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ABSTRACT 

The 1988 Conservatton and Recreation Lands lCARLI Annual Report was prepared 
pursuant to Rule 18-8, F.A.C., and Chapter 259, F.S. It includes the 1988 CARL 
Annual Priority List of 69 proJects. The Land Acquisition Selection Committee 
added nine (91 new proJects to the 1988 Intertm CARL Priority L1st and modifted 
the boundaries of four 141 of toe existing CARL projects. Four (41 projects 
whtch were tncluded on the 1988 Interim CARL Prtority list are recommended to 
be removed by the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund. 

Brtef summartes of all 69 proJ•cts on the 1988 Annual CARL Priority list are 
1ncluded in the Annual Report. Descriptions of past program accomplishments, 
CARL program procedures, acttvoties of the Board, the Legislature, the 
Selection Commttlee and the Defartment of Natural Resources dur1ng Fiscal Year 
1987-1988, and other CARL matters are also Included in the 1988 CARL Annual 
Report. 

Tt1is report was prepared by the Evaluation Section, Bureau of Land Acquisition, 
Uivision of State Lands, Department of Natural Resources, under the guidance of 
the land Acquis1t1on Selection Commtttee, Mr. Percy W. Mallison, Jr., and 
Mr. Charles Hardee. The CARL Ita\ son staff also provided invaluable assistance 
in preparing this report. 

i i i 
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INTRODUCTION 

As one of the fastest growing states in the nation, Florida is experiencing 
many of the side effects that accompany rapid population growth. Most 
importantly, the State's unique and diverse natural resources, which attract 
millions of visitors annually, are disappearing at an alarming rate as mare and 
more areas are being developed to accommodate the growing population. The 
State of Florida, however, is strongly committed to conserving its natural 
heritage, and has instituted several major land acquisition programs far 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: 

I. 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: 

I. 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 archaeological or historical sites. 

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

Fund. 

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

t Executive Director of the Department of Natural Resources 
t Secretary of the Department of Environmental Regulation 
t Director of the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 

and Consumer Services 
t Executive Director of the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
t Director of the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 

State 
t Secretary of the Department of Community Affairs 

-3-



The Selection Committee, with the assistance of staff (Table 11, annually 
reviews all CARL applications, decides which applications should receive 
further evaluation through the preparat1on of detailed resource assessments, 
determines the final project boundaries through the project design process, and 
establlshes the priority ranking of CARL proJects <See Pages 12-171. 

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 prior1ty in which such proJects are 
presented. In other words, the Board can strike individual projects from the 
Selection Committee's list, but they can neither add projects to the list nor 
change a project's priority ranking. The Board also controls all allocations 
from the CARL Trust Fund, including funding for boundary maps and appraisals, 
as well as payments for option contracts or purchase agreements. They also 
have the final word on leases and management plans for lands purchased through 
the CARL program, as well as all Rules which govern the 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. 

-4-



fable 1: Land Acqu1sit1on Selection Committee Members and CARL Liaison Staff 
Members 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

~han 1987-88 
Mr. Harold M1 kell 
Div1s1on of Forestry 
Department of Agriculture and 

Consumer Services 
Administration Bu1ld1ng, Room L29 
3125 Conner Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1650 
Phone: 48B-4274 

Colonel Robert M. Brantly 
Executive D1rector 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
Farris Bryant Building, Room lOi 
620 South Meridian 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600 
Phone: 48B-14BO 

Mr. George Percy, Director 
01vision of Historical Resources 
Department of State 
R.A. Gray Building, Room 305 
500 South Bronaugh Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250 
Phone: 488-1480 

Mr. lam Pelham, Secretary 
Mr. Randall Kelley, des1gnee 
Department of Commun1ty Affairs 
The Rhyne Building, Room 106 
2740 Centerv1ew Dr1ve 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-8466 

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

Mr. Tom Gardner~ Executive Director 
Mr. Don Duden, designee 
Department of Natural Resources 
Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Rm lOllCA 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-1554 

LIAISON STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Jim Grubbs Division of Forestry 
Department of Agriculture and 

Consumer Services 
Administration Bu1lding, Room 269 
3125 Conner Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Flor1da 32399-1650 
Phone: 4B8-8180 

Mr. Doug Ball ey 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm1ssion 
Farris Bryant Building, Room 101 
620 South Meridian 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600 
Phone: 488-6661 

Mr. Fred Gaske 
Division of Historical Resources 
Department of Slate 
R.A. Gray Building, Room 401 
500 South Bronaugh Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250 
Phone: 488-2333 

Mr. James Farr 
Department of Community Affairs 
The Rhyne Building, Room 247 
2740 Centerview Drive 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-4925 

Mr. Micky Bryant 
Department of Environmental Regulation 
Twin Towers Office Building, Room 560 
2600 Bla1r Stone Road 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 
Phone: 487-2477 

Dr. 0. Greg Brock 
Environmental Administrator 
Department of Natural Resources 
Suite 8114, Box 58 
2639 North Monroe Street 
fallahassee, Florida 32303 
Phone: 487-1750 

--~--~~----~--~----·--~A~d~d"'itional CARL Staff Members 
Mr. J1m Muller, Coordinator Ms. Donna Ruffner 
Florida Natural Areas Inventory and 
254 East Sixth Avenue Mr. Gary Knight 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 Evaluation Section 
Phone: 224-8207 Divis1on of State Lands 

Mr. David Tr>mble 
D1visian of Recreation and Parks 
Department of Natural Resources 
Doug! as Building, Room 404 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-2844 
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PAST ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

Land Acquisitions: Fiscal Years 1981-1987 

On December 16, 1980, the Board of Tru5tees approved the f!rst CARL pr1or1ty 
list of 27 proJect5 submitted by the Selection Committee. Subsequently, the 
Board has approved ten CARL priority ]lst5, Si< of these were submitted w1th 
CARL Annual Reports, while four priority lists were submitted with CARL Interim 
Reports <Table 21. The seven annual CARL pnor1ty list5 that were approved by 
the Board from 1980 through 1987 and the 1988 Interim CARL priority list are 
presented 1n Addendum I. 

Table 2: Date5 that Prev1ou5 CARL Priority Ll5ts were Submitted to and 
Approved by the Board 

Comm1ttee Reports Board Approval Date 
Fir5t Report 12-16-80 
Annual Report 7-20-82 
Annual Report 7-03-83 
Interim Report 2-24-84 
Ann u a 1 Report 7-03-84 
Interim Report 1-29-85 
Annual Report 7-02-85 
Interim Report 1-07-86 
Annual Report 7-01-86 
Annual Report 8-04-87 
Interim Report 3-08-88 

The acquis1t1ons during F1scal Years 1981-1987 under the CARL program are 
Impressive <Tables 3, 4, 5, and 6; Addendum Vlli. It includes such unique 
areas as Mahogany Hammock on North Key Largo, the Andrews Tract along the 
Suwannee River in Levy County, buffer lands for Rookery Bay and Charlotte 
Harbor 1n 5outhwest Florida, the coastal dunes of Guana River in St. John's 
County and the historJcally significant Fort San luis and the Grove in 
Tallahassee !Figure 11. During Fiscal Years 1981-1987, over 100,000 acres of 
Florida's diminishing natural areas, fore5ts, wetlands, fisW and wildlife 
habitat, endangered and threatened spec1es hab1tat, spr1ngs, and historic and 
archaeologic sites have been acquired with over $!50 million from the CARL 
Trust Fund IT able 31. The Board also approved ;everal option contract5 pr!or 
to July 1, 1987. When these option contracts close, over 6,000 additional 
acres worth over $9 million will have been acqu~red (fable 41. 

When you add proJects purchased through CARL's predecessor, the $200 million 
EEL bond fund, the llst of accompll5hments is even more impressive (Table 31. 
Appro<imately 390,000 acres of land were purchased with EEL funds, including 
such areas as Rock Springs Run State Reserve, Big Cypress National Preserve, 
Paynes Prairie State Preserve, Cayo Costa State Park and Cape St. George State 
Reserve !Tables 5 and 6, F1gure 11. 
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Table 3: CARL and EEL Acguis1_tions Summary 

F1stal Year Acreage I CARL lrust Fun dO EEL Trust FundiH 
1972-80 310,382 -0- $175,033,408 
1980-81 11 $ :12,946 $ 697,500 
1981-82 851 $ 6,561,875 $ 579,450 
1982-83 15,385 $ 7,350,462 $ 18,004,481 
1983-84 42,213 $ 19,932,936 $ 5,685,161 
1984-85 44,240 $ 56,384,337 -0-
1985-86 10,174 $ 25,678,649 -0-
1986-87 9,930 $ 42,358,297 -0-
1987-88 32 487 $ 54 351 673 -0-

TOTAL 558 219 $212 644 642 $200 000 000 

* Includes both CARL and EEL acreages acquired. fhe ent1re acreages for 
tracts which were purchased via two or more option payments are generally 
Included 1n the year that the f1rst opt1on payment was made. 

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

**' EEL expenditures for 1972-80 was determined by subtracting expenditures 
during 1980 through 1984 from the total $200 million bond issue. 

Table 4: Outstanding Options/Agreements AuthoriZEd by Board 
pr1or to Jul~ 1~9~8~7~·-----------------------------------------

Canaveral Industrial 
Cayo Costa Island 
Cayo Costa Island 
Cayo Costa Island 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Homosassa Springs 
North Peninsula 
Peacock Slough 
Rookery Bay 
Rotenberger 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spn ng Hammock 
Spring Hammock 

Park 

Date Authorized 

12-!6-86 
(-5-20-86 
(i'i-04-86 
c:c--17-87 
10-07-86 
11-18-86 
Qq-02-87 
05-19-87 
0~-22-84 

Oo·-16-87 
12-02-86 
02-17-87 
06-16-87 
06-02-87 

St. Johns R1 ver <Forest Est. I Ul-21-86 
South Savannas 12-16-86 

TOTALS 

2,666 
0.32 
4.96 
0.32 

700 
150 

13. 2 
40 

13.5 
1 0 

0.61 
3.75 

279.42 
5 

2,260 
3.4 

Amount 

$ 953,425 
5,600 

256,550 
2,400 

500,000 
3,449,600 

418,500 
42,500 
91 ,BOO 
4,500 

10,700 
30,600 

2,547,670 
46,464 

881,400 
9 500 

$9,251,209 

* numbers in parenthesis Indicates number of options/agreements authorized 
~hen more than one on that date. 

*• indicates that parcel is being acquired by Installments, of which this is 
the second option payment. 
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FIGURE 1 

CARL AND EEL PROJECTS 

COMPLETED OR PARTIALLY ACQUIRED 

(6-30-88) 

<=) PARTIALLY ACQUIRED 

• COMPLETED 
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Ti6 le Si CURRiriHl\Kl'RGJ<CTS -u!IU"ERA1:1lllTmTlJN To-en err Cf2ir- - - ----
P!ij-·-·-·--· ---·-- --·-- -- ------·-- - -------~---Tunas-- -~creageffi 
No.. Projelt Cg~~ty f,>[Qendedl AtBUHed 
l. Lom Apa!adi1co a Franllin 916\11,450.00 3:),49T.4o 
2. Wakulla Springs Wakulla 7,150,000.00 21902.00 
3. DeSoto Site Leon l,qoo,ooo.oo 4.83 
4. Lower ~acissa/Aucilla Jefferson 4,637 1589.00 13,179.00 
5. Peacock Slough Suwannee 738,789.00 280.00 
6. Brown/Big Shoals Ha,,i!ton 4,871,742.00 2,683.00 
7. Andrews Levy 41847 1!15.00 21838.80 
B. Paynes Prairie/Hurphy-Deconna Alachua 111,418,000.00 18,026.17 
9. Cedar Kev Scrub Levy 1,543,604.0(1 41988.00 

10. Silver River ~non 11,151 1 l'l8.00 21322.02 
11. St. Johns R1 ver Forest Estates/ Lake 881, 4')0. 00 2, 260.00 

12. 
13. 
14. 

Fechtel Ranch 
Nnrth Peninsula Volusia 
Crystal River Citrus 
ChassahOHltzka 5•amp Hernando 

15. Ho11osassa Springs Citrus 
16. Withlacoochee EEL Inholding/ Sumter 

"ondello/Cacciatore/Ju~per Creek 
17. 
lB. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 

23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 

Spring Haoood Se•i nole 
Canaveral Brevard 
Charlotte Harbor Charlotte 
Cayo Costa Lee 
Estero Bay Lee 
South Savannas St. l.~ciel 

Rotenberger/Holey L;nd 
Save Our Everglades 
Roo~ery Bay 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands 
North Key Largo Haooocks 
Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight 

Mariin 
Pal• Beach 
Collier 
Col! ier 
CaJ.lier 
D~ile 
i1Gi;f0E? 
l1onroe 

13,200,417.00 1,036.02 
914,773.00 2,380.00 

3,461,190.00 15,422.00 
3;449,6<)0.00 150.00 
2,150,000.00 10,148.18 

5,508,470.00 692.32 
953,425.00 2,666.00 

8,070,838,00 17,141.21 
18;472,362.57 1,046.82 
8,474,750.00 5,178.00 
5,473,367.00 3,568.01 

9,!17,598.50 14,792.88 
6,155,363.00 9,076.22 
6;190,171.00 1,149.85 

l2,57lc5t9.oo oJo.os 
32,!16,413.00 1,326.10 

m,m.oo 65.40 

---TafiTe bi TimFLmu-rm:~ANDtE[I'J<a.a:rrs\cros.ifcrrcres:------- -
!o:7eriiTilii--Reytltatelfeservi!- ---r,.,,,,bu B,i!.iT,liD!TiJ6- 247.or 
31. Escambia Boy Bluffs E"?.llbia 3'11!,2~0.00 1b.10 
32. Brayton Dunns ~,,;;:or; 112, 37~, 25i). 00 800.19 
33. M.K. Ranch 8:.1 2;?,2~,;~~.00 81792.60 
34. Cape St. Gaur?" State Reserve Fni:':lin B .. oc•c:,O•-U.OO 21294.59 
35. St. George isJand 1 Unit 4 Fritr.V,lin 1~on;911.00 75.00 
36. The Grove Uon 2;2'15,0DO.OO 10.35 
37. Fort San Luis L~.;n 1,025,000.<)0 49.72 
38, Rher Rise State Preserve Ala.:ima/ 4;5<.~8;957.00 4,182.00 

CoJ !HJbi a 
39. San Felasco Harnoock State Preserve Aiachua 
40. Nass;u Valley S\Rte Reserve Noso:•u 
41. Guana Ri vr:r St. JDims 
42. Volusia Water Recharge Area Voiu>ia 
43. Stoney Lane 1> tru5 
44. Tsala Apupka Cihu; 
~5. Lm~t:!r \~t!klva River State Reserve Ln;:r~ 
46. Rock Springs Run State Reserve Or<<qe 

\Consolidated R•nchl 
47. Stark Tract 
48. Lake Forest 
49. Tosohatchee Ste.te Reserve 
50. Bom Trott 
51. Li tt!e Bator Cre~k 
52. Sate~ray 
53. Weeden !'land State Preserve 
54. Prairie Lal:es St. Pres. & Three 

Lakes ~ildlife Mgmt. Area 
55. Lake Arbuckle 
56. Maratee £stech 
57. Barefoot Beach 
58. Whi to Belt R;,nch 

59. We•tl,io 
60. Biq Cyprc·ss National Preserve 
61. E2.st En:~'•<l:::r.?~,-H!}rojet 
62, Babl :-; D}' .. Th~ C11a 
63. Deering H"c.:•ocl: 
64. lTT H~l!ifiiOCk 
65. Windley Key G!uJrry 
66. Coopers Po1nl 

Ve:lL::,i~ 
Or~ng~ 
Brr:':r:.rd 
Hills!:oruugh 
p il~:;t:t'l 
Pinellas 
Hill ~~borough 
Ot:..LJDlJ 

PoH 
Manr·.tt:H! 
CoH i er 
P~,lr,; I~t-ach/ 

ri~·.rt i o 
Br-_,;:trd 
r; i:~ ; i ;, ~-:i ' 

D~·.c~:
Dr.ds 
l'lcnrL::· 
Pi neil as 

B,B49,820.(10 
lf:DI 

m,~:o,coo.oo 
~.;;~~ ~ 

5,46!. 00 
639.50 

4,800.00 
6, 665.00 
1,749.00 

4,53!.70 
B, 735.99 

719.44 

28,000.00 
1,596.00 

565.00 
725.84 
616.03 

51,485.00 

13,746.00 

15b.45 

I Including options approved but not yet t:!C<S~d las of June 30, 19881. 
Alsc includes EEL funds spent. Does net include lund• spe;;\ for boundary 
mcps and appraisals. 

II Does not 1r.dude LATF, SOC, WMD, loco! governoent, or Federal funds spent 
or to be spent. 

Ill Not incluiling donations or exchanges. 
IWMDI = Acquired by WKD. 
ICol = Acqu1red by County. 
ICTY/COI = Joint ~cquisit1cn of City and County. 
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CARL Acquisitions/Option Agreeou!nts: July l, 1997 to June 30, 1989 

lhe list of accomplishments under the CARL program continued during F1scal Year 
1987-1988 With the acquis1\1on of 32,486.5 acres that cost $50,669,398 
Oable 7J, wh1Je final opt! on payments in tne amount of $3,682,215 were made 
during the yedr on another 2,716.8 acres (these acreages are generally included 
in prior years analyses (Table 31; total payment for this acreage was 
$5,651,495;. Major acquis1t1ons or closings during Fiscal Year 1987-1988 
included Port 8ouga1nvil!e and the Knight property w1th1n the North Key Largo 
Hammocks, Wakulla Spr1ngs in Wakulla County, Wacissa/Aucilla River Sinks in 
Jefferson County, All1gator Creek within the Cnarlotte Harbor proJect, Stoney 
Lane in Citrus County, and major parcels within the Save Our Everglades, 
Rotenberger, and Fakahatchee projects. Additionally, the Board approved option 
contracts to secure another 119 parcels in Fiscal Year 1987-88 !Table 81. When 
these parcels close, the State Will have purchased another 13,624 acres for 
$17,860,674 tTable 8, Addendum VIII. Thus, tne sum total of CARL acquisitions 
and Board approved option contracts during the eight years that the program has 
operated amounts to 155,233 acres at an antic1pated final cost of nearly $240 
million. 

Table 7: CARL AcguJsJtlons Closed: July 1, 1987 to June 30, 1988. 

ProJect Narnel 

Brown/81g Shoals IOptJon 21 
Charlotte Harbor 

!Alligator Creek! 
Cayo Costa Island !31 
Cayo Costa Island 
Cayo Costa lsi and 
Cayo Costa Island 
Cayo Costa Island 
Cayo Costa Island 
Cayo Costa Island 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Fakahatchee Strand 
North Key Largo Hammock !21 
North Key Largo Hammock 
North Peninsula 

!Rabi Option 21 
Rotenberger 
Roten berger 
Save Our Everglades 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock !41 
Stark Tract 
Stoney Lane 
Wakulla Spnngs 
Wacissa/Auc1lla R1ver 

TOTALS 

02-06-88 
12-17-87 

11-05·87 
Ol-14-88 
03-25-88 
04-06-BB 
04-26-88 
04-28-88 
06-14-88 
03-15-88 
04-23-88 
04-29-88 
05-24-88 
06-15·88 
06-17-88 
04-05-88 

10-29-B7 
03·-28-88 
08-03-87 
12-01-87 
12-31-87 
05-27--88 
04-08-88 
12-01-87 
01-21-88 

2,683 
840 

0. 48 
0. 16 
0. 16 
0. 16 
0. 16 
0. 16 
0. 16 

110.72 
75. 1 2 
30.48 

302.45 
132.35 

431 
33.8 

4,470 
10 

/,627.36 
234. b 

46.8 
719.44 

1,373.77 
2,902 

13 1 7 9 

35,;103 

-10-

$3,168,275 
2,954,882 

20,900 
28,000 
3,900 

39,000 
28,000 

8,050 
28,000 
48,431 
34,006 
13,143 

136,216 
1,122,527 

22,800,375 
514,000 

2,235,000 
4,800 

4,576,416 
705,600 
591,859 

3,003,900 
498,857 

7,150,000 
4 637 536 

$54,351,673 



Table 8: Outstanding Options/Agreements Authorized by Board of Truotees 
from July 1, 1987 to Jun.~) 30...1.. 1988. 

Cayo Costa islands 
Cay a Costa Islands 
Cayo Costa Islands 
Cayo Costa Islands 
Cayo Cost a Islands 

Cayo Costa Islands 
Coupon Bight ( 2) 

Coupon Bight 14 I 

Coupon Bight ( 1 ) 
Coupon Bight I 31 

Coupon B1ght ( 3 J 

Crystal River 
Deboto Site 

I 3 I 

131 

151 
Ill 

ll-03-B7 
n3-22~·88 

04-12-88 
04-26-8FJ 
05-lO-tW 
06-14-88 
02-23-88 
03-08-BB 
(J)-22-88 
04-26-88 
05-24-8fl 
03-22-88 
;)6-28-88 

Estero Bay !Estero Bay Trust! 12-15-87 
Estero Bay IW1ndsor Stevens/ ll3-05-88 

Stard1al I 
Fakahatchee Strand I 41 
Fa,ahatchee Strand 
Fakahatohee Strand 133 i 
fal<ahatchee Stt-and 
Fakahatchee Strand 131 
North Key Largo Hammocks 
North Key Largo Hammocks 
North Peninsula 
Rookery Bay 
Rotenber ger \ 13 ·! 

Rotenberger 
Rotenberger 
Rotenberger 
Rotenberger i 9 I 
Save Our Everglades 
South Savannas 
South Savannas 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spr1ng Hammock 
Spnng Hammock 
~g Hammock 141 

TOTALS 

i2-l5-G7 
01-26-88 
iJ4-; :Z-88 
"15-·10-88 
: ~~-28-80 
u5-i0-88 
05-·24-tHJ 
11-27-R7 
02-23-G8 
,Jl-21)-(3:3 

\L)-22-t:H 
l 0-06-t3'i 
0:)-:22-FJU 
05-24-88 
Ob-28-0\3 
06--?8-BB 
01·-26-88 
08-25-131 
12-15-·07 
u3- OB-S\3 
:")2-23-iJ~J 

____ i) 6 -·_Li:_~_8 

8SI-"~· Amount 

(J' 1 6 $ 5,750 
(;. 64 42,875 
o.:s2 9,200 
i. 28 49,400 
c;. 16 129,725 

2. 1 6 66,650 
i. 80 79,400 
(I. C• 7 23,880 
2. 17 80,390 
2.42 89,944 

t. 9 2 66,459 

7 3 7. 20 582,123 
'L 8 :s 1,400,000 

4,518.00 5,000,000 
660.00 3,474,750 

12. 22 3,335 

25. 12 5' 194 
7 4. 4 2 36,887 
32.00 14,401 

7. :) 2 3,382 

.~s 9,450 

8. :~9 138,105 
1 :3. 2 0 160,150 

3~7.7'2 2,900,000 
36.88 16,596 
l. 2 5 563 

10.00 4,500 

2.50 1 • 1 2 5 
16. 0'5 7,312 

i,448.86 1,578,949 
45.00 307,325 
8.50 32,300 

52.94 938,475 

:9.60 69,000 
19.12 69,000 

! . 90 121,130 
2'1. 76 319 942 

13,624 $17,860,674 

* numbers in parenthesis indicat2s G;Jmber of options/agreements authorized 
when more than one on that aate. 
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CURRENT CARL PROGRAM PROCEDURES 

Several maJor refinements of the CARL program have occurred over the past few 
years. Dur1ng the 1984-5 CARL evaluation cycle, a new "project design'' process 
was initiated, wh1ch was further developed duri1;g the past three years 1nto 

what is now the Re§ource Planning Boundary and Project Design Process. This 
intensive method of analyzing projects proposed far acquisition helps to insure 
that significant natural resources 1n the vicinity of a proposed project are 
included in the f1nal 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, cultural resource experts and 
land management specialists to determine the optimum boundaries necessary to 
preserve important natural communities and ather resource values. At the same 
time, projects are evaluated for their public accessibility and recreational 
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 acqu1sition agents. They uevelop project recommendations 
wh1ch consider: the resources to be protected, the projected cast of 
acquisition, existing protective regulations, the possibility at coordination 
with other public or private land acquisition agencies, and the feasibility of 
protecting at least part of the proJect area by acquir1og less than fee simple 
title. Finally, the project planning team makes recommendations on the 
sequence of acquiring land w1thin 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, lorg-range plan for land 
preservation 1n Florida. fh1s plan would 1nclude not only the CARL goals and 
criteria, but also those of federal programs, other Stat~ programs, and private 
sector groups such as the Nature Conservancy ar1d the Trust for Public Land. 
The final product, the Florida StateNid" Land Acquisition Plan iFSLAPI, 1s 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 tne 
CARL, Land Acquisition Trust Fund <LATFI or Save Our Coast i50C! programs are 
evaluated for conformance w1th 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) is included in Addendum IV. By thoroughly 
evaluating projects for their conformance w1th FSLAP's guidelines and 
objectives, the project selection and ranking process will avoid undue 
subjectivity. The FSLAP was utilized this year by the Land Acquis1t1on 
Selection Committee to assist them in the1r selection and ranking decisions. 

Another major Improvement over the past few ye2rs has been the integration of 
the Florida Natural ArE!as Inventory (FNA!l 1nto the CARL evaluation and 
pr1ority ranking process. The FNAI is a cooperative effort between the State 
of Florida and The Nature Conservancy, an international nonprofit organizat1on 
that is ded1cated to preserving the world's bictic diversity. Funded through 
the CARL program since 1981

1 
the FNAl mainta1ns a comprehensive database on the 

status, distribution, and management of exemplary biotic communities, rare and 
endangered plants and animals, aquatic and marine habitats, geological and 
ather natural features found within the State of Florida. The FNAI database 
has three principle components: 

l. manual files of element occurrences 1 research reports and related 
materials that describe the locations and management concerns for 
mur1itored species and communities; 

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

3. computer tiles of the most significant information for easy and 
accurate retrieval. 
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The FNAI database system is an ongo1ng, cumulative process in which information 
is continually updated and ref1r1ed as additional data become ava1lable and the 
status of elements change. It 1s particularly important in a rapidly 
developing state like Florida that the ~ssessment of etolog1cai resources 1s 
always current and incr-easingly precise. 

the Information ar1d expertise pro~1ded by the fNAI through its contractual 
agreement with the State of Florida~ Department of Natural Resources is 
indispensable for Identifying ar~ns o+ potential State acquis1t1on by analyzing 
their natural attributes, vulnerability and endangerment. Crucial tasks in the 
evaluation process that are performed 1r whole or In part by the FNAI include: 

1. an initial review of all CARL applicat1ons for their natural resource· 
values (Addendum VJ; 

2. the preparation of acquisition proposals for un1que natural areas 
within the State; 

3. the preparation of natural resource assessments for ali acquisition 
projects assigned ior full rev1ew; 

4. the development of initial resource planning boundaries for all 
proJects assigned for full review: 

5. assistance 1n design1ng projects and recommending acquisition 
priorities or· phases; and 

6. other natural resource evaluations for the CARL program. 

The type and quality of the urnque information provided by the FNAI 1s an 
invaluable tool for d2cjs1on makers ~Jhen planning for the wise management of 
Florida lands. The FNAI is r,ot.p1lily b?conuJq on!? cf the most important sources 
of biological and ecological lrdo;·mat::.Oli l.n the State, as reflected by the 
numerous data requests rece1veci from State and Federal agencies, organizations, 
developers, and others. Tl1e pr·1mary s~!bjert areas of previous information 
requests have included: r1atur~l resour~~ Inventories of all kinds, management 
plans for State lands, Developme11t of R~gional Impact reviews and other 
permitting or regulatory impact assessmentsj pow~r plant siting and 
transmission line corridors, h~qhway routinq, water resource development 
projects, list1ng o' species as er1dangered 0r threatened, review of State dnd 
Federal surplus landr:,, local g_o\;ernrnent lanU use planning, etc. It is often 
through these actions that the FNAI i~ j;JstrDmental 1n protecting important 
natural resources without the r1eed for ~tate acquis1t1on. 

Figure 2 (Page 14) Illustrates the currelt process for evaluat1ng 1 selecting 
and ranking CARL proposals. s~m~ mod1fication of this process has been 
recommended by the Selection c,~.mmitte2 (see page .J51. A brief explanation of 
the steps, as identified in Fi0ure 2, is provided below: 

t. AcqUISition Proposal Forn 

Filed on form 18--lP;l ;~h1:::t, ~12y L-.:: ,Jb',:aln~:d fro~:; t!i~ Evaluation Section, 

Division of Sta~e Lands~ :JI~~oosJ; Lo~ms ;nust b2 

January 31 to be consid:?:- :~ d~~r-; :~:_1 ;:;_,,-:-·::::,It CAf~~ 

received on or before 
cvcie. Late applications 

are considered during th2 ile;~ cycl2, U11less they are accepted 
out-of·-cycl!? bv ,J'l af+ir1na.t11;;::- \'C:te uf four 01 mo(·i? Comm1ttee members. 
Proposals are a.ct::epted fran any sou~·-cp 1 ~vh.lc~~ gerF?rdlly includes state 
agencies, local governments, cor1servation organizations, land owners, 
realtors, etc. Proposals may bl~ rejected :f incorr:plete, but the sponsor 
is first notified and provid2J the opportunity to supply the essential 
information. 

2. Public Presentations 

Project sponsors or th211 designees are encouraged to provide oral 
testimony and visual or w· !ttPn ::1ater1als in s~pport of proposed projects 
at public meet1nqs ~leid in Tallahassee. Eact1 project sponsor is given 
fifteen mir:l.:tes for prese:·~t.)tJ.on. Comrn1 ttee \nembers may request 
addit1onal informatior1 fr:11~ sponsors. 
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J. 3-vote Meeting 

~' 

5. 

