplands and lowlands, and would adversely affect water 
quality in the adjoining creeks. 

The current owners claim to have no immediate plans for the property. 
However, major development is planned immediately South of this parcel and 
negotiations are underway for a possible access corridor across this 
tr ac t. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

The 1981 tax assessed value was $2,791,700. 
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#36 JULINGTON/DURBIN CREEKS 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions ........................................................... 4 
Letters of general support............................................ 93 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials .•.•. 22 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 14 

E"lNENT DO"AIN 
1987 Legislature extended eminent domain authority for this project. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
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 Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 
and Consumer Services will be the lead managing agency with the Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating. 
Recreation management, timber management and wildlife management will be 
given equal consideration so that resources will be utilized in the 
combination that will best serve the people of the State. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#37 The Barnacle 
Addition 

COUNTY 

Dade 

REconnEMDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

7 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

Qualifies as 'other lands.' This project is an addition to the Barnacle 
State Historic Site, and would protect a tropical hardwood hammock. 

nAMAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Historic Site Additiori. 

LOCATION 
In Dade County,south Florida, fronting Biscayne Bay, between Peacock Park 
and the Barnacle State Historic Site. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 35 and House District 104. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Barnacle Addition CARL acquisition proposal consists of approximately 
7.07 acres in the Coconut Grove section of Miami. The primary 
significance of this project is its association with the Barnacle Historic 
Site. The project area occupies a narrow lot between the Barnacle 
Historic Site and the city-owned Peacock Park. The property supports a 
2.5 acre tropical hardwood hammock. Although the understory of the 
hammock is disturbed, the site does contain several rare plant species, 
including thatch palm and silver palm. The property also has 240 feet on 
Biscayne Bay, a State Aquatic Preserve. 

The Barnacle Addition contains a historic site and a prehistoric 
archaeological site. 

It is anticipated that this project ~ould provide excellent recreational 
opportunities in association with the Barnacle Historic Site. Walking 
paths through the hammock and along the bay shore would provide the most 
appropriate recreation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Project area under one ownerShip. 

VULNERABlLITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
Deyolopment on the property woul d detr act f rom the hi star i c atm"os"phere of 
the adjacent Barnacle Historic Site. 

The property's location and 
desirable for development. 
residential development. 

ESTInATED CDST 
Acquisition 

aesthetic appeal make the site highly 
The property is currently zoned for 

Tax assessed value for 1985 was S3,463,000. 

LOCAL SUPPDRT AND GENERAL ENDORSEnENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support .................................. "",, .... 411 
letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 7 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 16 
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#37 THE BARNACLE ADDITION 

E"INENT DDftAIN 
Eminent domain Has authorized by the 1987 legislature. 

"ANAGEftENT SUftftARY 
Interpretation of the hardwood hammock, already a major element in public 
programs of The Barnacle State Historic Site, would be enhanced. 
Acquisition of the project area would enhance protection of both The 
-~arnacle State Historic Site and the City of Miami's Peacock Park from 
encroachment by the e.tensive and vigorous development which typifies the 
area and which constitutes the chief threat to those properties. 
Utilization of the nonhammock areas of the project area for interpretative 
programs would enhance presentation 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 Department of 
Natural Resources. 

Public use of this property should be limited to low-density passive 
recreational activities associated with interpretation of the hammock and 
the history of Bay settlement; both activities represent expansions and 
augmentations of activities underway at The Barnacle State Historic Site. 
This will appro.imately triple the number of possible visitors while 
lesseninq deterioration of the Munroe residence of The Barnacle state 
Historic Site by assuming part of the interpretive load now carried by the 
residence. 

Page 214 



138 B.".K. RANCH 

Page 215 



N 

BM!< RANCH 

LAKE/ORANGE COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 

STATE OWNED 

Page 216 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#38 B.M.K. Ranch 

COUNTY 

Lake 
Orange 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
Or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
under option) . VALUE 

5,850 $ 5,51~rOOO 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition of this 
project ~ould help create a corridor and preserve habitat for an 
endangered speCies, ~ould aid in management of existing State owned lands, 
and would aid in the preservation of the water quality of a major river 
system. 

"ANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Rock Springs Run State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Lake and Orange Counties in central Florida, near Orlando. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 11 and House District 46. 

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 threatened species 
as the Florida black bear, scrub jay, Sherman's fox squirrel, scrub lizard 
and gopher tortoise. Throughout the year, the Florida sandhill crane and 
the ~oodstork are frequently se~n 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 egret, Louisiana heron, and limpkin. These communities are 
relatively undisturbed and in very good ecological health. The project 
also includes excellent aquatic resources including a major spring and its 
spring run, and river frontage on Rock Springs Run (1.5 miles) and the 
Wekiva River (0.75 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 of both of these streams. 

This project provides excellent recreational opportunities in a rapidly 
growing metropolitan region. Recreational activities might include 
canoeing, swimming, camping, fishing, hiking, horseback riding and 
possibly hunting. 

OIiNERSHIP 
There are approximately 30 owners. B.M.K. Ranch (approximately 2,700 
acres) is the primary owner. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The abundant water resources 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. 

ACgUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approve the B.M.K. Ranch project 
design on March 21, 1986. The resource planning boundary/project design 
process expanded dnd refined the original proposal by including addiEional 
floodplain wetlands and contiguous, undeveloped uplands. Improved parcels 
(whose exclusion would create no significant inholdings) and an unrecorded 
subdivision have been deleted. The entire project area has been boundary 
mapped. 



#38 B.M.K. RANCH 

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
Acquisition Phasinq 

Phase I. 

Phase II. 

Phase Il I. 

Large unimproved parcels contiguous to existing State 
owned land. 

Other improved parcels. 

Improved parcels. 

EST! "ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value for 1986 was approximately $5,517,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions ................... o. 0 •••••••••••••••••• ,.................. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 16 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 65 

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 St. Johns River. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
Acquisition of the B.M.K. Ranch would enhance the protection of the Wekiva 
River (an Outstanding Florida Water) and provide habitat for the 
perpetuation of threatened Dr 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. Johns 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 encou~aged 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 include fishing, hunting, 
canoeing, camping {primitivel, horseback riding, hiking, and nature study. 
Acquisition is expected to have little impact upon the traditional 
commercial uses of the adjacent wate~s of the Wekiva River, which 
specifically include canoeing and noncommercial fishing. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#39 Josslyn Island Lee 48 $ 35 rOOO 

REconnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies for purchase under "other lands" category. Acquisition 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. 

KANAGER 
The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State and the 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Archaeological Site and State Recreation Area. 

LOCATION 
In Lee County, southeast Florida, two miles offshore from Pine Island. In 
close proximity to Boca Grande and Sanibel Island, Josslyn Island is 
located in Pine Island Sound between Cayo Costa and Pine Island. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 25 and House District 74. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Josslyn Island is primarily a mangrove wetland with a large 
shell mound colonized by subtropical and tropical species. 
approximately 367 acres, of which approximately 12 acres is 
property. Access to the island is by boat. 

aboriginal 
It encompasses 
"upland H 

The island contains a twelve acre ceremonial and village complex of the 
historic Cal usa 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, fabiic and fiber that are rare for all ancient sites throughout 
Florida. The archaeological significance of Josslyn Island waS first 
noted in 1895, and subsequent archaeological 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 "archaeological 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-Cal usa up to post-European 
contact materials. The physical description of the remains on Josslyn 
Island are identical to the accounts for Cal usa villages provided by 16th 
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 Cal usa culture. 
Disturbance of the archaeological remains is light, and is estimated to 
affect approximately five percent of the total. 

Recreation should be strictly controlled to preserve the significant 
cultural resources. 

DWNERSHIP 
One owner. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ERKENT 
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 value. 

The current owners are protecting the area and the absence of easy road 
access to the island keeps it relatively free from pothunters and othe, 
trespassers. 
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#39 JOSSlYN ISLAND 

ESTlIIATED COST 
Acquisition 

Ta. assessed value is appro.imately $35,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEIIENTS 
Resolutions............................ .•••.•.•....... .••.... .•...•.•• 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 8 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public ?fficials..... 3 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 

EIIINENT DOMIN 

DTHER 

E~inent domain authority e.tended by the 1987 Legislature. 
of Natural Resources has filed eminent domain proceedings. 
pending. 

The Department 
Set tl ement 

This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. It is also within Pine Island Sound 
Aquatic Preserve. 

IIANA6EIIENT SUIIIIARY 
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 archaeological landmark. The e.cellent state of 
preservation of Josslyn Island offers almost the last opportunity to 
preserve for future study and appreciation a major Cal usa coastal 
mound/village comple. containing data for the reconstruction and 
interpretation. For the near future, the Division of Historical Resources 
of the Department of State recommends a generalized policy of conservation 
for Josslyn Island. In order to prevent any kind of adverse disturbance 
to the site, other State agencies should coordinate planned activities 
there closely with the Division of Historical Resources 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 0 prevent and control this problem. 
Finally, archaeological eKcavations, e.cept on a small test scale are 
generally discouraged at this time. Detailed survey and mapping, however, 
is strongly encouraged. 

The management of Josslyn Island will be jointly shared by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources and the 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State. Management 
costs for the first year should consist only of those funds necessary to 
provide protection of the archaeological remains through routine law 
enforcement patrol. 

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 e.pert!se by the 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State in the 
preservation of the archaeological data contained on Josslyn Island, along 
with the ongoing management presence of the Department of Natural 
Resources; Charlotte Harbor Aquatic Preserves, Charlotte Harbor State 
Reserve, and Cayo Costa State Reserve programs. Protection of the 
nonregenerative 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 Purohased ASSfSSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#40 Homosassa Springs Citrus 30 $ 57~fOOO 

RECOIIIIENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies 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 recreation~1 opportunities, and would proteot 
relatively undisturbed hammock. 

/tANAGER 
Citrus County or the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resouroes. 

PROPOSED USE 
~ounty or State Park. 

LOCATION 
In southwestern Citrus County, Florida's west coast, just west of U.S. 
Highway 19 and the urban area of Homosassa Springs. This projeot lies 
within Florida's Senate District 4 and House District 26. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project contains a first magnitude spring, Homosassa 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 ecologioal condition. The good woodland 
habitat in conjunction 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 environmental education). 
The major attraction at the site is an underwater viewing room. 

OWNERSHIP 
The State has an option agreement with Citrus County on the majority of 
the tract (ca. 155 aues), scheduled to be exercised in December, 1988. 
The remaining portion of the project, approximately 30 acres, which is n" 
yet acquired or under option has only two owners. One of theow"ers, 
however, has recently subdivided his property into 16 lots. The lots arc 
unsold as of July I, 1987. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERIIENT 
The first magnitude spring is highly vulnerable due to possibl·e 
contamination 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 .ill exert development pressure on parts of the trl" 
if it is not permanently dedicated as a park either by Citrus County as 
its present owner or the State through CARL purchase. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, 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 
forest to the original proposal. The entire project area has now been 
boundary mapped. 
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~40 HOMOSASSA SPRINGS 

ReQUISITION PLRNNIN6 (Continued) 
Acquisition Phasing 

Phase I. Original Proposal - county owned. 

Phase I!. Florida Natural Areas Inventory recommended addition. 

ESTI I'IATED COST 
Acquisition 

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 $575,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND-GENERAL ENDORSEI'IENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... I 
Letters of general support. ..............•..........•...•......•.•.... 1033 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 8 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. II 

This project is within a Chapter 3BO Growth Management Agreement Area. It 
is also proposed by Citrus County as a joint County/State purchase. 

I'IANAGEI'IENT SUMMARY 
The Homosassa Springs project area consists of approximately lB5 acres and 
contains the well known attraction Homosassa Nature World with Nature's 
Fishbowl. Homosassa Springs is large, deep and clear, and has an 
underwater observatory aiding the fishbowl appeal. The spring run {or 
river segment I 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, devel~pment in the attraction includes 
the administration building, the gift shop, the restaurant building, the 
animal-exhibit park, the parking lot, the cruise boat dock, and certain 
accessory structures, 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 recreational 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 for the alternative replacement of the existing 
attraction 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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PROJECT 
NAME 

#41 Bluehead Ranch 

COUNTY 

Highlands 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

40,329 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

. VALUE 

$ 3,600,000 

Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition of this project would provide the 
public with a wide variety of recreational uses including hunting, 
fishing, and canoeing. Acquisition would also provide protection of a 
portion of a natural floodplain. 

"ANA6ER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Historical Resources of the Department 

PROPOSED USE 

The Division o~ Forestry of the 
Services and the Division of 
of State cooperating. 

Wildlife Management Area or Wildlife Refuge. 

LOCATION 
In Highlands County, south-central Florida,~ approximately 20 miles south 
of Sebring, west of Lake Okeechobee. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 13 and House District 76. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Most of the Bluehead Ranch is comprised of marsh and wet prairIe with so.e 
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 15i. of the entire project area can be 
considered watershed for the creek. The maintenance of the project area 
in a natural condition will help protect the water quality of Fisheating 
Creek and ultimately Lake Okeechobee into which it flows. 

Bluehead Ranch should be able to sustain a variety of intensive 
recreational uses that include hunting, fishing, hiking, camping, canoeing 
and nature appreCiation. 

OIlNERSHIP 
Single owner is Ben Hill Griffin. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The overall project vulnerability is low; however, development in the 
watershed of Fisheating Creek could adversely affect water quality or 
quantity and the vulnerability of the Fisheating Creek watershed should be 
considered 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. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved thr 
final project design for Bluehead Ranch. The project design did not ., 
the resource planning boundary. 

ESTIIIATED COST 
Acquisition 

Assessed value for 1986 was approximately $3,600,000. Tax assess. 
value, with applied greenbelt exemptions, was $3,500,000. 
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#41 BLUEHEAD RANCH 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Let ters of general support............................................ 2 
letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from 10caJ and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This project could provide for numerous consumptive and nonconsumptive 
recreational uses. Good game populations should provide excellent hunting 
opportunities, and the wetlands should attract a number of migratory game 
birds. Fisheating Creek would provide for fishing, canoeing, and 
swimming. The open terrain would lend itself to activities such as 
hiking, camping, and nature appreciation. 

Management goals and objectives should be: (I) to protect naturally 
occurring and relatively unaltered biological communities; (2) to protect 
and restore natural marsh or floodplain; (3) to preserve habitat critical 
to or providing significant protection for an endangered or threatened 
species; and (4) to use as a wildlife management area. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#42 Rotenberger 

COUNTY 

Palm Beach 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Nat Yet Purchased 

or under aptian) 

10,000 

TAX 
ASSESSED 
. VALUE 

$ 5,06Q,OOO 

Qualifies as "ather lands." Acquisition would protect a natural marsh and 
would facilitate the restoration of an altered ecosystem. 

""NAGER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area. Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission will also 
maintain and operate engineering modifications 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 Glade, 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-5 Canals on the south, and the Henry County line on the west. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate District 28 and House District 
82. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Rotenberger/Holey Lands were historically an integral part of the 
Everglades hydrological system. Water-control engineering and agriculture 
have disrupted this function of the project area and has consequently 
adversely impacted upon the Everglades system. The natural communities of 
the project consist of shallow swales dominated by sawgrass with tree 
islands interspersed; though mast of the project is currently in a ruderal 
condition. 

This area presentlv functions as a wildlife manaqement area operated by 
the Florida Game and Fresh Water Commission. Recreational opportunities 
for the project include hunting, fishing, canoeing, hiking and nature 
appreci ati on. 

aliNERSHIP 
Approximately 3,950 acres have been purchased or are under option. There 
are approximately 700 owners remaining. The Rotenberger acquisition 
project encompasses a total area of 64,470 aCres in Palm Beach County, 
within which a total of 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 east at the canal being 
referred to as the Haley Land, and those lands west of the canal being 
referred to as the Rotenberger Tract. Also included are the Seminole 
Indian Reservation lands on the southern boundary of the Rotenberger 
Tract, extending down to Canal L-4. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"ENT 
The dilferent 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 other development; (2) modification of flaw affecting water quantity; 
(3) modification of water quality from altered runoff. 

ESTI"ATED CaST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value is approximately $5,060,000, based on the average 
1984 tax assessed value per acre for portions of the area applied to 
the remaining project area. 
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#42 ROTENBERGER 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
letters of support from local, state and federal public Officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 1 

E"INENT DOMIN 

OTHER 

Extended until 1993 by the 1987 legislature. 

On Febru"ary 7, 19B4, the Board of Trustees entered into a 1 and exchange 
agreement with the Gulf 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 acquisition 
project area. This agreement, however, is no longer in effect and the 
State is now trying to acquire the property directly from the owners. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The management goals of the Rotenberger acquisition project are: (I) to 
restore quantitatively and qualitatively historical water flow through the 
northern most part of the Everglades; (2) to restore and preserve original 
biological communities characteristic of the Everglades within the project 
area. An interagency agree.ent, under which the above goals are to be 
pursued, was approved on May 12, 19B3, by the following participants: 
Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund (represented by 
the Department of Natural Resources), Department of Environmental 
Regulation, Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and South Florida Water 
Management District. On January 11, 1984, the Division of Environmental 
Permitting received an application from the South Florida Water Management 
District to implement water control modifications for attainment of the 
above management goals. 

Page 234 



143 "ULLET CREEK ISLANDS 

Page 235 



: 

.~ 

" < 
\. . "-

". \ 
\, \ 

'. . 

;hell Pit Pt ."~ 
./ 

.' "'''f', 
-<.. J . 

\~ ., 
,~ 

\~ ~ 
'..-. : 

.' 
5 

MULlET CREEK ISLAND 

BREVARD COUNTY 

[%;;;1 ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

~ PROPOSED AREA (FNAI) 

- - - PROJECT AREA BOUNDARY 

Page 236 

ClYVe 



ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) .. VALuE 

#43 Mullet Creek Brevard 200 $ 131,000 
Islands 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would preserve a recreational 
resource and would help protect the water quality, aquatic habitat, and 
wildlife habitat associated with a river and lagoon ecosystem. 

"ANAGER 
Brevard County in coordination with the DiviSion of Recreation .nd Parks 
of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
County park for passive recreation and habitat protection for fisheries 
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's5enate District 16 and House 
District 32. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of twelve islands positioned between Mullet 
Creek and the Indian River lagoon. Dense stands of mangroves and 
buttonwoods vegetate the islands and line the nine miles of shore 
providing a sheltered h.bitat and rich feeding grounds for broad array of 
wildlife. The islands and channels harbor several endangered and 
threatened species including the manatee and bald eagle. 

Mullet Creek with its many sheltered, mangrove lined islands can offer 
several recreational activities. These activities might include, c.noeing, 
fishing and nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Five owners and four parcels. One major ownership. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
ff the islands are developed, the water quality will deteriorate with 
increased runoff from irrigation, fertilizers,and pesticides, which could 
be enough to close the surrounding shellfish waters. Deterioration of 
water quality will also have a negative impact on adjacent seagrass beds 
and dependant animals. 

During the past several years the major owners have submitted at least two 
site plans. One .. as for a PUD (including a golf course) and the otner "as 
for a single family residential community (one unit per acre). Both plans 
were rejected b'9 the Planning and Zoning Board. The owners and the County 
are now involved in litigation regarding a more prohibitive zoning 
classification. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
The final project design for Mullet Creek Islands was 
Acquisition Selection Committee on November 21, 1986. 
the resource planning boundary. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $131,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

approved by the Land 
It did not alter 

Resolutions •....•..••.•.•.•.••.•.•.•.•.••••••...•.•.•••••.•.•.•.•.•. " 2 
Letters of general support .•..•............ , ..•....•.•..•.•........•.. 799 
letters of .upport from local, state and federal public oHid.ls..... t1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 4 
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OTHER 

#43 MULLET CREEK ISLANDS 

This project was proposed by Brevard County as a joint County/State 
acquisition. 

"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
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 as 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 protection, upland habitat modification for the enhancement of 
endangered species and nongame terrestrial species habitat. 

The cost of managing the Mullet Creek Islands will be minimal given that 
the best management of the area will be to preserve the area's 
environmental quality 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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PROJECT 
N~ME 

1144 Stoney-Lane 

COUNTY 

Citrus 

REconnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
{Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

-0- $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

-0-

Qualifies for acquisition as 'other lands.' Acquisition would help 
protect estuarine, wetland and island hammock habitat. 

MANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Part of the St. Martin's Marsh Aquatic Preserve. 

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 si,ty acres of cabbage 
palm - red cedar islands. An estimated 50 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 surrounding water and treacherous rocks within the tidal creeks keep 
most power boats offshore. Recreational activities could include some 
boating, fishing, and primitive camping. 

OIiNERSHIP 
One owner, a partnership. 
option. Sc.heduled closing 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 

This entire project (1,750 acres) is under 
date was extended to August, 1987. 

This is a fragile environment and any development would greatly affect the 
quality and productivity of this region. 

Regulatory agencies will likely exert restrictions on development since it 
is part of St. Martin's Aquatic Preserve and has an d~tstanding Flo~ida 
Water designation. Development on a few isolated upland islands has 
Dccurred in the past, however, and is still Dccurring to a certain extent. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resolutions ••.•.•••.•.•.••••••.•.•.•.•....•...•...•.•..•• ,............ 0 
Letters of general support. ....•..........•...•.•.•.•.•.• ,............ 7 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support frDm local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 
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844 STONEY-LANE 

DTHER 
This project is within a Chapter 380 Growth Management Agreement Area. 

nANA6EnENT SU""ARY 
The management goals should be to protect the marshlands and palmfcedar 
islands located above the elevation of mean high water. This project 
would safeguard the integrity of this important estuarine are.. It would 
be a prominent part of St. Martin's Aquatic Preserve, which is 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 optionl VALUE 

#45 Cedar Key Scrub Levy 1,850 $ 6B4~000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (£ELl. Acquisition would 
protect a distinctive biological community, Gulf Hammock, and its 
assemblages of plants and animals, many of which are endangered, 
threatened or rare. 

"ANAGER 
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 55 miles 
southwest of Gainesville, within ten mil~s·of the town of Cedar Key. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 6 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 objective of resource protection. 

OIiNERSHIP 
There are six owners. Major owner is Georgia Pacific. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The project would be affected by changes in the water regimes that 
influence its quality, quantity and rate of runoff, all of which may cause 
detrimental changes in the natural resources. 

There is currently clear-cutting east of the project and timber cutting 
could begin on the tract at any time. 