6' 

After rev1ew1ng appl1cat1ons (including an analys1s by the Florida Natural 
Areas Inventar·y) and public test1mony 1 the Co\fliT\lttee votes to determine 
which proposals will be subJected to the full review process. Proposals 
that rece1ve three or more votes are considered further; proposals 
receiving less than three votes may be considered during a subsequent 
cycle if reconsideration is requested 1n writ1ng. lNote: proposed rule 
revis1ons would require four votes at this stage.] 

Resource Planning Boundary 

Proposals voted to full review are first analyzed for their maJor resource 
attributes as indicated by the submitt2d materials. A statement of each 
project's public purpose and resource-based goals IS developed by the 
Evaluation Sect1on and rev1ewed by Comm1ttee staff. Florida Natural Areas 
Inventory IFNAI) examines ~roposals, particularly maps showing boundaries, 
to determtne the need for boundary additions or deletions based upon 
existing 1nformation within the FNAI Database, general topography, aerial 
photography, and knowledgeable sources. The FNAI Resource Planning 
Boundary CRPB) and supporting documentation are 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 botJndary modifications. The resultant RPB developed by 

Committee staff is used to d0termine the project area to be thoroughly 
assessed, which generally encompasses the maximum RPB. 

Assessment 

The area witnin the RPB is assessed for the foliowing: 
a. General location and size of project. 
b. Natural resaurcesl including community typesl endangered and 

threatened species, other p1ants and animals, forest resources, 
geologic resources~ water resources~ etc. 

(, Archaeological and historical resources. 
d. Outdoor recreational potentialJ including both active and passive 

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

Comprehensive Outdoor· Recreation Plan, and State Lands ~anagement 
P 1 an, 

f. Vulnerability and endar1germ:.:,nt. 
g. Acquisition 'c::ategc~y: Env:cronment.::;.lly Lild-3ngered Lands or Other 

Lands. 
h. Ownershlo patterns a11d e~se of acqu1Sitiar1 
1. Estimated cost with resnect to availability of other funding, 

alternative acqu1sit1on techniques, management costs, etc. 
j. Suitability and proposed use, includ1ng functional usability, 

manageability~ and designatad management agencies. 
k. Precise location relative to urban areas~ Areas of Critical State 

Conc~rn, and other public lands. 

Each agency r~presented on the Commit~2e and the FNAI is assigned lead 
r~sponsibility for the compl2t1U1l of ~ppropr1ate port1ons of each 
assessment. StJff members or t~~~- desJgnees conduct on-site evaluations 
of each proposed project. The ;~s~SSi~Gnt :nav suggest further revisions to 
the RPB or to the proposed our·aos? ~~d resource-based goals. Assessments 
are compiled by the Evaluation Sect1on and then distributed to all 
Committee members, staff, ar:d thr= FNAI fDr review. 

Committee Review 

Each project assessment, \ncliJding the final RPa, is evaluated by the 
Committee to determine ii it accurately and adequately assesses the merits 
and faults of a proposed project. The Committee may direct staff to 
modify the assessment or RPB tor any project proposal before approval. 
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7, Public Heartngs 

Following Committee approval of the project assessments, project sponsors 
are sent notices of forthcoming public hear·ings to be held at several 
locations throughout the state. These hearings are scheduled to obtain 
addit1onal 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 at least 30 days in advance in newspapers of 
general circulation throughout the state, and at least 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 ltst 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; prajects receiving fewer than four votes may be considered during 
a subsequent cycle if reconsideration 1s requested in writing. 

9. Project Destgn 

The RPB approved by the Committee is the starting po1nt for the ProJect 
Design. The RPB IS based predominantly on resource concerns, while the 
Project Design analyzes ownership patterns, regulatory controls, 
alternative acquis1t1on techniques, and related factors which may affect 
boundary considerations and the ease of acquisition. The initial 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 representattve from the 
proposed management agency. Primary considerations during the Project 
Des1gn include: 

a. Cost-benefit analysis and recommendation. 
b. Sovereignty and existing public ownersh1p. 
c. Pr1vate ownerships and prospective development plans which endanger 

resource value~. 

d. Information on trends regarding futur~ developmentl including zoning 
change~, annexations, and extension of utilities. 

e. Coordination with the land acquisition programs of other agencies or 
organizations (e.g.~ federal, other state, water management 
districts, local governments, The Nature Conservancy, the Trust ior 

Public Lands, and others). 

The draft Project Design is then submitted to the FNAI, the Commtttee 
staff, and to the proposed management agencies for final review and for 
recommendat1ons on acquisition phasing. A time sequence for acquisition 
is recommended 1n order to acquire the mo:t critical parcels first, with 
primary consideration given to resource management concerns and parcels' 
endangerment and vulnerability. Additionally, acquisitions which exceed 
budgetary limitations can be divided, according to relative resource 
Importance~ Into phases that coincide with fiscal years. 

10. Committee Review 

Each Project Design, tncluding the design map, proposed phasing, and 
recommended acquisition techniques, is evaluated by th~ Committee to 
determine 1f any modifications are required. 

11. Second 4-Vote Meet1nq 

After the Committee approves each Project Design, the Committee votes to 
determine which projects shall become CARL projects. Only projects thdt 
receive four or more votes at this step will become CARL projects. 
Projects receiv1ng fewer than four votes may be reconsidered during a 
subsequent cycle if requested 1n writing. [Note: proposed rule revisions 
would eliminate a formal vote at this stacie. l 
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12. Ranking Projects 

Before the Committee ranks projects, public meetings (see step 7) are held 
to gather public testimony on the existing CARL Pr1ority L1st. !he 
Committee reviews information obtained during the publ1c meetings along 
with other Information before ranking proJects. Projects are ranked by 
one of several means: 

a. The entire l1st, includ1ng 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 
prev1ously approved CARL Priority L1st. 

c. New ~rojects are independently ranked by each committee member. An 
average rank score is calculated for each new project to determ1ne 
where they will be inserted into the existing list of projects, and 
then the entire list IS renumbered. 

d. Projects with exceptional resource value, those that are especially 
endangered by development, or those providing bargain sale 
opportunities may be reranked or 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 oificially placed on a CARL Pr1ority List it must 
have a Boundary Map completed which conforms to State standards. Boundary 
Maps generally show ownership boundaries, jurisdictional lines, and 
sovereignty ltnes. The Bureau of Survey and Mapping solicits bids for 
most boundary mapp1ng proJects, which Includes title work. 

14. Submission to Board 

The Committee's CARL Priority List is submttted to the Board of Trustees 
of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund (i.e., the Governor and Cabinet) 
along w1th the CARL Annual Report dur1ng the first Board meeting in July. 
lNote: the 1988 Legislature changed the submission date to the first 
Board meeting in February (see page 33! .J The Board may approve the list 
or strike individual projects from the ltst, but they cannot otherwise 
alter the priority ranking of projects. The Board must act upon the 
Committee's l1st within 45 days of its submiSSIOn to them. Interim lists 
may be developed at any t1me if requested bv four or more members of the 
Committee. Interim lists are treated in the same manner as the Annual 
CARL Priority List. 
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SU""ARV OF SELECTION CO""ITTEE ACTIONS - FISCAL YEAR 1987-BB 

The Land Acqu1s1t1on Selection Committee held tr,lrteen 1131 meet1ngs dur1ng 
Fiscal Year 1987-88* !Table 9 and Addendum III. Seven 171 of these meetings 
included public hear1ngs 1n which the general public, particularly sponsors o-f 
CARL proposals, were inv1ted to speak. Three of the Selection Committee 
meetings also included State Recreation and Parks Land Acquisition Program !SUC 
and LATFI agenda items. 

Table 9: Selection Committee.Meetinq Dates: F1scal Year 1987-88* 

Date 

• 08-31-87 

• 09-01-87 
10-13-87 
11-19-87 

• 02-02-88 
02-12-88 

• 03-14-88 

• 03-16-88 

• 03-18-88 
04-01-88 
05-06-88 
06-03-88 
06-22-88 

Agenda 

CARL 
CARL/LATF /SOC 
CARLILATF 
CARL/LATF/SOC 
CARL 
CARL 
CARL 
CARL 
CARL 
CARL 
CARL 
CARL Workshop 
CARL 

Locat1on 

Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Ft. Lauderdale 
Ocala 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 

NOTE: Meeting Summaries )ncluded 1n AddendumiLIL!..·-------~ 
I Excludes July I, !987. meeting which was scheduled to conduct F1scal Year 

1986-87 business. 
t Public hearings scheduled to receive public test1mony. 

All Selection Committee meetings were advertised in the Florida Administrative 
Weekly as requned by statute. Agendas for five 151 public heanngs !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 v1a a mailing list 1>700) which is 
maintained by the Evaluation Section, Division of State Lands. Brief summaries 
of Selection Committee meetings are included in Addendum II, while voting and 
ranking sheets for the major Selection Committee actions are included 1n 
Addendum I l I. 

Four of the most important Select1on Committee meetings, overall, occurred on 
October 13, November 19, 1987, February 12, and June 22, 1988. On October 
13,1987, the Comm1ttee voted to assess 28 of the 71 CARL applications 
considered for fiscal year 1987-88 I Table 10; see also Addenda III and VI. In 
addition to these 28, staff was instructed to prepare an additional assessment 
of the Seminole Indian Lands IBroward Countyl dunng the November 19, 1987, 
meeting (1able Ill. The Selection Committee also requested that three of these 
assessments be expedited and iocluded on the 1988 Interim Priortty L1st. They 
included: DeSoto Site !Leon County I, Fort George Island !Duval County I, and 
Seminole Indian Lands (Broward County). The remaining 26 proJect assessments 
were prepared by staff and considered by the Committee initially on April 1, 
1988; but, because of a procedural techo!Cality, these assessments •ere not 
formally adopted by tne Comm;ttee unt1l June 22, 1988 !Figure 31. 
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..IableJO: ._CARL MJ!illations_R,_He~ed During Fis_cal_year_l'I~I:.~L _____ _ 
____ _A" __ I\il~l!_c!lJ.!l_II~P!m_d . fo~ £JilL.ft~_yi_e~--11l~m~e_n\L____ . --------------

~~~jJcl __ Nm ~!oi ect_~-~~Qer ~Quill 
Pra1r1e Cr&ek 870731-01-1 Alachua 
Brevard Turtle Beaches 870731-05--1 Brevard 
Pine Island Ridge 870630-06-1 Broward 
Suinole Indian Landsl 800509-50-1 Broward 
Black Creek Forest 870731-10-1 Clay 
Golden Gate Addition 860801-11-1 Collier 
Fort George Island 870731-16-1 DuYal 
Bald Point Road Tract 870721-19-1 Franklin 
Chassaho•itzka S•aop Addition 870731-27-1 Hernando 
Chassaho•itzka ~Weeki Wachee Wetlands 860730-27-1 Hernando 
Holtes Avenue Scrub 870731-28-1 Highlands 
Ybor City Addition 870814-29-1 Hillsborough 
Wabasso Beach 870731-31-2 Indian River 
Letch~orth Mounds 870729-33-1 Jefferson 
Silver Glen Springs 870731-35-2 Lake/Marion 
DeSoto Sitell 870729-37-1 Leon 
Eterson Point 870729-41-1 Manatee 
Subranch Property 870729-43-1 Martin 
Boot Key 870730-44-1 Monroe 
North Layton Hauock 870731-44-2 Honroe 
Dhio Key South 870713-44-1 Monroe 
Ratrod Key 840111-44-1 Monroe 
Sugarloaf Hattock 870731-44-1 Monroe 
Tree of Life Tracts 870730-44-2 Monroe 
North Port Marina/St. LuciE River 870731-56-1 St. Lucie 
Lo•er Econlockhatchee River 870731-59-1 Seminole/Volusia 
Goldy and Belletead B1100H4-1 Volusia 
Totoka State Park Addition 870730-64-1 Volusia 
Deer Lake Parcel _______ j_6_~®1-6e~_,_1 ____ ~a.Lt. __ "!on,_ __ 

__ -~L-~1 ic~tj_o_n_~_Not _mr~\'.ed _f_o_rf~U. Be.vi!L_ 
Kanapaha Prairie 870731-01-2 
Pinhook S•atp 860805-02-1 
Panau City Beach 870603-03-1 
Buck Creek 850801-08-2 
Charlotte Harbor Additionlll 870701-0B-1 
Black Creek Bog 870731-10-1 
Arch Creek Park Addition 841003-13-1 
"iaoi Linear Canal Park 860826-13-1 
Broward Islands 860731-16-1 
Fishing Hole Site 870603-16-1 
Canoe Creek Catpsi te 870728-17-1 
Corry Tract IUFI 860731-19-1 
Port St. Joe Bayfront 870731-23-1 
Fisheating Creek Tmt 870729-28-1 
Winter Beach Scrub Tract 870731-31-1 
Wekiva Park Estates 870731-35-1 
Corkscrew Conservation Area 870727-36-1 
Deoero Landing Site 870813-36-1 
Estero Bay Addi lion 870731-36-1 
Little Pine Island Pass 870803-36-1 
Lake Overstreet 870624-37-1 
Atsena Otie Key 870430-38-1 
Big Bay Lake 870416-38-1 
Chambers Island 820407-38-1 
N1ngate Creek Addition 870729-41-2 
Lake Weir Property 870731-42-1 
Rodriguez Key 821116-44-1 
Sunset Hattock 861001-44-1 
Little Tiger Island 870731-45-1 
Okeechobee Batt! efield 870803-47-1 
Reedy Creek Swaep 870731-49-1 
CRA Mangrove Project 870730-50-1 
Highland Beach 870617-50-1 
New River IBro•n Estate! 870901-51-1 
Crooked Lake Pines 870730-53-1 
Lakela's Hint 840831-56-1 
Pond Creek Corridor 861010-57-1 
Rain Forest/Lake Panasoffkee 870729-60-J 

Alachua 
Baker 
Bay 
Chari otte 
Charlotte 
Clay 
Dade 
Dade 
Duval 
Duval 
Escaobia 
Franklin 
Gulf 
Highlands 
Indian River 
Lake 
Lee 
Lee 
Lee 
Lee 
Leon 
Levy 
Levy 
Levy 
Manatee 
Marion 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Nassau 
Okeechobee 
Osceola 
Pall Beach 
Pall Beach 
Pasco 
Polk 
St. Lucie 
Santa Rosa 
Sumter 

Withlacoochee River/Princess Lake 840829-60-1 Suoter 
Running Springs Bluff 870711-61-1 Suwannee 
Ponce Deleon Springs Addition 870603-64-1 Volusia 
Strickland Bay Buffer 870730-04-2 Volusia 

___ liJ1~J,!1Q_§_~m__ 870801_:Jl::J Washington 
I No for1al application; prepared at the request of the Comaittee and Board. 

II Application not received, but sumaary of proposal presented 5-29-87. 
Ill Parcels already •ithin a CARL project. 
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FIGURE 3 

PROJECTS ASSESSED DURING 

F.Y. 1987-88 

ASSESSED AND APPROVED FOR P.D. 

ASSESSED, BUT NOT APPROVED FOR P.D. 

ASSESSMENTS PENDING 
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Table 11: Project Assessments Prepared and Rev1ewed by the Land Acquisition 
--------~S~e~1~e~ction Committee During Fiscal Year 1987-88. 

A. ProJect Assessments Approved lor Preparation af Project Designs lc1rclesl 

Map I 
.JL 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

7. 
8. 
9. 

1 0. 
11. 
12. 
l 3. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
l 7 • 

Pro;ect Name 

Pranie Creek 
Brevard Turtle Beaches 
Seminole Indian Lands 
P1ne Island Ridge 
Fort George Island 
Holmes Avenue Scrub 
Ybor City Addition 
Wabasso Beach 
Letchworth Mounds 
Silver Glen Springs 
DeSoto Site 
Emerson Point 
Seabranch Property 
North Layton Hammock 
Ohio Key South 
Sugarloaf Hammock 
Tree of L1fe Tracts 

lB. North Fork St. Luc1e 

1 9. 

20. 
21. 

River 
Lower Econlockhatchee 

River 
Goldy/Bellemead 
Deer Lake Parcel 

County 

Alachua 
Brevard 
Broward 
Broward 
Duv a! 
Highlands 
Hillsborough 
Indian River 
Jefferson 
Lake/Man on 
Leon 
Manatee 
Martin 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Monroe 

St. Lucie 

Seminole 
Volusla 
Walton 

Date 
Approved 

05-06-88 
05-06-88 
02-02-88 
05-06-88 
02-02-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
10-13-87 
OS-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 

05-06-BB 

05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 

B. Project Assessments NOT Voted to Project Design (squares) 

Map 
_#_ 

22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 

Project Name 

Black Creek Forest 
Golden Gate Addition 
Bald Point Road Tract 
Boot Key 
Ramrod Key 
Tomoka State Park 

Addition 

County 

Clay 
Coli1er 
Franklin 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Vol usia 

Date 
Considered 

05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 
05-06-88 

C. Final Action on ProJect Assessments Pending ltrianglel 

Map 
. .L 

28. 

29. 

Pro1ect Name 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 
Add1tlon 

Chassahowitzka and Weeki 
Wachee Coastal Wetlands 

* Numbers correspond to figure 3. 
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County 

Her-nando 

Hernando 

Date 
Deferred 

06-22-88 

06-22-88 
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FIGURE 4 

PROJECT DESIGN PREPARED AND 

REVIEWED DURING FISCAL YEAR 1987-88 

PROJECT DESIGNS APPROVED 

PROJECT DESIGNS MODIFIED 

FINAL ACTION ON DESIGN DEFERED 

BOUNDARY MODIFICATION REJECTED 
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On November 19, !987, February 12, 1988, April I, 1988, and June 22, 19BB, the 
Committee reviewed 25 project designs and voted to add 22 of these proJects to 
the CARL Pnority List !Figure 41, One of these, Sem1nole Indian Lands, was 
added to an existing CARL Project IRotenbergerl by modifying its boundary. 
Final consideration for the Yamato Scrub project design was deferred to a 
subsequent Committe~ meeting as was done last fiscai year for the Apalachicola 
Historic Working Waterfront project design. The Selection Committee also 
prepared proJect designs for five (5l older proJects and revised the project 
boundanes of four 141 of the existing CARL projects !Table 121. 

Table 12: 
A. 

Map No.I 
I. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

I 0. 
11. 
12. 
1 3. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
I 7 . 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 

B. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
II. 

c. 
34. 
35. 

D. 
-06. 

3 7. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

E. 
41. 
4 2. 

ProJect Designs Prepared and R~v1ewed 
ProJect Designs Approved by Selection 

Project Name 
Paynes Prairielll 
Brevard Turtle Beach 
Seminole Indian Lands 
Pine Island R1dge 
Charlotte Harborlll 
St. Martins River Marshes 
Deer1ng Estate Addit1on 
Cedar PointUU 
Ft. George lsi and 
Princess Place 
Waccasassa Flats 
Chassahowitzka Swamplll 
Highlands Hammock Addition 
Cockroach Bay Islands 
Wabasso Beach 
El Destlno 
DeSoto S1te 
Andrews Tractlll 
Rainbow River 
Curry Hammock 
Little Torch Keyllll 
North Layton Hammock 
Ohio Key South 
Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes Addition 
Wetstone/Berkovitz 
North Fork St. LuCie River 
South Savannaslll 

Ounng F1scal Year 19B7-88 
Committee lcirclel 

CourrlY. Date** 
Alachua 06-22-88 
Brevard 06-22-88 
Broward 02-12-88 
Broward 06-22-88 
Charlotte/Lee 06-22-88 
Citrus 06-22-BB 
Dade 11-19-87 
Duval 
Duval 
Flagler 
Gilchrist 
Hernando 
Highlands 
Hillsborough 
Indian River 
Jefferson 
Leon 

Levy 
Marion 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Osceola 
Pasco 
St. LuCie 
St. Lucie/Martin 

Garcon Point Santa Rosa 

11-19-87 
02-12-88 
06-22-88 
02-12-BB 
02-12-88 
04-01-B8 
11-19-B? 
06-22-BB 
11-19-88 
li-19-B7 
06-22-B8 
11-19-87 
11-19-B7 
11-19-B7 
06-22-BB 
06-22-8B 
06-22-88 
11-19-87 
06-22-8B 
06-22-B8 
11-19-87 
06-22-88 
11-19-87 

Goldy/Bellemead Volusia 
Mashes Sands Add1tionllll Wakulla 
ProJect Designs Modit~·i~e~d~b~YL-~t~h~e~S~e~l~e~c~t~i~o~n~C~o~m~m~i~t~t~e~e~~~~t~r~i~a~n~g~l;e~) ______ _ 
Estero Bay Buffers Lee 06-22-88 
Coupon Bight Monroe 06-22-BB 
Rotenberger Palm Bch/Broward 02-12-88 
Waccasassa Flats Gi !christ 06-22-88 
Final Act1on on Protect Designs Deferred or Pending 
Apalachicola Historic Waterfront Franklin 
Yamato Scrub Palm Beach 

I square) 
05-11-87 
02-12-8B 

Boundary Modifications Considered but Deferred (square) 
06-22-88 Save Our Everglades Collier 

!Golden Gate Estates) 
Miami Rockridge Plnelands Dade 06-22-88 
B.M.K. Ranch Lake/Orange 06-22-88 
Seminole Springs Lake 06-22-88 
Silver R1ver Mir.~J~o~n~----------~1~2~-~0~8~-~8~7~---
Boundary Modificat1on Considered but ReJected (hexagon) 
Goodwood Plantation Leon 
Manatee Estech Manatee 

09-01-88 
02-02-B8 

I Numbers correspond to figure 4. 
II Date of approval consideration, or last modification of project design. 

Ill Older CARL project that previously had not been subjected to project 
design. 

1111 ProJect design approved, but project did not rece1ve sufficient votes for 
addition to CARL priority list. 
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FIGURE 5 

CARL PRIORITY PROJECTS ADDED TO THE 

LIST SINCE AUGUST 1987 
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On February 12, 1988, the Selection Committee reranked the 1987 CARL priority 
l1st by inserting twelve 1121 new projects 1nto the list !Table 13-A, 
Figure 51 and recommending the removal of seven 171 projects from the list 
!Table 14-A, Figure 6). Thus, the final 1988 Interim CARL Priority List 
recommended by the Selection Committee and approved by the Board on March 8, 
1988, contained 64 projects <see Addendum !, page 392). 

On June 22, 1988, the Comm1ttee added nine 19i new projects to the CARL 
priority list nable 13-B, Figure 5, Addendum !Ill. They then reranked the 
entire list of 70 CARL projects. Three proJects that were on the 1988 Interim 
CARL list were not ranked because the Committee had previously recommended 
their removal (Table 14-B, Figure 6). Another project, the Stark Tract, was 
reranked, but it was subsequently removed from the list because acquisition had 
been completed. Thus, the 1988 CARL Priority L1st recommended by the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee is composed of 69 projects !See page 41 and 
Figure 71. 

Table 13: Projects Added to tne 1987 CARL Priority List 
A: Projects Approved by_ the Board on March 8, 1988 !Circles) 

MAP NO.* 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

1 0. 
11. 
12. 

13. 
1 4. 
15. 
16. 
1 7 • 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 

B: 

PROJECT NAME 

St. Mart1ns River Marshes 
Deering Estate Additton 
Fort George Island 
Princess Place 
Waccasassa Flats Forest 
Cockroach Bay Islands 
El Destine 
DeSoto Site 
Rainbow River 
Curry Hammocks 
Wetstone/Berkavitz 
Garcon Point 

New Projects Ranked by Committee an June 22, 

Brevard Turtle Beaches 
P1ne Island Ridge 
Highlands Hammack Adoition 
Wabasso Beach 
North Layton Hammock 
Ohio Key South 
Three Lakes/Prair1e Lakes Addition 
North Fork St. Luc1e River 
Goldy/Bellemead 

* Numbers correspond to figure 5. 
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COUNTY 

CJtrus 
Dade 
Duval 
Flagler 
Gilchrist 
Hillsborough 
Jefferson 
Lean 
Marion 
Monroe 
Pasco 
Santa Rasa 

19BB <Squares! 

Brevard 
Broward 
Highlands 
Indian River 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Osceola 
St. Lucie 
Vol usia 



FIGURE 6 

PROJECTS REMOVED SINCE 

AUGUST 1987 
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Table 14: A: PrQkc_lLJI~~Q~~d_ir9_LY!U 987 C~f!LPriori ty List by the Board on Karch 8, 1988 

KAP PROJECT NAKE 
NO. 

2 

3 

4 

Esc .. bi a Bay 
Bluffs 

Bluehead Ranch 

Good wood 

Cooper's Point 

YEAR ACREAGE ACREAGE TAX OWNERS APPRAISAL NESOTJAT!ON LAST-BEST 
LISTED! ACQUIRED REKAlNING VALUATION REMAINING DATESII TIKEIII OFFER 

82 16. 10 3 1' 258,000 

85 0 40,329 3,600,000 

84 0 20 550,000 

84 300 87,000 4 

5/83 

none 

none 

8/85 
11/86 

23 aonths 11/86 

17 1onths 1/86 

CD"IIENTS APPLIED 

• •• sufficient project area had b .. n acquired to satisfy the prioary acquisition objectives. The City 
of Pensacola had originally coaaitted to cond01n the retaining parcels but then decided not to 
pursue eainent doaain and recoaaended that the project be reaoved froa the CARL list • 

•.. ne• owner purchased property after it oas placed on CARL list. He was unwilling to sell under any 
circuastances, and staff did not recoaaend eainent doaain • 

.•• owner •ould not alloo appraisers on the property. On 9/17/87 a letter oas sent to the owner 
notifying hia of the staff's recoaaendation that the project be reaoved froa the list. No 
response was received • 

• . . owner was unoilling to sell at price offered. After unsuccessful state negotiations, the City ol 
Clearwater and Pinellas County acquired the project. 

1 5 Eoerald Springs 82 0 1' 000 6,370,000 3 7/83 24 1onths 11/83 ... o•ner oas un•illing to sell at price offered, and staff did not recoaaend eainent doaain. 

" Sandpiper Cove 85 1,000 5,829,000 

7 Saoson Point 85 133.83 620 57,000 

9 2/86 

7 10/Sb 

17 1onths 5/87 ••• property that retained in project oas either coapletely protected by court order, or entirely 
aangrove oetlands • 

.•• The Board of Trustees rejected the negotiated agreeoent to acquire this property, and did not 
direct renegotiation. 

B: Projects Recoaaended by the Land Acqui_sjtion Selection Coaoittee for Reooval frot!h~-J~B~_frio.r.iliJ,i~..,t'--------------------------------------

8. Stark Tract 86 1 '320 0 

9. Cotee Point 84 0 90 

10. "anatee Estech BS 10,500 

11. Stoney-Lane 84 1 '750 0 

964,000 5/87 

2,109,000 4 biBb 

9,045,000 

600,000 10/85 

6 oonths 1/88 

90 days 9/86 

10 oonths 11/86 

••• project has been purchased in its entirety. 

.•• owner unoilling to sell at price offered, and staff does not recotoend eainent doaain. 

• •. project has been acquired by "anatee County, which has oithdra•n its request for partial 
rei oburseaent. 

••• project has been purchased in its entirety. 

I Year project •as first placed on CARL priority Jist. II lf oore than one date, the subsequent dates are for reappraisals. Ill Nutber of aonths the project oas actively negotiated. 
"•P No, - Rtltrs to identification nu1ber in Figure ----· 
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FUTURE OF THE CARL PROGRA" 

Many activities of the Board, the Committee, the Department of Natural 
Resources, and the Florida Leqislature durinq this and previous fiscal years 
w1ll have or have had a pronounced effect on the CARL proqram. Some of these 
activities were discussed prev1ously (e.g., see pages 12-131. 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 which affect the CARL program. 

"ajor Actions During Prior Fiscal Years 

* Probably the most important action in recent years was the restructuring 
of the CARL funding base by the 1987 legislature which provided a more 
stable and increasing funding source. Since 1ts inception the CARL Trust 
Fund has derived its income from excise taxes on the severance of minerals 
(primarily phosphatel

1 
oil, gas, and sulfur. With the recent decline in 

phosphate 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 Chapter 87-96, 
Florida laws, the CARL Trust Fund receives the following proceeds: 

July 1, 1987, to July 31, 1987- 9.8 percent of the excise tax on 
documents as defined in Chapter 201, Florida Statutes. 

1 Beginning August 1, !967 - 9.2 percent of the excise tax on documents 
as defined in Chapter 201, Florida Statutes. 

1 Beginning July 1, 1969 - the first $10 m1llion in revenue from the 
excise tax on severance of phosphate rock as defined in Section 
211.3103, Florida Statutes. 

Additionally, the $40 million limit on the annual allocation to the CARL 
Trust Fund was removed so that the CARL Trust Fund can no~ accrue funds in 
excess of $40 million. With the revised fund1nq source the CARL Trust 
Fund credits should exceed $40 million annually by 1989-90, if not sooner. 

<Table 151. 

Table 15: Forecast of Contributions to CARL Trust Fund <Millions of Dollarsll 

FISCAL A: Trend Analysis B: Cycle Analysis 

YEAR Documentary Documentary 

Stam~ Tax PhosE hate Total StamR fax Phos2hate Total 

1987-88 39.4 0.0 39.4 39.4 0.0 39.4 

1988-89 39.6 0.0 39.6 39.6 o.o 39.6 

1989-90 43.9 10.0 53.9 43.9 10. 0 53.9 

1990-91 47.2 10.0 57.2 47.4 1 0. 0 57.4 

1991-92 5!.1 10.0 61.1 50.0 10. 0 60.0 

1992-93 55.5 10. 0 65.5 54.6 10. 0 64.6 

1993-94 60.2 10. 0 70.2 62.3 10.0 72.3 

1994-95 65. 1 10.0 7 5. 1 66.2 10.0 76.2 

1995-96 70.5 10.0 80.5 6 7. 6 10.0 77.6 

1996-97 76.0 1 0. 0 86.0 7 3. 2 10.0 83.2 

1997-98 81.8 10. 0 91.8 83.9 10.0 93.9 

1998-99 86. 1 10. 0 98. 1 90.9 10. 0 100.9 

1999-2000 94.5 10.0 104.5 91.6 10.0 101. 6 

* Based on May 6, 1988 Revenue Estimating Conferen~:e 

* Another very important action taken by the 1986 and 1987 Legislatures was 
to amend chapters 253 and 375, Florida Statutes, to allow bonding of CARL 
funds. Under the provisions of paragraph 253.023(21 (b), Florida Statutes, 
up to $20 million of the CARL Trust Fund may be used annually to pay debt 
service and related costs for bonds to acquire lands on the CARL priority 
l1st. This provision was utilized by the Board on March 17, 1987 to 
request the issuance of the first $35 million in CARL bonds. 
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Tab 1 L!_6_: __ A: Manag eoeiLt.0.?ts_.f!1L~!~!IL~R!----"J1..!__gll'L!l l~>_t s 
Managing Manage1ent E~~enses 

~a~ No. U tr_oi~i:.! ~~'!_Qly _!g_~ FY-1987-8~ FY-1988-89 
38. River Rise State Preserve Alachua/Columbia DNR !O'Leno State Parkll 
39. San Felasco Haooock State Preserve Alachua DNR $118,708 .!20,500 
49. Tosohatchee State Reserve ~ WMA Brevard GFC/DNR 184,986 171,542 
59. Westlake Broward COUNTY NA NA 
43. Stoney Lane Citrus DNR NA NA 
57. Barefoot Beach Collier DNR 0 0 
60. Big Cypress National Preserve Collier NPS NA NA 
63. Deering Hanock Dade COUNTY NA NA 
62. Sables By The Sea Dade COUNTY NA NA 
64. ITT Haooock Dade COUNTY NA NA 
31. Escaabia Bay Bluffs Escaobia PENSACOLA NA NA 
30. Perdido Key State Reserve Escasbia DNR 75,225 75,225 
34. Cape St. George State Reserve Franklin DNR 34,647 52,985 
35. St. George Island, Unit 4 Franklin DNR !St. Seo. Island State Parkll 
33. M.K. Ranch Gulf DOF !Lower Apalachicolall 
so. Bower Tract Hillsborough COUNTY NA NA 
53. Weeden Island State Preserve Hillsborough DNR 60,082 92,709 
45. Lower Wekiva River State Reserve Lake DNR 47,995 156,379 
37. Fort San Luis Leon DHR 208,900 209,615 
36. The Grove Leon DHR 15,326 18,000 
65. Windley Key Quarry Monroe DNR 0 0 
40. Nassau Valley State Reserve Nassau DNR 18,600 20,340 
46, Rock Springs Run State Res. & WMA Orange SFC/DNR/DOF 91,548 108,547 
54. Prairie Lks/3-Lks St Pres.& WMA Osceola DOF/DNR/6FC 211,571 184,792 
bl. East Everglades-Aeroiet Palo Beach SFC 2,962 71,973 
51. Little Bator Creek Pasco GFC 6,334 38,882 
b6, Coopers Point Pinellas COUNTY NA NA 
52. Gateway Pinellas COUNTY 0 0 
55. Lake Arbuckle Polk DOF /SFC 111,258 89,896 
41. Guana River St. Johns SFC/ONR/DOF 592,0b1 424,311 
47. Stark Tract Vol usia DNR NA NA 
42. Volusia Water Recharge Area Vol usia DOF /GFC 19,203 21' 168 
32. 6ra~ton Dunes Walton DNR 16r ay!.Qil_~!!fb_SRAI I 

B: Manageaent Costs for Current CARL fr:_ojedsJ!!!_~~c.-!>-ll~L~!ii on 
B. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna Alachua DNR 420,656 420,778 

lB. Canaveral Brevard DNR NA NA 
19. Charlotte Harbor Charlotte ONR 33,206 37,098 
13. Crystal River Citrus DNR 13,624 15,740 
15. Ho1osassa Springs Citrus COUNTY NA NA 
2b. Fakahatchee Strand Collier DNR 242,108 285,783 
25. Rookery Bay Collier DNR b2,477 65,601 
24. Save Our Everglades Coli i er SFC/DNR/DOF NA NA 

1. Lower Apalachicola Franklin OOF /SFC/DNR 119,097 157' 788 
b. Brown/Big Shoals Haoilton DOFIDNR 2,097 b,2SB 

14. Chassahowitzka Swa1p Hernando/Citrus DOF/SFC 11,974 117,300 
4. Looer ~acissa/Aucilla Jefferson OOF 0 4,324 

11. St. Johns River Lake DNR/SFC/DOF NA NA 
20. Cayo Costa Lee DNR 202,275 194,716 
21. Estero Bay Lee DNR NA NA 
3. DeSoto Site Leon DNR NA NA 
7. Andrews Tract Levy GFC 51' lb7 74,714 
9. Cedar Key Scrub Levy GFC/DNR 27,033 35,906 

10. Si I ver River Marion DNR 50,690 207,838 
29. Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight Monroe DNR 19,bBO 21' 220 
28. North Key Largo Hamoocks Monroe DNR 0 111,4b7 
23. Rotenberger/Hcley Land Palm Beach 6FC 12,282 33,900 
22. South Savannas St. lucie/Martin DNR 34,348 41,538 
17. Spring Hammock Seminole COUNTY NA NA 
lb. Withlacoochee EEL Inholding Suoter DOF/SFC 7,984 18,094 
5. Peacock Slough su.annee DNR SB,33b 158, 120 

12. North Peninsula Volusi a DNR !Flagler Beach SRAII 
2. Wakulla S!rings Wakulla ... __ D_NIL__ 615,793 588 752 

·-----------~----------·- -------···--- _H1Ji!l,_L_-.-Jh7B4, rn__ _ ___!h 453, 799 
NA - Not Available DNR - Departeent of Natural Resources 

DOF - Division of Forestry, DepartMent of Agriculture 6FC - Game and Fresh Water Fish Coomission 
DHR - Division of Historical Resources, Departoent of State NPS - National Park Service 
I CARL/EEL acquisition managed as part of a larger unit. II - 3ee Figure 1, page 8 
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I The 1986 Leg1slature also amended subsection 253.023(101 to require that 
10% of the moneys annually credited to tne CARL Trust Fund be reserved for 
management, maintenance, dnd capital improvements. Far Fiscal Year 
1987-88, the Legislature appropriated nearly $2.3 million from the CARL 
Trust Fund purposes, while for Fiscal Year 1988-89 they appropriated 
nearly $3.3 million for management, administration, and related costs (see 
Table 181. Other state, federal and local revenue sources (e.g., General 
Revenue, Land Acquisition Trust Fund, Incidental Trust Fund, and State 
Game Trust Fund) supplemented the CARL funds or constituted the primary 
management funds. Estimated management costs for EEL and CARL are 
reported in Table 16. 

I The 1987 Legislature also e•tended the e•p1ration date to September I, 
1993, for e•ercis1ng eminent domain for several CARL projects (Table 171, 
while the Board directed the Department of Natural Resources to proceed 
with condemnation of lands within the Rotenberger project and, via the 
Flor1da Department of Transportation, the Save Our Everglades project. 

Table 17: CARL Projects with Legislative Condemnation Authority 

Rank ProJect County 
39 Charlotte Harbor Charlotte/Lee 
4 Fakahatchee Strand Collier 

19 Rookery Bayl Collier 
26 Save Our Everglades Collier 
61 Barnacle Addition Dade 
51 Julington/Durbin Creeks Duval 
40 Cayo Costa/North Captiva Lee 
45 Estero Bay*** Lee 
53 Josslyn Island Lee 
59 Rotenberger Palm Beach/Broward 
UR Coopers Point**** Pinellas 
54 North Peninsula Tract Volus1a 

* e•cept 1985 and 19B6 project design additions. 
**Authority also granted under 380.055<71, F.S. 

Fla. Law 
87-28 
87-28 
87-28 
87-323U 
87-323 
87-28 
87-28 
87-2B 
B7-28 
87-28 
87-2B 
B7-323 

*'* Mound Key State Archaeological Site only. 
project removed from CARL list by Board March B, 198B; acquired by city 
and count 

I On November 5, 1985, the Board approved a policy that would effectively 
suspend the State's acquisition efforts for proJects in which a 
governmental action (e.g., a zoning change or permit approval) inflated 
the value of that property subsequent to the proJects placement on a state 
acquisition !1st. Acquisition efforts may resume if the property owner 
agrees that appraisals wi 11 be based on the highest and best use of the 
property at the time the project was placed on the acquisition list. The 
Department of Natural Resources was directed by the Board on May 20, 1986 
to formally advise them of activities of this nature. 

• As directed by the Board in 1984, the Department of Natural Resources and 
the Selection Committee have continued to refine and standardize the 
project design process. These efforts have been greatly enhanced by 
subscription to the Real Estate Data, Inc. (RED!l service and the purchase 
of an engineering printer. Long-term, strateg1c guidance for land 
acquisition throughout the state has been strengthened through the 
adoption and 1mplementat1on of the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition 
Plan; approved by the Board on July I, 19B6. The documentation of 
significant plants, animals, and natural communities within proposed 
acquisition areas continues to improve with the further integration of 
Florida Natural Areas Inventory information. 
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t Durtng Fiscal Year 1986-87, Committee staff revised the organ1zattonal 
outline far prepartng assessments of CARL applications that received three 
or more votes from the Land Acqu1s1tion Selection Committee. The revised 
outline for assessments corresponds closely with the guidelines and 
objectives described tn the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan and, 
therefore, facilitates the conformance evaluation process that is 
conducted on all new proposals. 

I Better coordination with local governments was initiated in 1986 and 1987 
by Including county commissions, county planning departments, regional 
planning councils, water management districts, and state legislatures on 
the CARL mailing list which IS maintained by the Evaluation Sect1on to 
inform recipients of forthcoming Selection Committee meet1ng agendas and 
related CARL matters. la achteve better coordination with State agencies, 
the Florida Department of Transportation, and field offices of the 
Department of Natural Resources and the Department of Environmental 
Regulations were also Included on the CARL mailing l1st. 

1988 Legislation 

Four b1lls that directly influence the CARL program and three bills that may 
indirectly influence the CARL program were promulgated by the 1988 Legislature 
and signed 1nto law by Governo~ Martinez: 

Chapter 88-555 !Senate Bill iFI: 

I The 19B8 General Apprapr1at1ons Act, as s1gned by the Governor, 
appropriates from the CARL Trust Fund nearly $49.5 million for land 
acquisition and nearly $3.3 million for management, administration, and 
other costs llable 181. 

Table_lB: General 1\ppropnations from CARL !Senate Bill 1FI 

App. 
# 

1440 
1 4 4 2 
1445 
1448 
1449 
1450 
1475 
14 77 
1480 
1878 

Descriptlon 

State Lands ISalarJes and Benefits) 
State Lands tExpenses) 
State Lands !Natural Areas Inventory! 
Transfer to DHR !San Lu1s Fort and Mission) 
Transfer to DOF !Incidental Trust Fundi 
rransfer to GFC <Management of CARL Lands! 
Recreation and Parks !Salaries and Benef1tsl 
Recreation and Parks (Expenses) 
Recreation and Parks !Operating Capital Outlay! 
State lands !Fixed Capital Outlay, land Acquisition! 

SUBTOTAL !Management, etc. I 
SUBTOTAL (Land Acgu1sitionl 

TOTAL CARL Trust Fund Appropriations 

Amount 

$ 31,956 
24,091 

319,650 
204,364 
141,771 

1,127,490 
(M 8 , 1 lEl\ 
' 378,576 i 
W8,!3J) 

49,456,586 

$ 3,264,139 
$ 49,456,5B6 
$ 52,720,725 

Chapter 88-121 !House Bill 12651 

' The Wekiva River Protection Act, among many other provisions, creates 
subsection 369.307151, Florida Statutes, which directs the Department 
of Natural Resources to proceed to negotiate the acquisition of CARL 
projects within the Wekiva River Protection Area lsee map on page 481. 
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Chapter 88-387 !House Bi 11 15591 

t Amends subsection 253.023 (81, Florida Statutes, to allow CARL proJects 
that are 901. complete (i.e., at least 901. of the acreage of a project has 
been purchased) to be removed from the CARL priority list. The remaining 
acreage withtn the project boundary may conttnue to be purchased pursuant 
to Chapter 253, Florida Statutes. 

t Inserts a new paragraph lbl 1n subsection 253.025 IBI, Florida Statutes, 
to allow the Board or any state agency to contract for real estate 
acquisition services. These may include, but are not limited to, 
contracts for real estate commission fees. 

I Amends paragraph 253.025181 (d) (now 181 lell.l, Florida Statutes, to allow 
exceptions to the maximum state purchasing price when: Ia) negotiations 
over a period of two years have been unsuccessful, and lbl the parcel is 
w1thin the top five projects on a priority list and either includes 
substantial upland habitat of endangered or threatened species ~is 
located within an area of critical state concern. The purchase price for 
parcels that qualify under this paragraph may not exceed 125/. of the state 
appraised value and must be approved by at least ftve members of the 
Board. 

t Further amends paragraph 253.025181 ldl (now 181 lel2.l, Florida Statutes, 
to limit to !SOY. of the state appraised value the maximum purchase prtce 
of parcels acquired via a joint acquisition by a state agency and a local 
government or other entity apart from the state. 

t Revises paragraph 259.035121 Ia I, Florida Statutes, to change the submittal 
time tor the CARL priority list from the first Board meeting in July to 
the first Board meeting in February of each year. 

Chapter 88-274 !House Bill 7171 

t The Emergency Archaeological Property Acquisition Act of 1988 creates 
section 253.027, Florida Statutes, establishing a program to protect 
archaeological properties of major statewide significance from destruction 
as a result of imminent development, vandalism, or natural events. This 
program provides a rapid method of acquisition for a limited number of 
specifically designated properties. 

t Annually sets aside $2 million of the CARL Trust Fund for the purposes of 
emergency archaeological acquisition. Set aside funds not spent or 
obligated by the end of the third quarter of the fiscal year revert for 
general CARL acquisition purposes. 

I Eligibility requirements 1nclude: lal major statewide significance; !bl 
irretrievably lost if not acquired; lei on the CARL list or complies with 
criteria for inclusion on the Jist; ldl no other Immediate funding sources 
available; lel not otherwise protected by local, federal, or state laws; 
and Ill not inconsistent with the state comprehensive plan and the state 
land acquisition program. 

t Funds may not be spent for excavation or restoration of properties 
acquired, but funds may be spent for preliminary surveys to determine if a 
site meets the eligibility requirements above. Up to $100,000 may be 
spent to inventory and evaluate archaeological and historical resources on 
properties purchased or proposed for purchase. 

t Establishes procedures for initiation of purchase through written requests 
filed with the Division of State Lands and the Division of Historical 
Resources, and establishes procedures for Board review of requests for 
purchase. 

I Allows the Board to waive or limit appraisal and survey_ requirements when 
necessary to effectuate a purchase. Alternative acquisition techniques 
!less-than-feel may be used if they allow the preservation of the 
archaeological r~source. Also allows, by reference, the purchase price to 
exceed the state appraised maximum value. 
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Chapter 88-357 !House Bill 9461 

t Amends subsection 253.031131 1 Florida Statutes, to allow the Board to 
retain title to lands obtained under the Florida RICO Act !Chapter 895, 
Florida Statutes! if these lands protect or enhance floodplains, marshes, 
estuaries, lakes, rivers, wilderness areas, wildl1fe areas, wildlife 
habitat or other environmentally sensitive natural areas or ecosystems; or 
if they contain significant archaeological or historical Sites. Property 
obtained under this provision would be controlled, managed and disposed of 
in accordance with Chapter 253 1 Florida Statutes. 

t Funds expended from the Forfeited Property Trust Fund to procure these 
lands would be reimbursed by funds from the Land Acquisition Trust Fund, 
or other appropriate fund designated by the Board. The investigative 
agency and law enforcement agencies could also be reimbursed for expenses, 
costs and attorneys' fees. 

Chapter 88-315 !House Bill 1831 

t Amends sections 125.355 and 166.045, Florida Statutes, to allow counties 
and municipalities greater flexibility in procedures for acquiring real 
property for a public purpose. 

Chapter 88-}18 !House Bill 2741 

t Amends sections 215.82 and 218.37, Florida Statutes, modifying procedures 
for validating bonds issued pursuant to Chapter 259, Florida Statutes, or 
Article XII of the State Constitution. 

Board of Trustees Activities: Fiscal Year 1987-BB 

ln addition to the contract closings, option agreements and other CARL matters 
involving the Board that were discussed previ.ously (page ___ I 1 the Board of 
Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund also participated in several 
other activities that significantly affect the CARL program: 

t On January 26 1 1988, they authorized the issuance of $35 million, Series 
A, CARL Bonds. These funds were used to acquire Part Bougainville within 
the North Key Largo project, and two parcels within the Estero Bay 
project. 

t On January 12, 1988, the Board reviewed the current status of the Save Our 
Everglades program. They directed the Selection Committee to reevaluate 
its ranking of the East Everglades CARL project, and they directed the DNR 
to proceed with eminent domain condemnation of 35 acres within the Holey 
Land tract IRatenbergerl and to move ahead with acquisitions within the 
Rotenberger, Save Our Everglades, Fakahatchee Strand and East Everglades 
CARL projects. The Board again reviewed the status of the Save Our 
Everglades program on April 12, 1988. Additionally, Governor Martinez 
issued Executive order 88-25 on January 21, 1988, directing his agencies, 
and requesting other state agencies, federal agencies, and local 
governments to take certain actions to protect and restore the Everglades 
region. 

+ On May 2B, 1988, the Board approved a policy regarding alternative and 
incompatible uses of state lands managed for conservation and recreation 
purposes. The policy addressed procedures for appropriately assessing 
uses that would be contrary to or in conflict with the purposes for which 
the land was purchased or that would diminish the ecological, 
conservation, or recreat1onal values of the land. 

t On June 2B, 1988, the Board directed the Department of Natural Resources 
to evaluate submerged lands in Apalachicola Bay that have been leased to 
private individuals to determine if these leases could be acquired under 
the CARL program. They further directed the committee to consider an 
e'pansion of the boundaries of Apalachicola River and Bay, Phase I, to 
include the submerged lands in question. 
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t On F~bruary 4, 19BB, Governor Mart1nez 1ssued Execut1ve Order BB-26 
establishing the Wekiva R1ver Task Force, whose responsibilities included 
an analysis of state land acquisition plans for the Wekiva River basin. 
The Task Force Report to the Governor identified additional areas in the 
vicinity of current CARL projects that should be included for acquisition 
under the CARL program (see also page 321. 

I On December 2, 1987, the Cabinet held a Workshop to d1scuss the proposed 
procedures for transferring the remaining Save Our Coast <SOCI projects 
for considerat1on under tne CARL program. A best case scenario for the 
SOC/CARL transition was presented to the Board by Mr. Don Duden, Assistant 
Executive Director for the Department of Natural R~sourc~s. Mr. Duden, 
placed emphasis on the potential growth of the CARL priority list to more 
than 100 projects, unless same tough decisions are made to substantially 
reduce the size of the list. 

General Activities of the Selection Co••ittee: Fiscal Year 1987-89 

In addition to Selection Committee activities pr~sented on pages 18-27, the 
Sel~ction Committee has also been involv~d w1th several other CARL related 
activities: 

I CARL application form lB-lA IS b~1ng revised by Committee staff so that 
the information received will correspond more closely with the Florida 
Statewide Land Acquisition Plan obj~ct1ves and gu1delines. These 
revisions will also require applicants to submit the essential information 
requ1red for thorough evaluation of proposals and for the eventual 
preparation of project designs. Once Implemented, these revisions should 
1ncrease substantially the efficiency and accuracy of the CARL evaluation 
and selection process. 

I The method of assessing CARL proposals was revised so that each agency is 
assigned to independently evaluate their respective areas of expertise for 
each CARL proposal assessed. Thus, each assessment has become a composite 
analysis of all the agencies represented on the Committee. Similarly, the 
method of preparing project designs is being mod1f1ed to increase 
interagency involvem~nt at thiS level, and the goals and objeCtives under 
the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan are being reevaluated to 
determine the ad~quacy of the cr1teria used to subJectively rate the 
relative importance of CARL projects and proposals. 

I On June 22, 1988, the Committe~ revised Rule lB-8, F. A. C., to comply with 
r~visions in the Florida Statutes, to conform with current Selection 
Committee procedures, and to improve the CARL evaluation and selection 
process. MaJor revisions which were approved by the Committee included: 
<11 changing the deadline for proposals from August 1 of each year to 
January 31; (21 requiring four votes Instead of three to prepare an 
assessment, and (3) requiring five votes instead of four to prepare an 
interim CARL report. On April I, 1988, the Committee also reviewed but 
d1d not act on rule revisions that were proposed by the B~ach Access 
Advisory Comm1ttee. 

t On February 2, 1988 the Evaluation Section prov1ded the Committee with a 
brief summary of the CARL project design process and its interrelationship 
with the systems approach to evaluating and designing CARL projects. In 
this regard, Dr. Steven Christman presented the results of his study of 
Florida~s anci~nt scrub \Lake Wale's Ridgej, the habitat of many endemic 
plants and animals. 

I On April 1, 1988 the Ex~cutive Director of the Monroe County Land 
Authority provided a br1ef summary of the 1986 L~gislation <Section 
380.0661, F.S.I establishing a Flor1da Keys land acquisition program, and 
a brief update of the proposed rule and priority l1st for the Monroe 
County Land Authority. 

-35-



On June 3, 1988, tne Divis1on of State Lands hosted a workshop for the 
Land A[QU1sit1on Select1on Committee ano 11aison staff at the Marjory 
Stoneman Douglas 8u!ld1ng. Tne purpose at th1s worksnop was to discuss 
the Department ot Natural Resources 1nternal policies and procedures 
regarding the select1on and acqu1s1tlon of CARL projects. A br1ef 
overv1ew of the CARL program process, the status of the top CARL projects, 
the negotiations poliCies 1mpiemented by tt1e ~epartment of Natural 
Resources, and the select1on of management agencies for CARL projects was 
presented by dlVlSion statt, 

+ To 1nltiate the eventual transfer of some Save Our Coast (50CI projects to 
the CARL program, the Comm1ttee voted to accept SOC proJect assessments as 
CARL applications on November 19, 1987. On April 1, 1988, the Committee 
approved a schedule for evaluating and select1ng which SOC projects to 
transfer to CARL, as well as a schedule for preparing 1987-88 project 
designs and evaluating new proposals. Staff would prepare 1987-88 project 
designs (Table 191 and would begin the SOC evaluation in August 1988, with 
final Committee action scheduled by December 1988. Approved SOC projects 