ESTUATED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1984 was approximately $684,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS* 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 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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#45 CEDAR KEY SCRUB 

nANA6EnENT SUnnARY 
The Cedar Key Scrub was acquired by the State to protect and perpetuate 
the natural ecological, geological and archaeological/historical 
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 
.ith resource protection. 

The management plan documents the objectives and administrative policies 
developed to achieve the aforementioned goals of the Cedar Key management 
program. The objectives of resource management concern using appropriate 
management tools to maintain the natural integrity of the different 
community associations in the reserve (e.g., controlled burns in the pine 
flatwoods). Since very little is known about active management of scrub 
habitats and hardwood communities, applied scientific studies of these (as 
well as other) re.serve ecosystems wi II be en.couraged to benefi t the 
management program. 

Although the Cedar Key Scrub State Reserve will be managed and protected 
for environmental and scientific purposes, compatible recreational and 
consumptive activities .ill 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 oystering. 

Management of the Cedar Key State Reserve is the responsibility of the 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 
The Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission is actively cooperating 
with the Department of Natural Resources in management of this Reserve 
through development, implementation, and monitoring of a hunting program. 
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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PROJECT 
NAME 

#46 Emeralda Marsh 

COUNTY 

Ma.rion 
Lake 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not let Purchased 

or under ootion) 

7,500 

TAX 
ASSESStD 

. VALUE 

$14,477;000 

Qualifies as "other lands." Fee simple acquisition of a portion of this 
project would help orotect the water quality of a river and lake system. 
Less than fee simple acquisition of the remainder would preserve the 
habitat of an endangered species. 

I1ANAGER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission in coordination with the St. Johns 
River Water Management District. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
In Marion and Lake Counties, in central Florida, between Ocala and 
Orlando. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 11 and House 
District 15. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Emeralda Marsh acquisition project consists of approximately 12,000 
acres of predominantly marsh and agricultural land along the east side of 
Lake Griffin and the Okla"aha River in Marion and Lake Counties. The 
marsh communities are composed 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 corn, rye, winter wheat, and carrots are grown. Although a 
part of the project area is not in a natural condition, Emeralda Marsh 
provides a 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 eagle, woodstork, limpkin, and black bear. The 
region is especially important as a major nesting area for the American 
all igatDr and sandhi 11 crane. In fact, at least one-third of the eastern 
greater sandhill crane population heavily utilize this marsh and t~e 

adjacent agricultural lands. 

Recreational activities should be strictly regulated in some areas to 
maintain the high quality habitat that is currently present. More 
intensive recreational acti.ities may be developed in areas that ~re not 
as sensitive to human activity. 

OWNERSHIP 
ihe majority of this project is composed of four major owners. There are 
appra.i.ately 12 owners with parcels of 100 to 150 acres. and an estimated 
80 to 90 owners of smaller tracts. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The marsh ecosystem is highly 
conversion to other land use. 
part ot the project currently 
the marsh. Timber removal is 

vulnerable to any further drainage and 
Tne use of chemical products Oy farmers in 

poses a severe threat to the integrity of 
also a potential threat. 

Current farming practices (runoff contains herbicides, pesticides and 
fertilizers) present a continuing threat to the integrity of the marsh 
ecosystem. 
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346 EMERALDA MARSH 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On march 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved th." 
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 for the 
sandhill cranes by negotiating conservation easements or owner 
contact agreements with large landholders engaged in agricultural 
production. As referenced to the boundary map, on sheet 9, Sections 
9, 10, 15, and 16, those parts of parcels A, B, 2A, 21W, H, D, C, E, 
G, F, DOD, E not below ordinary high water and not jurisdictional. 
As referenced on sheet II, Sections 21 and 22, parcels A, G, 0, (not 
including that part of A on Buck Hammock), all parcels referenced on 
sheet 13, Sections 14, 13, 23, 24, all parcel s 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, sections 23, 
24, 26, and 25, and all parcels referenced on sheet 19, sections 28, 
27, 33, and 34, 4 and 3. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. 

Phase II. 

Phase Ill. 

EST! IIATED COST 
Acquisition 

Jurisdictional wetlands not in agricultural 
productions adjacent to Emeralda MarshlBull and Buck 
Hamocks, (fee simple). 

Large holdings in agricultural production (less than 
fee simple - conservation easementslowner contract 
agreements) . 

Parcels below ordinary high water (less than fee 
simple - donations). 

Assessed value for 1986 was approximately $14,477,000. Tax assessed 
value, taking into consideration agricultural exemptions, was 
approximately $4,637,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEIIENTS 
Resolutions......................................... •..••••...••.•.•.•• 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 13 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 4 

MANAGEMENT SUMIIARY 
The tract is suitable for use "as a wildlife management area, as well as 
offers opportunities for hiking, camping, fishing, wildlife observation 
and photography, Waterfowl 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 
fertilizer applications, type and timing of crops, and percent of crop to 
be left as waste grain. Areas could be flooded once farmers have 
harvested their crops in the fall. 
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PROJECT 
NAHE 

#47 Canaveral 
Industrial Park 

COUNTy 

Brevard 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
ar 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
under aptian) VALUE 

2,500 $ 5,717,000 

Qualifies as 'other lands." Acquisition will help preserve a natural 
floodplain and will contribute towards the restoration of a major river 
system. 

"ANA6ER 
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 Tosohatehee 
State Reserve, between Titusville and Melbourne. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 16 and House District 34. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
About 90 percent of this project is within the IO-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, the 
remainder being wetlands that include wet prairie, sloughs, hardwood 
swamps, and hydric hammacks. These natural communities support a diverse 
assemblage of wildlife. Maintenance of the floodplain in a natural 
condition helps to protect the water quantity and quality of the St. Johns 
River. 

This project can support a wide range of recreational activities (e.g., 
hunting, fishing, boating, hiking, and camping. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 100 owners in the project area and more than half 
are within three unrecorded, undeveloped subdivisions. St. Johns River 
Water Management District has purchased 2,666.9 acres. The State has a 
contract to reimburse the District for 50 percent of the purchase price 
and all appraisal expenditures in December, 1987, and will receive a 50 
percent undivided interest. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The natural resources of the tract are vulnerable to land development 
practices. Past and current activities of man have left their mark on the 
property and have changed the ecological characteristic of portions_of the 
land. These can be restored to a more natural condition. 

The property is located in a rapidly growing region, and the property is 
for sale. The endangerment of the lower elevation portions is considered 
low due to protective regulations. However, the higher elevation portions 
have a moderate to high development potential. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1996, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Canaveral Industrial 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 11. Remainder of project area. 
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#47 CANAVERAL INDUSTRIAL PARK 

EST! nATED COST 
Acquisition 

Ta. assessed value is approximately $5,717,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEnENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

This project is a joint acquisition with the St. Johns River Water 
Management District. Water resources of the adjacent Tosohatchee State 
Reserve are classified as an Outstanding Florida Water. 

nANAGEnENT SUn"ARY 
This project will help to protect the e.tensive floodplain marsh of the 
St. Johns 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 
opportunities for both active and passive recreation. The site is 
recommended for use as a State Reserve with the Department of Natural 
Resources as the lead management agency and the Game and Fresh Water Fish 
Commission cooperating. The recommended management should emphasize 
protection of a natural floodplain while encouraging nondestructive public 
use and enjoyment. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

D48 Paynes Prairie 

COUNTY 

Alachua 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

830 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

278;000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition of the 
remaining ownerships is important for protection of the water resources 
and endangered and threatened species of the wet prairie/marsh ecosystem. 
Acquisition is al'so essential for the application of proper management 
techniques to the adjacent State Preserve and may provide additional 
recreational opportunities. 

"ANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resourc~s. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department ~ 
State and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

PROPDSED USE 
Addition to Paynes Prairie State Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Alachua County, within a half hour drive of Gainesville. This project 
lies within Florida's Senate District 6 and House District 24. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is considered an essential addition to the Payne's Prairie 
State Preserve to maintain the hydrological and ecological integrity of 
the preserve. Most of the project area is comprised of freshwater marsh 
and wet prairie natural communities, but there are also some woodland 
communities present as well. This diversity of habitats supports an array 
of wildlife, including several rare and endangered animal species (e.g., 
bald eagle, woodstork and sandhill crane). The Payne's Prairie region is 
an example of an unusual karst topography and is recognized as a National 
Natural Landmark. 

There are numerous aboriginal sites located on this project and the area 
is considered to have e,cellent potential for archaeological 
investigations. 

The project area 'can support a variety of recreational activities that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of natural resource 
protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are four remaining owners, who are unwilling to sell. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENOANGER"ENT 
This area is critical to the water quality and quantity of the adjacent 
State Preserve and is easily disturbed by human activity. 

Development pressure in rapidly growing Alachua County is increasing, 
upland portions of these tracts are prime areas for development and will 
probably be sold to a private developer if not purchased by the State. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Ta. assessed value for 1986 was approximately $278,000. 
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 6 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 6 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARV 
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 
Resources 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. 

No interim management costs 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 ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) .VALUE 

*49 Woody Property Volusia 980 $ 21Q,OOO 

RECOIIIIENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would provide additional accesS 
and would aid management of existing State owned land and would also 
provide the State with timber harvesting opportunities and the general 
public with recreational opportunities. AcquiSition would also allow the 
restoration of wildlife habitat. 

IIANA6ER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services. The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Volusia EEL Tract. 

LOCATION 
In Volusia County. approximately nine miles southwest of Daytona Beach and 
ten miles northeast of DeLand including portions of Sections 10, 15, 22, 
and 27 of Township 16 South, Range 31 East. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 10 and House Districts 29 and 30. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Approximately 690 acres of this project is comprised of pine flatwoods, 
the remainder being cypress swamp Ica. 250 acres) and a small area Ica. 35 
acres) of barrow pit/lakes. The cypress strands and cypress ponds are 
dominated by bald cypress but also contain loblolly bay, red maple, and 
sHeetbay. The pines were mostly harvested during the winter of 1980-1981. 
A good seed crop was produced during the fall of 1980, just prior to 
harYest, and the stand reseeded naturally. The flatwoods now have a fair 
to good stocking of young slash pine with a very sparse oyerstory 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 include hunting, 
fishing, hiking and horseback riding. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are two owners. Woodrow Woody owns all but a IS± acre parcel and is 
a willing seller. Frank Fords owns subsurface rights on almost .all the 
tract. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ERHENT 
The vegetative and hydrological resources on this trlct are highly -
susceptible to damage by deYelopment. Site modifications necessary for 
the development of residential or business structures would damage 
vegetation on the flatwoods and wetlands, and would adversely affect water 
quality in the cypress swamps. Deyelopment of the flatwoods areas would 
increase runoff and would increase water levels in the wetlands. 
Development of this parcel would also adYersely impact the adjacent EEL 
Tract. 

There are no known deyelopment plans for the property at present. 
However, because the major owner has the property on the market, 
deyelopment is likely. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The final project design, which did not alter the original proposal or 
resource planning boundary was approved by the Land Acquisition Sel~ctlon 
Committee an November 21,1986. 
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ESTlnATED COST 
Acquisition 

Ta. assessed value IS approximately $210,000. 

Management 
Approximately $1,400 per year. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

#49 WOODY PROPERTY 

Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 0 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation orqanizations. 0 

"ANA6EKENT SUKKARY 
The site has potential for a variety of active and passive recreational 
pursuits inclUding camping, fishing, hunting, canoeing, horseback riding, 
hiking, nature appreciation, photography and bird watching. It is 
accessible from U.S. 92 and is traversed its entire length by an all 
weather woods road. In addition to the 975 acres included in this 
project, ownership of this parcel would provide access to an additional 
500 acres of the Vol usia EEL Tract that is currently inaccessible to the 
public. 

This property should be managed under multiple-use concepts along with the 
Vol usia 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 Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 
and Consumer Services should be the lead manager with the Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission a cooperating manager. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESS.ED 
NAME COUNTY or under ootion) . VALUE 

~50 Manatee Estech Manatee 10,500 $ 9, 04~',0()0 

REconnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would protect a portion of the 
Lake Manatee Reservoir. 

nANA6ER 
The Division of -Forestry of the Department of Agricultu.re and Consumer 
Services. The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and Manatee County 
cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Restoration and reforestation of disturbed areas for watershed protection 
and compatible management for outdoor recreation activities. 

LOCATION 
In north»!!!e'A Manatee County, southwest Florida, approximately 30 miles 
east of Bradenton. This project lies wilhin Florida's Senate District 24 
and House District 67. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The primary resource significance of this project is its important 
function .as part of the watershed for the Lake Manatee Reservoir. This 
reservoir is the sale drinking water supply for a quarter million 
residents in Manatee and Sarasota Counties. Almost half of the project 
area is covered in longleaf pine flatwoods. ather natural communities 
include sand pine scrub, xeric hammock, freshwater swamp, cypress swamp, 
freshwater marsh, and three streams. Also included in.the project area'is 
approximately 3,000 acres that have been disturb~d by agricultural 
activities. This disturbed area is also important for its watershed 
functions and should be restored to natural conditions. 

Cultural resource surveys indicate that the project is significant from an 
archaeological/historical perspective. Ten sites are known from the 
property, one of which is eligible for a National 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, hiking, camping, and nature ·appreciation. 

OIiNERSHIP 
The original proposal, that part of the project area currently On the CARL 
list, is owned by Manatee County. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The site is vulnerable to land clearing activities. The streams are 
vulnerable to degradation if the surficial aquifer is damaged by soil 
removal activities. Most of the proiect area was owned· by a phosphate 
company, which had most of the permits needed to begin operations. The 
County's purchase has, however, lowered the chances of adverse activities 
occurring. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Manatee Estech. The project design did not alter the 
resource planning boundary which added approximately 225 acres to the 
original proposal. The addition will be formally presented to the Board .. 
as part of the project area when it is boundary mapped. Virtually all of 
the original proposal, now owned by the county, is under lease for citrus 
growing, vegetable farming and cattle ranChing. 
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#50 MANATEE ESTECH 

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
Acquisition Phasing 

Phase I. Original proposal - county owned. 

Phase If. Florida Natural Areas Inventory recommended addition. 

ESTIIIATED COST 
Acquisition 

Assessed value for surface rights is approximately $9,045,000. Tax 
assessed value when greenbelt exemptions are applied is approximately 
$608,400. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions.... .•••..•.•••.•.. •••..•• .•.•...•..•.•.•. ••...• .•.•.•.•... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ I 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials .• ·••. 5 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

This project was proposed by Manatee County as a joint State/County 
acquisition. The County has purchased the entire tract and is awaiting 
State funding. County has a 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 donation. Becker Phosphate is also 
considering a donation to the Nature Conservancy. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
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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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ·ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUr 

#51 Old Leon Moss Ranch Palm Beach 3,300 $ 1,335,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would preserve areas for outdoor 
recreational opportunities such as hunting and fishing, would allow for 
restoration and management of natural water conditions, and would preserve 
an archaeologica} site. 

"ANAGER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Corbett Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
In Palm Beach County, immediately adjacent to the State owned J. W. 
Corbett Wildlife Management Area. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 28 and Hause District 82. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project lies along a line of transition between pine dominated 
uplands to the northeast and the open marshes oi the historic Everglades. 
It contains a wide variety of natural community types, including 
freshwater marsh, cypress dames, sloughs, wet pine flatwoods, small open 
prairies, and hardwood hammocks. Same of the marsh has been impacted by 
past drainage, but is now passing back into natural vegetation. Six 
hundred acres of the project has been impounded and is now being shallowly 
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, 
woodstork, 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. 

ONNERSHIP 
Single parcel with three primary owners. Indian Trails Water Management 
District has control over the northeast 600 acre impoundment. th~re may 
also be outstanding drainage rights aver th~ rest of_the property. 

VULNERABILITy AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The Old Lean Mass Ranch is highly vulnerabre to drainage and subsequent 
agricultural development, as evidenced by 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 mare natural conditions. Residential development could 
also Occur on the property as development pressure encroaches from the 
east. Although conversion directly to residential development would be 
difficult due to permitting constraints, a strategy to convert the 
property to agricultural use to take advantage of looser regulations 
applying to agricultural development, fallowed by a conversion to other 
development once the area has been altered, could be successful. 

Although the owners of the property do not have any development plans, 
sale of the property to a buyer with development interests could occur. 
Development pressures an this property will·certainly increase with the 
inevitable urbanization of Palm Beach County. 
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~51 OLD LEON MOSS RANCH 

ACQUISITIDN PLANNING 
On November 12, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved 
the final project design for Old Leon Moss Ranch. The resource planning 
boundary was not changed. 

ESTIHATED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1986 was approximately $1,335,000. 

LDCAL SUPPORT AND SENERAL ENDORSEHENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... ° 
Letters of general support............................................ ° 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

HANA6EHENT SU"HARY 
The Old 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 Resources of the Department of State cooperating. In addition 
to overall management of the property for hunting and other resource-based 
outdoor recreation, the management concept should include efforts to 
restore more natural water conditions on the tract, possibly using the 
impoundment as a source of additional surface water for the property. 

,he 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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PROJECT 
f.lAME 

#52 Galt Island 

COUNTY 

Lee 

RECOPlPlENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

390 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

437-,000 

Qualifies as "other lands." A,quisition would preserve a significant 
archaeological site, while also providing recreational opportunities. 

PlANA6ER 
The Department of Natural Resources. The Division of Historical Resources 
of the Department of State cooperating. 

PRDPDSED USE 
Addition to the Pine Island Sound Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Lee County, an island situated in Pine Island Sound. It is located 
just off the southwestern coast of Pine Island and to the northwest of the 
small community of St. James. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 38 and House District 74. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Galt Island is primarily siQnificant as an archaeological site; h~wever. 
the proiect area also includes a very good example of maritime tropical 
hardwood hammock, which is similar in physiognomy to those of the West 
Indies. This natural community is found growing an the pre-Columbian 
shell middens which compose all of the uplands on the island. The 
remainder of the project area is predominantly mangrove. The preclusion 
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 Galt 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 Jarge 
midden-mound comple, and a burial mound. Unfortunately, good 
chronological controls for these extraordinary sites are not available to 
determine which were occupied at the same time or for how long. From 
their density and from the size of the shell middens, however, it ;s quite 
possible that most of them were occupied together over several or more 
centuries. Other sites in the area which appear to be contemporaneous 
with Galt Island date from around 500 B.C. to historic contact tfmes. 
These sites offer excellent potential for archaeological investigations. 

OWNERSHIP 
There is one cwner who is willing to sell and is willing to donate 372 
acres of jurisdictional lands if Galt Island is acquired. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ERPIENT 
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. Also, parts of the burial mound has been 
looted by "pothunters." 

There are no immediate plans for development, but the island is a,cessible 
via a filled causeway. 
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~52 GALT ISLAND 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project design for Galt Island was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on March 21, 1986. As a result, the project area now 
includes the entire ownership of E. J. Associates rather than only the 
island and causeway. The Land Acquisition Selection Committee also 
approved the following acquisition phasing recommendations: 

The most unique resources in this project are the shell 
mound-tropical hammock community and archaeological sites, which are 
located on the island itself. Additionally, the causeways are 
essential for provision for, and control of access to 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. 

Phase I!. 

Galt Island itself, and portion of the connecting 
causeways adequate to insure control of overland 
access. 

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. 

ESTHIATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value for 1986 was approximately $437,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions. .•••.•..•.•..•...•.•.•.•.•....•.•........•.•..• .•.•.•....• I 
Letters of general support............................................ 9 
letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 4 

This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The archaeological sites on Galt Island are very significant. The 
extensive remains there suggest a large aboriginal popUlation ~nce 

occupied the island. There is tremendous potential for acquiring abundant 
data on the prehistoric subsistence economy of the area. Management 
should be focussed on preserving the archaeological resources Of the site. 
Conservation of the tropical hardwood hammock is also an important 
managem~nt concern, 

Active recreation on this project could include fishing and boating. 
Passive recreation should include such activities as biking, picnicking, 
nature appreciation, archeological site visitation and photography. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT INot Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) 'VALUE 

#53 East Evergl ades Dade n,300 $15,2,00;000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as ·other lands." Acquisition 
quality and quantity of two bay systems. 
restoration of traditional South Florida 

MNAGER 

.ill help protect the water 
Acquisition will also enable the 

drainage patterns. 

Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, South Florida Water Management 
District, the Division of Recreation and Parks of the,DepartmeRt of 
Natural Resources, the Division of Forestry of the Department of 
Agriculture and Consumer Services, and the Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State. Management will be closely 
coordinated with the Everglades National Park and Dade County. 

PROPOSED USE 
Portions of the project area may be managed in conjunction .ith 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 resources. 

LOCATION 
In western Dade County, adjacent to and east of the Everglades National 
Park. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 40 and House 
District 120. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The East Everglades acquisition project comprises a total area of 70,300 
acres in western Dade County. The project is divided into two separate 
areas: a northern area comprising approximately 70,000 acres, and a 
southern area comprising approximately 6,300 acres <see map, part 2). 
Both areas border the Everglades national Park and are considered critical 
to the park's ecosystems. The southern area 10,300 acres) includes 
additions and inholdings bordering public lands currently owned by the 
South Florida 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. 

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed far 
cultural resource sites, it is considered to have po~ential for 
archaeological investigations. 

The primary public purpose of restoring natural hydrological and 
biological systems takes precedence over intensive recreational use. The 
area can support hunting, fishing, camping, hiking, nature study, and 
photography. 

VULNERABILITY AND EKDAKGERnENT 
The Everglades natural communities are extremely sensitive to disruption 
by man. Artificial manipulation of water levels can be devastating to 
natural systems in and out of the project area. 