completed CARL project designs could be included on the 1989 CARL Annual 
Report, wh1ch w1ll be submitted to the Board in February 1989. In order 
for staff to accomplish these goals w1th1n the established deadline, the 
Committee directed staff QQi to evaluate new and reconsidered CARL 
applications unt1l after January 31, 1989. 

-----'T_,a,_,b'-l,_e,__-'1-"9--': _ __,P--'r'-"-o ..._j -"e_,c_,t'-'D'-'e~s"-'-1 ,_g ""-"s'--'-A'-'s'-'S'-1'-q=n ;e_,d---'f__,o..,r_F'--'1 s c a l Y e a r 1 9 8 8 - 8 9 
Pro 1 ectJ'!'lfll_~ Cou!Jiy_ 

Prairie Creekl Alachua 
Apalachicola R1ver & Bay, Phase II Calhoun/Franklin/Gadsden/ 

Save Our Ev~rglades 

Miami Rockr1dge Pinelands 
Jul1ngton/Durbin Creeks 
Apalachicola H1storic Working Waterfront 
Holmes Avenue Scrub 
Ybor City 
Letchworth Mounds 
Seminole Spr1ngs (Wekiva River System! 
8MK Ranch \Wek1va R1ver SystemJ 
Silver Glen Spnngs 
Emerson Point 
Silver R1 ver 
Seabranch 
Sugarloaf Hammock 
Tree of L1fe Tracts 
Yarnato Scrub 
Lower Econiockhatchee 
Peacock Slough 
81g Bend 
Deer Lake 

Gulf/Jackson/Liberty 
Collier 
Dade 
Duval 
Frankl in 
Highlands 
Hillsborough 
Jefferson 
Lake 
lake 
Lake/Marion 
Manatee 
Marion 
Marlin 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Palm Beach 
Sem1nole/Volusia 
Suwannee 
Taylor/Dixie 
Walton 

I Incorporated 1nto Paynes Prairie Project Design, approved June 22, 1988. 

Depart•ent of Natural Resources Activities: Fiscal Year 1987-BB 

In addition to acquisition and Selection Comm1ttee activities described 
previously, the Department of Natural Resources (DNRI has also been involved 
with several other CARL related activities: 

I The DNR cont1nuea to reiine its procedures for evaluat1ng, selecting and 
rank1ng CARL proJects. The DNR CARL advisory committee wh1ch 1s composed 
of D1v1S1on Directors and other DNR staff, met several times to discuss 
CARL Issues and to recommend DNR pos1t1ans, policies and votes as a member 
of the Land Acqulsltlon Select1on Comm1ttee. The CARL evaluation matrix 
tAddendtJm IV1, the Florida Natural Areas Inventory evaluation matr1x 
!Addendum VI and other pertinent 1nformat1on were used to guide the DNR 
advisory committ~e through the CARL decision making processes. 
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The DNR implemented "negollallons cr1ter1a" to d1rect staff mapp1ng, 
appraisal and acquis1tion efforts towards the top priority proJects, 
unless proJect lands can be purchased at a state barga1n or qual1fy under 
one of six other eHemptions !Addendum VII. The DNR also adopted criteria 
tor recommendtng the removal of certain proJects from the CARL prior1ty 
list, and they established polic1es to support as a member of the Land 
Acquisit1on Selection Committee. Public hear1ngs were held in Orlando and 
Tallahassee on August 12 and 14, 1987, respectively, to take publlc 
testimony on the DNR proposals. Synopses of the comments received during 
these public hearings were 1ncluded in Addendum V of the 1988 Interim CARL 
Report. Additionally, the Select1on Committee rev1ewed and discussed the 
DNR policies during four meetings 19-1-87, 10-13-87, 11-19-87, 04-01-88 
and 05-06-BBI and a Committee workshop, wh1le the Board briefly reviewed 
the DNR policies during their meeting on September 9, 1987. 

I The DNR's Bureau of Land Acquisition also coordinated four CARL workshops 
and several coordination meetings in fiscal year 1987-BB. Two of the 
workshops were discussed prev1ously !See pages 35 and 36). The remaining 
workshops and coordination meetings are summarized below: 

On November 12-13, 1987, a two day workshop was held at Wakulla 
Spr1ngs State Park to enhance coordination of land acquisition 
efforts among state, federal, regional and nonprofit organizations. 
Participants included Selection Committee Staff, State Acquisition 
agents, and representat1ves of The Nature Conservancy, the Trust for 
Public Lands and other conservation organizations, the U.S. Park 
Service, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv1ce, the Water Management 
D1stricts, as well as the Florida Department of Transportation, the 
Reg1onal Plann1ng Councils, and others. 

On December 4, 1~87, the Divis1on of State Lands staff hosted a 
workshop for the Cabinet Aides at Wakulla Spr1ngs State Park. The 
agenda included items on DNR policies and procedures for all stages 
of the CARL program , including land selection, mapping, appraisal 
and acquisition. Particular emphasis was placed on problem areas 
w1thin the current procedures and their potential solutions. 

1 On Apr1l 1~, 1988 the Evaluation Sect1on Administrator met at the 
Flor1da State Museum in Gainesville with representatives of The 
Nature Conservancy to review and develop land acquisition plans for 
conserving Florida's endanger~d scrub communities. 

1 On May 25, 1988 Division of State Lands staff met with staff of the 
U.S. Department of Interior, National Park Serv1ce, to review and 
coordinate land acqu1sition plans for the addition to the Big Cypress 
National Preserve, wh1ch is within the Save Dur Everglades CARL 
project boundaries. On May 26, and May 27, 1988 the DNR staff met 
with local landowners w1thin Golden Gate Estates South and separately 
with fifteen representatives of state, federal, and local agencies 
and conservation organizations to discuss the State's land 
acquisition and restoration plans for that portion of the Save Our 
Everglades project. A boundary modification 1s being considered by 
staff. 

1 On June 7, 1988 Bureau of Land Acquisition staff, 1n conjunction with 
most liaison staff members, met in Jacksonville with the Jacksonville 
Environmental Lands Selection Comm1ttee to discuss the county's 
proposed redesign of the Julington-Durbln Creeks CARL project. 
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On September n, 1987, and Apnl 12, !988, the DNR staff met with 
representatJves of the Orlando/Orange County Expressway Authority and 
the Environmental Advisory Team for the Orlando Beltway to coord1nate 
roadway planning activities with CARL acquisition plans. Similarly, 
the DNR staff cont1nued to closely coordinate w1th the Flor1da DOT to 
acquire parcels w1th1n the Save Our Everglades CARL proJect. 
Continued close coord1nat1on with these agencies and others is 
planned so that solutions to transportation problems are developed, 
to the greatest degree possible, to be compatible with the State's 
conservation and recreation goals and objectives. 

I The Bureau of Land Acquisition, Division of State Lands cont1nued to 
develop and update computer databases for routinely tracking all steps in 
the evaluationt selection, mapping, appraisal, and acquisition processes. 
The use of these databases should substantially increase the efficiency of 
the CARL program and the accuracy of the information disseminated. 

t Another improvement in the acquisition process, which is being studied, 
will simpl1fy 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 will, in certain cases, 
prepare a one sheet aerial map of the entire project area snowing 
ownership lines and estimated acreages. This map will be based on 
information developed during the proJect design process and on county tax 
aer1als and maps, when available. After approval of the CARL priority 
list by the Board, the Bureau will obta1n a more comprehensive map, 
su1table for appra1sal purposes, for a portion of the project area 
coinciding with the acquisition phasing recommendations in the project 
des1gn. This new procedure will help prevent the possibility of boundary 
maps and appraisals becoming outdated before negotiations can beg1n. It 
will also cont1nue to fulfill the statutory requirements for the 
completion of boundary maps before projects can be officially placed on 
the CARL priority list !Section 259.0351211al, F.S.I. 

-38-



CONCLUSION 

The State of Florida has one of the most aggressive conservation and recreation 
land acquisition programs in the United States of Amer1ca. In the past twenty 
years Florida has spent over $800 million to conserve lands for environment, 
recreational and related purposes. It has accomplished this admirable feat 
through several programs, including the Environmentally Endangered Lands, 
Outdoor Recreation, Save Our Coasts, Save Our Rivers, and Conservation and 
Recreation Lands !CARLl programs. The CARL program alone is responsible for 
the acquisition of nearly 150,000 acres at a cost of over $200 million since 
1980. The vivid success of the CARL program can be seen throughout Florida in 
such areas as North Key Largo Hammocks, Cayo Costa Island, Lake Arbuckle, Guana 
R1ver, Fort San Luis, and Escambia Bay Bluffs, to name a few. 

The CARL program has evolved substantially s1nce 1ts inception in 1979. In 
general~ it has grown much more complex in order to equitably consider and 
evaluate the numerous CARL applications and proposals received annually. The 
necessity for further land acquisition, and especially acquisition on such a 
highly selective basis, confronts Florida's CARL program with two major 
problems. First is the matter of cost: virtually all land in Florida today is 
expensive, and the long-range cost trend will continue to be upward. Moreover, 
the areas in which land acquisition is most urgently needed are often the more 
heavily populated parts of the State -where the real estate market IS more 
active, and where land prices are already at a premium. The second problem is 
that of competition for these choice lands. It is closely related to the first 
problem, as other land uses and land speculation generally increase property 
values. However, the problem of competttion 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 was authorized by the 1987 Florida Legislature and 
the issuance of $35 million in CARL bonds by the Board of Trustees of the 
Internal Improvement Trust Fund are clear indications of their commitment to 
the acquisition of conservation and recreation lands. These commitments, 
albeit admirable, will be inadequate, as the 1988 CARL l1st includes properties 
whose cumulative tax value is ~ore than $324 million. This amount could 
easily translate into more than $1 billion in real estate on the 1988 list. 
Additionally, the proposed transfer of many Save Our Coast projects to the CARL 
and SOC program may add another 15 - 20 projects to the CARL list. Many of 
these projects are extremely expenstve because of their coastal location. 
Thus, another $100 million in tax value or about $300 million or more in real 
estate could be added to the CARL list as early as February 1989. With an 
average projected income of $54.5 million annually over the next ten years, 
some of which will be used for management, the demands for CARL funds w1ll far 
exceed the supply, and many worthy CARL projects will be lost forever to other 
uses. 

The improvements in the CARL program that were 1n1tiated 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. The development pressures under which these resources are 
continually subJected are intR<lsifying, as the population within the State of 
Flor1da continues to grow at an alarming rate of over 1,000 new residents each 
day. The CARL program, alone, can not compete w1th these ever increasing 
pressures. Thus, the concerted efforts of state, federal and local 
governments, ~nd of private non-profit organizations such as The Nature 
Conservancy and the Trust for Public Lands, are required 1n order to accomplish 
the goals and objectives of the CARL program. 
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PROJECTS 

FIGURE 7 

PRIORITY LIST ON THE 1988 

-40-



CONSERVATION AND RECREATION LANDS !CARLl PRIORITY LIST - June 22. 1988 
1. Seminole Springs/Woods <Lake County),,,,,,,,,, ....••...•.•.•.•....•. 45 
2. North Key Largo Hammocks IMonroe Countyl ...•.•..•.•••••••.•.•..•.•.• 51 
3. Apalachicola River~ Bay, Phase I (Franklin County! .•.•.•.•.••.•.•.. 57 
4. Fakahatchee Strand !Collier County) ••...•.•.••.•••.•.•.•••..•.•••.•. 67 
s: Curry Hammock I Monroe County)....................................... 73 
b. B.M.K. Ranch ILake/Orange Counties! ................................. 77 
7. Fort George Island IDuval County! ................................... 81 
B. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub <Polk County! .•.•••..•.•••••.•.•.•..•.•.. 85 
9. Waccasassa Flats (Gilchrist County! .••.•.•.•....•.•.•.•.•.•....•.... 89 

10. Coupon Bight (Monroe County! ........................................ 93 
11. Crystal River (Citrus County! ....................................... 97 
12. Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 15umter County! .•.•••••.•.•••.••••.•••..•.•. 103 
13. Rainbow River I Marion County! ...................... , ............... 107 
14. DeSoto Site (Leon County! ........................................... 111 
15. Wabasso Beach I Indian River County! •...•........•.•.•.•......•.••... 115 
lb. South Savannas 1St. Lucie/Martin Counties! •..•...••.•.•.•••••••....• 119 
17. Cockroach Bay Islands (Hillsborough County! •.••...•.......•.•.•..... 125 
18. Brevard Turtle Beaches <Brevard County! .•••••...••••.•••.•....•...•. 129 
19. Rookery Bay ICollier County! ........................................ 133 
20. North Fork St. Lucie/North Port Marina 1St. Lucie County! ..•••...... 139 
21. Lower Apalachicola (Franklin County! ................................ 143 
22. Lochloosa Wildlife I Alachua County! ................................. 147 
23. Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes <Osceola County! .•........•.•.•......•.... 153 
24. St. Martins River <Citrus County! ................................... 159 
25. Pine Island Ridge IBroward County! .................................. 163 
26. Save Our Everglades <Collier County! ....•.•.•....••..•..••.•..•.•... 167 
27. Highlands Hammock (Highlands County! ................................ 173 
28. Gadsden County Glades <Gadsden County! ...•....•.•.•.....•..••.•..... 177 
29. Miami Rockridge Pinelands IDade County! •......•......•.............. 181 
30. Wacissa and ~ucilla River Sinks (Jefferson County! ..•.•.•......•.... 187 
31. Garcon Point <Santa Rosa County! .................................... 193 
32. El Destine (Jefferson County! ....................................... 197 
33. North Layton Hammock <Monroe Countyl ..•.•.•....•.•.................. 201 
34. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands IDade County! ......•..•.....•...•. 205 
35. East Everglades <Dade County! ....................................... 211 
36. Wetstone/8erkovitz <Pasco Countyl ....•...••...•.•.•.•...•....•.•.... 217 
37. Chassahowitzka Swamp <Hernando/Citrus Counties! ...•.•......•...•.... 221 
38. Peacock Slough <Suwannee County! •.•.•........•...•.. , ..••••....•.... 227 
39. Charlotte Harbor <Charlotte/Lee Counties! ..•............•.•......... 231 
40. Cayo Costa Island I Lee County! ...................................... 235 
41. Horrs Island ICollier County! ....................................... 241 
42. Ohio Key South <Monroe County! ...................................... 245 
43. Deering Estate Addition <Dade County! ................•...•.......... 249 
44. Princess Place <Flagler County! ..................................... 253 
45. Estero Bay <Lee County! ............................................. 257 
46. Withlacoochee <Sumter County! ....................................... 261 
47. Wakulla Springs <Wakulla Countyl ...... : ............................. 267 
48. St. Johns River <Lake County I ....................................... 273 
49. Goldy/Bellemead <Vol usia County! .................................... 277 
50. Andrews Tract <Levy County! ......................................... 281 
51. Julington/Durbin Creeks <Duval County! .•......•........•.•.......... 285 
52. Paynes Prairie <Alachua County! ..................................... 289 
53. Josslyn Island <Lee County! ......................................... 293 
54. North Peninsula <Volusia ~ountyl •.•••.•.•..•.•.•.•..•.•.•.••...•.•.. 297 
55. Key West Salt Ponds <Monroe County! .....•....•..........•.•..•.•.... 301 
56. Warm Mineral Springs (Sarasota County! ..•...•.•..•........•.•••....• 307 
57. Spring Hammock <Seminole County! .................................... 311 
58. Silver River <Marion County! ........................................ 315 
59. Rotenberger/Seminole Indian Lands IPalm Beach/Broward Counties! ....• 319 
60. Cedar Key Scrub (Levy County I ....................................... 323 
o1. The Barnacle Addition <Dade County) •.....•.•....•.•.........•...•.•. ·327 
o2. Mullet Creek Islands <Brevard Countyl .•.•....•••.••.•.•.•..•••••.••. 331 
o3. Emeralda Marsh (Lake County! ........................................ 335 
64. Big Shoals Corridor <Hamilton/Columbia Counties! ••.•....•••.•...•••. 339 
65. Old Leon Moss Ranch <Palm Beach County! .•.••••.•.•••..••..•••....... 345 
bb. Homosassa Springs (Citrus County! •...•.••..••..••....•.•.••••.•....• 349 
67. Volusia EEL Addition <Woody Property! <Volusia County! .•.•..•••....• 353 
68. Canaveral Industrial Park <Brevard County! ..•...•.•.•.•..•.•..•.•••. 357 
69. Galt Island <Lee County! ............................................ 361 
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hble 20: Cuoulatlve Values and Acr~a es 
REMAININ6 REMAININ6 CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 

PROJECT COUNTY ACRE ABE TAX VALUE TAX VALUE ACREABE 

NR I SEMINOLE SPRINGS Lake 9,200 SIO, 323,000 tl0,323,000 9,200 
2 NORTH KEY LARGO Monroe I, 920 t15,772,000 $26,095,000 11,120 
3 APALACHICOLA RIVER • BAY,PHASE I Franklin 552 $4,235,000 S30,330,000 11,672 

SOE 4 FAKAHATCHEE STRAND Collier 27,400 tl0,960,000 t41,290,000 39,072 
5 CURRY HAMMOCK Monroe 390 S5,196,000 $46,486,000 39,462 

NR 6 B.M.K. RANCH Lake/Orange 5,850 S5,517,000 $52,003,000 45,312 
I 7 FORT SEORSE ISLAND Duval 900 IS, 137 ,ooo 157,140,000 46,212 

8 SADDLE BLANKET LAKES SCRUB Polk m S2981000 1571438,000 46,965 
9 WACCASASSA FLATS Gilchrist 44,846 S6 1183 1000 163,621 1000 91,811 

10 COUPON BIGHT Konroe 628 tl,l26,000 $64,747,000 92,439 
II CRYSTAL RIVER Citrus 5,113 S4,911,000 S69 16581000 97,552 
12 CARLTON HALF-KDON RANCH Suater 9,SOO 1655,500 t70 13131SOO 107,052 
13 RAINBOW RIVER ftarion 1,440 S216S2,000 S72 1 965,500 IOB,492 
14 DESOTO SITE Leon s SI 12SO,OOO S74,215,500 108,497 
IS WABASSO BEACH Indian River 110 S7,S661000 $81,781,500 108,607 
16 SOUTH SAVANNAS St. Lucie/ftart. 2,243 $1019281000 S92,709,SOO IIO,BSO 

I 17 COCKROACH BAY ISLANDS Hi II sborough 730 S2331000 192,942,500 111,580 
IS BREVARD TURTLE BEACHES Brevard 12 S2,160,000 l95,102,500 111,592 
19 ROOKERY BAY Collier 10,853 SI317S6,000 110818581500 122,445 
20 NORTH FORK ST. LUCIE· St. Lucie 1,350 1610061000 1114,864,500 123,795 

701 21 LONER APALACHICOLA Franklin 7,400 SI,BB6,000 Sll6, 750,500 131, 19S 
22 LOCHLOOSA WILDLIFE Alachua 31,000 SI3,6B9,000 $130,439,500 162,195 
23 THREE LAKES/PRAIRIE LAKES Osceola 55,360 135,276,000 $165,715,500 217,5SS 
24 ST. ftARTINS RIVER Citrus II ,068 15,270,000 Sl70,985,500 228,623 

I 2S PINE ISLAND RIDGE Bro•ard Ill S2,1651000 sm, 15o,soo 22B,734 
SOE 26 SAVE OUR EVERGLADES Collier 174,756 1610001000 11791 ISO, 500 403,490 

27 HIGHLANDS HAftHOCK Highlands 5,571 $1' 958,000 SIB I, lOB, SOO 409,061 
28 GADSDEN COUNTY GLADES Gadsden !,BOO 14561000 tl81,564,500 410,861 
29 HIAKI ROCKRIDGE PINELANDS Dade I75 121179,000 SIB3,743,500 411,036 

70X 30 WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS Taylor /Jeffers, 7,080 sm,ooo $184,062,500 418, lib 
31 GARCON POINT Santa Rosa 2,S60 Sl, Boo,ooo $185,862,500 420,676 
32 EL DESTINO Jefferson 4,100 1625,000 $IB6,487,500 424,776 
33 NORTH LAYTON HAftftOCK ftonroe 94 1747,000 $1B7,234,500 424,870 
34 TROPICAL HAftHOCKS OF THE REDLANDS Dade 213 $7,991,000 $195,225,500 425,083 
35 EAST EVERGLADES Dade 7S,S70 SIS1 114,000 $210,339,500 500,653 
36 NETSTONE/BERKOVITZ Pasco 3,460 13,228,000 S213 1567,500 504,113 

701 37 CHASSAHOWITZKA SWAKP Hernando/Citrus 6,700 14,632,000 $218,199,500 510,813 
3B PEACOCK SLOUGH Su•annee 580 $358,000 S218,5S7,SOO 511,393 

701 39 CHARLOTTE HARBOR Charlotte 5,356 S2,302,000 mo, m, soo 516,749 
701 40 CAYO COSTA ISLAND Lee 446 S6,1B7,000 t227,046,SOO 517,195 
701 41 HORRS ISLAND Collier 192 t7,6B6,000 $234,732,SOO 517,387 

42 OHIO KEY SOUTH ftonroe 21 ms,ooo $234,907,500 517,408 
I 43 DEERING ESTATE ADDITION Dade 27 $571,000 1235147B,500 517,435 

44 PRINCESS PLACE Flagler 1,849 $1,941,000 $237,419,SOO 519,2B4 
45 ESTERO BAY Lee 7,525 $24, B97' 000 $262,316,500 526,809 
46 mHLACOOCHEE Suater 3,900 151604 1000 S267 1920 1500 530,709 

701 47 NAKULLA SPRINGS Wakulla 46S S282,000 $26B,202,SOO 531,174 
NR 4B ST. JOHNS RIVER Lake B,290 $1 1022,000 1269,224,500 539,464 
I 49 SOLDY/BELLEKEAD Vol usia 716 S44S,OOO 1269,669,500 540, lBO 

701 SO ANDRENS TRACT Levy 1,200 $242,000 1269,911,500 541,3BO 
I 51 JULINGTON/DURBIN CREEKS St. Jahns/Duval 3,300 $2 1792,000 S272,703,500 544,680 

701 52 PAYNES PRAIRIE Alachua 6,390 $7,624,000 $280,327,500 551,070 
53 JOSSLYN ISLAND Ln 48 $35,000 $2B0,362,500 551, liB 

701 54 NORTH PENINSULA Volusi a 135 Sl, 523,000 $281' BB5, 500 SSI,253 
I 55 KEY NEST SALT PONDS ftanroe 397 1515091000 1287,394,500 551,650 
I 56 NARft MINERAL SPRINGS Sarasoh 76 $680,000 $288,074,500 551,726 

701 57 SPRING HAftftOCK Seainole 240 12,170,000 $290,244,500 551 '966 
701 58 SILVER RIVER Karion lOS S2,S07,000 $292,751,500 552,071 

SOE 59 ROTENBERGER/SEHINOLE IND. LANDS Pall Beach 20,200 $4,540,000 12971291 1500 572,271 
60 CEDAR KEY SCRUB Levy 1,850 $684,000 $297,975,500 574,121 
61 THE BARNACLE ADDITION Dade 7 $3,463,000 $301 '438, 500 574,128 

I 62 MULLET CREEK ISLANDS Brevard 200 Sl31,000 S301,569,500 574,32B 
63 EHERALDA KARSH Karion/Lake 7,500 $14,477,000 $316,046,500 .S81,B2B 

701 64 BIG SHOALS CORRIDOR Haail ton/Col ua. 395 SI03,000 $316,149,500 582,223 
65 OLD LEON "DSS RANCH Pall Beach 3,300 $1' 335,000 $317,4B4,500 5B5,523 

701 66 HOftOSASSA SPRINGS Citrus 30 m5,ooo $318,059,500 SB5,553 
67 VOLUSIA EEL ADDITION !NODDY PROP. I Vol usia 9BO $210,000 $318,269,500 5B6,533 
68 CANAVERAL INDUSTRIAL PARK Brevard 2,500 ss, 717 ,ooo 132319B6,500 589,033 
69 GALT ISLAND Lee 390 $437,000 1324,423,500 SB9,423 

SOE- Project being acquired •lth SOE set aside funds. 
701 - Project is at least 701 acquired. 

I - Local funds coaaitted. 
NR - Wekiva River Projects. 
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PROJECT SUKKARIES 

The following project analyses summarize the informat1on that 1s deta1led more 
fully in the assessments and project designs for those proJects which were 
recommended by the land Acquisit1on Selection Committee for the 1988 
Conservation and Recreation lands !CARll Priority List. Each project summary 
contains: project name, county, acreage, tax assessed value, and map. The 
summar1es also l1st or briefly describe each project's: Ill proposed public 
purpose for acquisition, 121 manager, 131 proposed use, (4) location, 15) 
resources, 16) ownership, 17) vulnerability and endangerment, (8) acquisition 
planning, (9) estimated costs, I!Ol local and general support, and llll 
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 s1gnificant additional 
information, respectively. The following represents a brief explanation of 
each of the categor1es contained in the project analyses: 

Acreage - is the number of acres remaining 1n the project area which have been 
boundary mapped but are ~~~yet purchased or under opt1on to be purchased. 

Tax Assessed Value - reflects the county's assessed value of the acreage not 
yet purchased or under option to be purchased. Most values are the most 
recent tax assessed values. Values for larger acreage tracts and those 
with multiple owners and record~d 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 Div1sion of State Lands. 

ProJect Map - illustrates the project boundary, property within the project 
boundary which is State owned, and property w1thin the boundary wh1ch is 
under option for State acquisition. Property within, adjacent, or near 
the proj~ct area which is owned by another publ1c agency or non-profit 
organization is also shown. 

Recommended Public Purpose - explains which of the two major CARL acquisition 
categor1es llntroduction, Page 31 are applicable and the primary reason 
for acquisition. 

Manager- lists the lead and cooperating State or local agencies designated to 
manage the tract 1f 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 Eotan1cal or Geological Sites, State 
Recreation Areas, State Archaeolog1cal or H1storical Sites, Wildlife 
Management Areas, Wildlife Refuges, and State Forests. Under certain 
circumstances, they may also be managed as a County or City Nature Park, 
Environmental Education Center, Etc. 

location - lists the county ard general geographic reg1on in which the project 
is s1tuated, the distance from the nearest metropolitan area, the 
appropriate Flor1da Senate and House distr1cts, and Water Management 
Districts and Regional Planning Council jurisdictions. 

R~source Description - contairs a brief synopsis of the significant resources 
on the tract, tncluding natural communities, endangered species, 
archaeological or historical sites, game and nongame species, hydrological 
systems, re~reational and timber management potential. 

Ownership - lists the number of acres acquired by the State and other publlc 
and 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 Committee and its staff have engaged 1n preliminary 
proJect level plann1ng for each project receiving at least three votes and 
more intensive, comprehensive planning for those receiving at least four 
votes I See Pages 12-171. Resource plann1ng boundaries and project designs 
have also been prepared for a few of the older projects on the list <see 
Table 121. lf a proJect has gone through this planning process, the 
results are summar1zed under this heading. 

Estimated Costs- reiterates ta< assessed value and includes, when available 
and relevant, ta< assessed value when agr>cultural and greenbelt 
e<emptions are cons1dered. Past and anticipated management and 
development costs and requested management funds are provided ~hen 

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 IEELI priority list and were also voted 
to the CARL list. Letters of support which might e<ist 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 of the preceding sections. 

Management Summary - IS a br1ef, preliminary explanation of proposed management 
pract1ces for the tract if acquired. 
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ACRtAGE TAX 
PROJECT !Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
N~A~M~E~-------------------~C~O~U~N~Ti __________ ~o~r~u~n~d~e~r~o~p~t~l~o~n~> __________ ~V~A:L_U~E~-----

"1 Seminole Springs Lake 9,200 $10,323,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI 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. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services with the D1vis1on of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State, the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources, and the Game ahd Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. The 
western portion of the tract, extend1ng east at least to Messant Spr1ng 
and L1ve 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 tt1e Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission will 
cooperate. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Forest Reserve. Port1ons of the western part of the tract may be 
developed as a State Park, in the future. 

LOCATION 
In Lake County, central Florida, approximately 17 mtles southwest of 
Deland, ll miles west of Sanford, 26 m1les northwest of Orlando and 22 
miles east of Leesburg. This project lies w1thin Florida's Senate 
District 11 and House District 46. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the East Central Flor1da Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns River 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project has diverse types of natural communit1es including floodplain 
swamp, mesic flatwoods, upland mixed forest, hydric hammock, sandhill, 
scrub and spring-fed streams. The floodplain swamp is the most extensive 
natural community on the property. Natural areas within the project are 
generally in good conditiJn, however, rud~ral areas, including fields and 
pasture, orange groves, and planted pines, should be reforested. The good 
ecological health and great d1vers1ty of natural communities provides an 
environment that supports a si2eable wildlife population. The region is 
likely to harbor many species of rare animals. There are reported to be 
from 50 - 75 springs of various s12es on the property. The largest being 
Seminole Springs, a second maqn1tude sprinqs wh1ch produces a flow of over 
30 million gallons of water per day. A number of creeks also originate 
within or flow across the property. The spring runs and blackwater creeks 
are tributaries to the St. Johns/Wek1va Rivers. 

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed for 
cu1tural resource sites, it is considered to have good potential for 
archaeological investigations. 

The si2e and diversity of this project make it ideal for a variety of low 
to moderate intensity recreational activities. Such activities might 
include h1k1ng, canoeing, camping, backpacking, horseback r1ding and 
possibly hunt1ng. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 32 owners. The major owner 15,600 acresl, Mr. Strawn, is a 
willing seller. The Natcre Conservancy is currently negotiating with Mr. 
Strawn. 
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#1 SEMINOLE SPRINGS 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"ENT 
Under present ownership and use, most of th1s tract IS adequately 
protected from degradation. However, the biological, geological and 
hydrological resources of the property are h1ghly susceptible to damage 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 under severe developmental pressure. Additionally, lim1ted 
timber harvesting has occurred recently on some portions of the project. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 21, 1986, 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, squar:ng boundaries, e~pandinq existing corridors and 
increasing the protection of the floodplain. Recommended additions 
included approximately 850 acres; recommended delet1ons totaled 
approximately 495 acres. 

Acguisit1on Phasing 
Phose l. Sem1nole Springs (Strawn Tract: 
Phase 2. Connecting corridors between Sem1nole Springs and BMK Ranch 
Phase 3. Other ownerships. 

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

The Land Acquisition Select1on Comm1ttee is currently evaluating the 
desJrab1l1ty of including the 6,000 acre Wekiva Sulfur Springs Ranch 
in the project boundary. Only o port1on of this ownership is 
included in the current project. 

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

Management Funds Requested by the Div1S10n of Forestry for F1scal Year 
1988-89. 

Expenses 
$9,250 

Salary 
$3,558 

Total 
$12,808 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND SENERAL ENDORSEIIENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 3 
Letters of general support ............................................ 2372 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 7 

A map on the preceding page illustrates the Juxtaposition of Hontoon 
Island State Park, Blue Sp•ings State Pork, Lower Wekiva River State 
Reserve, Rock Springs Run State Reserve, Wek1va Springs State Park, BMK 
Ronch, Seminole Springs, and St. johns River. 

This project is within th2 area designated in the Governor's Wekiva River 
Initiat1ve. The Wekiva River Task Force recommendations resulted in 1988 
legislation instructing the negotiations of all CARL projects in the 
Wekiva River area. Seminole Spr1ngs is one such proJect. 
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
fnis tract has sufficient size and hab1tat diversity to support a variety 
of multiple-use act1vlt1es. It IS accessible from St~te Roads 44, 46 1 and 
46A 1 and hds dn e~Jstlflg road system that would facilitate public access. 

The 01 tision ot Forestry o+ the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services is recommended as the lead manager for the majority of the tract. 
Cooperating 1nanagers shotJld be the D1vis1on of Recreation and Parks of the 
Departmer1t of Natural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, 
and tt1e Division of Historical Resources oi the Department of State. 
Provision should be made for future transfer of management jurisdiction to 
the Department of Natural Resources for a relatively small western portion 
necessary to further the State Park system and meet identified regional 
recreation needs. 

The Sem1nole Spr1ngs property should be managed under multiple-use 
concepts w1th 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 nab1tat 
improvement, recreational activities and environmental education. 
Management emphasis should be placed on restoration of altered sites, and 
recreat1or1al activities should stress protection and enjoyment of natural 
features, especially tl1e uniqueness and sers1tiv1ty of the spr1ngs and 
ravines 

-50-



t2 NORTH KEY LARSO HAMMOCKS 

-51-



HILE NORTH KEY LARGO HAMMOCKS 
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D OCEAN REEF RESORT . 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#2 North Key Largo 
Hammocks 

COUNTY 

Monro~ 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not ~et Purchased 

or under aptian) 

1,920 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$15,712,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI. This acqu1s1tion is 
essential for the protection of the best rema1n1ng examples of tropical 
rockland hammock 1n the Un1ted States and for the endangered plant and 
an1mal species for which this area prov1des habitat. Acquisition will 
also help preserve the un1que offshore coral reef. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Portions to be used as butler for and as an addition to John Pennekamp 
Coral Reef State Park. Otner 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 s1x miles. Eastern boundary IS 
Atlantic Ocean~ western boJndary is County Road 905. Also 1ncludes Palo 
Alto Key and several smaller privately owned keys Just south of the Monroe 
County l1ne. This project l1es within Florida's Senate District 39 and 
House District 120. It is also within the JUr1sd1ct1ons of the South 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the South Flor1da Water Management 
District>. 

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 trop1cal rockland hammock 
that remains in the United States. This rapidly disappearing natural 
community type supports numerous plant and an1mal species that have very 
limited distributions and are considered rare and endangered. The project 
also has over ten miles of shorel1ne that directly Influence the adjacent 
waters ot John Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park. The preservation of the 
project area in its natural cond1t1on w1ll significantly aid In the 
maintenance of high water quality that 1s necessary to support the living 
reefs of the State Park. 

OWNERSHIP 
AppraxJmately 1,332 acres nave been acquired, including the Mahogany 
Hammock. There are more than 100 owners remaining. Port 8ougainv1l!e, in 
the southern port1on of the proJect area, 1s the largest purchase of this 
past fiscal year, The knight and Thompson tracts were other significant 
purchases. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The relatively small area and coastal location of this project make it 
unusually susceptible to fire, wino damage, and storm surge. Likewise, 
the small population sizes of listed biological spec1es w1thin th1s 
project area make those populations or spec1es particularly vulnerable to 
extirpation. 

Adjacent areas are being developed as multi-family housing, and portions 
ot the proJect area 1tself are slated for a planned unit development. 
Dumping of garbage and poach1ng of nat1ve species have been damaging to 
th1s biological community. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1Y86 the Land Acquisition Seiect1on Committee approved the 
proJect design tor North Key Largo Hammocks Addition ano also voted to 
combine the exjst1ng North Key Largo Hammocks project w1th the North key 
Largo Hammocks Addition, 

Acqulsltlon Phasing 

rhe following recommel)dations on acquisition phasing were approved by 
the Land Acouisitlon SelectJon Committee as part of the proJect 
des1gn for North Kev Largo Hammocks Add1tion. 

Phase I. 

Phase I I. 

Phase l[l. 

Phase l\1, 

Phase v. 

All parcels 1n prev1ous proJect area before proJect 
oesign additions linc1uding Gong,. Driscoll, Key Largo 
Foundation and Toppino,. 

AJ l contiguous tracts ~xtending from the southern 
buundary of the curren! North Key Largo Hammocks CARL 
project lD1lworth ownership) southward to the Gulf 
Stream Snores outparcel. It 1s recommended that 
acquisition staf+ purstte contiguous ownerships 1n a 
nortt1-south dlrection, such that the northern most of 
these parcels lKnight tract) IS acquired first, and 
the southern most (adjacent to Gulf Stream Shores) 1s 
ac~u1red last. 

The Florida Natural Areas Inventory also recommends 
that special attent1on be given to acquisition of 
mature rockland hammocks in the following groups of 
parcels, ranked 1n ord~r of the1r ecological value. 

a l Parcels tt47 through 52 
bl Pa~·cel s #54 throuqh 56 
c J Parcels #60 and #61 
d' Parcels # 19 t.hrouch 46 

Islands at the northern end of Key Largo, w1th Palo 
Alto ~ey be1ng the largest and ecologically most 
valuable. 

Submerged tracts. 

Port Bougainville/Garden Cove. 

The acquisit1on of Port Bougainville/Gard2n Cove is 
recommended as a last phase, preferably through less 
than fee simple techn1oues, of which purchase and 
resale with restrictions may be the most appropr1ate. 
The Land Acquisition S~lection Committee further 
d1rects that any opportun1ty to obtain Port 
Bouga1nv1l1e/Garden Co1e under finan(ially 
advantageous terms to the State should mer1t the 
ddvancement ot Port Bouga1nville/Garden Cove to Phases 
I tnrough III. 
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EST! MATED COST 
Estimated tax assessed value is approximately $15,772,000. 

Management funds requested by the 0Jvision of Recreation and Parks for 
Fiscal Year 1988-89: 

Salanes 
$58,253 

Expenses 
$8,061 

oco 
$45,150 

Total 
$111,461 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 6 
Letters of general support .....•..................................•... 737 
Letters of support from local, state and federal publ!c officials..... 7 
Letters of support from lucal and areawide conservat1on organizations. 53 

This project IS within a Lhapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It 
1s also adjacent to a waterbody classif1ed under the Spec1al Waters 
Category of Outstanding F:or1da Waters. 

MANAGEMENT SUM"ARY 
The proposed project conta1ns most of the undisturbed natural shore and 
hammock on North Key Largo. Not only will the acqu1sit1on preserve 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 pollut1on by uplands 
development. The disturb~d area 1s relatively small in comparison to the 
entire project. These areas could be rehabilitated and returned to a 
r1atural system or used fat recreational facil1t1es. 

The sensitive nature of this project w1ll l1m1t recreational opportun1t1es 
to less intensive activit:es, such as nature appreciation, photography, 
and h1k1ng. lhe qual1ty 11f these experiences should be excellent. 

lhe proposed t•act of property would also f1ll the vo1ds needed to provide 
Improved protection to the waters of John Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park. 
Part of the project area 1ncludes lands already purchased and designated 
to be managed as a State Botan1cal 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 
DJV\S!On of H1storical Resources ot the Department of State cooperat1ng, 
as an addition to the 8otar1ical Site or as a St~te Preserve. Other 
port1ons should be managed as part of the Jonn Pennekamp Coral Reef State 
Park. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT \Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
N~A~M£E _______________________ C~O~U~N~T-~'----------~o~r~u~n~d~e~r~~o~p~t~l~o~nl __________ ~V~A~L~U~E~-----

#3 Apalachicola River 
and Bay 

Fra.nki1n 
\Phase ll 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

552 
(Phase ll 

$ 4,235,000 
\Phase ll 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands \EEL! and as ''other lands.' 
Categorization will be recommended by a mult1·agency staff on a tract by 
tract basis. 

Phase I qualif1es as an EEL. This acqu1sition would prov1de signif1cant 
added protect1on for the sensitlVE estuarine systems of Apalachicola Bay. 

11ANAGER 
Portions of lands encompassed in this project w1ll be managed under the 
pr1nciples of multiple-use, while other port1ons will be managed under 
single-use principles. Aqencies involved 1n management include the 
D1vis1on of Recreat1on and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, 
the Game and Fresh Water F1sh Commission, and the Div1s1on of Forestry of 
the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services. The Dtvis1on of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State w1ll act as a cooperat1ng 