Acquisition priority based in part on endangerment ha.e been recommended 
by an East Everglades teChnical committee. The highest development 
pressures Iresidential and agricultural) are adjacent to those areas that 
have already been developed. 
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#53 EAST EVERGLADES 

ESTIMATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value is approximately $15,260,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 9 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ..••. 11 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 4 

This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. It is also a joint project between the 
CARL program and the South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD). The 
SFWMD is successfully negotiating additions and inholdings in the 
southernmost part of the project area. Priority areas 1 and 2 in the 
northernmost part of the project are also in the SFWMD's five year plan, 
but the SFWMD does nat intend to begin acquisition in these areas within 
the next year or two. 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
The proposed acquisition is for the purpose of furthering the objectives 
adopted by the Everglades National Park - East Everglades Resource 
Planning and Management Committee as set forth by the Governor on 
February 7, 1984. These objectives include: restoring as much as 
practicable, the natural sheet flow of water to the Everglades National 
Park through the Shark River Slough; ensuring that the quality of water 
flowing into the park and into the Biscayne aquifer is not degraded due to 
development practices in the East Everglades; ensuring that the quality 
and quantity of water entering Florida Bay will allow for rejuvenation of 
the estuarine systems 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 nat affect the viability of the natural ecosystems 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 of the Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services, and the Division of Historical Resources of the 
Department 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 acresl and complex management problem. 
As mare information is obtained, better resource-based management plans 
will be implemented 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 th~ Governor and Cabinet 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 program. 

2. High priority should be given to protection of Dade County's water 
supply. 

3. lands that were purchased with State or other public funds should be 
managed for their natural hydrological and biological values as a 
primary purp~se. 
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#53 EASl EVERGLADES 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
4. Lands designated as ~anagement Area 38 in the Management Plan"for the 

East Everglades that are in agriculture at the time of purchasi may 
be made available for agricultural use un~er management af the State. 

5. Lands should be managed so as to prevent encroachment by and spread 
of exotic plant species. 

6. 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 those publicly owned lands or adversely 
impact the management of the Everglades National Park or the 
restoration of sheetllo •. 

7. Fish and wildlife should be managed within the constraints of natural 
hydrological regimes and historiC fish and wildlife communities~ 

8. Recreational uses should include use of airboats in designated areas 
only. Off-road use of vehicles should be prohibited. 

9. It is important to involve conservation and environmental groups, the 
agricultural industry, and the general public in preparation of a 
management plan for these lands. 

10. Public lands adjacent to the Everglades National Park should be 
managed so as to preserve and enhance wildlife and wetlands values 
consistent with management goals of the Park. 

11. Location and design 01 a new wellfield in the East Everglades should 
not adversely affect restoration of sheetflo. through the Northeast 
Shark River Slough to the Everglades national Park or the 
preservation and enhancement of wildlife an~ wetland values of 
publicly owned lands. 

12. No permanent hunting camps or structures should be allowed and 
existing ones should be phased out on publicly owned lands in the 
East Everglades in accordance with the management plan for the area. 

13. The development of a management plan for the publicly awned lands in 
the East Everglades should address the existing uncontrolled use of 
the area for target shooting. 

14. In order to reduce adverse environmental impacts to the area, and to 
protect aqainst serious wildfires, Context Road should be closed or 
removed. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#54 Goodwood 

COUNTY 

Leon 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
under option) VALUE 

20 $ 550;000 

Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would protect a significant 
historical site. 

MANAGER 
The Division of Historical Resources of the Departme~t of State. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Historic Site. 

LOCATION 
In Leon County, north Florida, City of Tallahassee situated on Miccosukee 
road east of its intersection with Magnolia Drive. This project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 5 and House District 10. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is primarily of historical significance. The natural 
resource value is considered low. The Goodwood mansion is the finest 
example of Georgian 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 succession 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 documentation 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 
buildings 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 
appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
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 relationship of many different buildings. Development plans are 
underway on adjacent lands. 

ESTJ"ATED CDST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value for 1987 is $550,000. 

LDCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSEMENTS 
Resolutions.............. .•• .•............•.•......•.•.•.•...•....•... 3 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 8 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 
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"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
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 over the past 140 years from an 
operating agricultural plantation to a center of political and social 
activity for Tallahassee and the State of Florida. 

The management policy recommended by the Division of Historical Resources 
of the Department of State for Goodwood 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 Projects. Utilization 
of the main structure as a house museum would be the primary recreational 
activity there, although other activities such as picnicking, hiking, 
nature appreciation, photography, and architectural studies would be 
encouraged. 

Management activity for the first year at Goodwood would consist of 
emergency stabilization andlor documentation of the structures on the 
property and site security. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#55 Cooper's Point 

COUNTY 

Pinellas 

REconnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under ootion) 

300 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would 
preserve some of the last undeveloped mangrove shoreline and associated 
uplands of Tampa .Bay. 

"ANAGER 
City of Clearwater or Pinellas County. The Division of Recreation and 
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources cooperat~ng. 

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 Sena~e District 19 
and House District 58. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Cooper's Point 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 one of the few areas of undeveloped bayfront on Old Tampa Bay. The 
combination of dense tidal mangroves and extremely shallow unconsolidated 
bottoms in Cooper's Bayou 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 enough uplands to provide an educational center for the 
large urb~n population of this area. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are four owners excluding the City of Clearwater. Two are unwilling 
sellers. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
Its location on the bay and the existence of a major transport.tion .rtery 
make it extremely vulnerable. Development could endanger the mangrove 
system even if it was at a low density. 

Development pressures are high on the property. 

ESTInATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value for 19B6 was approximately $87,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions. .•••.•...•....• .•.•.•.•........• .•....•.•.•.•.•.•.•......• 6 
Letters of general support. ...•...........................•.......... 12987 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public offici.ls .•.•. 23 
Letters of support from local .nd are.wide conservation org.nizations. 9 
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City of Clearwater has offered to contribute $200,000 towards the 
acquisition cost. Pinellas County will contribute between $850,000 and 
$900,000. 

"ANASEMENT SU""ARY 
Cooper's Po~t, being located next to a major urban area, would be managed 
for 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 of this vestige of mangroves within upper Tampa Bay takes 
precedence over other activities. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#56 Emerald Springs 

COUNTY 

8ay 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
or 

ACREAGE ~X 

Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
under option) 

. 
'VALUE 

1,000 $ 6,~7e;000 

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 
communities. 

"ANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Park. 

LOCATION 
In northern 8ay County. This project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 3 and House District 7. 

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 
100 million gallons of water per day into the creek, which is the 
principal source of drinking water for 8ay County. The Emerald Springs 
project also includes approximately one mile of Econfina Creek, which is a 
part of Florida's canoe 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. Sinkhole features known as 
chimneys are also present. 

There are two known archaeological sites on the Emerald Springs project. 
The sites are considered significant, however, they are relatively small. 

Emerald Springs has excellent potential for low intensity recreational 
activities, such as canoeing, swimming, fishing, hiking, picnicking and 
nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
This project is owned by three separate companies, but at least two of the 
companies are controlled by one family. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The riverine springs and bluff association 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. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Assessed value for 1987 is approximately $6,370,000. Tax assessed 
value taking into consideration greenbelt exemptions is $307,000. 
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEnENTS 
Resolutions........ ••.•.•.•...••.• .•••..•.•.•.•.•......• .••........... 4 
Letters of general support .........•..........•..........•............ 317 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 5 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 

"ANAGEnENT sun nARY 
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, canoeing, 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 Historical 
Resources of the Department of State cooperating. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ,ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#57 Cotee Point Pasco qO $ 2, ~O9;OOO 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as 'other lands.' Acquisition of this project will provide 
water oriented outdoor recreation opportunities and will help preserve 
several natural c~mmunities. 

"ANAGER 
City of Port Richey or Pasco County. 

PROPOSED USE 
City or County park. 

LOCATION 
In Pasco County, west central Florida, 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 lorest uccur 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 
project can support swimming, picnicking and nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are four owners. The major owner (25 acres) is an unwilling seller. 
Approximately 46 acres are privately owned submerged lands. 

VULNERABILITV AND ENDANGER"ENT 
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 area and pressures for development 
are high. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value is approximately $2,109,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDoRSEKENTS 
Resolutions ••...• '..................................................... 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 3 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
letters of support from local and area.ide conservation organizations. I 

"ANAGEnENT SUMMARY 
Cotee Point has good recreational potential, being on both the Gulf and 
the river. Management should emphasize its water-oriented recreational 
opportunities while protecting its natural components. The recommended 
managing agency is either the Pasco County Parks Department or the City of 
Port Richey. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#58 Sandpi~er Cove 

COUNTY 

Lee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

1,000 

T'AX 
.ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$,5,829,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL). Acquisition would 
help protect the surrounding estuary. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Part of the Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Lee County, adjacent to Fort Myers and in the vicinity of Cape Coral 
and Sanibel Island, lying north of County Road 8b7 (the Sanibel Island 
Causeway) and west of Shell Point. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 38 and House District 74: ' 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is primarily comprised of tidal mangrove forest and basin 
mangrove forest. The site supports several rare and endangered species 
including bald eagles, Hoodstorks and least terns. The site also serves 
as a spawning ground for a variety of aquatic organisms. 

The wetland nature of this project would allow it to support fishing and 
boating as recreational activities. 

OWNERSHIP 
Nine owners. Stardial is the major owner. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The mangrove dominated system is highly susceptible to degradation from 
man's activities which range from the clearing and development of mangrove 
sites to change in water quality from activities occurring upland of the 
i1}angrolles. 

The project isone 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 a court order. 

ACOUISITION PLANNING 
After approval of the resource planning boundary, but upon consideration 
of the project design, on March 21, 198b the Land Acquisition Selection 
Committee voted to remove the entire Sandpiper Cove project design area 
from the 198b recommended CARL priority list. On May 29, 198b, the land 
Acquisition Selection Committee voted to replace on the recommended 1986 
list that portion of the project design area west of Shell Point Road. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Acquisition 

Tax assessed value is approximately $5,829,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resolutions •.•••.•..•.•.••••••••••••.••.•...••••.•.••......•.•...••••• 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizationi. 1 
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"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
Purchase of this property will enhance the efforts to protect water 
quality in San Carlos Say and the adjacent Pine Island Sound and Matlacha 
Pass Aquatic Preserves. It 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 also have a direct role in management activities relating to 
archaeological and historical resources. Management emphasis, thus, would 
be on protecting and perpetuating natural associations and condition. 
Special emphasis will be placed on protecting rare and endangered species 
through habitat preservation. 

Public use of this area should emphasize fishing, boating, nature 
appreciation and bird watching. Acquisition is not e.pected to impact 
traditional uses of the adjacent water areas. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#59 Samson Point Marion 620 $ SI,OOO 
Alachua 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as 'other lands.' Acquisition would provide active and passive 
outdoor recreation opportunities and would provide protective buffer and 
access to Orange Lake. 

I'fl'llll'lGER 
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 Fresh Water Fish Commission. 

PROPOSED USE 
Portions of the tract can be used and managed for hunting and fishing. 
Other portions may be suitable for Qutdoor recreational facilities for 
picnicking and boating. Other more passive activities, such as bird 
watching, will also be encouraged on the tract. 

LOCATION 
In Marion County, between Bainesville and Ocala, on Orange Lake. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate Districts 6 and 4 and House District 
25. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The peninsular 205 acres of this project is primarily old fields 
surrounded by marsh and lake bottom. There is a narrow scenic strip of 
cabbage palm and hardwood bordering the lake and marsh edges. The site 
provides habitats for various waterfowl and wading birds. 

The disturbed nature of the uplands would allow intensive use for 
recreational activities (e.g., hunting, fishing, boating (including a boat 
launch), and picnicking). 

OIiNERSHIP 
The primary ownership, the Florida Wildlife Federation, is under option 
and scheduled to close the last part of August, 1987. The Federation 
donated approximately 30 jurisdictional acres to the State. There are 
appro.imately six remaining owners. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The uplands on this project have already been disturbed by man'~­

activities. The marsh and lake are more sensitive to man's activities, 
but not to a high degree. 

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 
low. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, lQ86, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Samson Point. The final project design deleted 
developed and undeveloped residential lots and that part of Cow Hammock 
which formed the northeastern part of the resource planning boundary. 

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition 
Although Orange Lake's lake bottom was part of the original proposal 
and was not excluded 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 donation a possible 
alternative to fee simple purchase. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition (Continued) 

Recommendations also include less than fee simple acquisition far 
parcel *36. Owner is an unwilling seller, but exclusion from the 
project area would create an awkward inholding. A life estate for 
the present owner might be the preferable protection alternative. 

Acquisition Phasing 

Phase I. The actual point up to and including abandoned 
ai rstd p. 

Phase II. Remainder of upland parcel s. 

Phase Ill. Submerged and jurisdictional tracts. 

ESTIIlATED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1987 for the remaining owners is approximately 
$57,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEIlENTS 
Resolutions....... .•......•.•.••.•.. .•.•....•.. ..•••.•.•. .••...•.•.•.•. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

ElllNENT DOIlAIN 

OTHER 
Recommended removal from priority list when option closes. Remaining 
acreage primarily sovereign and jurisdictional with the exception of one 
upland owner who is an unwilling seller. 

IlANAGEIlENT SUIlIlARY 
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 other outdoor recreation opportunities, and with a boat ramp, 
could provide additional public access to Orange Lake. The old field and 
landing strip areas could be developed into a public dove field. 

It is recommended that the property be managed as a multiple-use area by 
the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission with the Division of Recreation 
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources cooperating for the 
development of additional outdoor recreation facilities. 
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PHASE 1 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 

STATE OWNED 



ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under optionl -VALUE 

n Apalachicola River Franklin 552 $ 4,235;000 
and Bay (Phase II (Phase II '(Phase II 

REconnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELI and as "other lands." 
Categorization will be recommended by a multi-agency staff on a tract by 
tract basis. 

Phase I qualifies as an EEL. This acquisition would provide significant 
added protection for the sensitive estuarine systems of Apalachicola Bay. 

nANA6ER 
Portions of lands encompassed in this project will be managed under the 
principles of multiple-use, while other portion~ will 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 of 
the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services. The Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State will act as a cooperating 
manager on tracts with significant historical resources. The Northwest 
Florida Water Management District, which has purchased or is purchasing 
substantial tracts within this project, will also be involved in its 
management. 

Phase I will be managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources. 

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 Areas, and lor State Parks. The 
appropriate uses will be recommended by a multi-agency staff on a tract by 
tract basis. 

Phase I 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, Gulf, Liberty, 
Calhoun, Gadsden, and Jackson) are included. 

Phase I includes bayfront parcels in Franklin County that direttty 
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 forestsl. Almost all of 
these communities are in excellent condition and, in many cases, provide 
the best remaining examples in the State. Several ~eological 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 region as one of very high endemism, supporting 
plants and animals found nowhere else. The relatively pristine 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 Ri¥er supports an exceptionally productive 
biological sy~tem that is commercially important and provides the etonomic 
base of Franklin County. 
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RESOURCE DESCRIPTION (Continued) 
This project is considered very significant from an archaeological 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 opportunity 
and would be greatly expanded through State acquisition. 

OWNERSHIP 
Portions of the entire River and Bay project area are already in State 
ownership, including the Torreya Addition (LATF), M-K Ranch (CARll, 
portions of the Lower Apalachicola Tract (EEL and CARL), as well as the 
Water Management District lands. Torreya State Park and Alum Bluff Nature 
Preserve (The Nature Conservancy) are also within the project area. The 
Gadsden County Glades and the remaining lands within the Lower 
Apalachicola CARL project are also within the resource planning boundary. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER HE NT 
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 quality 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 unique microclimate ~hich is largely responsible for the area's 
biological significance. Over-development of the coast, particularly 
areas directly fronting Apalachicola Bay, could reduce the biological 
productivity of this important estuarine system. The wilderness quality 
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 r~sid~ntial development; how~v~r, current land use practices 
(e.g., agriculture and silviculture) do pose a significant threat to some 
of the rarest natural communities such as slope forests and upland glades. 
Also, the coastal regions are experiencing much development pressure. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In November, 198b, 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 of the area in the project design (called 
Phase II. The remaining areas identified in the resource planning 
boundary are to be considered for inclusion in the project design at a 
later date. On July 1, 1987, the Selection Committee approved Phase I of 
the Apalachicola River and Bay project design. The following is a summary 
of recommendations on acquisition phasing and techniques. 

1. 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 Say Lands project. Cooperative management 
agreements should be negotiated with the Water Management District 
and other public agencies and nonprofit organizations. 

2. Consider portions of the Chipola River Basin as a potential CARL 
project at some time in the future. 

3. Phase I priority order: 

A. Nick's Hole: fee simple acquisition of Sandpiper Village, 
Pelican Point and the commercial area north of Leisure Lane with 
the option to sell back with restrictions. 

B. Cat Point: fee simple acquisition of 115 acres. 
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#3 APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY 

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continued) 
C. East Hole: fee simple acquisition of 25 acres. 

D. Shell Point Baylront: fee simple acquisition of undeveloped 
bayfront lots between e,isting State ownerships. 

E. Apalachicola Bayfront: fee simple acquisition of undeveloped 
bayfront lots on Bay Avenue bet~een Battery and Lafayette Parks. 

F. Sike's tut: fee simple acquisition of undeveloped lots in 
Oyster Bay Village, Heron aay Village, and lots 21 through 23 in 
Bay Cove Village. If recreation is the primary acquisition 
objective, acquisition should be contingent upon assured public 
access. 

ESTlnATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase I is appro,imately $4,235,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEnENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................. 2 
Letters of support from local, state and·federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

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

As growth and development have accelerated in the State of Florida, some 
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 strong commitment to 
preserve the outstanding natural resources of the Apalachicola River 
system. A brief account of this area's acquisition history is presented 
below. 

Beginning in 1972, the State acquired 1,963 acres of land on the eastern 
end of St. George Island through the Land Acquisition Trust Fund. 

Cape St. George Island (2,400 acres) was acquired by the State in 1977 
through the EEL program. Acquisition also began on the Lower Apalachicola 
project (29,000 acres) in 1977 through EEL. Additions to the Lower 
Apalachicola project were a part of the first CARL list approved by the 
Governor and Cabinet in 1980. The additions were ranked at ~2 on that 
acquisition priority list. 

The Governor and Cabinet, recognizing the significance of the natural 
resources of the Apalachicola River system, requested in 1983 that the 
Department of Natural Resources develop a long-term acquisition plan to 
fully protect the river and bay system. The plan was completed in May 
1984. 

Pursuant to the recommendations outlined in the acquisition plan, a 
diverse assemblage of staff met in June 1985 to initiate the development 
of the Apalachicola River and Bay CARL project. Technical staff of the 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee began an exhaustive evaluation of the 
proposed project area in August 1985 after the project was formally 
received into the CARL program. The project assessment and preliminary 
boundary recommendations (resource planning boundary) were approved by the 
Selection Committee in November, 1986. Work then immediately began on a· 
project design. 
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YET TO BE MAPPED) 



#3 APALACHICOLA R1VER AND BAY 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Apalachicola River and Bay project is an eclectic assemblage ai-tracts 
that truly represent some of the finest dnd most significant natu!.! areas 
of Florida. The management of these tracts will depend upon the specific 
characteristics and resources of each site. Proposed useS includ~­

Preserve, Reserves, Wildlife Management Areas, and state Parks. Managing 
agencies will 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 of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
will act as a coaperating manager at sites af historical significance. 
The Northwest Florida Water Management District will manag~ a large 
portion of the river floodplain that is encompassed by the project 
boundary; however, the lands acquired by the District-are not a part of 
the official CARL project. 

The lands in this project function as a system of intricately interrelated 
parts. Because the project is a system. it would be improper to manage 
individual tracts independently of each other. Recognizing this fact, the 
Land Acquisition SelectiOn Committee has recommended that a system wide 
management plan be developed for the Apalachicola River and Bay project. 
This management scheme incorporates the management 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 I concentrates on preserving the 
buffer/filter functions of lands that are so critical to the maintenance 
of high water quality in Apalachicola Bay. Basically this involves 
maintaining the land in a natural condition. Archaeological 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 ~ay 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 Natural Resources. 
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119 GADSDEN COUNTY GLADES 
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GADSDEN COUNTY GLADES 

GADSDEN COUNTY 

III ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

W~l FNAI ADDITION 

- ~ R.P.B. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#19 Gadsden County 
Glades 

COUNTY 

Gadsden 

RECOKKENDEQ PUBLIC PURPOSE 

(Not 
or 

ACREAGE TAX 
Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
under option) VALUE 

1,800 $ 4_5b ;000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELl. Acquisition would 
protect at least four natural communities two of which are among the rarer 
and more endangered in Florida and associated endemic and disjunct plant 
specieos. 

"ANA6ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natu~al 

Resources with the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 
and Consumer Services and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Botanical Site or State Preserve with compatible recreational 
activities. 

LOCATION 
In Gadsden County, northwest Florida Panhandle, immediately east of 
Apalachicola River Floodplain, north of 1-10 and just southwest of 
Chattahoochee. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 2 and 
House District 8. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTIDN 
This project comprises much of the known Florida occurrence of the upland 
glade natural community type. The project also includes same excellent 
examples of ather upland mesic natural communities such as slope forest. 
Upland glad~ and slope forest are considered to be among the rarer and 
more endangered natural communities in Florida. These natural communities 
support an extraordinary number of disjunct populations 01 species whose 
usual range is further north and west. The project area also harbors some 
very rare plant species, including the federally endangered Florida 
torreya tree (Torreya taxifolia). 

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 limiOted to low intensity activities to 
preserve the unique character of the project area (e.g., hiking, 
photography, and nature appreCiation). 

OIiNERSHIP 
Five owners of large parcels and about six owners of small parcels. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The Gadsden County Glades are highly susceptible to man-induced 
degradation. Vehicular and foot traffic have already compromised the 
quality of several Upland Glades. Given the small populations of the rare 
plant species known from the Site, a 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 subsequent erosion of some very high 
quality Seepage Slopes and Upland Glades. The relative maturity of the 
forests on the site and the dependence of 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 ENDANGER"ENT (Continued) 
Given the relatively mature state of the timber, and the increased rate at 
which timber harvest and conversion to pine plantations has recently 
progressed in the .rea, it is almost certain that the natural resources 
will be significantly degraded in the very near future. Some development 
at the southern city limit of Chattahoochee is occurring just north of the 
proposed project boundary. 

ESTIMATED COST 
Acguisi tion 

Tax assessed value is $456,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions .......................................................... . 
Letters of general support. ..•.•••.••.••••....••••.•••.•..•.•.•.•.••.• 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ••••• 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 

"ANAGEMENT SU""ARY 
This project is proposed for acquisition as EEL to be managed as a State 
Botanical Site or State Preserve. The primary acquisition objective is 
the preservation of the rare upland glade and slope forest natural 
community types. Management of the project will focus on the maintenance 
01 conditions that optimally support the unusual natural communities. 

o 
o 
o 
o 

This should not involve any in.tensive management techniques. The natural 
communities are basically self-maintaining; however, controlled burning or 
hand removal of hardwoods may be necessary to prevent the surrounding 
forest from encroaching into the open spaces of the glades. The 
vulnerability of the natural communities necessitates that recreational 
activities be strictly regulated 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 
allowed. 

Page 320 



-

PROPOSALS FOR WHICH ASSESSMENTS 
HAVE BEEN APPROVED BY THE 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
AND 

FOR WHICH PROJECT DESIGNS ~ILL 

BE PREPARED 

Project 

Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront 
Garcon Point 
Mashes Sands 
El Destina Plantation 
Waccasassa Flats 
Big Bend 
Cedar Point 
Princess Place 
Rainbow River 
St. Martin's River Marshes 
Bayonet Point (Wetstone/Berkovitz) 
Cockroach Bay 
Highlands Hammock 
Three LakeA/Prairie Lakes 
Yamato Scr;i'b 
Deering Hammock Addition 
Curry Hammocks 
Little Torch Key 
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County 

Franklin 
Santa Rosa 
Wakulla 
Jefferson 
Gi I chri st 
Taylor/Dixie 
DuvaL-
Flagler 
Marion 
Citrus 
Pasco 
Hillsborough 
Highlands 
Osceola 
Palm Beach 
Dade 
Monroe 
MO.nroe 

~ 

322 
323 

. 324 
325 
326 
327 
32B 
329 
330 
331 
332 
333 
334 
335 
336 
337 
338 
339 
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~ 
..p 

COMMENDED DELETION (DER) 
LOT *4 AND *5 

, BOUNDED AREA TRANSFERED TO 
APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY 
PROJECT. 

LOT 7-10 

PROPOSED ACQUISITION PROJECT 

APALACHICOLA HISTORIC 
WORKING WATERFRONT 

FRAN KLI N COUNTY 

LOT 4,5,6 RECOMMENDED DELETION CDER) 

6 RECOMMENDED ADDITION <DER) 
--------- ILOT 78,910191--

, ' , ! 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

PROPOSED AREA (FNAI) 
RESOURCE PLANllING BOUNDARY 
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GARCON POINT 

SANTA ROSA COUNTY 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

FNAI ADDITIONS 

_ -- R.P.B. 
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SU; INSlT "D'" , --

MASHES SANDS 

WAKULLA COUNTY 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

RECOMMENDED DELETION R&P 

STATE OWNED 

- -- R.P.B. (also FNAI boundary) 
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EL DESTINO PLANTATION 

JEFFERSON COUNTY 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL A 

f.~t1j ORIGINAL PROPOSAL B 

~ RECOMMENDED DELETION REC. and PARKS 

___ R.P.B. 
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WACCASASSA FLATS 
GILCHRIST COUNTY 

C ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

~ FNAI ADDITIONS 

DHR ADDITIONS 

--- --R.P.B. 

o 

" 

111 15 

" 

" 

" 



o 10 MILES 
• It_ ( mW 

. VICINITY MAP 
N' 

Page 327 

o R" 

IX 

lM PROJECT LAND 

. SEE ATTACHED SHEETS FOR DETAIL 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAI-RESOURCES 
DIVISION OF .RECREATION AND P .... RlCS 

BIG-BEND COAST TRACTS 

T AYLOR,O[X[E COUNTY 
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CEDAR POINT 

DUVAL COUNTY 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

~ FNAI PROPOSED BOUNDARY 

~§i@ ADDITION DHR 

- - - R.P.B. 

Page 328 



PRINCESS PLACE 

FLAGLER COUNTY 

• ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

FNAI ADDITION 

ADDITION REC. and PARKS 

STATE OWNED 

--- R.P.B. 
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RAINBOW RIVER 

MARION COUNTY 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

':/7 
f:..).:i,:;-::--~E-. 

.-:"""'" :-<, . 
~~.~:::. 

... --- R.P.B. (also FNAI boundary) 

DER RECOMMENDED DELETIONS 

DER RECOMMENDED ADDITION 
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ST. MARTINS RIVER 

CITRUS COUNTY 

• ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

_ - _ R.P.B. (also FNAI boundary) 
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""" . 
New Port RlcIley~R 

8M2 • 

.... . _(j,:ooi"\'": . ". 

~""'. ~o .. J'"S ... ~ 0 ""'_ '. . ~ 
~ 'b-~·" 
. ~ '. "ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

~FUTURE PRIORITY ACQUISITION 
i£....J(FNAI) 
-- RESOURCE PLANN I NG BOUNDARY 

PROPOSED ACQUISITION PROJECT 
BAYONET POINT (HETSTOND 

PASCO COUNTY 
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COCKROACH BAY 

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY 

RECOMMENDED ADDITION COUNTY 

'-, 

• ORIGINAL PROPOSAL (also FNAI) 

--- R.P.B. 
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HIGHLANDS HAMMOCK ADDITION 

HIGHLANDS COUNTY 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

FNAI ADDITION 

STATE PARK BOUNDARY 

- __ R.P.B. 
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THREE LAKES jPRAIRIE LAKES 
OSCEOLA COUNTY 

II 
• ¥ 

00 0 
. 0 a 
0-.; 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

ADDITION REC. and PARKS 

FNAI ADDITION 

STATE OWNED (WMA) 

PRAIRIE LAKES ST. PRESERVE 
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PROPOSED ACQUISITION PROJECT 
YAMATO SCRUB 

PALM BEACH COUNTY 
\; ~ ;"/ '\ (? f..-. {,:: r~-\ 

ORIGINAL PROJECT 
;:::::::;;;:=; FUTURE PRIORITY ACQUISITION 

AREA (FNAI) 
- -RESOURCE PLANNING BOUNDARY 
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DEERING HAMMOCK ADDITION 

DADE COUNTY 

ORIGIONAL PROPOSAL 

STATE OWNED 

__ - R.P.B. (also FNAI boundary) 
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CURRY HAMMOCKS 

MONROE COUNTY 

~ ORIGIONAL PROPOSAL 

~~,~~ RECOMMENDED ADDITIONS FNAI 

mnm RECOMMENDED DELETIONS DSL 

___ R.P.B. 
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LITTLE TORCH KEY 

MONROE COUNTY 

~~' •....... 

• L , 
i.' 

Prepared oy The H.M. Gou~a 

-'-'-'---'-~/ 12 

'/// ORIGIONAL PROPOSAL 

RECOMMENDED DELETION DCA 

- _ - R.P.B. (also FNAI boundary) 
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ADDENDUM I 
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1980 (Chair: Gissendanner, DNR) 

1. Rookery Bay 
2. Lower Apalachicola River Addition 
3. Charlotte Harbor 
4. Cayo Costa/North Captiva 
5. I.T.T. Hammock 
6. West Lake 
7. Spring Hammock 
B. Latt Maxcy Tract 
9. St. George Island Unit 4 

10. Green Swamp 
11. South Savannas 
12. Double Branch Bay (Bower Tract) 
13. Little Gator Creek/Wood Stork Rookery 
14. Fakahatchee Strand 
15. The Grove 
16. Cockroach Key 
17. San Felasco 
18. Three Lakes Ranch Addition 
19. Shell Island 
2e. Six Mile Cypress Swamp 
21. Paynes Prairie Additions 
22. New Mahogany Hammock 
23. Josslyn Island 
24. Ponce de Leon 
25. The Oaks 
26. Horton Property 
27. Big Shoals/Suwannee River Corridor 
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19B2 (Chair: Bethea, DOF) 

1. Rookery eay Additions I 
2. Lower Apalachicola 
3. Charlotte Harbor 
4. Cayo Costa/North Captiva 
5. West Lake 
6. Spring Hammock 
7. St. George Island/Unit 4 
8. South Savannas 
9. Bower Trad 

10. Little Sator Creek 
11. Fakahatchee Strand 
12. The Grove 
13. Cockroach Key 
14. San FelascQ 
15. New Mahogany Hammock 
16. 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. Chassahowit,ka Swamp 
25. Emerald Springs 
26. Beaverdam/Sweetwater Creeks 
27. Mashes Sands 
2B. Grayton Dunes 
29. North Beach 
30. Josslyn Island 
31. Gateway 
32. Dog Island 
33. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
34. Windley Key 
35. Shell Island 
36. Lake Arbuckle 
37. Cedar key Additions 
38. Three Lakes Addition 
39. Withlacoochee Inholding 
40. Hutchinson Island - Blind Creek 
41. Big Shoals Corridor 
42. Rookery Bay Additions II 
43. Paynes Prairie 
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19B3 (Chair: Brantly, GFWFCI 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlo~te Harbor 
5. Lower Apalachicola 
6. The Grave 
7. South Savannas 
8. New Mahogany Hammock 
if. Spring Hammock 

10. North Peninsula 
11. Consolidated Ranch II 
12. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
13. East Everglades 
14. Crystal River II 
15. Bower Tract 
16. M. K. Ranch 
17. Chassahowitzka Swamp 
lB. Cockroach Key 
19. North Key Largo Hammocks 
20. Emerald Springs 
21. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
22. Gateway 
23. Josslyn Island 
24. Lake Arbuckle 
25. St. Johns River Forrest Estates 
26. Paynes Prairie/Cook-Deconna 
27. Largo Narrows 
2B. Grayton Dunes 
29. Mashes Sands 
30. Shell Island 
31. Blind Creek (Hutchinson Islandl 
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1984 (Chair: Kelley, DOS) 

1. West! ake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. Lower Apalachicola 
6. Guana Ri ver 
7. The Grove 
8. South Savannahs 
9. North Key Largo Hammocks 

10. Spring Hammock 
11. North Peninsula 
12. Consolidated Ranch II 
13. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
14. Cayo Costa Island 
15. Crystal River II 
lb. M. K. Ranch 
17. Chassahowitzka Swamp 
18. Emerald Springs 
19. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
20. Gateway 
21. Josslyn Island 
22. Lake Arbuckle 
23. St. Johns River Forrest Estates 
24. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna 
25. Withlacoochee E.E.L. Inholding 
26. Bower Tract 
27. Andrews Tract 
28. Deering Hammock 
29. Horrs Island/Barfield Bay 
30. Lochloosa Wildlife 
31. Silver River 
32. Windley Key Quarry 
33. Cooper's Point 
34. Peacock Slough 
35. Fechtel Ranch 
36. Cotee Point 
37. Goodwood 
38. Rotenberger/Holey Land 
39. Cedar Key Scrub II ~ddition 
40. Stoney-Lane 
41. Grayton Additions 
42. Big Mound Property 
43. Largo Narrows 
44. Crystal Cove 
45. Gasparilla Island Port Property 

The following projects will be added at their assigned priorities to the list 
when their boundary maps are completed later this year. 

33. I'S ave OUf Everglades" 
37. Tsala Apopka Lake 
47. Owen Illinois Property 

Pag e 348 



1985 (Chair: DeGrave, DCAI 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. Lower Apalachicola 
6. Guana River 
7. South Savannahs 
8. North Key largo Hammocks 
9. Spring Hammock 

10. North Peninsula 
11. Wakulla Springs 
12. Escambia Say Bluffs 
13. Cayo Costa Island 
14. Crystal River II 
15. Chassahowitzka Swamp 
16. Emerald Springs 
17. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
lB. Gateway 
19. Josslyn Island 
20. lake Arbuckle 
21. St. Johns River Forrest Estates 
22. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna 
23. Withlacoochee E.E.L. Inholding 
24. Bower Tract 
25. Andrews Tract 
26. Deering Hammock 
27. Horrs Island/Barfield Bay 
2B. lochloosa Wildlife 
29. Silver River 
30. Windley Key Quarry 
31. "Save Our Everglades" 
32. Cooper's Point 
33. Peacock Slough 
34. Fechtel Ranch 
35. Tsala Apopka Lake 
36. Cotee Point 
37. Goodwood 
3B. Rotenberger/Holey Land 
39. Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
40. Stoney-Lane 
41. Big Mound Property 
42. Crystal Cove 
43. Owen-Illinois Property 
44. Gasparilla Island Port Property 
45. Big Shoals Corridor/Brown Tract 
46. lower Wacissa River and Aucilla River Sinks 
47. Crystal River State Reserve 
48. Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer 
49. Galt Island 
50. Manatee Estech 
51. Homosassa Springs 
52. Canaveral Industrial Park 
53. Lake Forest 
54. Sandpiper Cove 

The following projects will be added to the list at thei·r aSSigned priorities 
when their boundary maps are completed later this year. 

47. North Key Largo Hammocks Addition 
48. Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffers 
50. White Belt Ranch 
51. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands 
55. Bluehead Ranch 
58. Mondello/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek 
59. Emerald. Marsh 
60. E.M.K. Ranch 
62. Saddle Blanket 
64. Samson Point 
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1986 (Chair: Tschinkel, DERI 

I. West lake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. lower Apalachicola 
6. South Savannahs 
7. North Key largo Hammocks ~ Addition 
B. Spring Hammock 
9. North Peninsula 

10. Wakulla Springs 
11. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
12. Cayo Costa Island 
13. Crystal River II, Cove, & Reserve 
14. Chassahowitzka Swamp 
15. Emerald Springs 
16. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
17. Josslyn Island 
18. lake Arbuckle 
19. St. Johns River Forrest Estates/Fechtel Ranch 
20. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna 
21. Withlacoochee EEL Inholding/Mondello/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek 
22. Bower Tr ac t 
23. Andrews Tract 
24. Deering Hammock 
25. Horrs Island/Barfield Bay 
26. lochloosa Wildlife 
27. Silver River 
2B. Windley Key Quarry 
29. ·Save Our Everglades· 
30. Cooper's Point 
31. Peacock Slough 
32. Tsala Apopka lake' 
'33. Cotee Point 
34. The Barnacle Addition 
35. Goodwood 
36. RotenbergerlHoley Land 
37. Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
38. Stoney-Lane 
39. Big Mound Property 
40. Owen-Illinois Property 
41. Gasparilla Island Port Property 
42. Big Shoals CorridorlBrown Tract 
43. 'lower Wacissa & Aucilla Rivers 
44. Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffers 
45. White Belt Ranch 
46. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands 
47. Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer 
48. Gal t Island 
49. Manatee Estech 
50. Bluehead Ranch 
51. Homosassa Springs 
52. Canaveral Industrial Park 
53. Emeralda Marsh 
54. Sandpiper Cove 
55. B.M.K. Ranch 
56. lake Forest 
57. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 
58. Samson Point 
59. East Everglades 

The following projects will be ranked and added to the list when their boundary 
maps and project designs are completed early next year. 

Mullet Creek 
Madden's Hammock 
Miami Rockridge Pinelands 
Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront 
Seminole Springs 
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Old leon Moss Ranch 
Warm Mineral Springs 
Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 
Stark Tract 
Woody Property 
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0 0 2S7,S20 81,052 20,803 2:22.t 7£9 
0 27,123 2O,SSI Zl, ~S9 28,303 30,~ 

17,162 6<.,468 1-19,500 0 0 23, J50 
0 10,$9 ~e91 10,711 I.,ssa IS,4,S 
0 1,026 0 0 !!95 c 
0 0 ?IB, 665 61,(,00 0 C 
0 0 0 100 200 .. ' , .... 

17,162 105,592 &5:,:57 lOC::'C:!::~ -,- 1~:l69 301, 4~ 

0 0 8,500,000 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 !SO, 62' 

150,00 
es,oo 

6, 738,809 7, SC7,3S0 16,:l6O,248 59,-170,324 28,~Z74 "'" esc, IS 

so, 7S5,!lS1 $8,012,9& $25, 513, SC5 S59, 665, S70 see, 519, 643 Sol:' bOZ, 3C 

S2:l, 242, 608 SI.,i37,I68 $26<., S79 (S;?, 2iJ,530) 517, .... ,:l63 mS,3C 

0 23,242,608 39,979, e:lO 40,&,715 I,~l,les ::s~t..17,Si 

s2Z, 242, 66S i!9, 979, EJS $00,25<.,715 57, ,93, 1!l5 50, e:n, 558 ~""'C: - ... c: ... "--~ , 'c., ... 
-= 

. '. ":-~.'-
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!~HS82 
;ond Prior 19OC-I903 1 w.-191!5 ! 9I!5-1 sao I sao-I Sl!7 

eoo.it ... nh: 
- - Debt Servi"" to Ul'ii' for CARL Project 

Oper.tions 
• ~'ull. OPTings Operations - . 
.. Nilural Areas 

Outdited w..,.,..nI s 
eoo.ittoents for Acquisitions: 
Total lneidental ;ond RelNSed Fi,ed 

Capital Outlay' ... sohedul. Sl 

Transf .... : 
6aJoe ;ond FM!5h w..ter Fish eo.iSiion 
""part"",,1 of State, Fort San Luis 

Total Cooait"""ls 

'. 

THIS REPORT .QCC1JAAlE. Y REP~ THE 
CFrICliII.. I'CCOlNilNa REI:O"nDS lim ~IAL 
1!EJll5OOl\T11lHS COO~I1£1l '!le::lH. . 

/ 

I 
Larry Mc:6innis, Chief Date 
iuro.u of Finara ;ond iII:eounting 

[!) Of the e,pected lotal of $.\(),OOO,OOO of sem-enoe t .... for the 1506-1557 fi.:,1 year 
S33,S40,506 has been received. 

tal ~kull. SPTing' Doer.liens are included as follaMS: 
~~.. ~B 

Other ~nal Servi"". 2S, ISO 

Ol Hs of the above date, the DepartlleT\l had JlIIl"cilase ..,; optitm """tract. out':"';in! 
for 115,131,!lOB , .... soh"ule CI ""iell .xpire tnrough """,",ber, ISSS, and will be paid 
froo fulure revenue if loey are .'er::ised. 

"4.,_ 

ClJi!.I-c5 
,"vised 06/05/37 

.:. ,: .;.'.-:,"," .-.- .-' 
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" , 
; 

Ilndrows Trod 
Aoaladlieoli 
.. ,field "y 
aarn.cl. 
Big EenO-Buckey. 
Big lIound 
Big Pine Key 
Bl~ead I<anc:il 
s-r Traet 
~Traet 

Buck Key 
Cayo Costa 
Cedar liey r ... c •• sa .... y 
eoarlott. HarOor 

-Olassae,OICi hka Soups 
Coc:kroa::h Key 
Ccmsolidated I<anc:ilfWeki .. 

• too?ers Point 
Cote! Point 
Crys:.l Ri..,. 
Deering _k 
Deltona llan:o Island 
Destin Seidl 
Doubl. Branch .. y 
£as: Everplali .. 
E.er&ld S!""inp. 
Esc..,i. Bay Bluffs 
F akahatch .. Strand 
Fetcht.l I<anc:il 
Fort San lui. 
SaIl Island 
Sat .... y 
6oociifJOd 
6rayton Seidl 
6rayton Dunes 
6uana River 
..... ry-Colli.,. 
m Hu.:ck 
lC551 y'i)sland 
lulin~oo-Durbin Creek 
JWlper Creek 

" Key largo 
We Iil-buckle 
little Sator Creek 

- l:zz::hlCOSi 

.... ,c - -. ~ .' ."":-(':;'.-:: 

~ (l" ~ I5WR:!S 
DIVISION (l" ADMINISTRRilON 

t::NSElM!TlON AIID IiEt:FSlTION l.AAllS iRI.lSO rum 
5O£DU.E R 

19B1-1962 
and Prior 1962-1983 1983-1984 19801-1985 1985-1986 ISSC-I9B7 

SO SO SO SI,612,513 S:I,25I,W. ~I, ISO 
lo,04C 1,6O-I,9B7 506,307 7,016 '0 130,577 

0 0 0 5,000 0 0 
0 --. 0 0 0 0 5, \95 
0 0 0 0 0 100 
0 0 :9 -- 0 0 10,760 
0 0 0 0 la,2S0 l&il,I25 
0 0 0 0 .,743 a,49S 
0 0 0 0 528,l!OO 4,9S1,5OO 
0 0 0 0 0 1,4'3':,900 
0 0 0 0 -1,950 liS, 474 

33,000 2O,80S "251,596 &ili,61l a, 115,452 4a:;,m 
a 0 0 5,740 1,200 ' -.1,260 

2:,183 5,2~ 31,600 0 9,500 0 
0 6,~1 2.02a,650 1,4£5,9S0 a,s;;o a,2~ 

0 Z,n4 0 0 0 0 
0 ",500 .214,119 6Z,405 I,SOC 0 
0 0 0 0 11,000 10, aso 
0 0 0 2,400 1.,030 0 
~ &'3':,173 IB,410 :l, Si<.., &46 e:;.,~ 13,biS 
0 0 0 6O,s;;o 5,683,S23 13, 52i, 002 
0 S,47& 56, 454 IS, 033 0 0 

4,020 a,9BO 0 0 0 0 
12 7,m 3,000 2,Z20 0 0 
~ 2S, 717 5,234,4C'J 0 0 24,500 
0 :1,300 B,065 0 0 10,010 
0 1l,74S 21.,4£5 las,914 0 0 
7 2i,83S ~084 1,250,326 2. B05,62B loa,m 
0 0 0 z,3SS 1:1,040 ° 0 9,SOC 1,025,000 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 1l,390 
0 0 1,484,562 Sl,ooo 0 0 
0 0 0 150 0 0 
~ 0 ° 12B,528 300 0 
0 0 0 a, 321,:lZ'l 4,000 0 
0 0 25,117 .25,000,470 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 6,958 

&, 147,370 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 5,500 347 7,200 0 
0 0 13, 230 4, liS 1,100 0 
0 0 0 0 4,200 0 
0 0 0 0 0 _ 4,1~ 
0 0 0.,338 ~,9ZJ,29i 2, SIIS, 907 1,~5il 

5,607 1,1~,S2Z 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 10, sse 0 

:: 
_._-------

<~ -.: • ", 
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1981-1902 
am Pr,or 198<-1983 19S3-!9a4 1981>-1985 1985-1980 1SSb-1987 

."- I(, IaJril 0 5,400 1';'500 2,941,853 7:i,000 0 
•• iWlogany ~k 500 94,983 .,510 0 0 0 

North Peninsuh 0 0 ',m,OI6 l,147,807 oI,ool,m 469,320 
/I. Key l.ar;o ~ks 0 5,750 15,625 4,"7o,W- l,9Z9,Z70 SS7,S29 
r..oms III ino, s 1,act 0 0 0 15,620 0 0 
Paynes Pr.irie/CooklDeConna 0 ZOO 0,000 0 0 0 
Peaooek Slo,,¥h 0 0 0 ZOO 5,684 6$,298 
PrjlO 151ar<1 0 0 Z76 0 0 0 
Roak!ry i.1y 0\9';'531 2, 700,314 S2, 949 es,sss 17,:;oa o\E,2OO 
Rotenberger - Holey· 0 0 0 SO,.?: 1, Sli,5a6 .1,605,9+0 
SaIpson Point 0 0 0 0 0 9,£00 
San Felaseo 0 10,980 .,925 0 0 0 
Sav ...... 0 0 601,6<5 0 Eb,ZOO 7,400 
Save Our Everg lad .. 0 0 ':0 .- SCZ 84,200 7S,B03 
Sil ¥Or River 0 0 0 ll,Z20 <101,019 0,500, B97 
S""ing ~k 2,151 llB,!'56 20,4SO 0,360 1';'320 Sl,9a4 
S;. ~e 15lam 1l,02' 1,080,412 3,500 0 0 0 
S;. Johns River FC!'9St 0 1,800 .,003 0 0 0 
Stoney Lane 0 0 0 0 0 0 
The Orov. 2S 24,100 ",370 2,307,530 C 0 
T oal' Apopka 0 0 0 15,500 lO,!50 19,350 
lIakulla S""ill!!s 0 0 0 0 1'1,490 ZOO 

'\lest Lake 0 0 sa, 608 S, '?9S,BOO 0 5, 9S1, 095 
Windley Key 0 0 0 2SO Sll,t.."O 1,i2\,900 

• Withlacoocil .. Inholding 0 0 2,S4() 1,600 0 0 
lncidental Costs 337 5,131 5, 0017 3,Z2B 235,620 2, 3-\S 
l1cdent.1 Costs [DonaUons) 0 0 1, :lSB !,529 1,-2i2 lOa 
Sasparilla 0 0 0 0 0 12,337 

10;al Hcquisitions SO,73S,S09 $7,907,3$ $10,360,248 $59,470,324 $CS,"36C, Z7 .. 542, a90, IS7 

"-':-.. 