manager on tracts with significant historical resources. The Northwest 
Florida Water Management D1strict, wh1ch has purchased or 1s purchasing 
substantial tracts within th1s proJect, will also be Involved 1n 1ts 
managem~nt. 

Phase 1 will be managed by the Div1sion of Recreat1on 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, Wildl1fe Management Areas, and/or State Parks. lhe 
apprripriate uses w1ll be recommended by a mult•-agency staff on a tract by 

tract bas1s. 

Phase 1 1s proposed as an addition to the Apalachicola National Estuarine 
Research Reserve. 

LOCATION 
The project forms a corrioor of varying width along the Apalachicola River 
in northwest Flonda. Pads of six counties IFranU1n, Gulf, Liberty, 
Calhoun, Gadsden, and Jackson) are included. 

Phase l •ncludes baytront parcels in Frankl1n County that directly 
influence the water quality of the estuary. 

Phase ! l1es w1thin Flor1da's Senate Distr1ct 3 and House Distr1cts B and 
9. It also l1es w1thin the jur1sdictions of the Apalachee Regional 
Plann1ng Counc1! and the Northwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This large and var1ed 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 le.g., bldfs, glades, and slope forests), Almost all of 
these communities are in excellent 'COndition and, in many case5, prov1de 
the best rema1ning examples in the State. Several geological features 
that are un1que in the State of Florida are found w1thin the project 
boundary, 1.e., the bluffs, ravines and steepheads. The project area 
harbors a great many plant and animal species that are conside~ed rare and 
endangered in Florida, and several that are endangered nationally. 
8iologi5ts recognize th~ region as one of very high endemism, supportinq 
plants and animals found nowhere else. The relat1vely pristine nature of 
the project area provides excellent wildl1fe habitat that he!ps.preserve 
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13 APALACH!CULA RIVER AND BAY 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION ICont1nuedl 
the diversity o+ Florida's game and nongame species. The bay-estuary at 
the mouth of the Apalach1cola River supports an except1onally productive 
biological system that 1s commercially important and provides the economic 
base of Franklin County. 

This project IS considered very significant from an archaeological and 
h1storical perspective. There are already dozens of sites known to exist 
in the project area, and literally hundred~ of sites representing a wide 
range of s1te types could probably be found through a systemat1c cultural 
resource survey. 

The project area currently provides a tremendous recreation opportun1ty 
and would be greatly expanded through State acquisition. 

OWNERSHIP 
Portions of the ent1re River and Bay project area are already in state 
ownersh1p Including M-K Ranch ICARLI, lorreya State Park lpre-1963 
acqu1s1l!onl and port1ons of the Lower Apalachicola project iEEL and 
CARLl. I he Alum Bluff Nature Preserve owned by The Nature Conservancy 
ITNCI 1s also w1th1n the proJect area. TNC will soon be clos1ng on an 
2,000~ acre addit1on to Torreya State Par~. The Lower Apalachicola and 
Gadsden County Glades projects, both current CARL projects are also wilh1n 
the resource plann1ng boundary. The Northoest Florida Water Management 
Distr1ct has b~en very active in land acqu1sition along the Apalachicola 
R1ver and has purchased 35,509 acres to date. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Mast of the project area is inherently susleptible to environmental 
aegradat1on by v1rtue of 1ts floodplain/wetlands nature. Development 1n 
these areas could adversely affect the water quality of the Apalachicola 
River and/or Bay. fh~ 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 m!crocl1mate which is largely responsible for the area's 
b!ological s1gnlflcance. Over-development of the coast, part!cularly 
areas directly fronting Apalachicola Bay, could reduce the biological 
product1V1ty of this important estuar1ne system. The wilderness qual1ty 
of the project would be seriuusly comprom1sed by even slight development 
in the most remote areas. 

The proJect area is mostly rural and is net 1mmed1ately threatened by 
commercial or residential development; how~ver, current land use practices 
(e.g., agrlcult11re and silviculture) do pose a signif1cant threat to some 
of the rarest natural cammunit1es such as slope forests and upland glades. 
Also, the coastal regions are experiencing substantial development 
pressure. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In November, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee appr.oved the 
prel1o1nary boundary for this proJect !See Map, Page 3141. Because of the 
large s1ze of tne area 1n the identified boundary, the Selection Committee 
decided to approve only portions of the area in the proJect design !called 
Phase Il. The rema1n1ng areas identified 1n the resource planning 
boundary are tu be cons1dered for inclusion in the project design at a 
later date. On July I, 1987, the Selection Committee approved Phase I of 
the Apalach1cola River and Bay project design. The following is a summary 
of recommendations on acquisition phasing and techniques. 

1. Develop a system-w!de management plan subject to the approval of CARL 
managing agencies tor all State owned lands encompassed in the 
Apalachicola H1ver and Bay Ldnds project. Cooperative management 
agreements should be negot1ated with the Water Management D1strict 
and ott1er public agencies and nonprofit organizatlons. 

2. Cons1der port1ons of the Chipola River Basin as a potential CARL 
project at some t1me 1n the future. 
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#3 APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY 

ACQUISITION PLANNING (Continuedi 
3. Phase I prtortty order: 

A. Ntck's Hole: fee stmple acquiSition of Sandpiper Village, 
Pelican Po1nt and the commerc1al area north of Leisure Lane w1th 
the opt1on to sell back with restrictions. 

B. Cat Po1nt: fee s1mple acquisltion of 115 acres. 

c. East Hole: fee suple acqUISition of 25 acres. 

D, Shell Point Bayfront: fee Simple acqu1sit1on of undeveloped 
bayfront lots between existing State ownerships. 

E. Apalachicola Bayfront: fee s1mple acquisition of undeveloped 
bayfront lots on Bay Avenue between Battery and Lafayette Parks. 

F. Sike's Cut: fee simple acqutsit1on of undeveloped lots in 
Oyster Bay Village, Heron Bay Village, and lots 21 through 23 1n 
Bay Cove Village. If recreation IS the primary acquisition 
objective, acquisition should be contingent upon assured public 
access. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase I is approximately $4,235,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions .•........ ,,,,.,,, ........• ,,.............................. 3 
Letters of general support. ..........••......... ,..................... 2 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ..... 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Cr1tical State Concern. It 
1s also adJacent to a waterbody classified under the Spectal Waters 
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters. 

As growth and development have accelerated in tne State of Florida, some 
notable regions have emerged as especially deserving of protection as 
natural sanctuaries. The Apalachicola River and assoc1ated natural areas 
IS one of these notable regions. The State has had a strong commitment to 
preserve the outstanding natural resources ot the Apalachicola River 
system. A brlef account at this area's acquisition history is presented 
below. 

Beg1nn1ng in 1972, the State acquired 1,963 acres of land on the eastern 
end of St. George Island through the Land Acqu1s1t1on Trust Fund. 

Cape St. George Island <2,qoo acres! was acquired by the State 1n 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 l1st approved by the 
Governor and Cab1net 1n 1980. The additions were ranked at #2 on that 
acqu1s1tton pr1or1ty i1st. 

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 Selectior1 Committee began an e~haustive evaluation of the 
proposed project area in August 1985 after the project was formally 
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#3 APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY 

OTHER !Cont1nuedl 
received into the CARL program. The pr-oject assessment ana preliminary 
boundary recommendations tresource piann1ng boundary) were approved by the 
Selection Comm1ttee 1n November, 1986. Work then immediately began on a 
project des1gn. 

The Northwest Florida Water Management District was a participant in the 
development of the Apalachicola R1ver and Bay resource plann1ng boundary 
and shared extensive ownership and mapping information of this area with 
the CARL staff. The D1str1ct, through the Save Our R1vers Program has 
purchased 35,509 acres 1n the floodplain from Southwest Flor1da 
Industries. 

~ANAGE~ENT SUMMARY 
The Apalachicola R1ver and Bay project is an eclectic assemblage of tracts 
that truly represent some of the finest and most significant natural areas 
of Florida. The management of these tracts w1ll depend upon the specific 
character1st1cs and resources of each site. Proposed uses 1nrlude 
Preserve, Reserves, Wildli~e Management Areas, and State ParKs. Managing 
agencies will Include the DlVISIDn of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, 
and the D1vis1on of Forestry of the Department of Agr1culture and Consumer 
Services. The Division at Histor1cai Resources of the Department of State 
will act as a cooperat1ng manager at sites of historical significance. 
The Northwest Florida Wat£•r Management Distr1ct ~111 manage a large 
portion of the river floot!plaln tnat is encompassed by the proJect 
boundary; however, the la~ds 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 15 a system, It would be improper to manage 
Ind1v1dual tracts Independent~y of each other. Recognizing this fact, the 
Land Acquisition Selection Comm1ttee has recommended that a system wide 
management plan be de•eloped for the Apalachicola R1ver and Bay project. 
This management scheme incorporates the management of specific-use sites 
!e.g., a State Park or W1ldl;fe Management Areal 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 funct1ons of lands that are so crit1cal to the maintenance 
of high water quality in ~palachicola Bay. Basically this Involves 
ma1ntdin1ng the land In a rlatural condition. Archaeological sites may of 
course be excavated to prcvide 1nformat1on on the cultural resources. The 
bayfront property 1n the l1ty of Apalachicola may be used 1n conJ"nct1on 
•ith another CARL project, the Apalachicola Histor1c Waterfront, but no 
ancillary uses may 1n any way degrade water quality. 

Phase I lands will be managed as additions to the Apalachicola National 
Estuarine Research Reserve under tne authority of the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department o4 Natural Resources. 
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FAKAHATCHEE STRAND 
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~ 
L:J 

HIXED OWNERSHIP (STATE AND 
PRIVATE) RECOMMENDED FOR 
STATE PURCHASE 

PRIVATELY Ow~ED RECOMWillNDED 
FOR STATE PURCHASE 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#4 Fakahatchee Strand 

COUNT' 

Collier 

ACREAGE 
!Nat Yet Purchased 

or under option; 

27,400 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$10,960,000 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI. The biological 
resources of the strand are unique and irreplaceable. Preservation of the 
Strand could be of critical importance to the supply of fresh water for 
domestic use in south F!or1da and for its natural systems. Acquisition 
will also provide additional habitat for endangered species. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Fakahatchee Strand State Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Collier County, southeast Florida, approximately 25 miles east of 
west-southwest Naples. Stretching from State Road 84 !Alligator Alley) 
south to U.S. 41 ITamiam1 Tralll. Big Cypress Nat1onal Preserve and the 
CARL Save Our Everglades project form eastern and western boundaries. 
This project lies within flor1da's Senate Distr1ct 38 and House D1slr1ct 
75. It 1s also with1n the JUrisdictlons of the Southwest Florida Reg1onal 
Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Fakahatchee Strand is probably the best example of strand swamp found in 
the United States. Strand swamp 1s a shallow, forested depression that 
accumulates standing water; it is usually linear to oblong in shape, and 
is characteristically dominated by cypress trees. The un1que physical 
character of the Fakahatchee Strand creates a habitat that supports 
profuse populations of rare plant species, many of which a~e found nowhere 
else in this country. The Strand harbors the largest concentration and 
the greatest diversity of nat1ve orchids in North America. The area also 
supports several rare and endangered animal spec1es, and is the only area 
the core of the current range of the Flor1da panther. The Fakahatchee 
Strand is linked hydrologlcally to the Everglades system and is 
part1cularly 1mportant to the estuar1ne ecosystem of the Ten Thousand 
Islands area. 

The Fakahatchee Strand has several archaeolog1cal sites and has excellent 
potential for future archaeologtcal investigat1ons. 

Th1s project can support a variety of recreational activit1es that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of resource protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Almost 35,000 acres, the Fakahatchee State Preserve, was purchased under 
the EEL program; approximately 11,600 acres il79 parcels) have been 
acquired under CARL. Best estimate of the number of remaining owners is 
approx1mately B,BOO. The Department of Transportation lS in the process 
of acquiring access rights along Alligator Alley, the northern boundary of 
this proJect. 

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

Problems of piecemeal public ownership create ~ndangerment from current 
unmanaged uses within thE Strand. 
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~4 FAKAHATCHEE STRAND 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
Although no formal project des1gn has been in1t1ated for the Fakahatchee 
Strand project, priority areas have been identified. The acqu1sition 
staff is concentrating on acq~iring the lots along Janes Scenic Drive. 
lots along the old logg1ng trams, and on w1ll1ng sellers. 

ESTIHATED COST 
Value of $10,960,000 is an estimate based on the 1986 tax assessed values 
for average s1zed parcels within the project area. 

Management Funds Expended by the 
Fi seal Year 1987-88 
Salary OPS 
$108,451 $8,000 

Funds Requested far 
Salary OPS 
$163,530 $2,600 

Expense 
$62,319 

F1scal Year 
Expense 
$72,894 

Department of Natural Resources far 

oco 
$7,580 

1988-89 
oco 
$46,759 

FCO 
$55,753 

Total 
$242,108 

Total 
$285,783 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEHENTSI 
Resolutions .•..••................. ,.,,................................ 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 5 
Letters of support tram lc·•al, state and federal pub! ic offioals..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 
l Older EEL files are not 1ncluded 1n these totals. 

EMINENT DOHAIN 

OTHER 

Reauthorized and extended by the 1987 Legislature. 

Funds have been approved by the Governor and Cabinet to appraise the west 
corridor of state road 29 irom I-75 to the Tam1am1 frail (U.S. 411. W1th 
over B,BOO parcels remaining to be acqu1red it is estimated it will take 
at least 15 to 25 years to complete if negotiated w1th current staff. 
S1nce 1988 leg1slatian granted the DNR the ab1l1ty to contract our for 
real estate services, the acquisition of this project may be more 
exped1ent. Fakahatchee Strand is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical 
State Concern. 

The Save Our Everglades Initlat!ve was Introduced by the off1ce of the 
Governor in 1985 and has continued as a pr1or1ty of the current 
administration. Quarterly reports on the status of protection efforts in 
the Everglades are issued quarterly. 

KANAGEKENT SUKHARY 
The proposed purchase of J•umerous out parcels within Fakahatchee Strand 
State Preserve under tne LARL program w1ll be managed as port1ons of tho 
Preserve by the Division t,f Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources. 

All of the proposed purchases are w1th1n the opt1mum boundaries of the 
Preserve, and the1r acquisition IS necessary for adequate levels of 
management, protection, and security to be provided to the Preserve's 
unique natural resources. 

The addition of the various small llot S!Zel acquisitions w1th1n the 
Strand should not require additional management funds. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

*5 Curry Hammock 

COUNTr 

Monroe 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

390 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$5,196,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands \EEL I. The biological 
resources are unique and irreplaceable. Acquisition would protect at 
least two very rare natural communities as well as several rare and 
endangered plant and animal species. 

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

Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Park or Preserve with emphasis on passive recreation. 

LOCATION 
ln Monroe County, south Florida, middle Keys, at approximately mile marker 
55. This project l1es with1n Florida's Senate D1strict 39 and House 
Districts 120. It IS also within the jur1sd1ctions of the South Florida 
Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project is primarily comprised of Rockland Hammock and Estuarine Tidal 
Swamp Natural Communities. Smaller amounts of Coastal Berm and Coastal 
Rock Barren are present. Of particular note is the outstanding example of 
palm hammock, a type of Rockland Hammock, which is very rare and poorly 
represented in the few other existing localities. Unusual geological 
formation• help create an environment that oupports these unique plant 
associations. Several rare and endangered plant and animal species are 
known from the proJect area. The project is one of few undisturbed upland 
sites that remains in the Middle Keys. 

Curry Hammock is considered to have moderate potential for the presence of 
significant cultural resources. Most known archaeological sites in the 
Keys have been found in hammocks. 

Although the undisturbed hammock communities are too sens1t1ve to support 
active recreation, these areas do have excellent potential for mare 
passive types of recreation such as bird-watching, hiking, and nature 
apprec1ation/interpretat1on. A disturbed area on Little Crawl Key has 
been included in the proJect as a location for the development of 
recreation-oriented facilities and/or a potent1al site for active 
recreation such as improved camping. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are 4 owners in thjs project: Lamar Louise Curry- 147 acres, 
School of the Ozarks, Inc. - 218 acres, Stanley W. Sw1tlik - 20 acres, 
Marathon Garden Club - 2 acres. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENl 
The upland portions of the Curry Tract are extremely vulnerable to changes 
resulting from human activities such as wood collecting and trash dumping. 
It is also vulnerable to fires. 

The zon1ng on the upland portion of the key is SR !Suburban Residential) 
and up to 10 units per acre are potentially permissible. The palm hammock 
might be protected by open space ratios of .9 but some development could 
occur. The hardwood hammock might be classified as being only of moderate 
quality under criteria established in Chapter 9, Section B, of the new 
Monroe County Comprehensive Plan, with an open space ratio of .6 
permitted. This would permit up to 401. of the tract to be cleared 11987 

Project Assessment}. 
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#5 CURRY HAMMOCK 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The final project design for the Curry Tract was approved by the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee on November 19, 1987. It recommended few 
changes from the resource plann1ng boundary. Approximately 60 acres were 
deleted to exclude development and to form a manageable boundary. 

A two acre tract owned by the Marathon Garden Club is recommended for less 
than fee-simple acquisition. Acquisition phasing is as follows: 

Phase I. 
Phase 11. 
Phase I I I. 

Curry and School of the Ozarks tracts 
Switlik tract 
Marathon Garden Club !right of first refusal! 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value IS approximately $5,196,000. Value for entire tract 
based on assessed value per acre for the Curry Tract. Tax assessed value 
for Curry alone IS $3,221,240. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

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

This project is within a Chapter 380 area 
is also within the South Florida Regional 
Florida Water Management District. 

of Critical State Concern. It 
Planning Council and the South 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
[t is anticipated that this project will be managed by the DivlSJon of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as a State 
Preserve or State Park under single-lJSe management concepts. The primary 
management obJective will be the preservation of the rare natural 
communities. Ancillary benefits derived from this management will be tt1e 
protection of significant cultural resourte sites and the availability of 
resource-ba~ed r~creation. Recreational opportunities, however, must be 
compatible with the primary management objective of resource protection. 
This restriction requ1res recreation in the undisturbed natural areas to 
be less intensive, and limited to such activities as hiking, photography, 
and nature appreciation. A disturbed area on Little Crawl Key provides an 
iden1 locatian for the development of facilities and for more active 
recreational use. 
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PROJECT 
~N_,~_,_,_M"-E _________ _!COU N I Y 

#6 B.M.K. Ranch Lake 
Orange 

RECOH"ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

~CREAGE f~X 

!Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
, _____ __Q_r___l!~_Qgr:.~_o n J_ _____ ___c\'2' A!!L"-'U""-E __ _ 

5,850 $ 5,517,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands 1EELi. Acquisition of this 
project would help create a corridor and preserve hab1tat for endangered 
and threatened species, would aid in management of existing State owned 
lands, and would aid in the preservation of the water quality of a maJor 
river system. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Rock Spr1ngs Run State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Lake and Orange Counties in central Florida, near Orlanoo. This 
proJect l1es w1th1n Florioa's Senate D1str1ct ll and House D1str1ct 46. 
It 1s also within the jurisdictions of the fast Central Florida Regional 
Planning Council and th~ St. Johns River Water Management Dlstrict. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project contains a variety of upland and ~etland natural communities, 
including hydric hammock, pine flatwoods, sandhill, and depression marsh 
scrub are predom1nant in the project area. These wetland and upland 
community associations provide natural habitat for such rare ana 
threatened species as the Florida black bear, Florida scrub jay, Sherman,s 
fox squirrel, Florida scrub lizard ana gopher tortoise. Throughout the 
year, the Flor1da sandhill crane ano the woodstork are frequently seen 
utillzing the marshes and grassy ponds on this tract. The floodpiain 
swamps and hydric hammocks aiong the Wekiva R1ver prov1de wetland hab1tat 
for such species of birds as tr1e wh1t~ 101s, little biue heron~ great 
egret~ tricolored heron, and limpk1n. These commun1t1es are relatively 
undisturbed and 1n \lery good ecological heaLth. Tne proJect also includes 

excellent aquatic resources :nclud1ng river frontage on Rock Springs Run 
( l • 5 m i l e s l and t n e We~ 1 v a R 1 v e r· ( 1) • 7 5 m i l e s J • I he m a i n ten an c e of til e 
proJect area 1r. a natural co ;dition will preserve the remaining watershed 
of Rock Spr1ngs Run, and hel: maintaln tne h1gn water quality of both of 
these streams. 

This project provides e~cell~nt recreational opportunities in a rapidly 
grow1ng metropolitan region. Recreational activ1t1es might include 
canoeing, swimm1ng, camping, fish1ng, hiking, horseback r1ding and 
poss1bly hunting. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 49 owners. B.M.k. Rancn !approximately 2,700 
acres! 15 the primary owner. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERKENT 
The abundant water resources are susceptinle to degraaation by development 
near aquatic systems. Upland development would have a detrimental effect 
on many w1ldlife species. TI:nber removal is another possible threat. 

Development pr·essures are ver v high near tne urban center of Orlando, 
especially 1n such desirable locations as those provided by the 8.M.K. 
Ranch. A portion of this prt:Ject is with1n the Wek1va Falls Development 
of Reg1onal Impact \DR!J currently going through the permitt1ng process. 
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t1CREAGE TAX 
?RUJf:U (Not Yet Pur c "·1 a sed ASSESSED 
NHME COUNTY or under option/ VALUE 

# 7 fort George lsl ano Duval YOO $5,1S7,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies for purchase under tne ''other lands', category. The primary 
acqu1stt1on obJective would be the protect1on of sign1ficant 
archaeological and historic sites. Acquisition would also protect at 
least two unusual plant spec1es and would provioe compatible recreational 
opportunities. 

"ANA tiER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources with the Game and Fresh Water ~1sh Commission and the D1v1S10n 
of Historical Resources as cooperating managers. 

PROPOSED USE 
it is l1kely that the project area will oe managed 1n conjunction w1th the 
K1ngsley Plantation State Historic S1te and tne Roll1ns B1rd and Plant 
Sanctuary. 

LOCATION 
[n Duval County on the northeastern Florida coast, approximately 15 miles 
tram downtown Jacksonville. lhls proJect is ~~ithin Fiorida's Senate 
District 7 and House District 16. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council and the St. Jahns River Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Most of the Island is made UiJ at upland mixed forest, estuarine tidal 
marsh, maritime hammock, and shell mound natural communities. These 
communities are in good cond1t1on. Natural areas harbor several rare and 
endangered plant and anima] ~pecies. Notably, some plant species are at 
the extreme limits of their geographical range. Ine project is adjacent 
to the Aquatic Preserve. Over fifteen percent of Fort George Island is 
comprised of disturbed environments. 

Fort Geurge l.sland has exceptJonal archaeological and nistorical value. 
Cultural resource surveys haYe identified at least twenty-six sites on the 
island. These sites include shell middens, the site of a late prehistoric 
Indian village, the rema1ns of a Spanish m1ssion !considered a major 
archaeological resource/, and others. 

Recreational opportunities must be compatiole with protection of the 
significant cultural resourc~s and w1th the preservatio~ of the 1sland's 
natural values. The project r1as excellent potential to provide controlled 
access to, and interpreta.tio·l of, the numerous cultural resource sites. 
The project's close prooim1t• to L1ttle Talbot Island State ?ark and the 
as yet undeveloped 81g ralbo: Island State Par• O!m1n1shes any real need 
for additional recreational ··.1tes; tt)erefore, there IS a fleKibility to 
develop the island as much, as little for recreational use as is 
desired, as long as the primary objective of protect1ng the cultural 
resource s1tes and the s1gniticant natural resources lS maintained. 

OWNERSHIP 
Fairfield Communities, Inc. 1s the major owner. According to the Duval 
County property appraiser)s records there are 56 other owners on the 
island not 1nclud1ng the state of Florida. Fairfield's rezoning 
appt1cation indicates 67 other owners. lh1s project excludes lots of 
acreage tracts within tne Kingsley Plantation Addition. a Land Acquisition 
Trust fund ILATFI proJect. 
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#I FOI-1.T GI:URGt. ISLH!~L 

VULNERAB I L I l_Y A!l_L~NDAM~ERJ!LNJ 

lhe archaeologlcai, histor1cal and botanical resources of the Island are 
very vulneraole to further human disturbance. Over 15~ at the proJect 
area has already beer1 a1tered by the construction of an 18-hole golf 
course~ a church, dfid 19 private residences. 

Fairfield Communities, Inc., the major owner of the island, is planning an 
intensive development Which Includes construct1on of single and multi
family residences, commerc1al space, and a marina, as well as a major 
~xpans1on of the e~ist1ng golf course. Even 1f Fa1rfield Communities, 
Inc. does not complete 1ts plans, the pro~imity of the tract to the 
rap1d! y grow1ng uroanized areas of JacKsonville makes probable the 
development of the site in the near future. The Uames Point Bridge, 
near1ng completion w1ll greatly 1ncrease devPlopment pressure 1n th1s part 
of Duval County \1988 Project Assessment) 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On February 2, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design tor Fort George Island. It w•s Included as part of the 
1988 CAHL Interim Report which Has approved ~y the Governor and Cab1net on 
~larch 8, 1988. There were no additions or deletions from the committee's 
resource planning bo1Jndarv, which included all the uplands but excluded 
the spoil area at the southerr1 end of the island, ownershlp of whtch lS 
currently under litigation. 

Ft. George is witt11n the Timucuan Ecological and Historical Preserve, 
created by feoeral leg1slat1on sponsored by Senator Charles Bennett. 
Funds to acquire this preserve have not yet been allocated. 

ESTIIIATED COST 
Tax assessed value lS approximately $5,137,000. 

Est1mateo management costs nave not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT 
Resolutions •....•......•...•....•..•• , •.......•.•.••..•.•.•.•...•.•••• 
LEJtters ot general support .... ,, ..............••..•......•.•.....•. , •. 

4 
61 

Letters of support from loc~l ~ state ann fede~a] public officials •...• 
Letters ol support trom local and areaw1de conservation organ1zat1ons. 3 

liA_NAGEIIENT SUIIIIARY 

It is ant1c1pated that th1s project will be mJnaged by the D1v1s1on of 
Recreat1on and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as a State 
Preserve or State Park under single-use management concepts. The Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State and the Game and Fresh 
Water F1sh Commission have been desJgnated as cooperating managtng 
agenc1es. The primary management obJectives lor this project are the 
protection 01 the significant cultural resources and the preservation of 
Slgn1flc.ant natural features. The project also has the potential to 
provide substant1al recreational opportu~¥ties that are compatible with 
the pres~:~rvation of all Slgnlftca.nt resourc~:~s. The island's system of 
reads and mosaic nature of disturbance create a condition ideal for 
recr~at1onal development. The proJect could support improved and 
pr1m1tive camp1ng; interpretat1onal displays of cultural and natural 
resources; and a connecting network at hiking, bike, and horseback r1ding 
trails. State ownership ano management of the entire island would enhance 
tile marrageab1lity· of two c.urrent state ownershtps on the Island: Kingsley 
Plantation State H1storic Site and Rollins Sanctuary. 
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HCREflGE TAX 
PROJECT 
NAME 

iNot vet Purcna~etl ASSESSED 

#8 Saddie Blanket 
Lakes Scrub 

COLJNTY 

Polf 

RE!,;!!Jt"ENDED _PUBLIC PURPOSE 

or under opt1onl VALUE 

l J _) ~ 298,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands iEELI. Acquisit1on would 
preserve one of the best examples of scrub communities rema1ning in 
Florida. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
State Preserve or State Botanical Site. 

LOCATION 
In south-central Polk County. central Flor1da, approximately 15 
north of Sebring, between Frostproof and Avon Park. The parcel 
south of Avon Park Cut-off Road about one m1le east of U.S. 27. 

m i I e s 
is JUSt 
This 

project l1es within Florida's Senate D1str1ct 13 and House D1str1ct 43. 
It also lies Within the JUrisdiCtions of the Central Florida Reg1onal 
Planning Council and the Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
fhis project provides one ot the finest examples of scrub forest that 
rema1ns 1n Florida. Th1s ~atural commun1ty typel once abundant, has been 
reduced to scattered isolated patches and is rarely found 1n good 
ecological health. The Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub is an eMcellent example 
of original natural Florida due to its large size and excellent condition. 
Thirteen rare plants and anlmals that are un1que to tne scrublands occur 
Within the project site - a .ery high concentration lor a s1ngle s1te. 
Other minor communities incli.1de mesic flatwoods and cay swamp w1th a small 
seepage stream on the west s1de, a small oepression marsh 1n the 
east-central area and two sandhill lakes near the north ooundary. The 
Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub is a good representative example of original 
natural Florida due to Its s~ze and excelient condition. 

Recreation in this project snould be limited to tow 1ntensity uses that 
w1ll not d1sturb the character of the landscape \e.g., photography and 
nature appreciation). 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 75 percent of the project involves three major owners, one 
of which is the Nature Conservancy. There are 20 other minor owners. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Scrub 1s very susceptible to degraaation from development. The sensitive 
plant-life 1s easily damaged by off-road tra~f1c, even heavy foot traffic 
can be harmful. 

Development pressure is high 1n th1s region and scruo 15 oftentimes 
~onsidered ideal for residen~:dl development and citr1culture. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
\Jn January 10, 1986, the Lan11 Acquisition Selection Comrn1ttee approved the 
prOJect des1gn for Saddle Bl•nket Lakes Scrub. The project design process 
deleted a s~all part of the proJect area which was aisturbed with 
Improvements and added two p1etes of high quality scrub. One was a recent 
purchase of the Nature Conservancy. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approx1mately $298,000. 

Est1mat~d management costs have not yet been determined. 
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#8 SADDLE BLANkET LAKES SCRUB 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions ...•..•......•.......••••• ,,.,, .•.•.. ,,,................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 2 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public off1cials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 12 

The Nature Conservancy is currently negotiating with one of the other 
major owners. 

The Polk County Board of County Commissioners recently denied a request 
for upzoning within the proJect area. 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
Management respons1b1lity for this property should be assigned to the 
Divis1on of Recreat1on 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, hik1ng, and primitive camping 
appear to be compat1ble. 
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ACREAGE TAX 

PROJECT <Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 

NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#9 Waccasassa Flats Gilchnst 44,8461 $6,183,000 

RECOIIIIENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as ''other lands'', Acquisition would provide a substantial area 
for act1ve and passive recreation and would prov1de an excellent potent1al 
for realizing income from timber management. Acquisit1on would also 
protect portions of the watersheds and recharge areas of sign1f1cant r1ver 
systems. 

IIANAGER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agr1culture and Consumer 
Services with the Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm1ssion cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Forest 

LOCATION 
Gilchrist County, north Florida, approximately 30 miles west of 
Gainesville. Th1s proJect lies within Flor1da's Senate Distr1ct 6 and 
House District 11. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the North 
Central Florida Regional Planning Council and the Suwannee River Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is predominantly compr1sed of commercial pine plantation. 
Pine stands are 1ntersperseu among numerous cypress ponds, depression 
marshes, hydric hammock, ano other wetland natural communities. Several 
relatlvely large lakes (the largest 1s 150 acres!, small areas of upland 
hardwood forest, sandhill, and oth~r minor natural communities contribut~ 
to the natural diversity of the project. The project area 1s considered 
to be a watershed of the Suwannee, Santa Fe and Waccasassa Rivers. 

lh1s project has the s1ze ard d1versity to support a wide variety of 
active and passive recreational activities. These activities might 
include picnicking, camping, fishing, hunting, boating, horseback riding, 
hiking, bird-watching, nature appreciation and photography. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are two owners in Phase i of the project area which is the portion 
of the proJect recommended for 1mmed1ate boundary mapping and acquisition. 
Both owners are willing sellers. Phases II and III include an add1tional 
41 ownerships and 11,204 acres, but are, not included in the project 
boundar1es at this time. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERIIENT 
The vegetative and hydrological resources of this parcel are highly 
susceptible to damage by residential development. S1te modifications 
necessary for the development of residential or business structures would 
damage vegetat1on on the uplands and wetlands, and would adversely affect 
water qual1ty. Development of the uplands would 1ncrease runoff, would 
increase water levels in the wetlands and would contribute to the 
eutrophication of the numerous lakes on the tract. 

All of Phase l of this project i44,846 acres! was formerly owned and 
managed by ITT Rayonier as their Gilchrist Forest. The southern half of 
Rayonier's property was sold 1n 1985, as part of a general phase-out of 
their operations in the region. The new owners of the southern parcel 
apparently plan to market the merchantable timber and sell the property 
for development. The northern portion of Phase I of the project is still 
owned by Rayonter and is currently advertised 1or sale. 

* Phase I only; Phases II and Ill compr1se an addit1onal 11,204 acres. 
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.9 WACCASASSA FLHIS 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT ICont1nued1 

Unless this property 1s purchased by the state, major portions of the 
tract w1ll be conv~rted to more 1ntens1ve usPs, the s1te's value as a 
watershed and wetland area will be vastly d1r1n1shed and the entire tract 
will be lost to pu0l1c use 11987 ProJect Assessment!. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Waccasassa Flats project design was first approved by the Land 
Acqu1sit1on Selection Committee on February 12, 1988 but was further 
modified on June 22, 1988. The project design modified the resource 
planning boundary by div1d1ng the project 1n phases and recommending that 
only Phase I be immediately boundary mapped, appraised and negotiated. 
Phase I consists of approximately 44,846 acres and two owners. Phases II 
and Ill conta1n an add1t1onal 11,204 acres and 41 owners. The mapp1ng, 
appraisal and acqu1sit1on of Phases II and Ill should be dependant on the 
acquisition of the twa maJor owners 1n Phase I. 

ESTinATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase r, the portion of the project recomrn~nd~d for 
immediate acquisit1or1, 1s approximately $6,183,000. Tax assessed value 
for Phases II and Ill is approximately $!,931,000. 

Estimated management costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT 
Resolutions ..•..••........•....... ,................................... 3 
Letters of general support ............................................ 3655 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 5 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 21 

~ANAGEnENT SU~nARV 

Th1s proJect w1Il be managed by the Div1s1on of Forestry of the Department 
of Agriculture and Consumer Services as a State Forest. The Game and 
Fresh Water F1sh Commission has been recommended as a cooperating managing 
agency. The project 1s of sufficient size, character, and quality to 
support a var1ety of multiple use activities. The tract's productivity 
and diversity can be improved by th1nn1ng pine plantations, lengthening 
t1mber rotations, encourdging natural regeneration, increasing wildlife 
management activities, and restoring natural habitats. The Waccasassa 