4 

.. ". . "- .--. 

Page 356 



~ (1' ~'!\JRIt. RESIlJRIE 
DIVISION OF RDKINISTRATION 

CIlIIL TIUiT FtJI!) 

SO£lX.l£ B 

Wi!'!!Tl£IITS FOR OTHER FlIED c;.'lliPL O!!lUIY - REl...EASEiJ 

. ,.( . 

CIlIIL - CIl"lEEORY 080896 19&H9BS 1985-1986 1SB6-1987 To;.l 

Andrw Tracl $() $30,983 $(). $30,983 . 
Big Pine Key 0 0 0 0 
Boooer T racl 2B,250 0 0 ze,250 
Brooon TracllBig Shoal Cerr. 0 0 100 100 
c.yo Costa 0 183 19,231 19,42() 
Olarloth flarbor 381,900 0 0 381,900 
Cotee Point m 0 0 m 
Crystal River 52 .0 .'_ 0 52 
Deering ~ 0- S,95O 0 5,950 
Double Brarx:h Bay 30 0 0, 30 
Fakanatchee Strand 0 0- 527,300 527,300 
Sateway 100 0 0 100 
Grayton Beach 34 0 0 3It 
In:idental Cost 143,139 101,183 494,589 738,911 
Jos$Olyn Isl.nd 190,654 0 0 190,654 
Juli~gton - Dorbin Creek 2Z5 0 0 2Z5 
Lake Arbuckle 0 22,1300 0 22,800 
Looo ~lachicol. 0 0- 7,790 7,790 
Jt. K. Rmch 22, 4GB 0 0 ",4GB 
North Key Largo 0 72,72£ 54,100 12£,82ii 
Owens - Illinois 0 0 600,000 600,000-
Pe=k Slough 0 6,700 0 6,700 
Rotenberger - Holey Land 0- 130,474 20,000- 150,474· 
Save Our Everglades 0 17,500 1,989,410 "006, 910 
Silver River 0 230,051 0 230,051 
South Savannas 0 0 9,500 9,500 
Sp!"ing HaJaoc:k 0 705,200 159, :l5O 864,550 
St. John River 0 BBI,400 0 BBl,400 
Stoney Lane 0 0 ~,900 394,900 
Wakulla Springs 0 0 0 0 

1OT1lL CATEGORY 080896 5767,124 52,205,150 $4,276, 276 57,2018,550 

CAR!. ~RY 080895 
CaYQ Costa 8,400 8,400 
Fakahatchee Strand 14,000- 14,000-
In:idenhl cost - Donahon 9,015 9,015 
Rookery Bay 91,900 91,900 

TllTPL 5123,315 . 5123,315 

SAA1ID TOTPL Cauitll!!nt - CIlIIL Trust Fund '7,3it,665 

5 

- :-' .. - ~ ~ " 
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Cl<FU-G 

DIY!SION OF ADKIHI~ION 
eM:. P.EL;.<:P IIEPORT 

SO£DU..E C 

St. Jonns River Ferest Estates 
Coorlott. Harbor 
Itoienber-ger Holey l.ml 
Spring Hu.ld< !6roYes1 
Spring ~ [lmdl 
Spring Hu.ld< (Sullivanl 
Spring Ha.cck (Jcmiil 
&uckeye Cellulose-franklin County 
Brown TroelIBig Shoals Corridor [Option 21 
Iiorth Peninsula 
Ceyo Costa/No. Cept i va (Boardl 
Ceye Cost. (Daley-i.Dt 8, Elk. 161 
Ceyo Cost. (Saithson-lot 9, Blk. 16) 
Ceyo Cost. (Jenson-!.ot 5 I ., Blk 51 
Stoner - Uno iroel (Qoti.n 11 

Ho.osassa Springs (Citrus County) 
SoutI1 Savannas 
SaasonPoint 
Iiorth Peninsula (Lopez) 
Pe=k Slough 

}nteragen:y-DOi-TIJ-!Olsonl-~ 

(DpUon 21 

!lept. of Trans. - Co..,.. DaR - SaV! Our Ever;lades 
Fakahatd1eo Strand ITPLI 
Canaveral Industrial P"k 

".:!\. 

saBl,400 
381,900 
65,000 

Z59,m 
705,600 
15<l,ooo 
10, 700 

126,201 
:;,:m,742 

511.,000 
2Z5,6S0 

2,000 
3,900 
2,-100 

3SO,000 
297,130 

3,4-\9,600 
9,500 

26i,bbO 
4)8,500 
42,500 

S71,7SS 
2,000,000 

51,300 
953,425 

ftevised 00/05/57 

. ,', ,', 
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E.pires 10/l1/S7 
Elli .... t Uo&ii. 
Ellinent Doc&i. 
Expires )1/01/87 
Expires 10/Ol/BJ 
E.pires 12101187 
E.pires 03101/88 
E.pires 09/30180 arnm 
Expires 12119/S7 
E.pires 03/31/88 

~- O!>on 
E.pires 03/30157 arnm 
Expires 03/30/BJ arnm 
Expires 03130157 ErnNCElJ 
Expires 12131/et. amm 
E.pires 00101/88 
Expires 12131188 
E.pires 121WBb ErnNCElJ 
E.pires 03/ll/S7 arnm 
Expires D4/30/88 
Expires C51ll/BJ 

Open 
Open 
Il/ZS/SO Extended 
12187 

6 
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Procedure for Evaluating CARL Projects for Conformance with the 

Florida Statewide land Acquisition Plan 

The matrix attached provides guidance for subjectively assessing eath 
project's degree of confor~ance with the objectives and guidelines defined:'n 
FSLAP. The matrix is designed to provide concise but encompassing inform~tion 
about CARL projects. The'matrix, however, is not intended to replace the. 
current system of ranking CARL projects, but should provide a foundation ~ 
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 objectives or 
guidelines to 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 degree 
of conformance with the objectives. The subjective scale for the degr~e of 
conformance for each objective is as follows: 

N = project does not satisfy objective 
L = project remotely satisfies objective 
M = project adequately satisfies objective 
H = project exe.plary satisfies objective 

The subjective scale for each FSLAP objective should, to the degree possible, 
be based upon measurable characteristics, or otherwise categorized, such that 
appropriate 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 FSLAP 
guidelines. These subjective scales will also be based upon quantitative or 
other measurable aspects of each project. For example, proximity to urban 
areas will be measured in terms of the number and size of urban centers within 
25 miles or 60 miles of a project (see figure 21 in FSLAP). Likewise, the 
ease 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 primary responsibilities for determining the initial degrees of 
conformance with FSlAP will be divided among the agencies as follows: 

·Category 
ObjectiveslGuidelines 

Natural Communities 
Forest Resources 
Vascular Plants 
Fish and Wildlife 
Fresh Water Resources 
Coastal Resources 

CCCl! 
Geological Resources 
Historic Resources 
Outdoor Recreation 

Statewide or Regional Significance 
Area of Critical State Concern 

Endangerment and Vulnerability 
Ecological Integrity 
Inholdings or Additions 
Proximity to Urban Areas 
Size 
Cost 
Importance of Acquisition 
Acquistion Ease 
local Support 

Primary/Secondary 
Agencies 

FNAI 
OOF 
FNAI 
GFC/FNAI 
OER 
DNR/DCA 
DNR 
DNR 
DHR 
DNR/GFC 

Staff 
DCA 
DNRIDCA 
FNAI 
DNR 
DNR/DCA 
DNR 
DNR 
Staff 
DNR 
DNR 

Subsequently, the liaison staff will meet to compare and discuss the 
subjective ratings for each project. Ratings which are not agreed upon by 
staff will be presented to the Committee for final determination. The 
Committee may also revise individual ratings and must approve the overall 
ratings by mdjority vote. 
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",y \, 1~81 
FLORIDA STATEWIDE LAND ACQUISITION PLAN 

(Iterated Obleclives, 6qldellRes, aRd "e.sure, 

CHAPTER lilt ACQUISITION OBJECTIVES 

A. Nlturll COllunltles 

Id .. tl'y, "quire, .od ,rllect eka.ple. of lhose N,tural COlluRilles and their subtypes lhatt III .r, 
in.dequat,ly represented on protected lands In Florldl, or 121 repre.ent the bast relalnlng eX.lples 
of e.ch of Florida'. Natural CDllunili., and their subtypes, olth priority glv.n to thos. cOllunilles 
Dr ,ubtyp's .hlch are lost endangered Dr rar.sl. 

B. Foresl Resources 

Acquire lands 10: III .alnlaln represenlallv.s of Ihe various lorest Dr tllber Iyp •• , and 121 10 
cons~r.e and •• inlain Florid.'. loresls so as 10 perpelual. Iheir environle.lal, .conolie, a.slhellc 
a.d recrealional value'l givi.g speci.1 conslderalion 10 lanlgeabl. loresls Ihal have Inco., 
producing polenlill, .hlch helps defr.y •• n.g.le.1 cDsI., and 10 upland loresls thal h'lp lee I Ihe 

•• 9t,t, "sist'RC' OR .pecllic Save Our Rivers acquisition, that hay. attribute. desired lor CARL 
acquisitions should be con,ldered as potential cDoRlrallve acquisiliDn project. Nilh Ihe slale'. 
water taRlgeleRt distrIcts. 

f. Caa.tal ResDurce. 

I. Acqttlre undeveloped barrIer lolands, .plt., penln.ulas, cor II Dr li •• rock keys, and lainla.d 
s •• shores ID conserve Iheir .Ignllicant nltural, r.creallonal, and aeslh.lic allribut •• , .ilh 
priority ,Iven 10 prDjecl. thatt 

a. Conlain repre.e.talive •••• pl.' of vlri .. o physiDgraphic coa.tal lor ••• 
b. 0 Include enllre isl.nds, long .trelches of I.inland beaches, enlire .idth. Df co.slal .arrler5, 

Dr Include natural Inl.ls. 
;r resource-based recrealion.l needs of Florida's groHing popul.tion. 
~ 

c. Are associaled .llh .ensillve e.lu.rlne Iy.le.s, parlicularly Ibose Ihal are deslgnaled aquallc 
pr!5!fV!S. ~ 

w 
a­
N 

C. Yascular Planls 

ldenlify, acquire, and prolecl ,ile •• hlch conlain rar., end,nger.d, .nd thr,"lened pl.nt species, 
"ilh priorily given 10 Ihose slles Ihal are: III crillc.l 10 Ih.ir survival, Dr (2) are not crilic.l 
bul conlain i.porl.nl .sselbl'ges of rare Dr endangered species. 

D. Fish and Wildille 

Acquire lands Ih.lt III are crllieal 10 Ihe survival of endangered and Ihrealened anltals, 121 
repr.s,nl signilic.nl colonial bird n.sling siles, or III ere necessary 10 lainlain the slate's 
nallve ani •• l sp,cl •• div.rsity. 

E. Fresh Nater Supplies 

1. Acquire prolecllv. buffers along Ihe Special Waler calegory 01 Outslanding Florid. Vater rivers 
and I.tes. 

2. Acquir •• rea. around lir.1 •• gnllude springs, Including Ihe spring run IDr an approprlale 
dislance. Second .agnilude and slaller springs should be incorpor.led, .hene.er pDssibl., InlD 
projecl boundaries of proj.cts b.ing purchas.d pri •• rlly fnr Dlher purposes. 

3. ldenlify and .cquire prDteclive bulfers around ex •• ple5 of Ih. dillerent late Ivpes. 

2. Acquire upl.nd .nd •• tland buffers to prDlect the Slat.'s significa.t cOI.erclal and recreatlon!l 
slll"at.r fisherle., parlicularly Ihol. II.herl •• "hlch are de.ignated Siale Aquallc Proserves, 
Hilional Esluarlne Dr "arin. Sanclulrie., Areis of Crllical Siale Concern, Special Vater cate~ory 
Df Outslandlng Florida V.ler, or Deparllent of Environl.nl.l R.gulalion (DERI Class II Valeri. 

l, Acquire upland and •• Iland bufl.rs ID protect the Slate's .osl signilic.nl reef cDI .. nilie., 
parllcularly Ihose are.s ohich are oilhin Dr adJacenl 10 d.signaled Ar.as of Crilical Siale 
Concern, St,le Aqualic Preserves, Sill. Parts, and Nalional "arine or Esluarlne Sancluarle" 
Vildlile Refuges, Parks, or Seashores. 

s. SeolDQlc f.alures 

Idenlily, acquir., and prolecl e.alples of aeological e.posures, for •• tions, and oulcrops Ihatt 
II) are Inad.qual.ly r.presenl.d on pUblic lands in Florida, or 121 represenl Ihe besl eXi.pl.s Df 
those leature. In the slale. 

InvenlDry and evalual. Ihe g.ologlc fealures on public Ind pri.ale lands. Th, FNAI, becaus, DI II. 
suitable dala bas. struclure, should coordinal, olth Ihe Deparl •• nl of Nalural °Re'Durce's Bureau 01 
8eology, Ih. Soil Con,.rv.lion S.rvlce, varlou5 speleological Drgani,alion., and Dlh.rs to dev.lop and 
lnvenlory of Ih. slale's IDS I significant geologic I.alures. 
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FSLAP Confor.a,ce Evaluation Matri, lor CARL 1987 Priority List Hoy 2b, 1907 

-
Vascular Fi sh and 
Plants Wildlife 

-----
1 2 1 2 3 

- ------~--

N L " l M 
- f--------- ------

H H H N " 

r
---------f--Category Natural 

I ____ co~~uni tie~_1 Resau 

~ 
OBJ. 

Project I I 1 2 
Hame 

l-~ ~~kery ~~l-" ~--~~~I-=--~-
2.F.kahatchee H H r L L 

For 

2& 

----- -----
3.Char.Harbor H M L N N l H L " 

--------
4.LoN.Apalaeh. L M L H M M L N H 

- -----
5.S.Savannahs H H L l H " L N L 

----- ---
b.N.Key Largo H H H N H H H tl H 

~----- ---
N L l N L 

-c------ ---
N " " N L 

N L H N " 
- -- I -

N L INN L 
- ------ ---------

----- -------8---7.Spring Ha... L H M N 

,------ ------- ------

~
. 9~N.peninsu~_ _L ___ " _ L N_ 

9.Wakulla Spg. H H H L 

;;~E~;~;-Bi~ -H----;--t--;-
------------- ---------~-------
lLCayo Costa M H L N N H M L L 

,--------- -----
12.C'I'5. River M K L L N N H N H 

13.Chassahawi t.1 M H L L L N N H N M 

----.---+-------->--- -- ------

" N " l N L 
.-f----- -----
H N L L N L . _________ .1 

; 14.Eoerald spg.[ M H __ ~ 

~5~JU~~/D:~~~~~ ~--H~~~~~J_~_~ 
=Acreage not purchased or under option. 

---
Fresh Wate r 
Resources 
-----

I 2 3 4 

--------
N N N N 
-----
N N ~ L 

---
N N N tl 

-------
L N N N 

---
N N N N 
~---

N N N N 
---

N N N L 

---
N N N 

-----
Coastal 

ResDurEes 

-------
2 3 

,-------
H H " -------
N N N 

----
N H H 
._---
N H H 

N N N 

H H H 
------
N N N 

6~o 

Res 

N 

L 

H 

H 

L 

H 

l 

-----
ogicol 
Llrtes 

0 • 

l 

L 

" 
H 

L 

M 

L 

H 
f-------->----- --H H ~ H 

H H N N N N H H 

- --~------- -----
N N N N N N H H 

------
N N N 
------
H H H L 

M 

H 

-----f-H H K L 
-J.---- --. 

L H H " 
->----------- ---

N H N H 
f-------

N H H L 

------

L 

---
M 

-----

N H L [ L 

N---;---;- --K 
----- ---

N N N N 

----
N 

---~---~~ 

ICost based on values in 198b CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

------
Hi storieal 
Resources 

------
la Ib 

H N 
------

H N 
-----

L N 

-----
H N 

-----
N N 

H N 

H N 
------

L N 
------
H H 

L N 
--------

H N 

--------
H N 

------
H N 

------
L N 

-----
H N 

------

Page 1 

R 

1 2 

" H 

L H 

L " 

oor 
.ation 

--------
Snidelines I Size 

2b 3 4 II ca 2 3 4 5 

Total I Acq. Ease 
Cost tOw •• r Wi 11 

----------------l---+ 
H L H IH N H H H NI 112001 11,m,1001 200 L 
------>-------->----l--

H H N IH H H H H NI 280001 1,121,3001 9000 H 

2m I 2,43O,8110 11 L 

Local Mdi ti onal 
Support Notes 

H 

-I -->------
L 

H 

----
L N ~ L " H L L 

---- ----- -------- --------+---------+--
L " 

H N H H N H H N 7E80 2,n2,500 'II L L 

l H 

L H f 

-----
L N r 

L N 1M N H H H L Ib28 1O,827,100 

LL--t-7H H H N -;308 121,974,O00 )::: : -t
l 

-" T---n H ----

2,451,08111 --;9-----1 -H H ----
L N I" N H H H HI 395 

H M I 

L H t 

l N I 

_.L H~ __ ~ __ ~ __ ~ __ ~_~-I~B -~01~tl ~~ __ j ____ H _____ _ 
L N H N L H l L 465 282,000. 2 L I H 
-- ------ --- - -------- -------
L N H L H " L H 3.5 1,25B,001!1 1 l H 

-----
H " L H IH L H M H LI 50811 3,878,0001 b50 M H 

-----
l " 

f M N IH N K K H NI 580611 4,~17,009 57 l H 

--- ----->---t--
l N H " N iM N H H H NI 55011 3,298,705 13 l L 
---_. ---+1 ------~-----
K H H L N I» N H H N NI 900 307,000 3 L H 

L N H M N 1M N H " N HI 33001 2,792,081 ~ M H 
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FSLAP ConfGr&"co Evaluation Matrix for CARL 1987 Priority List HlY 20, 1987 

r------c~t;gor;-r---;~t~~;~---r---f~;;~t--~;~~~~;-r-ri~~~;,d'rFr;~h-w~t;;-r--C~~~:l--I-aeOl~;i~~~I-Hist;;icai-Y---~td~------r----------~------~Total1--A~~-E~~~--~~~I--r-Additi~~I~ 
- "' __ L I Wildlife Resources I Resources Resou,,<. Resources Rene. ation t' Guidelines 5i,e Cost 100"er Will Support I Not .. 

--------- ------------ ,------------------ ------------- ----- -------- ------------- ---------t------------

~:::;l:.I- :=1;'~~~~· :.~~:~ ~ ~;~. :'.~~ ~;; :·;r :.: :.: .:-;= .... _~, :~ __ :~== 
[II,St.John. Rv. N L M L L N N /1 N H N N N L1 N N N H N H N L l H H H TM N M H M N 10See 1,022,Wa8 2 K l 

r~8~Pa~~~-p;~i~ N----l. L--~--L- --;----;- -M--;- L -;--NH~-t-;;---;---;- --L---H-- --~---_;- L--HH---L--;;-tHN--;;--H--~--L -830 -- 27B~;8a ------4-L"- ---l.----.-----~-

r
---------- -------- --------- ---- -- ------- ------ ---ti-------- ---------- -- ----- ----1--------19.Withlacoo[, N N M L H N N L N L N N N L N N M L L M N L N M M N " N L " H N 4410 I 153,000 45 L M r ,____________ _________ ___ _______ --_____ ___________ _ ___ --_____ ______ __________ ___________ ____ _________ _ _________________ L __________ _ 

~~~~~~~~-;~~~tl ~ -~~ iii ~-: ~ ~~ ~.~.~ j< ~I ~~:: . -: ~::; :.I:~ .. ~ .: ~~ D •• ~.~~ ~.~~ =-~~~ 
~2'Horrs lsla,d H H l N L K H L N L N N N N N M L N L H N L H H L N H N K H H N 190 7,670,10. 2 L N 

f----------t---------- -------- ---- --- ------------ ---
i23,Lochlousa ILL I H H H N N M l M H N H l N N N I N L l N H M n IH N K " N L m0 2,936,100 HI0 K l H N 

--------- 1 1----
N N N 

~",.+: -~: ~t· :*~~: ~~::-t= :~~1 : ~=f ;:f:.: ~;;n.I.;; •. ,~'"~+-~----~----------
M H H N L II H L N H N M II H L 135 2,587,380 4 II H 

I 6,881,80~ 

N L L N L LNHLNH 258 87,m 4 K H 

2~~~~~~~=~~ __ ~ ___ HIM __ ~ ___ ~ __ : ____ L __ ~r~. 
29.Tsal·llf,u(lk, L --;-iLL L N N LN." NNMH N NiH II IH N ttl 

t~0~C~t~e ;~~~ ____ ~_~=~~~j~~~~~~~~ _~~ __ fl ~ ~~~~~~~J_~~_N--N _~_J~~~-;-_L ___ ~= N ~ ~= N -- L"f L --_L L_ 

H H H N M l H L N HLLMHN 2811. '238,800 8 M l 
---------.--------f--------------I------------.... ----

I II 

.~-~~-~~3N _-'Sg701_ a,84~,ml---::-M -j----~~~-t--c-, ___ _ 
L N H M N L 90 I 1, Baa, 000 4 l M . . ... . _________ ____ _ ____ J-________ ______ _ ___ _ 

• Top nUilber represents the iohl price; the botto. number represents ttie amount fro. CARL fund. , 
E11creage not purchased; or under option. 
tCJst based on value. in 198b C>1RL Annual Report, not necessarily t" .ssessed values. P'Qe 2 
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FSLAP Confotiance Evaluation Katrix for CARL !qB7 Priority List 

------- ---- --,--
Category Natural Forest Vascular Fi sh and Fresh Water Coastal 6eological Hi slorical Outdoor Total 

COI.unities Resources Plants Wildlife Resources Resource. Resou,ces Res.nunes Recreation Guidelines Size Cost 

---- - ----~----- - -- ------------ ----- ----- ---- ,-----
OBJ. 

Project I I 2 l 2. 2b 1 2 123 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 I 2 1a Ib 12a2b34 1 ca 2 3 4 5 
Hue 
----- --~- - - ---------
31.Barnacle Ad. M L L N L N L N N L N N N N K L L " H ~ N L H H N N n N H L H H 7 3,464,M8M 

f-------- -----1--- - - -
32.Slark Trad H H M L H N N K N L N l N " N N N M l H N l H H H N KKHKNN IllBI .51,9MB 

-------- - - -- -----r-----1------ r--------- -----------------
33.6oodwood N H N N K N N N N l N N N N N H N N N H H N N H N N H N " N N H 2M 558, 118M 

------- ~- --- - - -
34. Rotenbe, ge, N L N N N N N L N l N N N L N N N M N L N N N L H N HKHHHN 13358 6,747,888 

--1----- - -
35.Cedar Koy H K l l H N L l N H N N N N H H H N N H N L L " H N HULH"N 1851 684,101 

--- - - -------1--- -
36. St on oy-Lane L " l N L N N l N L N N N N K H H N L " N L L H " N L N " H N N 2@el • 6 •• ,81l1 

---- - - 1----- -- - -
37.Big Hound l l L l L N N L N L N N N N N N N N N H N L H H H N HN""HN 135 162,000 

- - - - -
3B.0.on-lllino. N N " H " N N L N L N N N N N N N N N " N l N " " N 

HNlNNN 37241 11,613,080 
- -

39.Sa'parilla L N N N N N L L N L N N N N L H K N N N L H l L L H L L H N L l 101 I 8,308,001 
-------- --f-- - ----- -- I--
40.Bi9 Shna1. M " H " " N L L L l L N N H N N N H H " H l H H " N HlHHHN 525 I 133,1180 

-- - - --- -----
41.Lo.or Waci •• M H H L " N L H N " H H N L N N N H H H H L H H H N HNNHNH 4911 • ,9,181 

--1----- 1--- --f------ - --
42.CoupDn Bi9ht H H L N L H H " N M N N N N H H " H H L N L H H l H HHHKNW b5ll 1,251,188 
----- - -f--
43. Trop.H ••• ock H H H N L " H L N l N.N N N N N N L L " N N N " l N HNHKNH 201 2,678,008 

-- -- - ,--- - --- ----
44. Estero Bay l H N N N N H H L M N N N N N H l N L H N L H H L N HLHHHl lJ251l 13,181,300 

-- --1----- ---- ------ --- I--- -- ----
45. Galt Island " H L N L H H L N L N N N N N L H N N H N l H H N N H L H L N l 393 436,881 
------- --- - --,-- ----
14b.Ha:~tee Est. H l H H H Il N l H l H N N H N N N N N H N l N " l N H N " L N N 10588 688,488 

- - -
.Acroago not purchased or undor option. 
ICost based on valuo. in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not nocessarily tag asses50d valu05. Pago 3 

Hay 26, 1987 

-
Acq. Ease Local Additional 

IOwner Will Support Notel 

-- ---- ...J 

, 

I 

I 
1 H H -.J --
1 H H 

--1 -
1 L H 

)788 H l 
- --

6 " L 

--
H l 

----f--------
10 H H 

1 l N 

1 " H 
- -

8 " l 
1-------

'10 " L 
--- I---

175 K " -----1 2B H l 
f------ ----

I-- -=J 85 H H 
f-- --

1 H " , 

-- - I I H H 
I 
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FSLAP ConfD",",C. Evaluation Matri, for CARL 1987 Priority List 

Category I Natural Forest Vascular Fish and Fresh Water Coastal Seological Historical Outdoor Total ---------------T-----------~----------I----------~---------r------u----------I-------I--------~-----------------.------------
_______ r_~~:~nitie~ __ ~:~~~ce~_ Plan~~_ ~~~dlif~ _ __ Re5:~ _~::~~_ ~:~~ ReS~~~.5 ___ ~~r.ation __ ' __ -J-_:~~~~ine< -i-:~~~+- + _______ __ 

. OB!. I 
I
proied * 1 2 1 2a 2b I I 2 I 1 2 J I 1 2 3 4 I 1 2 3 

Cost 

1 co 2 3 4 5 

Acq. Eose 
10wnor Will 

12.2b34 2 10 Ib 
1~a.iIle 

f--------- ------------ --------- ----- --------- ------- -------- ------------ ---------- --------------- ------- ----- -----
l~~~~~~~~_Rh~ __ ~ ___ ~ __ =-_=--_~ __ -"~ ____ ~_ " __ ~_~_ N __ ~ __ ~_~ __ ~_N __ ~ N N _~ ____ ~ ___ ~~ ___ ~ __ ~_~_ H __ ~_~ __ ~_N _~ ~~8 __ =~88,=~~ ________ ~ __ _ 

14B.Homosass. M L L N L N N "t~ L N H N L N N N " H L N l H " l N H N M " N N J0 i 708,888 (18 " 

~
----------- ------------- --------- -------- ---------- ---------- ------ --------- ------------ -------------- ------------ ----- ---------- -----------
49.Canaveral L H L L ". N N K N l N N N H N N NN N L N L K H K N H N H " N N 2580 5,717,888 5 H 
---------- --------- --------- -------- ----- --- ------ -------------- ---------
50.E.eralda Hr. L L L L L N N H L L N N N M N N N K H l N l N K " N H N " l N N 12208 m,lla,188 100 l 

---------+-------------+--_.--------+------------+------------+-----------------. I --~-------
51.Sandpiper L L N N L H NIL N liN N N N I N M L N N L N l L " l N Il l H l N II 114011 1,223,000 9 K 

LOEal 
Support 

N 

Hay 2b, 1987 

Additional 
Notes 

-----~--+--------~--

H 

H 
-----f---------
l 

H 

l t~ l b.--~~~~--: I ~-------~----------t-------t----+---~ I --------+---------+-----------
K 

l M H H N 1ft N M H L LI 5B501 5,517,000 52.B.H.L Ranch H l H I N l N N 30 H L M H H N M L l 
----------f----. 

53. Lake Forest N N H I H H " L L I H N N L 

~ f54,S'd~I' Bl~~-
N N " l N IL N H " N HI 3501 1,374,000 

-------t-------------·-----------+------------~-----------·-----------------+------------~------~--------~-------------~-------~------------
l l H " l N K L L I H H N H H N H N H H N HI 770 299,0011 28 H H 

~~-~t~------+--- I --------
M N N N L H 

L N l l N 

----- -----------=-1----
HNH NNNH IN N N 

N l 55. Samson Point I L N L N LIN N N N N N l N l L N L N H l l HI b00 57,00S 7 L N t4 N 

56. East Everg1.1 . l H LLllN N N L N L L H H N H l H M K "1160001135,000,0001 m0 " l " 
L 

---.------------~------~---------~------------~-------
Ut4RANKED PROJECTS 

~~~~~~n~:[ ~~= ~f;-~ I:~0~s_:: ~~ i£ ~ -:1I: ~::~ j "::~ ~= -}: -~ 
I ~ . 
lAp,1ac.Historic L L L N L N N ti N N N N N N N L L L L H H L H M N N H H II L N L " L 

r' ------------- --------- -------- ---- -. ---- ---- ----------- ------------ ----- ------------- ----
Seminoie Spring H H H M H ± N n H N M N H N H N N N 1 L H N L" K H N H N M H l L 9100 25 H L 
------------- ------------ --------- ------- ------ --------- ------ ------- -------- ------- ----- -.---- -----____ ------'--1.---'----~ld_le:~~ ___ L ___ ~ ___ : __ : __ ~ __ ~ ____ =-__ ~_N _= _~_~~~ __ ~ ~ __ ~ ~ ___ ~___ M N _~ __ ~ ______ l ~ =_N _~=~ __ 3270 ~~335,000 __ ~_~_ c.,~---.-.,._------. __ __ 

=Acreaqe f,Dt purchase4 Dr ullde' optiDn. ., . 
leost based on valuesin 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax a"essed values. Pay. 4 
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FSLAP Confor.,nce Evaluation Hatri, for CARL 1987 Priority list Hay 2/" 1981 

r------------r-----------r-----------
---.~~-------.-------.".----~--- -----]-----[-------]-----;)---~--O-----I----- --------

Category Natural Forest 
Co •• unltles Resources 

Vascular I Fish and 
Plants Wildlife 

prOlec:-O-BJ-•. ~---2--I-~-2a --Z-b+-­

Ha •• 
2 I 1 2 1 

-------- ----t--.--+_ 
Wa,. Mineral L H II N II N N L N L 

Fresh Nat., Coast.l 
Resources R~SOUr(~5 

234/123 

N L N l / N H N 

Geological Historical Outdoor Total Acq. Ease local 

~:~~~~~_ ~~~ourc~ __ Recr.atioo ___ 6ui~~ines 5i.. Cost 400ner Will ~"PP~~ 

2 I 1a Ib I 1 2a 2b 3 4 II Cd 2 3 4 5 

---+------+------- I -- ---
H H H II K N H l N H L H " N N 193 1, 728,800 H H 

Addi tional 
Notes 

----

f-- t------ --I- ----+----- --;-1'-H -N--n' -H-U --+"-N --L -H --HN ------H- ---L ---
Carl. Hal f-Hoon~l M 
f.-- - ---
Woody Property N 1/ 

1-------- ---
Key West Sal t K M 

H M H 

l H H 

l II L 

H N II L / N -~- L -l~1·-__ -=_==;;-IL II " " N l l/ij-ii'tIL -- 988 2lB,18L1 -2-;;--- --~~ __ +~---~ 
LH n lH lHHllH 

L l I H II L 

N N 

L M 

" N L 

L N l 

" L l 

NLNHINHN 

" H N II N II IN" H H L l H 

I-----t-----
~pa.River ~ Bay/ H H 

-----+--__t_ 
H H H H H 

- \ --+----\----\- ---I-- -- I --j 

" L H HHNHHN 
L " " "N l l HlNHI"HH H H H N 

(Phase Il 
- I -1----- ---I------+------I----~-----+----j_--t-------

I- ---+- -+-- ---+--- j-- +-- --+--j-----

---~------------------ --4 --- I ----+---+----I------f------f-----

-----+-----t----- ----J.---- --4 -+ --+------+----+---+------1-------1-----

-~--+- --l- I -+- J.---J.------

-------<---- ------+-----+ t ----t----J.- --+----

\-------t--- ------1----1- \-- - I -t-- - \ -----1-- I j--- -+ --4 

~------t ----+-- 1-----1- ---t-- -- I -+----
.----->------ ---t-----I----------~--- --+- ! -- +- ---1--+ 4---+-----+-----1 

'----____ 1. ______ -' __ 

----t-I-- --l-----t-----_J._ -- t !---t----r-----r-------r--------___ L_______ _ _____ J _______ L________ ---..1_ _ 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
ICost based on values in 19Ba CARL An"ual Report, not necess"ily tax assessed values. rage 5 



Category 
·---T---

Natural I ForEst 
Ca.munities I Resources 

-------+._-_. 
OBJ. 

Project I 2 1 2a 2b 
Na •• 

!Big Bend L L H H K 

fSLAP Conior •• nce Evaluatiun Matri, for CARL 1996-7 Pruposals 

------,- T 
Vascul ar 
Plants 

Fish and 
Wi ldl i fe 

Fresh Water 
Resou"es 

2112JI1234 

Coastal I Geological 
REsourCES Resour,es 

2 3 2 

Historical 
Resoufces 

Outdoor 
Recreation 

----<-------------
6 

I, lb I I 2. 2b 3 4 11 Cd 

-+--'---1 -+ +-
N L H H M N N N N H H H H N H 

"ide/in.s 
--------

2 3 4 5 

------
H 

Cost Acq. Ease 
Size Total State IOwn. Willi n9 
---- ------ --------

--- ---- I--

r---------- ------- ---f------ ------ - ---r-------

'" '" "" (l) 

IBroward Islands N L "L K N N l H L N N N N N H L L L H N L 

~
-- -
Cedar POlnt N" L L H 
---- --- -------
Cha55ahow, tzk. L H L L L 

------ ------- ---
Curry Ha •• ocks H H H N K L 

N 

N 

" H H 
-+----+---+1 ---. 

H N 

K N " N N N N N H H N 
---t--

H H H 
" " H 

N N N L L 

N N N N n N " H 

L l H N 

l l " N 

L L 

L 

K 

l 
--.t"--- t-------- -----------4 t --------~------------------

De., Lake H H H L HI" H LNLINNHNIHLL L l H N l 
_________ -J. ________ .f-________ +-______ + ______ + I -------

~------

~ IDe.ring Estatesl N l H L L N liN N liN N N N I N L L l l H N l 
<D -+----+1 --- t-I ----+-------------< --~-------------------

El Desb no L N H" H N NILNHINNNNIN N N l L H H " -----+ t j--------t-I --I---
Gadsden Slades H H H l l K H I L N H INN N N INN N H H " N L 

---tl------t--· 
Garcon POI nt H H L l l l LllNH/NNNN/NHH l l H N L 

I ·--·t---t-----1II----
Golden Gate " L L H N LIN N N LIN N N L L l N l 

1"'-"' .... "':: " " "'" , " "".. '.'" " • ~: ' --l- " -N- - l 

Cockroach Bay L H L N L N l l L L N N N N N H H· H M H N L 

1

_------ -- ----- - -- ------ ---- ----------
Key West Salt M l L N L L H H L L N N N N N H H L N L ------- ------- ------ - l-- - -------- -------- -----------
@~~i~::~ __ i~;:--;-=1 ~ _~ __ ; ___ :-~~~~I~ : _;_l:-_:: __ ~= -: : _ ;- =_: ~ __ ;=: := ~=~~--~--

N M H 

------ -r--------
N H H 
----_._-- -- --.---- ------

N H L 

------ '-. --
H H N 
---- ---.---

l " N 
----

N H H 

--
N L l 

-----1------
N H N 

--------
l H N 

------
--1--------

N " N 
,......._--

N H K 
.----- _._----

H L " -- ------... -
H " N 

._----- ----r------- ----------
N K N 

._------ --- '--------- ---------

-- -
Local Additional 

Support Notes 

----- -----. 

--------r-----
--- -i , 

---- ----
1 

---- -
I 

------- ------1 

-- -l 
-I , 

, 

------!-----~ 
i ---- ------j 
I 
, 

----- ----~ 

------- -

-- -----, 

----_. 
--- ----

------- ----_. , . .... t 
------- --_._---
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FSLAP Conforaance Evaluation Hatrix for CARL 1986-/ Proposals 

I category Natural Forest Vascular Fish and Fre<h ~ater Co.shl 6eological Historical Outdoor Cost Acq. Ease Local Additional r------ -------t----~---J--- ----g--g-----~-------I-----I------ ----;e--E---g:----
I Coomunities Resou~_ P~ _~ildlife ReSDu~~~ Resour:_ ReSDu:~ Re50ur~~~_ _Recreation _ Suidelines Size Total state 100 •• Willing Support _~~ 

GBJ. 
Project I 
Na.e 

2 12a2bll 2112311234112 1 2 la Ib I I 2a 2b 3 4 11 ca 2 3 4 5 

Pinhook S.a.p +---Ht;-L -L--J-;;~t-"-L MtH-;;-;- N 1-~-;--n---H ji-0- N -t- -t---t ----t---t-----

f----f -L-~-~ L H N INN iH-N--L-~ N N N -Lt-H-N-N-t-~-:L--t-~---;; +------ I I - --+-- , 
L " N H N 

Pond Creek Cor. M l H H l 
f- t -, -- I j-- I - - 1 -+-+--+-----+---+1 --
Princess Place L M K L H N N "N M N H N N N II L L L 1\ II L N H M 

f+-----,--- ---- ---- ---t j I -
Rainbow Ri ver M l "L II N N l N l "H N l N N N II H H H l N L 
1-------:-- -- - -- -----I-----~-.--+---_+---+_--___jf__--___l 

N 

St. H.rtin's l l l N L N N M L L N N N N M H H L L H N H N H N 

I ----- r--- -- -- --+-- I I ----I-----t---
Three Lakes H H L L H N N H l" N N N N N N N L L t 
I --- ---- - I -1- -t- I , ---l 
Upper "almobe l L H N l N N L N l N N N N " H H K K L 

1----- -----r----- --'------ - t --t-I ---
~.(c.s.ss. fI at H " H H H N M l H L N H H l N N N L l H 

N 

N 

N 

H 

l 

" 

N 
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Meeting 
Dates 

07-25-96 

09-19-86 
09-19-96 

10-24-86 

11-12-96 

11-21-86 

12-19-86 

1986-87 land Acquisition Selection Committee Meetings 
[n,Which CARL Actions Taken 

• 

+ 

+ 

Major Actions Taken 

GOOD CAUSE: Reviewed request by the Department 6f Natural 
Resources for CARL funds to manage Wakulla Springs St~te Park 

Received public testimony on new proposals and reconsidered 
applications (Attachment IV-I). 

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). 

Added the Alligator Creek parcels (ca. 840 acres) to the 
Charlotte Harbor project 

• Approved and ranked the Stark Tract at #35 on the preliminary 
priority list. 

+ Discussed methods for implementing the Florida Statewide Land 
Acquisition Plan. 

• Approved project designs for Warm Mineral Springs, Old Leon 
Moss, Miami Rockridge Pinelands, and Madden's Hammock. 

• Added Madden's Hammock to the Tropical HammOcks of the 
Redlands project. 

• Approved boundary modifications for Gasparilla Island Port 
Authority project. 

+ Approved project designs for Seminole Springs, Carlton Half 
Moon Ranch, Mullet Creek, and the iIIoody Property. 

• Approved the project assessment for the Apalachicola River 
and Bay proposal. 

• Approved the procedures for evaluating projects for-their 
conformance with the Florida Statewide ~and Acquisition Plan. 

Appr2ved the recommended revisions to Rule 18-8, F.A.C. to 
provide guidance to the 90ard when it allocates moneys from 
the CARL Trust Fund for management purposes. 

I Approved a previously submitted project assessment and 
project design for the Key West Salt Ponds. 

I Added the University of Florida Foundation property (ca. 57 
acres) to the Silver River projects. 
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Meeting 
Dates 

03-24-87 

05-11-87 

05-18-87 

05-20-87 

05-22-87 

05-29-87 

1986-87 Land Acquisition Selection Committee Meetings 
In Which CARL Attions Taken 

I 

Major Actions Taken 

Instructed staff to assess the Big Bend Save Our Coast 
project for possible transfer to the CARL list. 

I Instructed staff to further review comments made during the 
Governor and Cabinet workshop on land acquisition, 
February 2, 1987. 

I Approved boundary modifications for Crystal River and Spring 
Hammock. 

I Instructed staff to review the Department of Natural 
Resources draft recommendations on comments made during the 
February 2, 1987, Governor and Cabinet workshop. 

I Approved the .nearly completed Florida Statewide Land 
Acquisition Plan conformance evaluation matrix. 

Modified and approved Phase I of the Apalachicola River and 
Bay project design. 

I Rejected the proposed project design for the Apalachicola 
Historic Working Waterfront. 

I 

• 

I 

Boca Raton meeting to receive public testimony on proposals 
being assessed and on projects on the preliminary priority list 
(Attachment IV-31. 

Tampa meeting to receive public testimony on proposals being 
assessed and on projects on the preliminary priority list 
(Attachment IV-4). 

Tallahassee meeting to receive public testimony on proposals 
being assessed and on projects on the preliminary priority list 
(Attachment IV-51. 

Voted to determine which of the 198b-87 assessments of new 
and reconsidered proposals would be further evaluated via the 
project design process (Attachment IV-61. 

I Reranked the recommended 1987 CARL priority list 
(Attachment IV-71. 

Encouraged the Trust for Public Lands to purchase the Martin 
Tract (DeSoto Sitel. 

I Instructed staff to prepare a CARL assessment for the St. 
Michael's Landing Save Our Coast project. 

• Approved the revised project designs for Key West Salt Ponds, 
Apalachicola River and Say (Phase II, and Gadsden County 
Glades; and a boundary modification for Coupon Bight. 
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Meeting 
Dates 

07-01-87 

1986-87 Land Acquisition Selection Committee Meetings 
In.Which tARL Actions Taken 

Major Actions Taken 

Reviewed and suggested revisions for the draft memorandum to 
the Governor and Cabinet concerning recommendations fpr 
improving the land selection and acquisition processes. 

Added the remaining Oyster Bay Village Lots (three lots) on 
St. George Island to the project design boundary map for 
Apalachicola River and 8ay, Phase I. 