Flats proJect is well su1ted tor timoer production, wildlife management, 
outdoor recreation, educational and scientific activit1es, and resource 
protect1on. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

ilO Coupon Bight 

COUNTY 

t1onroe 

ACREAGE 
INot Yet Purchased 

or under option! 

628 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1' 126' 000 

RECD""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI. Acquisition would 
preserve the environmentally unique and irreplaceable resources and would 
protect an aquatic preserve. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks or the Division of State Lands of the 
Department of Natural Resources. The U.S. F1sh and Wildlife Service has 
purchased and is currently managing parts of the project area as part of 
the National Key Deer Refuge. 

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

LOCATION 
In Monroe County, Flor1da Keys, Southeast Big Pine Key. This project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 39 and House District 120. It is also 
with1n the jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional Planning Council 
and the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
A divers1ty of natural communities, both wetland and upland, are 
represented on this parcel including tidal swamp, coastal berm, p1ne 
rocklands, rockland hammock and coastal strand. Numerous threatened and 
endangered species of plants and animals occur on the property. The 
coastal berm is hast to Ga.rber 1 s spurge (Chamaesyce garberi) which is 
known from only a few s1tes 1n the world. This area IS also utilized by 
the Florida key deer, an enoangered species. The proJect IS in close 
proximity to the Key Deer National Wildlife Refuge. 

The project can provide recreational opportunities that are compatible 
w1th the primary acquisition objective of resource protection Ce.g., 
nature apprec1at1on and pholographyl. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 170 owners; approximately 100 are within three 
undeveloped subdivisions. The U. S. F1sh and W1ldl1fe Serv1ce, w1th the 
assistance of the Trust for Publ1c 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 ENDANGER"ENT 
It IS very unlikely that the environmental integrity of the project would 
be maintained if developed. Even lim1ted use of certa1n areas would 
probably prevent Key deer from utilizing potential habitats. 

Development pressure is verJ h1gh in the Flor1da 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 
Pr·eserve is another importa~t reason for acqu1r1ng the property. 

Portions of the project, in~luding Munson Island in the southwestern 
proJect area and an automobile salvage yard in the northern part of the 
project area have been removed by the selection comm1ttee because of 
expanded development and unuesirable uses of the s1tes. 
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#10 COUPON BIGHT 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In January 19Bo, the Land Acquis1tion Select1on Committee approved the 
proJect destgn tor Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffer. The project 
des1gn altered the resource planning boundary by excluding altered areas 
with substantial improvements. Some disturb~d areas were left in the 
project boundary tf 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 tne proJect boundary. 

Acquisition Phas1nq 
Phase l. 

Phase II. 

Phase III. 

Strachley Tract and Brothers Tract lor1ginal 
proposal!. 

Developable Uplands. 

Jurisdictional wetlands, assuming adequate regulations 
of development by county and State regulatory 
a.genc1es. 

On June 22, 1988, the Land Acquisition oelection Comm1ttee modified 
the project boundary by deleting three sites: Munson Island, an auto 
salvage yard, and f1ve lots associated with the Seacamp facility. 

EST! "ATED COST 
Assessed value of $1,126,000, is based on average 1985 tax assessed values 
for the typically si2ed lots and larger acreage tracts with1n the project 
area. 

Est·imated management costs have not yet been determin2d. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support............................................ 7 
Letters o+ support from local, state and federal public officials ..... 11 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 4 

This project is w1thin a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It 
is also adjacent to a waterbody class1fied u~der the Special Waters 
Category of Outstand1ng Florida Waters. 

Coordi nallen 
The U.S. F1sh and Wildlife Service is considering the inclusion of a 
substantial port1on of this proJect as desirable additions for the 
National Key Deer Wildlife Refuge. Congress appropriated $2 million 1n 
1987 to buy up to 1,500 acres on No Name Key and Big Pine Key for the 
expansion of the retuge. CARL 1 s number 1 pr1ority within this project, 
the Strachley Tract, is already acquired and under such management by the 
Service. State and federal acquisition agents should continue to plan and 
work together to br1ng the rema1nder of thJs project under public 
management. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
Management responsib1l1ty for the 735 acre proJect should be assigned to 
the Division of Recreation and Parks or the Division of State Lands 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 
cons1stent w1th the resource protect1on goals of the acquisition should be 
allowed. 

The U. 5. Fish and W1ldl1fe Serv1ce is manag1ng the Ocean Bluff/Strachley 
Tract 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- opt1oni VALUE 

# l l Crystal R1ver Citrus 5,ll.l $ 4,911,000 

RECOHHENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualities as Environmentally Endangered Lands 1EELI. Acquisition would 
help protect the water quality of a sign1f1cant bay and r1vers system and 
would protect habitat for endangered species. 

HANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks or Division of State Lands of the 
Department of Natural Resources with the Division of Historical Resources 
of the Department of State cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Crystal River State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
ln Citrus County, Florida's west coast, southwest of Kings Bay and the 
Crystal River. General area is west and southwest of the City of Crystal 
River. Th1s project lies with1n Florida's Senate District 4 and House 
Districts ll and 26. It is also within the JUrisdictions of the 
W1thlacoochee Regional Plann1ng Council and the Southwest Florida Water 
Management Distr1ct. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Th1s project provides protection of a major winter refuge for the 
endangered manatee and is a prime nesting lacat1on.To~ bald eagles and 
ospreys. Natural communities with1n the project area, which includes the 
headwaters of Crystal River, are in good condition and include: 
floodplain marsh, freshwater tidal swamp, tidal marsh and upland hammock 
along this r1ver system. 

The project area includes an impressive array of archaeological remains 
including signif1cant aboriginal and Spanish artifacts, as well as human 
skeletal rema1ns. The Crystal River area was a major trade center for 
prehistoric people as early as 500 B.C. 

This project has areas suitable for f1Sh1ng, 
nature photography and interpretive trails. 
development must be closely coordinated w1th 
manatee habitat. 

OWNERSHIP 

canoeing, hilnng, camping, 
However, recreational 
the preservation of cr1tical 

Approximately 2,337 acres have been acqu1red under EEL and CARL programs. 
There are approximately 50 owners remaining to be purchased. An option 
contract has been secured for Suncoast Shores, a sizable ownership and 
crucial parcel on the southern boundary of th1s project area. 
Negotiations are almost exhausted on the Crystal Cove portion of the 
project area.. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERHENT 
More Intensive development of property along the Crystal/Salt River 
Corridors and adjacent uplaods would Inevitably impact water quality and 
delicate manatee hab1tat. uevelopment of small islands within the marsh 
system could also degrade the natural artesian aqutfer lying at or near 
the surface of most of the ~reject area. 

The Crystal River area is rapidly growing. Parts of K1ng's Bay, the 
Crystal and Salt River Corr,dors and their associated tributary and marsh 
systems, nave already been developed, permitted for development or 
disturbed. 
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#li CRYST~L RIVER 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986 the Land Acquisitlon Selection Committee voted to 
comb1ne the Crystal River II proJect, the Crystal Cove project, and the 
Crystal River State Reserve project. The project map illustrates the 
entire proJect area and also the following proJect des1gn acquisition 
phasing recommendations: 

l. Crystal RlVer ll 
2. Crystal Cove 
3. Crystal R1ver State Reserve 

al Fort Island Mounds and the Hollins Corporation, projects added 
to the 1984-85 CARL list. 

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

c! Properties adjoining and immediately south of the confluence of 
the Crystdl and Salt Rivers. 

dl Mullet Key, a proJect added to the 1984-85 CARL list. 
el Other parcels border1ng State Road 44. 
f) Properties in the northwestern region of the project design, 

including estuarine marsh and upland buffers north of the river, 
e<tend1ng north and west to the power plant discharge channel. 

Included with1n the overall Crystal River Project 
which less than fee simple acquisition techn1ques 
to accomplish preservation and protect1on goals. 
protection methods could include: 

Design are areas in 

l. Cor1servation easements. 
2. Donation and leaseback. 
3. Purchase and leaseback. 
4. Purchase and resell, with restr1ct1ons. 
5. Cooperative agreements. 
6. Exchanges. 
7. Regulatory control. 

may be effectively used 
Examples of alternative 

8. Purchase and/or transfer of development rlghts. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value lS approximately $4,911,000. 

Funds requested by the D1vis1on of Recreation 
1987-88. 

Salaries ExQenses oco 
$17,416 $2,536 $46' 750 

Funds Authonzed and Expended for Fiscal Year 
Authorized Source Ex~;p:~nses 
$13,624 State Park $8,500 

irust Fund 

Funds Requested for Fiscal har 1988-89 
Saiar1es E<penses OCO 

I $9,000 $500 

and Parks 

FCO 
$208,000 

1987-88. 
oco 

$5' 124 

OPS 
$6,240 

for Fiscal Year 

Tot a i 
$274,702 

Total ExRended 
$13,624 

Total 
$15,740 

*One Full Time Employee IS paid out of the Bureau of Aquatic 
Preserves as the manager of the St. Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND SENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 5 
Letters of general support .....•..•...•...............•....••....••.•. 882 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of ~upport from local and areawide conservation organizations. 9 
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#11 CRYSTAL RIVER 

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

Coord1nat1on 
Congress, in 1987, appropriated $650,000 to the U.S. Fish and W1ldlife 
Service to purchase 806 acres for the expansion of the Crystal R1ver 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This acquisition w1ll enhance the protection of the water quality of the 
Crystal R1ver, a natural winter haven for the endangered manatee. The 
receiving estuarine waterbody, containing the St. Martin's Marsh Aquatic 
Preserve, will also benefit. 

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. Note: Many management 
responsibilities for the Crystal River State Reserve have been transferred 
to the D1v1sion of State Lands through departmental reorganization. The 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State has a d1rect 
management role relating to the archaeological and historical resources. 
The property will be managed as a State Reserve, w1th pr1mary emphasis 
upon the protect1on 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 w1th the maintenance of the natural and 
cultural values. Specific anticipated uses include fishing, nature study, 
hiking, canoeing, and primitive camp1ng. Acquisition is expected to have 
l1tlle impact upon the trad!tional commercial uses of the adjacent waters, 
wnich specifically include 'ishing and crabbing. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#12 Carlton Half Moon 
Ranch 

COUNTY 

Sumter 

ACReAGE 
!Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

9,500 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

655,500 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." This project offers excellent passive and 
active outdoor recreational opportunities. Acquis1tion would also 
preserve h1gh quality floodplain habitat. 

"ANAGER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. The Divis1on of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State, the Divis1on of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture ana Consumer Services, and the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
In northwestern Sumter County, central Florida, along the W1thlacoochee 
River. Approximately 20 miles west of Leesburg. Th1s project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 11 and House D1str1ct q7, It IS also within the 
jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council and the 
Southwest Flor1da Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Carlton Half Moon Ranch is compr1sed of a variety of upland and 
wetland natural communities including hardwood swamp, maidencane ponds, 
p1ne flatwoods, oak hammock, sprlng-fed stream, and wet prair1e. The most 
notable of these 1s the large area of floodpla1n swamp along the. 
Withlacoochee River. Approximately 2000 acres of the project area is in 
improved pasture. The diversity of habitats is reilected in excellent 
populations of w1ldliie. The project includes Gum Springs (a second 
magnitude springl, its spri~g run, and over s1x miles of frontage on the 
Withlacoochee River. The maintenance of the flaodpla1n swamp community in 
a natural condition will help to preserve the water quality of the 
W1thlacoochee River. 

Although the project area has nat been systematically surveyed for 
cultural resource sites, Seminole Ind1ans were act1ve in th1s general area 
and the proJect is considered to have potential for archaeological 
discoveries. 

The Carlton Half Moon Ranch offers excellent opoortunit1es for a variety 
of outdoor recreational act1vities that might 1nclude hunting, f1sh1ng, 
canoeing, s~imming, hiking, camping, and nature appreciation. 

OMNERSHIP 
There are approximately 17 owners. The Carltans are the major owners, 
with approximately 7,900 acres, and are willing sellers. The Southwest 
Flor1da Water Management D1str1ct has purchased approximately 3,000 acres 
of the floodplain (closed December 19, 1986) along the Withlacoochee River 
north to Gum Slough. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"ENT 
Approximately one-third to one-half of the proJect area is river 
floodplain and would be subJect to the dredge and f1ll permitt1ng 
authorities of the U.S. Army Carps of Engineers or the Florida Department 
of Environmental Regulation. Therefore, 1t wauid be probable that little 
or no development would be ollawed within these wetlands. The upland 
communities and isolated par~ds and wetlands are not so protected and are 
vulnerable to conversion to other land uses, such as residential 
development. Such development would not likely be 1ntense over the tract, 
since nearly all of the property is severely l1mited for sept1c tanks 
because of so1ls l1mitat1on• ldom1nated by soils wh1ch are usually flooded 
or by soils wh1ch are subjett to flooding or poor percolation). 
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#12 CARLTON HALF MOON RANC~ 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT (Continued! 
Although the present owners of the Carlton Half Moon Ranch do not have any 
development plans tor the property, thet 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 1nterest in developing the 
property. Development zoned for 5+ acre tracts has been approved (and 
nearly sold outi adJacent to the property. 

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

ESTIKATED COST 
A value of $655,500 for entire tract is baseo on 1985 assessed value per 
acre for the Carlton ownership. 

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

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support .•............. ,............................ 2 
Lett~rs of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Carlton Half Moon Ranch consists of approximately B,OOO acres located 
In Sumter County along the Withlacoochee River. The ranch presently is 
managed for cattle and wildlife and includes over 20 miles of cross 
fencing and cattle pens, an equipment barn, and several wells. 

The property should be managed by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
as a wildlife management area and for protection of the Withlacoochee 
River and Gum Slough, 1n cooperation with the Division of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Servi[:es, the Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State, and the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District (which has previously acquired the 3,000 acre 
floodplain portion of the project I. Although the primary use of the 
property tn 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 eKtending Into and along the river 
floodplain could provide good hiking trails lor wildlife viewing and 
nature interpretation. 

Because of eKisting 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 prdctices and reforestation would 
be necessary ta reestablish some native habitats. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#13 Rainbow River 

COUNTY 

Mar1on 

RECOHHENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
iNot Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

1,440 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$2,652,000 

Qualifi~s as ''other lands''. Acquisition would orovide an extremely scenic 
area tor act1ve and passive recreation 1 and would protect a unique spring 
and river system. 

MANAGER 
The Division of Recreat1on and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Park 

LOCATION 
Marion County, north central Florida, JUSt northeast of Dunnellon off 
U.S. 1. ThiS project l1es w1thin Florida's Senate District 4 and House 
District 25. It is also witnin the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee 
Reg1onal Planning Council and the Southwest Flor1oa Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Th1s project Includes Rainbo" Springs which IS the headwaters of the 
Rainbow River. Rainbow Spr1ngs is a f1rst magnitude spring and has the 
fourth largest discharge of all spr1ngs in the stare. Water quality of 
tne springs is considered exceilent. The proJect also includes uplands 
surrounding the headsprings, approximately three miles of the s1x mile 
spring run, and land on the east side of the -river. lhe tract 1s 

comprised of floodplain swamp, floodplain forest, sandhill, and xeric 
uplands natural communities. Several rare animal species, including bald 
eagles and manatees, are reported from the area. 

There are three known archaPological sites w1thin the project area. The 
most significant of these sites is a prehistoric lArchaic) Indian village. 
lne project is considered to be 1mporlant archaeolog1cally and has good 
potential for further investigations. 

This project has excellent 1 ecreational potential. lhe clear waters of 
the spring run and clean, wh1te sand bottom create an attractive setting 
1n which to participate 1n rumerous recreational activities that could 
include picnicking, hiking, camping, swimming, canoeing, or nature 
appreciation. Existing strt;ctural improvements 1n the project, including 
a campground, could be easily converted to stale use. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are two primary owners, Rainbow Springs Inc., and Terry Roberts. 
Other members of the Roberts fam1ly also own several parcels in the 
project area. There are approximately 4 other minor owners. Terry 
Roberts, the project sponsor, is a very w1il1ng seller. Representatives 
of Rainbow Spr1ngs Inc. have also been 1n contact w1th the Selection 
Committee and the Department of Natural Resources and are willing to 
discuss the possibility of selling. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
S1nce the project area is very picturesque, encompassing h1gh blutfs, a 
first magnituoe spring and spring run, it is highly vulnerable to human 
disturbance. The maintenance of the good to excellent water quality of 
the Rainbow R1ver 1s probab;y dependent upon restr1ct1ng the furth~r 
expansion of housing construction around the spr1nghead and the river. 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT iCont1nued1 
The west s1de ol the r1ver has been developed w1th s1ngle family homes and 
a large res1oent1al development, tne Rainbow Springs Inc. DR!, IS underway 
to the north and west of the spring. The DRI includes the area around the 
spr1nghead and approximately the northern third of the r1ver on the east 
side. Th@ Florida Department of Transportation is also considering as one 
of several opt1ons crossing the Rainbow R1ver with a turnpike extension 
which would run north~est from Wildwood to Lebanon Stat1on, connecting to 
U.S. 19. If th1s project 1s not acqu1red by the state, it will be a 
totally developed ~rea 1n the near future w1th obvious ramification for 
water quality and publ1c access. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project design for Ra1nbow River was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Comm1ttee on November 19, 1987. Deletions included a p1ne 
plantation in the southern port1an of the project and single family homes 
1n the same vic1n1ty. 

The preferable means of protecting the prOJECt south of Sateke Village IS 

ny acqui~ing a conservation easement along t~e river equal to a 500 toot 
buffer. If th1s buffer 1s not negotiable, tnen the DSL should try to 
acquire fee-simple t1tle to th1s port1on of the project. 

AcguJsit1on Phasing 
Phase I 

Phase II 

Phase Ill 

ESTinATED COST 

Rainbow Springs Inc. concurrent with Robert's 
ownership above Sateke Village. 

Robert's ownership below Sateke VIllage. 

Remaining o~ners. 

Tax assessed value 15 approximately $2,652,000. 

The D1v1s1on of State Lands has a ha1t-tlme manager assigned to the 
Rainbow River Aquat1c Preserve. 

LOCAL SUPPORT 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support .................................•.....•.... 20 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public offic1als..... 3 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

nANAGE"ENT SUnnARY 
The Rainbow River project will be managed by the Division of Recreation 
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as a State Park under 
single-use management concepts. The primary management objective w1ll be 
to provide resource-based recreation that 1s fully compatible with the 
maintenance of the except1onal natural features which are of statewide 
significance. The project will be able to support a broad range of 
recreational activities, both active and passive. 

The eight bu1id1ngs and other ''improvements·· within the project area could 
easily be Incorporated Into ~tate management of the site as a state park. 
Improvements include an er1trance building, icJdge, restrooms~ several minor 
buildings~ a campground, and paved parking area. The buildings, 
especiai ly the lodge, are architecturally styled to complement the natural 
surroundings. The lodge sits atop a high bluff overlooking the 
headsprings. 

The D1v1s1on of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources has 
prtmdry management responsibility tor the Rainbow River Acquatic Preserve, 
which includes the spring and its run. 
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PROJeCl 
NAME 

#14 DeSoto Site 

COUNTY 

Leon 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purcnased 
or under option) 

5 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$1,250,000 

Qual1fies as 'other lands". Acquis1tion will protect a nationally 
s1qnificant archaeological and historical site. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
State Archaeological and Historical Site. 

LOCATION 
Leon County, northwest Florida, three-quarters of a mile east of the 
Florida State Capitol. The project 1s within Flor1da's Senate District 5 
and House District 10. It is also within the jurisd1ct1ons of the 
Apalachee Regional Planning council and the Northwest Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Spanish expedition Jed by Hernando DeSoto 15 of historic signif1cance, 
becaus~ it was the first major expedition by Europeans to explore the 
1nter1or of the Southeastern United States. This proJect is the only 
positively identified DeSoto encampment (1539-15401 that is known. In 
addition to the nationally significant DeSoto encampment, this site also 
Includes ather significant cultural resources: the Late Fort Walton 
period remains of an Indian village, possibly a part of the La lama 
Mission site, and the Governor John Martin House. 

Recreational opportunities will center around the s1gnif1cant cultural 
value of this site. Current plans include a maJor interpretive center for 
the DeSoto Trail system tote located at the John Mart1n House. 

ONNERSHIP 
The Trust for Public Lands ITPLI has purchased the tract. The state w1ll 
be closing on an option contract witn the TPL in the very near future. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Because of the intense publicity the DeSoto encampment site has received, 
1t is part1cular!y vulnerable to vandalism. In add1t1on, the DeSoto S1te 
is located in a growing urban area subject to strong development 
pressures. In fact, before its purchase by TPL, it was to be developed as 
an office park 11987 Project Assessment). 

Tne project's preservation w1ll oe assureu upon closing of the option 
contract between the state and the TPL. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the project design for 
the DeSoto Tract on November 19, 1987. The t1nal boundary recommendations 
remained unchanged. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approx1mately $1,250,000. 
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LOCAL SUPPORT 
RE'solutions ................•............. ,............................ 1 
Letters of general support ............................................ 24 7 
letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 18 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This project will be managed for the preservation and 1nterpretation of 
the sign1f1cant cultural resources. Suggested uses include development of 
the John Martin House as a staffed interpretive center for the DeSoto 
Tra1l and the Winter Encampment Site and as a facility for archaeological 
research into the Early Contact period 1n Northwest Florida. 

The lead manag1ng agency should be the Department of Natural Resources, 
Division of Recreation and Parks. The Department of State, Division of 
Historical Resources should assist as a cooperating managing agency. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#15 Wabasso Beach 

COUNTY 

Indian River 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

1 1 0 I 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$7,566,000 

Qualifies as Envtronmentally Endangered Lands (EELI Acqu1sit1on. 
Acqu1s1tlon would protect a critically endangered species and preserve a 
sizable stretch of undeveloped beachfront. Acquisition would also 
preserve two rare natural communities and several rare plant and animal 
species. 

"ANASER 
Division of Recreation and Parks, the Department of Natural Resources, 
perhaps 1n conJunction with lhe U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

PROPOSED USE 
Preservation area for threatened and endangered sea turtles with 
compatible recreational acti~it1es. 

LOCATION 
Northern Indian River County, Florida's east coast, approximately 45 miles 
south of Cape Canaveral. The project l1es within Florida's Senate 
Distr1ct 16 and House D1strict 78. it 1s also w1th the jurisdictions of 
the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns Rtver Water 
Management Distr1ct. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project would con50lldate several small puolic ownerships and add to 
them substantially, forming over three and one-half miles of contiguous, 
undeveloped Atlantic Coast shoreline. Natural communities are in goad 
condition and include coastal strand and maritime hammock, but the primary 
s1gnif1cance of this tract is its value as sea turtle nesting habitat. 
One threatened and two endanger·ed speciES of sea turtles ut1lize this area 
for nesting. The tract supports approximately e1ght percent of all 
loggerhead turtle nest1ng in Florida. The proJect also supports several 
other rare plant and animal species. 

The project can provide excellent recreational opportunities even though 
such activities must be carefully controlled to protect sea turtle nests 
and to avoid disruption of nest1ng activities. Possible recreational 
usages include swimming, beach combing, fishing, surfing, picnicking and 
nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 12 owners 1n Phase I which consists of 110~ acres, 
and approximately 53 owners in Phase 11, which conta1ns 250:!:.._ acres. Over 
50% of Phase I is in one ownership. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
rhe sensit1ve, changeable nature of the beach and coastal strand 
communit1es make them highiy vulnerable to degradation resulting from 
human interference. Unfortu''otely, the esthetic qualities of this 
environment make it extremely endangered by residential, commercial, and 
business development. 

Current zon1ng w1thin this proJect allows densittes of up to 6 un1ts per 
acre east of AlA and I unit per 5 acres west of A!A. There are 3 approved 
residential developments and i approved commercial/recreational 
development withtn the project boundary east of AlA. The county is 
currently revie~1ng a request for an upzoning west of AlA. 

I Phase l 

-117-



115 WAHASSO BEALH 

Further development pressure w1ll undoubtedly continue. Indian River 
County experienced a 67.8% increase 1n growth from 1976-1986, lOth among 
all Flonda count1es. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Selection Comm1ttee approved the Wabasso Beach 
project destgn on June 22, 1988. The projec~ design divided tne proJect 
into two acquisltlO!l phases. 

Phase l consists of parcels north of thE north boundary of Section 15, 
T31S, R39E, east of AlA. When the ownership of any of the above parcels 
e'tends to the west Side of AlA and tne owner is unwilling to sell only 
that portton of hts property east of AlA, then the enttre ownership east 
and west of AlA should be purchased. 

Phase II includes parc~is south of the southern boundary of Section 10, 
T315, R39E, 1nclud1ng hammocks AI and A2, as designated by the Flor1da 
Natural Areas Inventory IFNAIJ, west of AlA. It also Includes hammocks 
A3, A4, and AS, also west of AlA, !I these hammocks were not acquired 
under the circumstances descrioed in the previous paragrapn. Phase II 
should not be boundary mapped and appraised ~t this time. 

ESTII'IATED COST 
lax assessed value for Phase l !current proJect! is approximately 
$7,566,000. lax assessed value for Phase II is approximately $17,375,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEI'IENTS 

OTHER 

Resolution~ ..........•..............•......•.•• , ••...........•..• ,.... 3 
Letters ot gener a1 support ............................................ 51 i 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 6 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organ1zations. 5 

This proJect IS located •1thin the Hutchinson Island Resource Plann1ng and 
Management ~1rea. 

Coordination 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is considering the expansion of the 
Pelican Island National Wtldllfe Refuge. The proposed expansion appears 
to 1nclude a small part of the northernmost Phase I boundary extending 
west of AlA. State and tedera.l a.cquis1tion agents should plan and work 
together to bring th1s project under public management. 

~A~AGEI'IENT SUI'II1ARV. 
lt is recommended thdt th1s project be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources under 
single-use management concepts with the pr1mary objective of preserving 
the very important s~a turtle nest1ng habitat and other significant 
natural features. The tract can support some recreation, but only types 
that are fully compatible w1th sea turtle nest1ng. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has expressed an interest to assist in 
the acquis1t1on and management of this tract. State and federal efforts 
are be1ng coordinated 1n th1s regard. 
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PROJECT !Not Yet P~rchasEd 

,N~_,A-'-M'-"E~ __________ __:L!o_O~UN T i __ 

lAX 
ASSESSeD 

VALUE 

#16 South Savannas l1artin 
St. Luc1e 

21243 $10,928,0001 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Envlronmenta1ly Endan~je(f!d Lands \EEL.l. Acquis1t1on of this 
project would help to protect a freshwater narsh and an associated upland 
natural community uniqtJe to southeast Florida coasts. 

MANAGER 
The Division of State Lards of the Department ot Natural Resources with 
the Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm:ssion and the Divislon of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the South Savannas Stat~ Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Martin and St. Luci~ Cou11t:es, coastal ar~3 of Southeast Florida. 
Approximately 30 miles nortti of w~st Palm Seacll. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate Distr1ct 27 and huuse Dis~r-ict 79. It is also within the 
Jurisdictions of the Treasttre Cuast Reg1D112l Planning Council and the 
South Flor1da Water r~ana~~nent Dlstr·ict. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Thts project compr1ses the ;ast r~lat!vely tJJIUlStbrheo eKample of coastal 
fresttwater marsh 1n sou~h ?ast2rn Flori~~. r!·e o~oJelt area also 1ncludes 
a small area of sand r-'1 r::.:< ~;cr·ub and ~-;!~~·.·•:crul othPr natural commun1 ties. 
These communities are 1 2xcellent canG!tlon and support a great diversity 
of wildl1fe, some c·f •·;hich a(·l~ rar-2 ;;;nr:i :::r1da.ng!':'red 1n Florida. 

Trtis project can s'JpplJtt d rctniJe of recr;_~.JttoiL:Jl act1v1ties that are 
compatible with the pr1~ary acqu1sition object1ve of resource protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 3,500 ,,,:r::_.,, ~:~:;re purch;sed u::Ge,- the t.EL program, over 100 
owners rema1n1ng. N2g~t1Jt1Jns arr v2ry activu. Four option contracts 
consisting of 56.5C 2.C(\:-S :~c:·i~'! ll·2r~ll ,:;:,cqu~~"'r>cl slnce t'..!ovember! 1986. 

VULNERAB I Lll V AND ENDAt~GEf.)l.C :H_ 
Changes in water quall~Y and qua~t1ry r~sulL1nq from development bv 
private Interests ~o~ld threaten the i ~sc~rcr. 

Perimeter areas (especially ur the ~:estl are already scheouled for 
development. 

Acgu1sit1on Pla1ni~ 
On June 22. ;r;oac, th;·~ LanLl Hcqul:,;.tiOIJ :1Plection Committee approved 
the South Savann.1s PruJe'_t D~··:::·,ltJn. ren :Jarc2ls and portions of three 
parcels totall!l~~ 6J,](J a·:res q;::;(:. Jelr!t::?d and 49 prapert1es totaling 
724 acr-es werr. ,HJcJer), LIT th1~; 0.ddlt1'-lii 1 ",:U9.:)4 acres w1ll likely be 
donated to the state Also of th0 1,620.12 acr~s of private land 
currently w1tl1ir1 the C~RL oo~~d~ry, 128.9 acres m1ght be acquireo by 
dedication and 181.7 ~cres may be able to oe ~tdnaged through a 
management agree1n2nt. ~t 1s recamme~ded that tne Department cf 
Natural Resourc~s caorjinat~ lanJ p11rchases ~1th the Trust for Public 
Lartos and the Suuth FlOi''!dil ~Jat:f~'t Management District when 

appropriate. The Sa~th SJ~an~a; project is complex but a number of 
currer1t 1n1t1at~ons ar~ striving to si~pl1fy 1l. 

B_fJl!ll Sl_t_l.Q_Q___f_ll d S i .!:2_;_ 
lt is reccmmend~d ~hat this pro]3Ct b~ acqu1red 1n one phase. 
However, ttle sand min2 area s~011ld -·~-t be apora1sed or negotiated 
~nti1 the complrtion o4 .~in1ng acti·;Itles. 

* Does not include assesseu valu~ at donat1or1. 
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ESTI~ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $10.928,(·00. 

Management Funds E~pendeo by the Department c·f Natural Resources for 
~iscal Year 1987-88. 

So\..lrce Salar1es OPS ExQense oco Total 
SPTF $23, 24BL·V $13,020 $11,000 $100 $34,348 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year !988-89. 
FTE Salaries OPS Ex~ense DCD Total 

$23,248 $6,240 $11,550 $500 $41,538 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resolut1ons........................................................... 4 
Letters of general support. .............. ,,.,, ... ,., .... ,.,,.......... 92 
Letters of support from local, state and fedora! public officials ..... 19 
Letters of support tram local and areawide tGnservation organizations. 9 

Note: Older EEL files are not 1ncluded in these totals. 

MANAGE~ENT SUMMARY 
The primary goal of resource management for the EEL part of Savannas is to 
preserv~ and perpetuate the natural resource~ of the area, and secondarily 
to provide for publ1c use of the area for activities that are compatible 
with t!Je primary goal. 

The Savannas State Reserve Management Plan prescribes resource management 
objectiv~s, policies, and proc~dures designed to accomplish these goals. 
The maJor objectives for resource manag~ment include: maintenance of the 
natural hydrolog1cal regime of the freshwater marsh; protection of the 
plant communities and assoc1ated wildi1fe, including endangered, 
threatened, or spec1es of special concern; preservation of archaeological 
and histor1ca! s1tes that may be found; and preservation of the aesthetic 
amenit1es of the Savannas. Management measures designed to meet these 
objectives include: regulation of drainage into and from the Savannas, 
state acquisition of nonstate owned lands w1thin the Savannas, maintenance 
of plant and animal hab1tats through a controlled burn program, 
~liminattng encroachments and abusive uses, and removal of exotic spec1es. 

Public use of the Savannas Includes resource based activities that will 
have minimal impact on the environmental attributes of the area. 
ALtlvities considered most suitable include: nature study, canoeing, 
fish1ng plcnicktng, 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 Div1sion of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources has 
been appointed to serve as lead agency for the management of the Savannas 
State Reserve. Agenctes partic1pating on a cooperative level with Reserve 
management include the Division of Historical Resources of the Department 
of State (assistance in manag1ng any archaeological/ historical resources! 
and the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission (assessing game 
resources and the feas1b1l1ty of hunting in the Reserve). 
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ACREAGE 
PROJECT !Not 1~t Purchased 
NAME COUNT\ or under option! 

117 Cockroach Bay Islands Hillsborough 730 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$233,000 

Qualities as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI. Acqu1s1tion would 
protect a relatively naturally occurring and unaltered biological system. 
Acqu1sit1on would also help protect habitat for endangered and threatened 
species as well as preserve significant archaeological sites. 

MANAGER 
Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. Parts of 
the project area, however, could be appropr1ate1y managed by Hillsborough 
County. 

PROPOSED USE 
Managed as part of the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCATION 
Southwest Hillsborough County, near Ruskin. Th1s proJect l1es Within 
Florida's Senate D1strict 72 and nouse District 62. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Tampa Bay Reg1anal Planning Council and the Southwest 
Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Th1s project includes a group of small-to~medium sized 1slands 1n the 
mouth of the Little Manatee River and extending to Cockroach Bay. It also 
includes a mainland fringe tt1at directly fronts the bay. Most of the 
islands and mainland fr1nge are vegetated w1th mangroves and are subject 
to per1odic tidal wash; slightly elevated areas are comprised of coastal 
berm, maritime hammock, and ;heil mound natural communities; and an upland 
portion of Goat Island was created by spoil deposit1on. Th1s proJect is 
one of few Intact natural st.orel1nes in the Tampa Bay area. The project 
area supports good populations of many b1rd species, including several 
that are considered ~are or ~ndangered. The sur~ound1ng offshore area 15 
undisturbed, highly product1ve marine habitat. Waters adjacent to the 
p~oject are within the Cockroach Bay Aquat1c Preserve. 

There are two documented arcnaeological sites within the project. These 
sites represent the northernmost communities o+ an extremely large 
prehistoric Indian population significantly d1fferent f~om other cultural 
groups of the Tampa Bay area. The presence of tnese sites is considered 