• Recommended that the following projects be removed from the 
CARL priority list: 

Tsala Apopka Lake 
8ig Mound Property 
Gasparilla Island Port Property 
Owens-Illinois Property 
lake Forest 
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Attachment IV-I: Participa~ts Presenting Comments on CARL Proposals during 
the September 18, 1986 Land Acquisition Selection. Comillittee 
Public Hearing 

Proposal Discussed 

Key West Salt Ponds 

Card Sound Tract 

Princess Place 

Yamato Scrub 

Fisher Island 

Priest/Ledbetter Tract 

St. Martin's River 

Upland Glaoes 
Three/Prairie Lakes Addition 
Curry Hammocks 

Personls) Making Presentation 

Mr. Char I es Lee 
Ms. Joan Borel 

Ms. Linda McMullen 

Mr. Casey Gluckman 

Ms. Vicky Newsom 

Mr. Nelson Boeker 

~r. Bob Kauzlarich 

Mr. O. D. Priest, Jr. 

Ms. Wanda Wells 

Mr. Jim Muller 
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Attachment IV-I: Participants Presenting Comments on CARL Proposals during· 
the September 19, 1986 land Acquisition Selection Committ~e 
Public Hearing 

Proposal Discussed 

Little River Spring 

Deer Lake Parcel 

Golden Gate Estate Addition 

Auburn University Property 

Wetstone 

Islands Cockroach Say 

Pinhook Swamp 

N.E. Shore Perdido Bay 

Rainbo. River (Robert's) 

Person(s) Making Presentation 

Mr. Joalice McDonald 

Dr. Joseph Bazarte 

Mr. Kevin Erwin 

Mr. Clark Vargas 

Mr. Frank Snyder 
Mr. Oa n Far ley 
Mr. Ross MacWi 11 i ams 

Mr. Peter Fowler 
Mr. Dallas Whitaker 

Dr. Larr y Harris 

Ms. Virginia Foster 

Mr. Terry Roberts 
Mr. Sonny Vagara 

Chassahowi tzka and Weeki Wachee Mr. Ed Leuchs 
Coastal Wetlands 

Deering Estate Addition 

Megaloudis Property 

EI Destino Plantation 

Alligator Creek 

Garcon Point 
Upper Matecumbe 
Little Torch Keys 

Cedar Point 
McGirts Creek 
N. G. Wade Tract 

Ms. Diana Gonzalez 

Mr. Jim Koutsis 

Mr. Doug aai I ey 

Mr. Don Morrow 

Mr. Bruce McIver 

Mr. Mehta 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
-C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET 

First 4 Votes for Initiation of Project Designs for 1986-87 Pr.oposals 
October 24, 1986 (Attachment IV-21 

r---T---T---T---T--T---T-----T--~-----l 

IDAHIGFCIDERIDCAIDFlnNRITOT~LISfLECTEDI 

BAKER COUNTY i---t---t---t---t--t---t-----t--,~-----j 
~1,-,.__,P,-,i,",n.:.:.h o"-'o""k--"'Sw'-'a""m .... p -------I-y-I-y-I LI-V-I-1.I-V-I-5 _I VE S I 

BAY COUNTY I I I I 1 I I I I 

_2"'.'--"'S ... t!.... -!Ml.!i",c.!lh",a ",e l,--,s,---=L",a!!.Cn d~i'-!.nC!i9 _____ 1 _N_I _N_I_N_I _N_ 2!. I _v_I _1_1 NO I 

BREVARD COUNTY I I I I I I I 1 

-,3<":"---lA.:..:.----",Du .. p",0.:.:.n t,,----=E-,,-s ",t a...,ts.e ______ I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I2!.I-N-I-o _I NO I 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY ADDED TO CHARLOTTE HARBOR 

4. All i gator Creek 

I 1 1 I I I I 
CITRUS COUNTY 

5. St. Martin's River 
b. Megaloudis Property 

COLLI ER COUNTY 

v II-y-I _N_I_v_l-1. _V_I_5 _I----'V-=.E"-S_ 

N I-N-I-N-I-N-I2!. _N_I_O _I---'N~O_I 

7. Golden Gate Estate Addition . 1 I V _Y_ _N __ V_I-1. _V ___ 5_ --,Y-=E",S __ I 

I I 
DADE COUNTY I I I I I I I 

..:8:-,.,--.!:-F .... i s",h...,e .... r----'.I "'sl..,a!.!.n"'d __ --,--,-_____ N_I-N-I LI_N_ 2!.1-Y_1 1 I--,-,':N:;,O,-_ 
:-9:-:''---,:0,:-e e",r--:i",n,:g--=..E s""t:-"a'7t-,:-e--""A d..,d..,i-:t .... i ",0 n"-___ I-Y- _N_I-N- _Y_ -1.1_y_I_4_I_V"",E",S,--_ 
1 0. Miami '-"-'----:'"'-"-'''-'-:-!o.!!.J.!-''-'-::-=..!J~l_.!.-'!.!...JL_ ___ I-N- _N_,-N-I-N- .Ji1-Y_I_l _I ~N::.;.cO_ 
"-'-'--'==-"-"='-"'-:..wo."-"-______ I_N __ N_I_N __ N_I2!.1 LI_O __ -"",-N,,-O_ 

Canal Li near Park 
11. Card Sound Tract 

DUVAL COUNTY 
I 1 1 I I I I 
I I I I 

~__:~-"-'-~"--"-...!.2.L!!.!J~-----I-V-I-N-I-V-I-V- -1. _Y ___ 5 __ -,'V~E:2...S_ 
~--'~_:'_'_:-'--"-7_'~__::_:_--:c_:_:___::___,-1 _,,-:-V I-Y-I-V-I-V- -1. L _5 __ -,Y.:.E ,,-5 _ 

~---'''-'-''7--'~''-'-''':-''--=!...!:'-!''''-.!.E.!...!o.E.:L.!:P..!!.a!....!)..r k 1 LI-N-I _N_I _N_ .Jil _Y_I _1 -I_.!.!.N ,,-0 _ 

12. The Broward IslandS 
13. Cedar Point 
14. McGirts Creek Stream Valley 

~~~~~~~-----,-,N~l N .1 N I N .1 NI N I ° NO 
W THDRAWN AT OWNER'S REQUEST 

15. N. G. Wade Tract 
lb. Sawpit Cr eek 

ESCAftBIA COUNTY 
17. Escambia Bay Bluffs Addition WITHDRAWN AT SPONSOR'S REQUEST 
.;..18:-.,---"C",a,-,r p:-,e'-ln,-:tS.eLr -,' s"--"C,,-rS.e,,,e kL----::-_____ I-N- _N_I_N_I-N-I.JiI-N_I_o_I-.!'-N:-O-
=-1 9.!-'.,--.!.!N.=-. --,E"".,---"S.!.!.h ",0 r,-,e,--,-P",e.!..r ""d i...,d""o,--"B,.a LV ____ I N N 1 N 1 N I N V 1 NO 

- --1-1-1--1--1 

FLAGLER COUNTY I I I I 
0'-20"".,---,:P.!..r",i n!.>~",e,-"s-=-s--,p':-'l,-"a",cs.e ________ I_Y_I_N_I_N __ Y_I-1.I-Y ___ 4 __ V""E""S __ I 
",2 "-,l.,--,,,M.::.a r ... i:..!n,-,ecO.l.::.a",n d"--_________ I L I-N-I-N- _N_\ .Ji1_Y_ __I_I NO 

FRANKLIN COUNTY I I I 
22. Corry/Univ. of Florida Tract N _N __ N __ N_.J!. _V_I_I __ .!.!.N,,-O_ 

I I I I 
GADSDEN COUNTY I I I ,I I 

2=.,3,-,._~G~ad.ws!.!OdC!;e~n-,C,,"0~ul!ln.l.t::Ly..2G""lLsall:!dsel!.s!..I ____ I-V-I-N-I-N- _Y_ .Ji _V_I_3_I--,Y-,,-E,,-S_ 
I I I . 1 I 

GILCHRIST COUNTY I 1 I I I I I 1 
24. Waccasassa FI ats State Forest I-Y- _Y_\ _N_I_V_I-1. _V_I_5- _Y,-,E",S,-_ 

I I 1 I I I 
HERNANDO CDUNTY 1 I I I 

25. Chassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee 1 I I 
Coastal Wetlands Y N N Y YI V 1 4 

26. Rattlesnake Island INCLU ~I~ QVE-pROJECT 
YES 

I I I 1 I I I 
HI GHLANDS COUNTY I I i I I I I ! 

_27_. __ H_i ",~:,-,!,-,~-"~ .... 1,,,~n,,-H_a_m_m_o_c k_S_t_a_te_p_a_r_k __ I_N_I_v_I_N __ N_I ~1_Y_I_3_I_v,-,E",s,--_1 

* Within Apalachicola River and Bay Resource Planning Boundary 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
- -C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEE1 

First 4 Vot~s for Initiation of Project Designs for 1986-87 Proposals 
Octob~r 24, 1986 (Attachment IV-2) 

~~~~t~~~r~~~t~~~t~~t~~~t~~~~~t~~~~~~~~l 
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

28. Islands from Little Manatee 1 I I 1 I I 1 1 I 
___ R!!ciL!v!..!'~:r.r---1:t O!L!,C'-'lOC£C~k r[.!o;!.!a[!,cJ!h--'!;B a"-'yL----1-y-l-y-I-N- _Y_\-1\_y_I_5_1 YES I 

JEFFERSON COUNTY ! I I I! I! I 
2 ... 9,-,.,---=-E.Ll ...!D,!.!~,--"s",t.!..i!!.!n o!L.rP~I~a!!.n t!oJa!..!t,.:.i.)!o!!.n ______ V_\_Y_\_N_I_V_I-1 _Y_I_5_ YES I 

-I I 1 1 1 
LEYY COUNTY I I 1 I 1 I 

:1.;3 O!L:.,---l<C!Lh a~m!!.!b~e:r.r_' a.s -,I~s!ll.!a!Ln d!L-______ \_N_I_N __ N __ N_\.Ji _N ___ 0_1 NO t 

MRION COUNTY I I- I I I 
"-.3 !cl.,--.!!R.Q.o Q.!b e~r:..!t~s---,--F a~m!!.!i",-I:t.Y-!:JP r:..!0!l!p~~Lr £..t 1!J-e~sl!*..!*__ .L _N __ Y __ N_ .Ji _Y ___ 3_1 YES 

1 I 1 1 I I 
HARTIN COUNTY I I I 1 1 1 I I 

3",2f.;·'--2SJ!.Ou~t:..!.h!......!:F.J<o!:..rk~S!.!t-,-._L!,Ju<.!c,.:.i.Ee~Rl!..!-v!.!e:r.r ___ I_N_I_N_\_N_I_N_I.Ji\_Y_\_I_\ NO 1 

MONROE COUNTY I I II! I I I I 
"-.33"-,.'--.1:.CJ!.u[.!rr::JYL!:!H~a!'!.mm'!!JOlJ:C~k~S ________ I_Y_I_Y_I_Y __ Y_ -11_Y_I_6_1 YES I 
",3 ~4 .'--.1:.L ... i ,,-t t:..!ll.!e'---!.1£o r[.!c,-!h~K.!;.eLY -------1 _N_ _Y_ _N_I_Y_I -1\ _Y_I_4_! YES 1 
35. Upoer Matecumbe I_N_I_V_I_N_I_V_I-1 _V_I_4_. YES 1 
",36!l.:.,--",K~!OJYL.!!W.!;.~sa.!t..2S.!al.:1 t'-----!:P.J<0!lJndl.:is!..-_____ Y_I_Y_I_V_I_V_I-1 _Y_I_6_1 YES I 

I I 1 1 I I 1 1 
OSCEOLA COUNTY I I I! I I I I 

37. Thre~ Lakes/Prairie Lakes I 1 1 1 I 
__ ~A.J<dd!1JiL.;t~i!!10n.!..-________ \_Y __ Y __ N_\_Y_\2L\_Y_

1

_4 _!I YES \ 

PALM BEACH COUNTY I I I I I I I 
38. Priest/Ledbett~r Tract WItHDRAWN AT S~ONSOR'a REQU 51 -

39. Vamato Scrub I_V_I_Y_I_N_I_V_I-1I_Y_I_5_1 YES 

PASCO COUNTY I I I I I I 1 
40. Wetstone (Bayonet Point) _V_\L\L\_y_I-1I_V_!_4_! YES 

PINELLAS COUNTY I I 1 I 
:!.4.!..1 .=---~C-'!.a!!!Jmp~S!!ioC!!u ... l ... e _________ 1 _N __ N __ N_I_N_ 2L _N ___ 0 __ ...!N~O,-_ 

I I I I 
SANTA ROSA COUNTY ! I I 

:!.4f..2 .=---..!lG~aLr C!,JOiln!"",,!:P.Q.ol.!i n:!.!t~ _________ Y __ N __ N __ V_I-1 _Y ___ 4_1 YES 

~4,,--3 .=---.r:P.Q.orJ;n d!L!,C:Lr.!e'§'~Lk .JC,J;ou::r.r.r.!.i dQ.!ol!r:..-_____ I_Y __ Y_I_N_I_Y_I.JiI_Y_I_4_1 YES 

ST. JOHNS COUNTY I I I I ! I! I 
44. Auburn Prop. at Goodwin 8ch.111 I_Y_I_N_I_N __ N_ 2L _Y ___ 2 ____ ...!N~O'-_I 
45. Rattlesnake/Hernandez Island I_N __ I_N_I_N_I_N_ -LI_Y __ I~I NO I 

:!J4 6L!.----!G!!.!u~a n!!.!a!....!!.R l~' v~eLr --------I-Y-j LI_N_I_N_'I2LI_Y_I_2 -I NO \ 

SU"TER COUNTY I I I I I I I 
:!..4 7'-'.'----~W Li t~h!JI__'!a~c £0 oQ.!c~h!.5e~e-!l.:R v!:jr:" • .1./.!:.PLr !Ji n:uc~e'2s.is ..JLbia!1k~el _N_ _N_I _N_ _N_I 2L1_N_ __0 ___ 1 N 0 I 

I I I I I I I I 

II! I I I I I I 
SUWANNEE COUNTY 

48. Little River Springs Acr~agE I-Y-I L LI LI-11 LI_2_1 NO I 

WAKULLA COUNTY \ I II I \ I! I II 
:!..49!.:._M!:!.!a~s"-!h.!;.e:Ls,,,;S1i!a.!l.n!!:dsL-_______ I_Y_I_Y __ N_I_N_I-1I_Y_I_4_1 YES I 
'l..!5 O,-,._P!:.iLrn!.!:e:t.y_ILlsul~a!l!n dL _________ I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I.JiI_Y_1 _1_1 NO 

WALTON COUNTY I 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 
I I I I I I I I I 

",5!,---,.,--.!!.D~ee5.!r-=L~a~k~!L!P~au::r£.c~elL.. ______ I_Y_I_N_I_N_I_Y_1-1! _Y ___ 4_1 YES I 

l* DER initially voted against the Rainbow Riv~r/Robert's_ application, but 
reversed their vote during the Novemb~r 12, 1986, meeting. 

*** Auburn Property same asl.§.naRi~ey Pr_oLe~.ith th~ exception of a 
deletion of approximately 40 acres by ~e project sponsor. 

/ 
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Attachment lV-So, ,Participants Presenting Comments On CARL Proposal. during 
the May 18, 1986 Land Acquisition Selection Com~i{teg )ublic 
Hearing 

Proposal Discussed 

North Key Largo Hammocks 

North Peninsula 

Crystal River 

Stark Tract 

Rotenberger 

Tropical Hammocks of the 
Redlands 

Miami Rockridge Pinelands 

Curry Hammocks 

Deering Estates Addition 

Yamato Scrub 

Person Is) Making Presentation 

Ms. Nancy Brown 

Mr. Clay Henderson 

Mr. Lowell Steigler 

Mr. Cl ay Henderson 

Mr. Bill Tar r 

Mr., Eric G. Budds 

Mr. Eric G. Budds 

Dr. Art Weiner 
Mr. John Cook 

Mr. Eric G. Budds 

Ms. Vicky L. Newson 
Ms. Dawn Charmetyky 
Mr. Albert Travasos 
Commissioner Dorothy Wilken 
Mr. E. Lee Worsham 
Mr. Frederick Cichocki 
Ms. Grace B. Iverson 
Dr. Guy Burns 
Dr. Al eK Marsh 
Mr. CuI Terwilliger 
Dr. 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 E. Boyar 
Ms. Margaret Feuerlein 
Mr. Paul R. VanThi.len 
Mr. Richard E. Wolf 
Ms. Donna M. Ruessman 
Mr. Abbott 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 PublJ~ 
Hearing 

Proposal Discussed 
Crystal River 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 
Tsala Apopka Lake 
Stoney-lane 

Cotee Point (against) 

Manatee .Estech 

Bluehead Ranch 

Homosassa Springs 

Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 

Carlton Half Moon Ranch 

Key West Salt Ponds 

Warm Mineral Springs (against) 

Highlands Hammock 

Islands of Cockroach Bay 

Wetstone/Berkovitz 

Person(s) Making Presentation 
Ms. Dixie M. Hollins 
Mr. Hank Cohen 
Mr. Vince Cautero 
Ms. Miriam Cohen 

Mr. Hank Cohen 
Mr. Vince Cautero 
Ms. Miriam Cohen 

Ms. Phyllis Dunlap 

Mr. o i c k Eckenrod 

Mr. Pat Herbert 
Mr. Richard D. Holoch 
Mr. Charles Geanangel 
Mr. Richard L. Coleman 

Mr. Hank Cohen 
Mr. Vince Cautero 
Ms. Miriam Cohen 

Mr. Richard D. Holoch 
Mr. Charles Geanangel 
Mr. Richard L. Coleman 
Mr. Harlan B. Herbert 
Dr. Margaret l. Gilbert 
Ms. Nancy J. Bissett 

Ms. Miriam Cohen 
Dr. Barbara C. Carlton 

Mr. Harry B. Powell 

Mr. Joseph Ruggier 

Mr. Ri ch ard D. Holoch 
Mr. Charles Geanangel 
Mr. Richard L. Coleman 
Mr. Harlan B. Herbert 
Mr. Keis Delaney 
Mr. Hank Kowalski 
Mr. James Livingston 

Ms. Jan P I at t 
Commissioner Jim Selvey 
Ms. Elizabeth Eddy 
Ms. Carene Collins 
Mr. Ed Radice 
Mr. Joe Smith 
Mr. Chester Wodd 
Ms. Sally Thompson 
Mr. Gus Muench, Jr. 
Ms. Ann C. Lazar 
Mr. Richard Post 
Ms. Charner Benz 
Mr. R. Marafiate 
Ms. Martha B. Kjeer 
Mr. Robert Heath 
Mr. Richard T. Paul 

Ms. Phyllis Dunlap 
Mr. Frank W. Snyder 
Ms. Sylvia Young 
Chuck Belrose 
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Attachment rv-s •.. ParticipaAts Presenting Comments on CARL Proposa1s during 
the May 22, 19S& Land Acquisition Selection Com~ittee~ublic 
Hearing 

Proposal Discussed 
Lower Ap~lachicola 

Escambia Bay Bluffs 

Crystal River 

Julington Creek 

Paynes Prairie 

Lochloosa Wildlife 

Stark Tract 

Rotenberger 

Wacissa & Aucilla Rivers 

Coupon Bight 

Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 

B.M.K. Ranch 

Apalachicola River and Bay 

ApalaChicola Waterfront 

Carlton Half Moon Ranch 

Key West Salt Ponds 

Warm Mineral Springs 

Woody Property 

Big Bend 

Broward Islands 

Cedar Point 

Chassahowitzka & Weeki Wachee 

Curry Hammocks 

Gadsden County Glades 

Garcon Point 

Person(s) Making Presentation 
Mr. Bruce Millender 
Mr. James Floyd 

Mr. Leo Doidge 

Mr. Marshall R. Cassedy 

Representative David Troxler 
Ms. Sarah Bai ley 
Mr. Raj Mehta 
Ms. Patricia Anderson 

Ms. Doris Bardon 

Ms. Kate Barnes 
Mr. George W. Willson 

Mr. George W. Willson 

Mr. Martin R. D i x 

Mr. Gaorge W. Willson 

Mr. Jim Crews 

Mr. George W. Willson 

Mr. Frank Matthews 

Mr. Bruce Millender 
Mr. James Floyd 
Ms. Martha C. Hodge 

Mr. James Floyd 

Mr. Richard A. Lotspeich 

Ms. Joan Borel 
Ms. Debbie Horan 

Mr. Sam H. Herron, Jr. 
Mr. Ralph DeVitto for Senator Bob Johnson 

Mr. Bob McGarity 

Mr. George W. Willson 
Mr. Fred Stanberry 

Mr. Nelson B. Blocker 

Mr. Raj Mehta 
Mr. Ken Berk 
Mr. Ronald M. Rhatigan 

Mr. Gary D'Andrea 
Mr. Edward C. Leuchs, AICP 

Mr. Mark Robertson 
Mr. George W. Willson 

Mr. George W. Willson 

Mr. George W. Willson 
Dr. Mi chael Cousems 
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Attachment IV-5: Particip~nts Presenting Comments on CARL Proposals during' 
the May 22, 1986 Land Acquisition Selection Committee PubLfc 
Hearing IContinuedl 

.Proposal Discussed 
Cockroach Bay 

Little Torch Key 

Pinhook Swamp 

Princess Place 

Rainbow River (Robert'sl 

St. ,Martin's River 

Vamato Scrub 

St. Michaels LandIng 

Person!s) Making Presentation 
Mr. Fred Karl 

Mr. George W. Willson 
Mr. Mark Robertson 

Mr. George W. Wi 11 son 

Mr. Fred Stanberry 

Mr. Terry Roberts 
Mr. Sonny Vergara 

Mr. John Brotherton 

Ms. Sandy Carnes for Janet Klemm 

Mr. Jerry W. Gerde 
Mr. D.O. (Jackl Mashburn 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET (Attachment IV-ol 

First 4 Votes for Initiation of Project Designs for 1980-87 Pr,Ojlosals 
May 29, 1997 

r~A~IGFCr~ERr~cAr~FrDN~r~o~A~rs£~~c~EDl 
~---t---t---t---t--t---t-----t--------1 

BAKER COUNTY I I I I I I I I ': I 

-'1c.:.'--.:.P ..... i.!.'-n"'ho""o'-'-k_S"-'"",a-"!.mJ<...p -------I-Y-I-Y-I-N-I-N-I-RI-y-I-3 _I NO 1 
CITRUS COUNTY \ I I I I I I 

-,2"".--,S...,tw.'....;M",a,"-r .... t!..!i n'--' .... s-'R.!.-'i...!.v"'ere-_____ 

I

_y_ -Y- LI_Y_I-1I_Y_I-5 _I YES I 
COLLI ER COUNTY . I 1 I I I I I I 

....,3..,._,,-,6 o..,l.."d.=.e!.!.n ....!GU!a~t E.e ....!E.:s~tE.a tJ,..!e~A~d d~iwt~i.)Lo n~_1 LI _N_

I 

_N_I-Y-I-R _Y_I_2_1 NO 1 

OADE COUNTY I I I I' I 
_4,-,._0""e..,e,,-r.:..i ""n 9"-"E .... s...,t a..,t",e..;..· ",A d""dui .... t.!.;i o""n'----:-__ I _Y_ _N_ _N_I_V_ -11-V-1 _4_ YES 

I I II 
DUYAL COUNTY I I I I I I 

"",S""_:,.>T h.ue'--".Swr o,,-,w!..!!a.J..r,..d -,lcasc:.l.s.Ja nC!.lOUs'--____ L L _Y_ L -1 _Y_I -3-1 NO 

....,o,-,._"-,Ce,-,d...,,a,,-r-,Pwo ..... i.!!.n.;..t -'--------I-Y-,-N- _N_I_Y_ -11-Y-I-4-1 YES 

FLAGLER COUNTY I 1 1 I I I I 
-'7c..:._'-'Pr ..... io!.!n-'-cE.es'-'s!.....J:.P.!..!1 ai!.;c'-05e~ ______ I_V_ ..L _N __ V_I-1 _Y ___ 5_1 YES 

I I I I I I I 
GADSDEN COUNTY I I I I I 

...,S,-,._G""a""d""s .... d,.,e n-,-"C-"-o,,,u n.:..>t""v-""G J...,a.."d"'-e .... s *:..:*'-----I-Y- ...1..:.... _V_I-Y-I-1 _V_,_O_I . YES 

GILCHRIST COUNTY 1 I , , , , 

_9'-'._"'Wa..,c'-"c-"a .... sa"-'sU!s"'-a-'F-'1l.!!a'-'.t.=.s...,S'-'t-"a-"-te!L.!.F.J,!o.!-.rE.es'-!t~ _Y_,_Y_I_Y_I_V_I-1I_Y_I_6_ YES 

HERNANDO COUNTY , I I 
10. Chassaho.itzka and Weeki Wachee 

__ -->c"'o .... a .... st"-'a'-'.l-"-'w.=->t'-"l .... a!..Cnd"-'s'--_____ ,1 N I-N- _N __ Y_I.JiI_Y ___ 2_1 NO 

HIGHLANDS COUNTY I I I I II I I I 
II. Highlands Hammack State Park I 
_----'A=dd'-.!..it"-!-i=on ______ \_Y I-N I_V I-Y 1-11-Y 1_5_1 YES 

HI LLSBOROUSH COUNTY I I I I I I I 
12. Islands from Little Manatee 1 I I I I I 
__ ---'-R,....i-'-v"'er-->t-".o-'C..,o"'c..o.k!.-'rol!..!a"""-'h_Bl!..!a!.lv'--__ ll_Y __ Y __ V_ ...:L _Y ___ 6_1 YES 

I , I I I I I 

I 
I I I· I I I 

....,13,-,._""E l'---"O .... e-"-s t,-,i",n-"-o--,P,-,l",a,,,-n.>..t a"-,t ... i,,,o.:.:.n _____ Y_I_Y_I_N_I_V_ ...:L _Y_I_5_1 YES 

"ARION COUNTY I II I 1 I 
14. Rainbow River I-Y- _N_I_Y __ Y_I...:L _Y ___ 5 ___ 1 YES 
"--'-'---"-"-''-''-''-''-''---''-'--''-'"-'------ I I I ··1 I I 

"ONROE COUNTY I I I I I I 
",15""_!<.2Cu,,-,r-,-r.Lv-,Hl!a~mC!!!m!!Coc:.!kcas,--_______ Y __ V_I_V __ Y_! -1 _V ___ 6_ --,Y-,,-E,,-5_ 

±.21 6:--'_,:,Li.....,t,-"t ..... l...,e -,TC-"oC!...r ""c hC!.....!:K",eLv ______ 1 N I N I V I Y I Y Y 1 4 YES 
-'-'17c..:._U!'JP'-'pc:e.!-.r....!M.!.!a"'t.=.e"-!cu""m!.!1b.5.e _______ I_N_1 L L _N_ .Ji l _l_I_-"-N,,-O_ 

I I I I I I I 
OSCEOLA COUNTY 1 I I I I 1 I I 

18. Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes I \ 1 I I 
__ --"'Ad"-'d!..!..i~ti~O~n ________ I_Y_I_Y_I_N_I-V- -R1-Y_I-4 _ YES 

PAL" BEACH COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
..... 1 9,-,. ___ -,-,Y a""m,."a"'t .... o -,S,-"c.:...r",u b~ _______ I_Y_I_Y __ N_/_Y_

I 

-11_Y_I-5-1 V E5 

PASCO COUNTY I 1 I I I I 
",2 O"-,._,,,W e=->t,-"s .... t ",0 n.ue'-!./-".S",e rc..!k,->o'.:Cv.!...i t~z,-,-( -".8 a9..)vu,o",n.5.e ,,-t ...!:P~t~.) _V_ _Y_I _N_I _Y_ -1 _V_I _5 ___ 1 YES 

JEFFERSDN COUNTY 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOT.I~G SHEET (Attachment IV-b Continued) 

First 4 Votes for Initiation of 
May 

Project Designs for 1986-87 Proposals 
29, 1987 

fDA~rGFcTDERrDcArDFTD~RTTDTA~rSE~ECTEDl 
~---t---t---t---t--t---~-----t--------j 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

SANTA ROSA COUNTY I 'I I I I I I I I 
--- 21. Garcon Point I-Y- _N_I_Y_I_Y_IJi _Y_I_4_1 YES I 

",2 2..,.c---,-P",o n",d,--"Cc...r,,-e:.ce k,--"C",o-,-' !....rJ...,· d""o"-r ______ 1 _N_I _Y_ _N_/ _N_I Jil _Y_ __2_1 NO 

I I I I 1 1 I 
TAYLOR COUNTY I I I I I I 
. 23. Big Bend -Y- -Y-I-Y-I_Y_ -11-Y-I-6 - YES I 
WA~~~LAM~~~:!YSandS l_v_l_v __ N_I_v_ JiII_Y_11_4_1 YES I 

"-'-!----'-==--=-'-'-"-"-------I 1 1 I I 
WALTON COUNTY I I I I I I 1 I I 

:;25""c--.!1.D",ee",r--=L",a-,"k",e..!P-,a!.!..r-=.c",eLJ _______ I_N_I_N __ Y_I_V_I Ji _Y_I_3_ NO 1 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C,A,R,L, RANKING SHEET FOR 1987 PRIORITY LIST 

May 29, 1987 (Attachment IV-7) 

r---T---T---T---T--T---T---~-T--------l 

IDAHI6FCIDERIDCAIDFIDNRITOTALIRAN~IN6 I 

~---t---t---t---t--t---t-----t--~·----l 
ALACHUA COUNTY I I I I I I I ' . I ' I 

--;1""'_7L",0 c",h",l-"o-",0:o-s a,,-,W,-,i-:-I.l!.d ~I 1,-,' fc.;e'-------llLllLl ~I fLl _I 11.L1-11L1 IZ 
_2,,",,--.!.P.!!.aLyn~e;.;s!...!:.P.'-r!!..ai!.!r-,i.Ee ________ 1 iL ~12L1 :li..-lal_8_1 ~I 49 I 

BAY COUNTY I 1 I I I II I 1 I 
-,3,-"_"-",,,,m e""r ... a ... l.l<d_S""p.,.r ... i",n.l<9 "'s _______ 1 ;l.L1 Q.LI ~I ~I ~ 2.L1-11LI 59 1 

! I 1 1 I 1 
BREVARD COUNTY 1 I I 

_4:-:,,--,,,-C ",a n ... a..,v""e""r ... a,..1 ...,I",n",d".u "-s t""r-,i""a",1 _P'-'a'-'r""k'--__ I iLl iL ;l.L ~ :u. iL ~ 4 B 
-,S,-",--""M,,-u 1...,I""e""t-,,-C r'-'e..,e"'k-"* ________ ! ~I ~ ~ fLlll ~ 2IL1 43 

1 I '. ' 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY I I I I I I 

-,o,-",---",C",h a",r-,I-"o~t~t e=-.!.H!.Sa,"-r.l!.b ",0 r'--___ ~ __ I_Z_ fLl LLI iLl £.il LLI-'!.LI_-"a~_ 

CITRUS COUNTY I I I I I I 
7, Chassahowitzka Swamp (Hernando) ~ l.Q... ~ ~ rr iL.JilL _.=.Z",,3_ 

-,8:-o,,---,,,C ,-r v'-'s""t"'a.!.J_R"'i...,v"'e.!.r_,__-------11 4 7 4 II 3 2 5 13 ° I 9 3 7 
~9:-:'_-:,H:",0 m",o,-,s",a"",s:,-s a"-,S,,,p,,-r .... i ",n 0"'s'--______ 1::-3 9.!- ~ ~I IT... ~ _5_ ..1.lL _-,4",0 __ 
..,10"',_-':-S,.,to""n"'eCIy.,.-""la"'n"'e'--________ liL 38 . :li..- iL lil LLI ~ _~4~4_ 
",,1 I",.,---,-T""s a""I",a,-"!A",,p o",o",k",a'--".l,,-a k".,e'--______ I ~I LLI iLl H...I 5 °1 iLl ELI 47 

COLLIER COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
... 1 Z:-:,,--.'-F ",a k",a""h",a",t""c h",e,-,e,-"S~t ,-r a",n~d,--______ 7 __ 2_1_1_ ..L ~ _9_1 ~ _-:-=-2_ 
7'13;-:._H':':'o'""r-:-r-"-s~I'-'s'-:l"""a"'nd'--_______ 1 ~I iLI;&.1 LLI iQ.I ~1..l.§.L1 30 
~I 4:-o.,--.':'-R,:-,0 o""k"'e"'r.1.v_8"'a!Jv'--________ 1 4 1 9 2 ° 17 I J 2 j1 ° 8 2 1_~6 __ 
.. I 5"".,--_"",S,,-a v""e,-"O""U,-r -,E:.:v",e"-r ... 9 ",I a..,d..,e""s,-" _____ 1 iLl_I_ H...1_5_1 NllL .Jl.L I 1 8 

COLU"BIA COUNTY I I I I I I 
16. Big Shoals Corridor (Hamilton) 1.LI~ l.Q...1~1.21ii-1~1_-=.2=-2_ 

DADE COUNTV I I 1 I I 1 I 
17, The Barnacle Addition IlLl2L iL ~1~I_l_l-.liL _-".3;...7_ 
18. East Everglades 60 45 48 14 160 59 286 1_-:5,-,4 __ 1 
19. Miami Rockridge Pinelands. 36 11- ll- l.Q....2 ~ ~ _-,2,-,1 __ 
20, Tropical Hammocks of the Redland LL iLl~I2-\U. ~ ...llL\_ .... 1"-0_ 

D IX I E COUNTY I I I I I I I 
21.· Owen-Illinois Property 64 iL\2.L. 9..L.12.!1~1~1 03 

DUVAL COUNTY I I 1 I I \ II I 
22. Julington Creek IlLl~\iLliLl!illLl_.liLI _ _'3""6 __ 1 

ESCA"BIA COUNTY I I I I I I 1 1 
23. Escambia 8ay Bluffs _9_ iL iL ~ 11.1_o_.-!2L1 28 

I I 1 I '-I I I III 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 1 I I I I I I I 

:-:2 4:-:.,--""A",p a..,l""a"'c-"-h .... i c..,o:,-,l,""a':-!.l.R~i v""e",r-"a!.'-n d>LJB ... acrY-"* __ 1_6_1_4_1 ~1_3_1 lil_7_1 ,...-9.L1_-,,-3 _ 
"'25"'.'--.:=.L .. ow ... e"-r...!.!JAp"'a .... l ... a""ch""i""c""'o""l a"--_____ 1_5_1_5_/ lLl_4_1 glLLI-ZL1 41 

GADSDEN COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
2", 6...,.,--""6,,,a d"-,s,-,d",e-"-n_C""o"-,u",n",t~v-,G~I""a,,,,d-,,,e.l!.s _____ 1 fL lLllL ll- lLl ~1-1lL1 1 9 II 

I I I I I I 
HIGHLANDS COUNTV 1 I I I I I I I 

27. 81 uehead Ranch 1ll-1-9-1 ~I fLl ttl I H...I 219 I 41 I 
JEFFERSON COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

..,2 8""._-"W ",a c:.:i,-,sLi's.!!.a-,a",n~d,-"A.l!.u ~c iw1-,1..!!a....!!..R 1.:i v~"e""r-=.s ___ 1 ~I iLl_3_\ lLl-illLl ~I 9 ! 

LAKE COUNTY I I 1 1 I I I I I 
2:-;9"", -:8,-,-. ""M .""K,,-, -,lR",a.!!.n c:..ch'-_______ I ~llLllLl rr-llil iLl..1QL1 38 1 
3:-,0'-"'---7E ""me",r-:a ... J""d~a -,M.c:a!.':-r-=.S!.'-h ________ 1 ii-I IT...11.L1 iLl 4 7 I iLl..1iL1 4 6 1 

3~ I"".,---=S",t..,. ,.,J""o"::,hlJ.ns"-::,-R""i..!.v,,,,,,-r -::-------Il.L1 fL\ f.L\ iL i2.1 f.L ...ll..L\_-::-2.,..7_ 
~32;;;·:--::75"'em"'iC!.n"'oC!.l£.e:-'5'-'p"':r .... i-"-n"'-gs"'*:.,.-_:___,____,---Ill- ~1_5_1 &.111. fLi .-U.L1_-"2,,,O_ 

11985-80 projects for which boundary maps .iil be complete by August 4, 1987, 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. RANKING SHEET FOR 1987 PRIORITY LIST 

May 29, 1987 (Attachment IV-7 Continuedl 

r---r---r---r---r--r---r-----r--------l 
IDAHIGFCIDERIDCAIDFIDNRITOTALIRANKING I 

r---t---t---t---t--t---t-----t--------1 
LEE COUNTY I I I I I I I j I 

:-o33'-!.._C':"a'-'v-"o--""'co"':'s"'t."-a_I'-'s'-!.l""a""nd"--_____ I1.Q.....j £L1_7 _ _ 7_ l..!llLl.-l.:L1 5 I 
"-:34'-'.-...;E...,s..,t .... e'--ro=-=B"'a.L.'I _________ iLl ~ fL ll-I rrill-I JiLl 32 I 
:-o35'-!.._G'O' • ...,1-"t-,-I s,-:l.",a-'!.n,,-d ::-:-_.,...-:--:-:--:: __ -:--1 iLl ~ ll..... iL lil ~1--1l.L1 53 
36. Gasparill. Island Port Property I~I~ ~ ~I~ ~I~I 58 I 
:;:37:-".--'J:-'o'-'s'-"s ..... 1l..!yn'-'-I.:.5~1.'-'n'-"d------- lLl iL ll..... ll..... 26 1 R-1..1.1..L1 39 
"-'38'-'._S"'a~n!.;!d."-p.!.Ji p'-'e~r---!:.!co~vC':e _______ 1 il...11!.L ~ 1!.L lil ~1..llLi 61 I 

LEON COUNTY i I I I 
,,-,3 9,-,.---,G",o""o",d",-w o"'o""dL.-_________ 14 9 I ~ li- &..lll lL ..1.§.L. 55 I 

I I I I 
LEVY COUNTY I ·1 I I I I I I 

4o..;O'-'-._A:-'n'-'dw..r.:.e"'.s"--'-T.!...r~ac..,t'-c--------1 ~1l.L LL ~Ilil ~1..l.§.L1 31 I 
,-,4 l:.;._C",e~d",a,--r ....:K,-"e,-,-y_S",c",r""u""b -------I2L1 R- iL ~I i§.1 £L1-1.iL1 45 I 

IIANATEE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
",42,-!._M""a,-,n,-,!a..:.t"-,eeL.:E2.s ,,,t e""c'-"h _______ 1 ~I ~ £L iLlliJ iL .-ilL1 51 I 

I I I I·· I I I 
"ARION COUNTY I I I I I I 

4.:..:3,-,._S""i"",1...:.v.::.e:....r ...:.R:..o.i..!.v""er ________ j R-I iLllLl-8- ll. ll_ ~ 25 I 
",4 4!.!._S", • ."m"",5",,0w..n ...cP-"o ..... i w..n t"--_______ I ~I ~I ~/ ~I ti ±L ~l 62 I 

"ARTIN COUNTY I I I I I I 
.:..:4 5,-,._S,,-,o,-,u:..:t'-'.h --'S'-'.'-'v ..... ,,-,n n"".",h",s--,-,( S""t..:., • ....:L...,u,-"c.:..i.=..e:....1 __ /_1_

1 

f..L1li- !.L 1lQ. l.L ~ 1 1 0 I 

MONROE COUNTY I I I I I I 
::-:4 6:-,'_C""0""u""p,,,,0 n"---,,BLii~Q w..h t"-:---::---:---:-____ I ~ lL ~I!L li. _4_

1
..J1.L1 1 4 I 

"'47:-:._K!:>.!e'-ly'-!!.W=.;esa.Jt~S~aI!.Jt~P~on!lld!..:si.!.I _____ Ill-~ 1.9.... iL il.1-2-1..l1L 34 I 
4.:..: 8<.:..-!N!-"o,,-r."-'t h-,---"K.:.e YL...:L-,,-a!...!r Q""o,-""H "",m""m""o c:..:k>..:s'--__ 1_3_1-3-1-2-1-2-1 ~1_3_I_l 5-1 1 I 

ORANGE COUNTY I I I I I I I 
::..4 9l.!._L=..: • ..."k",e....!...!F o:.!.r-=e~s~t --------1 ti...

1 
§.L

I 
~ li- ~I ~I.E.LI 64 I 

PALI'I BEACH COUNTY I I I I I I 
5~O~.-B~i:_"g~Mo"-'u'-!.n"'d-:-:P'-'r-'0""'p..:.e'-rt"-'y'------_I~ ~ ~ ~ :&,~ .-llL1 57 
:;:51:-,._O".,1....,dW=.L".,e o,,-,nL.-'!.M,,-o s=..;5'-=1 ________ 15 6 I 8 \59 50 157136 266 I 52 

J""'-2'-'.----'R~o'_'t"'e'-'.nb"_'e"'r_"g.:.e:....r --------I.±LILL
I 
~I iLllillL .n.L1 42 

PASCO CDUNTY I I I I I I I 
"'53'-!.--'C..,o'-'t"'e.=-e.....,P-"0c;,i-'!.n.:..t ________ 1 &..1 ~ ~I ~I ~i ~1..llL1 60 

PINELLAS COUNTY I I I I I 
"-'54l.!._C=..!0~oCl<p5.er'-'--'s!.....!:.P"-0 iw.n!..!ot ________ 126 ~I ~ ~I:il./ iLl 295_/ 56 

POLK COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
S,.,5'-!._S"'a"'d"'d ..... l ,,-e .... BLiI."-o"'n k,.,ee.>t-",L a..,k""e2.s-,S",co.!.r-,,-u,,-b --lfL lLl!.L £L ~I ~ ...112..-1 17 

SARASOTA COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
5,,-,6,-,._W,,-,a,-,r.2!m~M iw.n!.S[e.!...r ~a l,--"SlCP!...r iw.n!.llg~s~* ____ II fL ~13 2 l~J 331 £Li.nL1

1 
33 

I I I I 
SEMINOLE COUNTY I I I I I I I . I 

"-57,-,.,--,,,,5 p"-'r .... i-"n.!t.q --,H.!!'a""m.!!!.mo""c,-,k~ _______ 1 iLl £LIlLI ~120 IlLl ..J1.L1 15 

SUMTER COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I 

::,58:-,''--'''-C a"'r .... l-"t.;cQ n"-.!.H",a.!..1 .c.f -...cM!!:o-,,-o!!.on .... R",a-'!.n '=Jc h~*'---___ I R-1-6-1 2 7 1 !1.....13 4 I ~I JLL I 26 
,,-59,-,.,--,,-W,,-,' t""h"'l"-oc"-'o""o'"'c.!.'-he"'e'--_______ I £LIll-I ±L ~ fl.1 fLl.11Li 35 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. RA~KING SHEET FOR 1987 PRIORITY LIST 

. May 29, 1987 (Attachm.nt IV-7 Continued) 

rDAHT6;cTDERTDcATD;TD~RTToTALfRA~;1~6-1 
SUWANNEE COUNTY i---t---t---t---t--t---t---~-:- -.---'----j 

6...,O'-'._'--P .",a..,c,-"Q",c.".k -,S"-,I",o,-"u,,,g!!.h ________ 1 fLl f..L1 LLI ll...1 3 51 il-1...l§.L12 9 I 
I I I I I I I 

IJOLUSIA COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
:,-6~1.,--~N~o!...rtJ,.!hr...-:P.;;.!!.n~i n-,-,s!.!!u!..!.1~a _______ 1_8_ lLl_8_ ;iLl ~I ~ ..l.9.L1 24 I 
6",:2:-"_",:-5 t,,-,a,,-r-Ok--o-T:....r a...,c,..,t"-________ ~ fLl_9_ ;!L1....2. 1.L1-.l.!.L I I I 
6=-:3'-'._"'-Wo""o""duY--'-P:...;ro .... p"'."-r..>.t.z.,Y"-* _______ 1 ~ iLl ~11Llll aLl ..1.iL1 50 I 

WAKULLA COUNTY I I I I I I 
"'64::.".---'W"-'a...,k.>!.u'-'II!.-"G'--"'SP'-!.r-Li !!.ng..,s'--______ llLl ~1_6_1_6_1 ~I aLl-llL1 13 I 

*1985-86 proj.cts for which boundary maps .ill be complete by August 4, 1987. 
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