very 1mportant archaeologically. 

Recreation within the project 1s l1m1ted oue to the lack at upland sites. 
The landward edge of the ma1nland port1on of the proJect could be 
developed for educational activlties and possible recreat1on such as 
carnp1ng, picnicking, nature ~tudv and photography. Goat Island, although 
isolated from the mainland, 1S also suitable for these k1nds of 
recreational activities. The mangrove islands and snoreline provide 
opportunities for birdwatch1ng and snork~ling 1n tne adjacent estuary. 
The pr1mary recreational significance of this project, however, l1es in 
its ecological value in relation to the extens1vely utilized fishery. 
Detrital input, and buffer and filtration functions enhance the water 
quolity and productivity of th1s system. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are two major owners. The Le1seys own the mainland oortton of the 
tract. lhe Wh1t1kers own most of the isl•nds. Cockroach Island llndian 
Keyl, the location of the primary archaeolagica1 s1te, is owned by Symmes. 
The Whitikers and Leiseys are willing sellers. Symmes has not been 
contacted recently. He was an unw1ll1ng seller when the Cockroach Island 
was prev1cusly on the CARL l1st In 1981 and !982, wnlch was the reason for 
1ts removal from the l1st 1n 1983. The Tampa Bay Port Author1ty owns all 
the submerged land 1n Hillstorough County. 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
The wetlands associated with this project on the mainland and the islands 
would be severely impacted by dredging and filling activities and probably 
affected as well by development on Immediately adjacent uplands. The 
primary archaeological site on Indian Key !Cockroach Island! 1s very 
vulnerable to human disturbance and vandalism. Other areas within the 
project are also susceptible to degradation from human occupation, and are 
sens1t1ve to invasion of exotic vegetation. 

A plan to develop the mainland portion of th1s project w1th a marina and 
residential and commercial units was recently denied, but zoning does 
permit low dens1ty residential development on at least one of the islands 
with substantial uplands. It likely would be difficult to obtain permits, 
however, ior access1 construction, water treatment and other activities 
related to development on most of the Island; because of the lack of 
uplands and because of the proximity to Outstanding Florida Waters IOFWI 
and the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. Alt~ough the Cockroach Sheil 
Mound is isolated from the mainland, the middens are being destroyed by 
treasure collectors. Well traveled trails are established to the mount 
summ1t. Other islands with a small beach are frequented by boaters and a 
lew non-substantial buildings have been constructed as fish camps, but no 
sign1f1cant Impact 1s apparent. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The project design for the Cockroach Bay project was approved by the Land 
Acqu1sit1on Selection Committee on November 19, 1981. The final 
boundaries excluded the upland port1ons of tne Leisey Tract, disturbed 
w1th borrow lakes and spo1l, With the except;on of the unexcavated 
archaeological site. 

The recommended acquisition phasing is as follows: 
Phase I. Islands 
Phase II. Mangroves 
Phase III. Uplands associated with unexcavated archaeological site. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value IS approximately $233,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resol u\J ons........................................................... 2 
Letters ot general support ............................................ 59 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 14 

OTHER 
Project is within ana adjacent to the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve, 
which was extended by the 1988 legislature to include a new western 
boundary at 2,000 feet above the mean high water lmhw) line and a new 
eastern boundary to SR 301, including the whole mouth of the Little 
Manatee River. 

Acquisition of privately owned submerged lands and islands located within 
the boundaries of the aquatic preserve, particularly those at the mouth of 
the Little Manatee River and those along the coast of Cockroach Bay, IS 

specifically endorsed 1n the Cockroach Bay Aquat1c Preserve Management 
Plan approved by the Governor and Cabinet. 

Hlllsborough County has committed $1 million towards the acquisition of 
this project. 

"ANAGE"ENT SUM"ARY 
This proJect Will be managed by the Division of State Lands of the 
Department of Natural Resources as an addition to the Cockroach Bay 
Aquatic Preserve. The project should be managed under single-use 
management concepts wilh the primary ~bjectives of Ill protecting the 
water quality of the aquatic preserve by maintaining the project area in a 
substantially natural condition, and (21 pre~erving the significant 
archaeological sit~s for professional invest1gation. 
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PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#18 Brevard Turtle Beaches Brevard 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

12 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$2,160,000 

Qualifies as "Environmentally Endangered Lands". Acquisition would 
preserve a naturally occurring, relatively unaltered natural system and 
would help protect an endangered species. 

ni\NAGER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
or, alternatively, Brevard County through a sublease from the Division of 
Recreation and Parks. 

PURPOSED USE 
Preservation of sea turtle nesting sites and limited recreational 
activities compatible with nesting. 

LOCATION 
Southeastern Brevard County, on Florida's east central coast, 
approximately 12 miles north of Melbourne. This project is located within 
Florida's Senate District 16 and House District 32. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the East Central Florida Regional Planning Council and 
the St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes almost one-half mile of undisturbed beachfront on 
the Atlantic Coast. This tract supports the densest concentration of 
luggerhead turtle nesting in the Western Hemisphere (700-1,000 nest per 
mile!. The endangered green turtle and leatherback turtle also utilize 
these beaches for nesting. Several other rare plant and animal species 
are known from this site as well. 

Recreational opportunities must be restricted to protect turtle nests and 
nesting activities. The project should still be able to support carefully 
regulated activities such as swimming, beach combing, fishing, surling, 
picnicking, and nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
One owner- Compass Rose Corp. (Disney!. Disney is a willing seller. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The sensitive, changeable nature of the beach and coastal strand 
communities make them highly vulnerable to degradation resulting from 
human interference. The esthetic qualities of this environment make it 
extremely endangered by residential, commercial and business development, 

The land use designation for this area is residential whtch allows 
densities of up to 4 units per acre. Development west of the Disney tract 
includes three single family residences. A number of new residences are 
also under construction. Bordering the project to the north is a small 
motel and to the south, a single family residence. Higher densities are 
noted further north and south of the project. The growth rate in Brevard 
County is relatively high compared to other counties, as it had a 30.8% 
increase in population from 1980 to 1986. The county is ranked llth in 
density of population per square m1le. 

Disney has investigated the feasibility of developing this tract in the 
past and will again in the future if it IS not publicly acquired. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Brevard Turtle Beaches Project Des1gn was approved by the Land 
Acqu1S1t1on Select1on Comm1ttee on June 22, 1988. W1th the exception of 
the Disney tract, all the parcels submitted in the proposal were within 
the SOC Brevard County Beaches ooundar1es. Furthermore, all the parcels, 
with the exception of the Diocese of Orlando tract lin SOC's Site 11, have 
been purchased by the state or Brevard Countt or are under option for 
purchase. Therefore, all parcels but the Disney tract were deleted. 

Since the Diocese of Orlando tract is a SOC parcel not yet purchased or 
under option, It is recommended that it be evaluated for possible 
1nclus1on on the CARL l1st when the Select1on Comm1ttee formally cons1ders 
the transfer of all SOC projects to the CARL priority list. 

ESTJnATED COST 
Tax assessed value for the Disney parcel is approximately $2,160,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEnENTS 
Resolutions ....•. , ....••..• ,.,,.,,.,, •. ,,,,,., ••.....•.....•...•.••••• 
Letters of general support ............................................ 510 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

"ANA6EnENT SU""ARY 
It is recommended that this project be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Na1:ural Resources, the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating, undPr single-use management 
concepts. An alternat1ve arrangement would lease the tracts to Brevard 
County for management at county expense. The lease should pass through 
the D1vision of Recreat1on and Parks and the Game and Fresh Water F1sh 
Commission to ensure that the state's management objectives are satisfied. 
Preserving the sea turtle nesting sites, while also providing limited 
recreational opportunities that are compatible with nesting, are the 
primary objectives. 

-132-



119 ROOKERY BAY 

-133-



0 1 

miles 

N 

ROOKERY BAY 

COLLIER COUNTY 

PUBLIC LANDS 

PROJECT AREA 

UNDER OPTION 

-~ _:13~ ·-----

--215 _-2S • 

COLLIER DEVELOPEMENT CORPORATION 
(D.R. I.) 

•••• NO ACQUISITION UNTIL COMPLETION 
OF D.R.I. 

N.E.S. BOUNDARY 

AQUATIC PRESERVE BOUNDARY 

-- PROJECT BOUNDARY 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#19 Rookery Bay 

COUNTY 

Coll1er 

RECDHnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
INat Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

10,853 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$13,756,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI and "other lands." 
Acquisition would protect and preserve estuarine and aquatic preserve 
systems, which provide habitat for endangered species. Acqu1sitian would 
also provide recreat1anal opportunities. 

MANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
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 Say National Estuarine Research Reserve and the 
Rookery Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Collier County, along Florida's southwest coast, approx1mate1y 25 miles 
south of Naples, including Keywad1n and Canan Islands. This project l1es 
w1th1n Florida's Senate District 38 and House Distr1ct 75. It also lies 
within the JUriSdictions of the South florida Water Management District 
and the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Counc1l. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project prov1des an outstanding example of a subtropical estuarine 
system. The natural commun1ties associated with the estuary are 
relatively undisturbed and range from mangrove and marsh to flatwoods and 
maritime hammock. As part of the national estuarine research reserve 
system, Rookery Bay is reprpsentative 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, Including but not limited to f1sh1ng, beach related 
activities, nature study, and boating. 

OWNERSHIP 
Ten parcels have been acquired, totaling approximately 800 acres. 
Approximately 200 parcels remain to be acqu1red. A substantial portion of 
Canon Island is under option. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
Mangrove shoreline systems are partially protected by dredge and fill 
regulation but are very susceptible to human act1v1ty. 

Recent problems with a dredge and fill applicat1on in the area points out 
that this tract IS endangered by development. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Rookery Bay project design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on November 8, 1985, and approved by the Governor and 
Cabinet as part of the January 7, 1986, Interim Report. The preceding map 
illustrates the project boundary. 

Portion of the boundary cross1ng the Collier Development Corporation DR! 
has not yet been f1nalized. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING !Continued! 
The project design recommended use of less than fee simple acquisition 
where appropr1ate; and the toJ lowing acquisition phasing: 

Phase 1. 

Phase !!. 

Phase III. 

Phase IV. 

Phase V. 

ESTIIIATED COST 

Opt1an Contracts which are currently under negotiation 
within the Rookery Bay proJect approved in July 1985. 

Canon Island, Johnson Island. 

Unpurchased lands Included in the Rookery Bay project as of 
Juiy 1985. 

NOTE: Lands along Shell Island Road in Sect1on 15, Township 
51 South, Range 26 East should be the h1ghest 
prtority w1th1n this phase. 

Other lands added 1n project design, but not approved in 
July 1985; except lands in Sections 22 and 27, Township 50 
South, Range 25 East, which had not been included 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 IS approximately $13,756,000. 

Funds Expended for F1scal Year 
OPS 

Statet !DNR**I >7,046 
Federal 9,680 

1987-88. 
Expense 
$ 8, 273 
26,482 

oco 
$3,000 
8,000 

Total 
$18,315 

44, !62 

Management Funds Requested for F1scal Year 1988-89 - 5% increase. 

I Figures listed are latest allocations per category. 
** These funds are for managing the estuarine research reserves. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEnENTSI 
Resolutions ••.••..• , ••.•• , .•....••.•• ,, •• , ••.••..•.••.•••••.••••• ,.... 2 
Letters of general support ............................................ 348 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials .... . 
Letters of support from local and areaw1de conservation organizations. 16 
I Older EEL files are not Included in th1s total. 

E"INENT DO"AIN 
Reauthorized and extended by 1987 Legislature, but does not include 1985 
or 1986 proJect design add1t1ons. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
Pursuant to the purposes of 1ts designation as a National Estuarine 
Researcll 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 wh1ch are compatible with the primary goal. Management 
activ1t1es w1!! be 1n conformance with the philosophies of state lands 
management and the National Estuarine Research Reserve program. 
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ftANA&EftENT SUnnARY (Continued) 
The management plan describes the objectives and administrative policies 
developed to achieve the aforementioned goals at Rookery Bay. The 
objectives of resource management and protection pertain to maintenance of 
natural community associations through use of appropriate management 
procedures (e.g., control burningl, environmental monitoring (e.q., water 
qual1tyl, and restoration, where necessary and pract1cal. [he 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 the1r wise use and 
protection. Resource compat1ble recreational activities are also 
encouraged. These activities presently include fishing, boating, bird 
watching, and nature photography. 

The various Research Reserve programs are not mutually exclusive; success 
of one enhances the success of the others. Information from the research 
program benefits the resource management and education programs by 
producing new information; the education program can be incorporated into 
var1ous recreational activities such as nature trails; successful resource 
management maintains the site for research, education, and recreation. 

Management and administratior• of the Reserve are unoer the supervision of 
the Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. Input 
1nto Reserve management and pol1cy direct1on IS provided by a three member 
Reserve management board consisting of representatives of the Department 
of Natural Resources, The Conservancy, Inc., and the National Audubon 
Society. The D1v1sion of H1stor1cal Resources of the Department of State 
cooperates in Research Reserve efforts to protect and preserve 
archaeological and historical resources w1thin Reserve boundaries. The 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Off1ce of Ocean and 
Coastal Resource Management also provides input into Reserve management as 
coordinator of activities in the National Estuarine Research Reserve 
program. The National Oceanic and Atmospner1c Administration has also 
awarded the Department of Natural Resources matching grants to assist in 
Reserve land acquisition, init1ate operations, 1nitiate monitor1ng 
program, and develop education activities. 
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PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#20 North Fork St. Lucie St. Lucie 
River 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

1,350' 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$o,006,000 

Qualifies as "other lands". Acquisition would enhance public recreational 
opportunities in an area of rapid population growth. Acquisition would 
also help protect a river corridor, and several rare and threatened plant 
and animal species. 

"ANA&ER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 
Parts of the project area may be subleased to the local governments. 

PROPOSED USE 
The majority of the project area, especially the wetlands 
communities transitional to uplands, should be managed to 
protection of the North Fork St. Lucie Aquatic Preserve. 
areas can be managed as local recreational sites. 

LOCATION 

and the 
intensify 
Suitable upland 

St. Lucie County, Florida's central southeastern coast, Jess than 4 miles 
southeast of Ft. Pierce. The project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 27 and House District 78. It also lies within the jurisdictions 
of the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counc1l and the South Flor1da 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project forms a narrow, approximately eight m1le long corridor along 
the North Fork St. Lucie River. The waterway has been channel1zed in the 
past and traces of this history are evident in some places. Natural 
communities are comprised largely of wetlands with some developable 
uplands also present. Rare and threatened plant and animal species occur 
withln the project. The project area has a direct influence on the water 
quality of the North Fork St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve. 

Although there are no known archaeological or historical sites within the 
project area, the project is considered to have moderate potential for 
sites to be discovered. 

The scenic character and close proximity of the project to a large urban 
population give it a significant recreational value. The project could 
support boating, fishing, camping, hiking, bike riding, horseback riding, 
picnicking, and nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Phase I consists of one major owner, General Development Corporation 
(GDCi, and 2 m1nor owners. GDC is a willing seller. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
The water quality of this portion of the North Fork St. Lucie River and 
the river's associated wetlands are very vulnerable to further development 
on adjacent uplands. 

Current zoning designations within the project would allow low to moderate 
density residential development on the uplands. The major owner, GDC, is 
actively seeking to develop much of this property and has applications for 
development approval and rezoning applications presently being processed. 
Aerial photographs indicate that development is adjacent to much of the 
river corridor that has been proposed for acquisition (1987 Project 
Assessment). 

* Phase I 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERftENT ICont1nuedi 
The population dens1ty for St. Lucie County Js in the med1um range when 
compared to other counties, ranking number 11. However, the growth rate 
was qu1te h1gh between 1976 and 1986 as the population increased 66.7Y., 
12th among all Flor1da counties. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The North Fork St. lucie project design was approved by the land 
Acqu1sition Selection Committee on June 22, 1988. 

The project design recommendations altered the resource planning boundary 
by deleting residential development areas zoned by the county or city for 
preservation, conservation and recreation. The Sharette DR!, in the 
northern th1rd of project area, was placed in Phase II. 

Phase I cons1sts of 1,350 acres of the GDC ownership and 2 other minor 
owners. Only Phase I should be boundary mapped, appraised, and negotiated 
at this time. 

ESTiftATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase I 1s approximately $6,006,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEftENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 17 
letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support trom local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 

The Trust for Public Lands ITPLJ is an intermediary 1n the acquisition of 
this project and has negotiated a contract w1lh the major owner 1n Phase 
I. 

ftANAGEftENT SUftKARY 
The majority of the project area, espec!ally the wetlands and communities 
transitional to wetlands !e.g., hydnc hammockJ, should be managed by the 
Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources to enhance 
the protect1on of the North Fork St. Luc1e R1ver Aquatic Preserve. 
Su1table upland areas may be leased through the Department of Natural 
Resources to local ent1t1es for management. Pass1ng the lease through the 
Department at Natural Resources should ensur• that the pr1mary single-use 
management goai of resource protection with compatible recreation is 
maintained. 

-142-



121 LOWER APALACHICOLA 

-143-



·0 1 

miles 

LOWER APALACHICOLA 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

STATE OWNED 

PROJECT AREA 

APPALACHICOLA RIVER AND 
BAY CARL PROJECT 

\ 



PROJECT 
NAME 

~21 Lower Apa1ach1cola 

COUNTY 

Franklin 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
INot Yet Purcnased 

or under option/ 

7,400 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,886,000 

Q"ualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI and "other lands," 
s1nce port1ons of the project would protect a floodplain, marsh, and 
estuary, and other portions would be suitable for outdoor recreation. 

MANAGER 
The Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to and buffer for the Apalachicola National Estuarine Research 
Reserve and Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Franklin County, northwest Fior1da, approximately 60 miles southwest of 
Tallahassee. Th1s project l1es w1thin Florida's Senate D1strict 3 and 
House Districts 8 and 9. It is also with1n the jurisdictions of the 
Apalachee Regional Planning Council and the Northwest Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Thi• project prov1de• an essential addition to existing State owned lands 
on the lower Apalachicola R1ver that were acqu1red through the 
Environmentally Endangered Lands program. The oaintenance of the marsh 
and floodplain in a natural condition provides significant protection to 
the Apalachicola estuary - the most product1ve bay/estuary 1n the State. 

OWNERSHIP 
There were 28,000± acres purchased under the EEL program. There are 
approximately twelve remain1ng owners. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
This entire proposal is part of a frag>le and delicate balance of 
ecosystems and 1s extremely vulnerable. Most of the project area 15 
inherently susceptible to environmental degradation by virtue of its 
predominantly floodplain/wetlands nature. Disruption of e<ist1ng natural 
systems through development or indescriminate forestry management could: 
alter the nutrient load of tne r1ver and bay, introduce damaging amounts 
of sediment and agric~ltural chemicals into awuat1c systems, change the 
salinity of the bay, or man• other alterat1ons wh1ch could be potentially 
detrimental to the del1cate oalanced ecosystem that drives the 
Apalachicola Bay estuary. 

There are no known developments planned for this tract but silviculture in 
the upland watershed 1s common. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
Project lies with1n the Apalach1cala R1ver ano Bay resource plann1ng 
boundary (see map on page 661. See also page 63, Apalach!Cola River and 
Bay project summary under OTHER. 

ESTIMATED COST 
Assessed tax value in 1986 was approximately $1,886,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS! 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support. ......••.......•............••.•... ····· • · • 
Letters of support from local, state and federal puol1c officials..... 0 
Letters of support from locdl and areawide conservation organizations. 0 
I Older EEL f1les are not 1ncluded in these totals. 
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OTHER 
Tn1s proJect IS W1th1n a Chapter 38u area ot Critical State Concern. It 
is also adJacent to a waterbody ciassif1ed U! der the Spectal Waters 
Category of Outstanding Flor1da Waters and ic within an Aquatic Preserve. 

"ANASE"ENT SUM"ARY 
ln accordance w1th its designation as a National Estuarine Research 
Reserve, the primary management goals for tne Apalachicola R1ver ano Bay 
are to ( 1) preserve and perpetuate the natural resources, and (2) promote 
tne Reserve as an 1dea1 site tor both scientific research and public 
environmental education orajects. The management program will also 
encourage those public recreational ana consumptive activities 1n the 
Reserve wh1ch are compatible with the primary management goals. The 
management program wiil be in conformance with the state lands management 
plan and National Estuari~e Research Reserve program policy. 

The manag~ment plan for the Reserve describ~s the objectives, 
administrative policies, and programs develoced to achieve the 
aforementioned goals. Reserve resource manageme~t will be developed and 
accomplished through the cooperative efforts of the many local, state, and 
federal agencies having vested tnterests In all or part of the designated 
area. These agencies include Franklin County and local resource users, 
the D~partment 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 
Divis1on 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 aforement1oned agencies was received dur1ng 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 cons1sting of one representative from the 
Department of Natural Resources, Department of Environmental Regulation 1 

Franklin County, local resourcP- users and the scientific community. 

Reserve designation was conferred on the Bay and Lower River area by the 
National Ocean1c Atmospheric Adm1n1strat1on of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, which also awarded the Departme11t of Natural Resources matching 
grants to assist 1n the acquisition of Reserve lands and initiate 
operat1ons. 

The objectives of resource management and protection pertain to preserving 
the natural commun1ty assoc1at1ons and hydrological regime through use of 
appropriate management procedures (e.g., control burning, reseeding areas, 
exot1c species control, vehicular traffic COiltrolJ, restoration techniques 
dS necessary~ and pr-actical \e.g., reforestation, removal of barriers to 
water flow) and environmental monitor-ing {e.g., water qualityl. The 
scientific research program is principally cancerned with gaining new 
information on tne dynamic. interaction of thE? River, Bay! and Gulf to 
enhance management of the area. 

Currently a variety of publlt recreational and commercial opportunities 
occur w1th1n the Reserve area. These include, but are not limited to, 
coating, swimming, hiking, fisning, nature study, b1rd watching, primitive 
camping, oystering, crabbLng, and shrimping. The environmental education 
program is aimed at persons Interested in such opportunities in the 
sanctuary environment. Through such informative vehicles as field trips, 
brochures, and sem1nars, 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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LOCHLOOSA WILDLIFE 

ALACHUA COUNTY 

STATE OWNED 

PROJECT AREA 

PAYNES PRAIRIE PROJECT 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#22 Lochloosa Wildlife 

COUNTY 

Alachua 

RECOKKENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under optionl 

31,000 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$13,689,000 

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 will provide 
protection of a significant watershed by maintaining hydrological 
connections and wetland integrity within this drainage basin. It will 
also protect several archaeological sites on the property. 

KANAGER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and 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 s1tes, 
while other portions may be more suitably managed for outdoor recreation. 

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. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the North Central Florida Regional Planning Council and 
the St. Johns R1ver Water Management Distr1ct. 

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 1n good health. The area is 
an excellent wildlife habitat and extensively util1zed by a wide array of 
wildlife including numerous rare and endangered plant and animal species 
(e.g., there are sixteen ac\1ve bald eagle nests in the projectl. The 
project is an important watershed; most of the shore of Lochloosa Lake and 
several small streams are ir1cluded in the project ar~a. 

There are twelve known archaeological sites in the project area, and 
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. 

O~NERSHIP 
There are approximately 17 private owners within the project boundary. 
The major owner <24,000± acres) was Owens-Illinois. Owens-Illinois has 
sold its interest to Great Northern (Nekoosa) T1mber Company. 
Approximately 4,000 acres are owned by the Flor1da Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission and the Federal Government. 
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#22 LOCHLOOSA WILDLIFE 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The vegetative and hydrological resources of this parcel are highly 
susceptible to damage by res1dent1al development. Site modifications 
necessary tar the development of residential or business structures would 
damage vegetation an the uplands and wetlands and adversely affect water 
quality. D~veloprnent 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. 

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

Projected Management Expenses by 
Salaries and Expenses 

$63' 000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

the Division 
Equipment 
$21,000 

of Forestry. 
Total 

$84,000 

Resolutions ......... ,, ............ ,, .... , ......... ,,.,,,, .... ,........ 2 
Letters of general support............................................ 8 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 7 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 5 

OTHER 
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 acqu1s1tion and preservation through passing a bonding 
referendum. This could mean that the County may be able to assist 
financially with the acqu1sit1on of this proJect. 

MANAGEMENT SU""ARY 
The Lochloosa CARL project, comprised of an interlocking system of forests 
and wetlands 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 Flor1da 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 and potential e~ists for the occurrence of many more 
unrecorded sites. 

The Lochloosa Tract should be managed with the goal of providing maximu~ 
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 hunt1ng, timber management, fishing, camping, bird watching, boating, 
canoeing, p1cn1cking, nature photography, and hiking. 
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"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY !Continued) 
It is recommended that th1s parcel be managed as a multlple-use project 
with the Division of Forestry at the Department of Agr1culture and 
Consumer Services as lead agency with the Florida Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission, D1vision of Recreat1on and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources, and the Division of Historical Resources of the 
Department of State as cooperating managers. 
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PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#23 Three Lakes/Prairie Osceola 
Lakes Addition 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Nat Yet Purchased 
or under aptian) 

55,360$ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$35,276,000** 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EELl. Acquisition would 
protect habitat critical to endangered and threatened species. 

"ANAGER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division of Recreation and 
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources.$11 

PROPOSED USE 
The part of the project area south of SR 523 bordering the northern shore 
of Lake Marion and the additions northwest of Lake Jackson should be 
managed as part of Prairie Lakes State Preserve. The remainder of the 
tract, lying north and south of Lake Marian should be managed as part of 
Three Lakes Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
Osceola County, in central Florida, just east of Lake Kissimmee and west 
of Kenansville. The project lies within Florida's Senate District 12 and 
House District 77. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Central 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of expansive tracts of dry prairie and mesic 
flatwoods with numerous small ponds, marshes, and cypress strands 
interspersed. Extensive shoreline on three relatively large lakes adds to 
the natural diversity of the project. A large percentage of this acreage 
is utilized for low intensity cattle husbandry. The project area and 
adJacent state-owned lands support an extraordinary number of rare and 
endangered animal species, including one of the densest aggregations of 
nesting bald eagles in North America. The project area and adjacent 
state-owned lands have been selected as part of an international program 
to reintroduce the endangerEd whooping crane to Florida, and are 
considered the best potential site for reintroduction. 

This pro)ect is considered to have moderate potential far archaeological 
investigation. 

Recreational potential is high and would include such activities as 
camping, fishing, hunting, boating, hiking, nature appreciation, and 
photography. Opportunities to observe and photograph bald eagles may be 
unexcelled in Florida. All recreation must be compatible with resource 
protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are appra<imately 22 owners 1n the project area, but only two major 
owners. Bath major owners, Adams Ranch, Inc. and Northern Trust Bank of 
Florida !Lucky L Ranch) are recommended for less than fee-simple 
acquisition. 

* Acreage based on estimate dErived from counting sect1ans and portions of 
sections Included in final boundary and mu!tiply1ng by 640. Information 
from property appraiser's office indicate acreage equal to approximately 
27,350. ** Actual protection casts should be much lower, s1nce negotiation of 
easements and management agreements are recommended for all but 
approximately 2,200 acres of the project. 

*** Ongoing discussions between the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission IGFCl 
and the Department of Natural Resources indicate that the GFC will be the 
lead manager on the entire tract. 
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#23 THREE LAKES/PRAIRIE LAKES ADDITION 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
Most of this site is currently used for cattle ranching, though at 
relatively low levels compared to most traditional farms with better 
pasture. fhe wildlife value of the major portions of the tract is 
dep~ndent upon the remaining ponds, marshes and strands and on stable land 
use patterns. The property is very vulnerable to further draining, more 
intensive ranching practices, and convers1on to other more detrimental 
uses. 

During the period 1957-1967 nat1ve range in Osceola County was reduced 
from 333,000 acres to 127,000 acres, a trend which has continued over the 
past 20 years. Sod farm1ng is also an expanding 1ndustry in the immediate 
vicinity; a port1on of the proJect was deleted from the final boundary 
because of its conversion to such practices. Citrus groves dot the area 
around the site and can be expected to continue to encroach if further 
drainage and more mild winters coincide. The most potential damage could 
occur, however, from development of the property into re~idential housing 
and RV parks. A current proposal to build an RV park on the site 
immediately north of Lake Marion has apparently been approved by the 
county. Additional development is extremely likely on the shores of Lake 
Marion and perhaps Lake Jackson. 

While Osceola County is ranked 37th in population density of Florida's 67 
counties, its population growth increased 115.5% from 1976-1986, ranking 
it third in population growth for the same period. One of the proposed 
routes for the h1gh speed rail system cuts through the Three Lakes project 
area and the owners of Deseret Ranch, just northeast of the project, are 
requesting a stop at Yeehaw Junction a few miles southwest of the project. 
If this becomes an actuality, then potent1al for development and growth in 
this area will dramat1cally increase. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes Addition project design was approved by the 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee on April 1, 1988. The project design 
altered the resource planning boundary by deleting three sections on the 
northeastern boundary which were transferred to the state by the federal 
government and are being managed by the Game and Fresh Water Fish 
Commission. Also deleted were approximately six sections on the eastern 
boundary currently being prepared for sod farming. Other modifications 
included the deleting of state-owned property Inadvertently included and 
the add1t1on of undeveloped property northeast of Lake Marion and on the 
proJect's western boundary. 

Most of the project, all but approximately 2,200 acres, should be 
protected by acqu1r1ng less than fee-simple title. Acquisition phas1ng is 
as follows: 

1. Conservation easements or owner contact agreements with major owners 
concurrent with 

Fee simple acquisition of the northwestern Lake Jackson buffer and 
the northern shore of Lake Marion buffer along with other ownerships 
<other than Adams and Kolbegardl fronting any part of Lake Marion 

concurrent with 
Access easement {fee simple if easement unnegotiable) over Hancock 
and Latt Maxcy ownersh1ps along western project boundary. 

2. Conservation easements or owner contact agreements with other minor 
owners of acreage tracts. 

3. Owners in undeveloped subdivisions. 

EST!nATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $35,276,000. 
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~23 THREE LAKES/PRAIRIE LAKES ADDITION 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSE~ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 14 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 18 

"ANAGEnENT SUnnARY 
This project should be managed with the primary objective of maintaining 
or enhancing biological diversity, with particular emphasis on spec1al 
species. A master management plan should be developed to direct 
management functions for the project area. 

The project was designed to achieve its management goals largely through 
less than fee-simple acquisition. Only 2,200 acres have been recommended 
for fee-simple acquisition. A master management plan should address and 
refine the proJect design recommendations for less than fee-simple 
acquisition techniques (e.g., conservation easements should specify 
allowable uses and quantify such uses when necessary <how many head of 
cattle per acre?, etc. ll. 

Management responsibility for this project should be divided between the 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division of Recreation and 
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. The project assessment 
stipulates that the part of the project !y1ng south of County Road 523 
bordering the north shores of Lake Marion and the addition northwest of 
Lake Jackson should be managed under single-use concepts by the Division 
of Recreation and Parks as part of Prairie Lakes State Preserve. The 
remainder of the project should be managed for multiple-use as part of the 
Three lakes Wildlife Management Area (GFWFC). However, recent discussions 
between the Department of Natural Resources and the Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission indicate that management of the entire tract will be by 
the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission initially. 
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ST. MARTINS RIVER 

CITRUS COUNTY 

~~~ STATE/FEDERAL/NATURE CONSERVANCY LANDS 

ACQUISITION PRIORITIES: 

~ AREA I (CURRENT PROJECT 
AREA) 

IIllD AREA II 

D AREA III 

;;; OUT 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#24 St. Martins River 

COUNTY 

Citrus 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

11,0681 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$5,270,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. Acquisition would 
protect the relatively undisturbed and diverse habitats associated with 
three coastal spring-fed rivers and numerous creeks. Acquisition would 
also protect endangered, rare, threatened and unusual plant and animal 
species. 

"ANAGER 
Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Managed as part of the St. Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCATION 
Citrus County, on Florida's west central coast between Crystal River and 
Homosassa Springs. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 
and House District 26. It is also within the jurisdictions of the 
Southwest Florida Water ~anagement District and the Withlacoochee Regional 
Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is predominantly comprised of hydric hammock, bottomland 
forest, salt marsh, mangrove islands, and spring-run streams. These 
natural communities are in good to e•cellent condition and support healthy 
populations of wildlife, including some species that are considered rare 
or endangered <e.g., bald eagles, wood storks, and manatee). This project 
borders, and has a direct influence on, the St. Martins Marsh Aquatic 
Pre;er ve. 

Several archaeological sites are reported for the project area and there 
is goad potential that others could be discovered through a systematic 
cultural survey. 

This project provides e•cellent recreational opportunities which could 
include boating, fishing, camping, swimming, picni eking, nature study, and 
photography. 

OIINERSHIP 
There are appro•imately 18 owners in Phase I of the project area. Ten of 
these owners control tracts of at least 400 acres each. All but one of 
these large ownerships are under listing agreements authorizing sale to 
the state. A law firm has been retained to ensure that these major 
ownerships can be conveyed to the state in one closing. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The project area lies within the physiographic region defined by Citrus 
County as Terraced Coastal Lowlands. This area is highly unsuitable for 
development because the fractured limestone shelf, underlying this area 
and even outcropping in places, allows almost immediate ••change with the 
artesian aquifer. 

Citrus County has attempted to severely restrict new high density 
development within this region in its Comprehensive Plan. Some 
substantial development permits, however, have been grandfathered, and 
encroachments such as housing developments and mobile home parks impact 

* Phase I 
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#24 ST. MARTINS RIVER 

YULNERABILITV AND ENDANBER"ENT (Continued) 
parts of the undeveloped project area closest to US 19. Vacation homes 
and fish camps occur along the lower reaches of the Homosassa River. A 
power line running along a sizeable length of the St. Martin and Homosassa 
Rivers will probably assure the eventual development of substantial 
portions of this biologically productive estuarine environment if it is 
not publicly acquired. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The St. Martins River project design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on February 12, 1988. The final project boundaries 
were designed with the intent to exclude industrial and commercial 
development, developed subdivisions, and other substantial, habitable 
housing. Priority areas were developed which initially emphasized 
protection of an upland/wetland corridor between the Crystal River and St. 
Martins projects and the protection of the main river corridors. Only 
this Phase I portion of the project area should be boundary mapped, 
appraised, and acquired at this time. After successful completion of 
Priority 1, Priority 2 should be begun, then Priorities 3 and 4. 

Acquisition Pr i orities : 

1. Large ownerships, 2_ 40 acres, within Area I. 
2. Other ownerships within Area I and l arge ownerships, 2.. 40 acres, 

within Area II. 
3. Other ownerships within Area II. 
4. Ownerships in Area III. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase I is approximately $5,270,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions. ..... .. ... ........ . ....... . ........ .. .. ..... . .... .. ... .. .. ... 0 
Letters of general support ....•..•..... .. ...• . •.•• .• • .•..••. .• • •••. .•• 503 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The St. Martins River project is to be managed by the Division of State 
Lands of the Department of Natural Resources as an addition to the St . 
Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve. The primary management objective for the 
project is the preservation of the naturally occurring and relatively 
unaltered flora and fauna. The preservation of the tract in a 
substantially natural condition will provide additional, important 
benefits : protection of habitat for endangered or threatened species, 
protection of water quality in the Aquatic Preserve, and protection of 
significant archaeological sites . 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#25 Pine Island Ridge 

COUNTY 

Broward 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

1 I 1 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$2,165,000 

Qualifies as "other lands". Acquisition would primarily protect 
significant archaeological and historical resources. 

"ANAGER 
Broward County through sublease from Division of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Archaeological/Historical Interpretive Site in conjunction with compatible 
recreational uses. 

LOCATION 
Broward County, Florida's southeast coast, south of SR 84 and west of the 
Florida Turnpike. This project is within Florida's Senate District 30 and 
House District 96. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project occupies a Pleistocene sand dune ridge that abruptly rises 
twenty-five feet above the surrounding plain to a ma<imum height of 
twenty-nine feet above sea level. The site has a long history of human 
occupation and disturbance which has diminished its natural resource 
values. The project area includes some very large south Florida slash 
pine and live oak trees in the overstory with an interesting mix of native 
subtropical trees and shrubs in the understory. 

This project has high archaeological and historical value. There are 
seven archaeological sites recorded within the Pine Island Ridge project 
area, and the tract was occupied by Seminole Indians through the early 
20th century. The project is the site of the Second Seminole War Battle 
of Pine Island in 1838. 

Recreational activities must be compatible with the protection of 
significant cultural resources. The project can provide picnicking, 
hiking, bike riding, nature study, and photography. 

ONNERSHIP 
Two owners. Sea Ranch Properties, Inc. is the major owner and is a 
willing seller of most of the property included in the final boundary. It 
is unknown whether Sea Ranch is willing to sell the 10~ non-ridge acreage. 
Broward County, through a development agreement, obtained a 14 acre parcel 
which will be donated to the state. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"ENT 
The Broward County Land Use Plan 11977l identified Pine Island Ridge as a 
unique natural area. In 1981, the Conservation Element of the county 
comprehensive plan designated the property as a Local Area of Particular 
Con~ern. 

The Broward County Land Use Plan and the Town of Davie Future Land Use 
Element have been amended and now permit 3.6 residential units per acre, 
an increase from the previous one unit per acre designation. A rezoning 
request has been approved which will allow the planned residential 
development and implementation of the comprehensive plan amendments. 
Appro<imately 25/. of the project area will retain the older zoning of one 
unit per acre. 
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#25 PINE ISLAND RiDGE 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT IContinuedi 
Residential development occurs on three sides of the Sea Ranch property; 
and, with its new zon1ng, the property immediately adjacent to P1ne Island 
R1dge could be developed w1th1n the near future. 

Although the populat1on growth rate 1n Broward County was relatively slow 
between 1980 and 1986, when compared to other counties, Broward is one of 
the most densely populated count1es in the state ranking second behind 
Pinellas County. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The P1ne Island Ridge Project Design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Comm1ttee on June 22, 1988 and did not significantly alter the 
resource planning boundary. The 6.9 acre entrance feature and the 2.5 
acre adjacent parcel were deleted and approximately 10 acres of non-rldge 
land was added to the project area. 

ESTinATED COST 
Tax assessed value 1s approximately $2,165,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions .•..• ,,,, •.......•.•..... ,, .••.••.••. ,,,,,,,,,,,,, ••• ,,,,,, 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 53 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

nANASEnENT sunnARY 
The Pine Island Ridge project will be leased to Broward County for 
management at county expense. The lease should pass through the Division 
of Recreat1on and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources to ensure 
that the acquisition obJectives that were defined for this project are 
satisfied. The tract should be managed with the primary goal of 
preservation of significant cultural and natural resources; however, 
'ecreational activities that a'e fully compatible with this p'eservation 
goal should be allowed. The p'esence of an adJacent 250 acre county park 
IT,ee Tops Park) adds to the value of this project in terms of access, 
maintenance, and recreational potential. The Div1sion of Historical 
Resou,ces of the Depa,tment of State should advise the Division of 
Recreat1on and Parks in developing the pass-through lease 'egarding 
archaeological and historical resources. 
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ACREAGE TAX 

PROJECT !Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#26 Save Our Everglades Collier 174,756 $ 6,000,000*ICARLI 
IS89,647,000 Total! 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI. 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. 

I'IANASER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources or the National Park Service or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State, the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Additions to the Fakahatchee State Preserve, the Florida Panther National 
Wildlife Refuge and, the Big Cypress National Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Collier County, south Flor1da, east of Naples. The project is north 
and south of All1gator Alley, adJacent to the Fakahatchee Strand project 
area. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 38 and House 
District 75. It is also within the jur1sdictions of the Southwest Florida 
Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project provides a very 1mportant hydrolog1ca! 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 1tself. Natural community 
types existing on the property include cypress forest, pine forest, 
hammock, mixed swamp forest, wet and dry prair1es and freshwater marsh. 
The project area is kno~n to support many endangered, threatened or rare 
spec1es including a large variety of rare orchids and other epiphytes, as 
well as the endangered Flor1da panther. 

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed for 
cultural resource sites, it is believed to have good potential for 
archaeolog1cal investigations. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
It is estimated that there are at least 23,000 owners in the project area. 
Golden Gate Estates, 41,000± acres, has over 22,000 owners. 9B/. of Golden 
Gate remains to be purchased, Acquisition staff is currently negotiating 
with willing sellers. Barron Collier Enterprises and Collier Enterprises 
own over 100,000 acres. 

* CARL financial contribution is being reanalyzed. 
1ndicate a tax value for the CARL portion of the 
approximately $25,319,000. 
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#26 SAVE OUR EVERGLADES 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The ecological character and un1que resources within the Save Our 
Everglades CARL proJect are extremely sensitive, and are vulnerable to a 
variety of activities. Drainage and ather 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 lor 
changing surface sheet-flaw patterns, but also brings a greater 
disturbance to wildlife and places greater stresses on endangered plant 
and anual 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 near Copeland. 01l and gas 
exploration and development is occurring in the Big Cypress Area as a 
highly regulated activity, ar.d 1t would probably occur an 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. 

EST! "ATED COST 
Remaining total tax assessed value is approximately $89,647,000. 
Estimated CARL contr1but1on IS approximately $6,000,000* !See footnote on 
last page). 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEHENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 7 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

E"!NENT DOIIAIN 

OTHER 

The Flar1da Legislature has specifically provided the power of eminent 
domain for acquisition of lands within this crit1cal area !Chapter 
380.05517), Florida Statutes). Eminent dama1n authority was extended to 
1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

This project is with1n a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. 

The new federal Big Cypress Addition Act (Public Law 100-30li provides 
assistance by the federal government in acquiring approximately 146,000 
acres of this project. The State of Florida will be reimbursed an amount 
equal to 80% of the total cost to the State of Florida of acquiring such 
lands. 

The Save Our Everglades Initiative was introduced by the office of the 
Governor in 1985 and has continued as a priority of the current 
administration. Reports on the status of protection efforts in the 
Everglades are 1ssued quarterly. 
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OTHER IContinuedl 
Coordination 

~26 SAVE OUR EVERGLADES 

This acquisition IS a joint endeavor of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, the National Park Service, the Florida Department of 
Transportation IFDOTI and the CARL program. The National Park Service and 
the FOOT in conjunction with CARL have purchased or have under contract 
approximately 9,320 acres in the easternmost portion of the Big Cypress 
Addition. The U.S. Fish and W1ldlife Service has purchased or has under 
contract approximately 25,000 acres in the westernmost port1on of the Big 
Cypress Addition. Most of the remaining acreage 10 the westernmost 
portion consists of the one mile strip east of SR 29 which also e<tends 
south of the Ally. U.S. F1sh and Wildlife Service has some parcels in 
this strip north of the Ally under contract. The majority of this one 
mile strip, however, IS owned by the Colliers and is proposed as part of 
the Collier exchange being negotiated by the National Park Service. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Save Our Everglades project is located in Collier County and consists 
of four parcels totaling approximately 209,000 acres. The eastern-most 
parcel, the "Big Cypress Connection," consists of 123,937 acres located in 
the northeast corner of Coll1er County and is bounded along the east line 
and along the south and west by the Big Cypress National Preserve. A 
second parcel is 36,139 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 41,000 acres, is located south 
of State Road 84, and runs along the western boundary ot Fakahatchee. 
Strand State Preserve. This 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 at this proJect will provide buffers 
or additions to e•ist1ng feoeral 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. Acquisitions will also become 
part of the Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge. 

The Save Our Everglades project should be acquired as an Environmentally 
Endangered Land and managed as a multiple-use area with primary management 
being oriented toward resource protection. Allowable uses that 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 IFakahatcheel, 
the National Park Service !Big Cypress Connection I, and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Serv1ce !Florida Panther National Wildlife Refugel with the Game 
and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of Historical Resources 
of the Department of State cooperating. 
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PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

ft27 Highlands Hammock State Highlands 
Park Addition 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

5,571 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$1,958,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELl. Acquisition would 
provide significant protection for endangered spec1es and would protect 
watershed quality. 

"ANAGER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Park Addition 

LOCATION 
Highlands County, south central Florida, approximately 4 1/2 miles 
southwest of U.S. 27 and Sebring. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 13 and House District 76. It also lies within the 
jurisdictions of the Central Florida Regional Planning Council and the 
Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of generally good quality scrub, scrubby 
flatwoods, xeric hammock, mesic flatwoods, baygall, and basin swamp 
natural communities. The project also includes some relatively minor 
areas where the natural vegetation has been disturbed. The basin swamp is 
of particular importance because of hydrological connections with 
Highlands Hammock State Park. The diversity of natural communities 
supports good populations of wildlife, including several threatened 
spec1es. 

The project area has moderate potential for the presence of archaeological 
sites representing any of the cultural periods typical of the Okeechobee 
Basin. 

The project would provide additional areas suitable for camping, hiking, 
horseback riding, nature study, and photography. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 10 owners in the entire proJect area. Iris Young 
owns all but approximately 728 acres of the 4 1/2 sections of Phase I and 
is a willing seller. Part of Phase II is 1n receivership, so there could 
be a good possibility of acquiring it. Livingston a major owner in Phase 
II has many of the other parcels in Phase II under option and is a willing 
seller. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The area, due to its fragile habitat, is susceptible to degradation by 
grazing and lack of proper resource management 1.e. ecological burning to 
maintain plant communities Jn lieu of improving grazing for cattle. There 
is also the potential for pollution of streams runn1ng into Highlands 
Hammock State Park from cattle, from contaminents resulting from orange 
groves and, if development occurs, from residential effluent. 

Although there is not enough data at th1s time to precisely predict the 
1mpact of development, the e'isting information suggests that the 
preservation of water quality in its present state would be important for 
the protection of local groundwater, particularly the discharge into 
streams going into Highlands Hammock State Park. 

Because the location of the area is in close proximity to the rapidly 
expanding City of Sebring, it is potentially a prime area for development 
of private and commercial housing. Development of these types are 
currently present in close proximity to the area. 
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I 27 HIGHLANDS HAMMOCK STATE PARK ADDITION 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Highland Hammock Project Design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on April 1, 1988. The resource planning boundary was 
refined by the addition of approximately 40 acres to the northeastern part 
of the project area and the deletion of approximately 60 acres in the 
southeastern part of the project. The area deleted was predominantly 
pastur~ and citrus. 

Less than fee-simple acquisition 
Iris Young, the major owner, has indicated she would prefer to keep 
all property east of Charlie Bowlegs Creek, but that a conservation 
easement or life estate might be negotiable. Preferable means of 
protection is by purchasing the fee simple title. 

Phasing 
l. 
2. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Sections 5, 7, 18, 19, 20 
Sections 8, 9, 16, 17, 21 

Tax assessed value is approximately $1,958,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions ••.•.••.••••••••.••..•..•.•.•..••••••.....••.••..••.••••.•• 
Letters of general support ............................................ 297 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 6 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 20 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The project will be managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources as a contiguous addition to Highlands 
Hammock State Park. The addition includes the headwaters of Charley 
Bowlegs Creek which runs through the park. Maintenance of the tract in a 
substantially natural condition will ensure the continued high quality of 
water flowing into the park. The primary management objective is the 
preserv•tion of significant natural features, while at the same time 
permitting a full program of compatible recreational activities. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#28 Gadsden County 
Glades 

COUNTY 

Gadsden 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

1,800 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

456,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (£ELl. Acquisition would 
protect at least four natural communities, two of wh1ch are among the 
rarer and more endangered in Florida, and associated endemic and disjunct 
plant species. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources with the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 
and Consumer Services and the Game and Fresh Water Fish 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 I-10 and just southwest of 
Chattahoochee. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 2 and 
House District B. It also l1es within the jurisdictions of the Apalachee 
Regional Planning Council and the Northwest Florida Water Management 
Di•trict. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project comprises much of the known Florida occurrence of the upland 
glade natural community type. The project also includes some excellent 
examples of other upland mesic natural communities such as slope forest. 
Upland glade and slope forest are considered to be among the rarer and 
more endangered natural communities in Florida. These natural communities 
support disjunct populations of plant species that usually range to the 
north and west; many of these species are rare throughout their range. 
Several very rare plants occur within the project such as the federally 
endangered Florida torreya tree (Torreya taxifolial. 

Although no systematic archaeological survey has ever been conducted for 
the project area, surveys in the general area suggest a fairly heavy site 
density. 

Recreational opportunities would be limited to low intensity activities to 
preserve the unique character of the project area (e.g., hik1ng, 
photography, and nature appreciation). 

ONNERSHIP 
Five owners of large parcels and about six owners of small parcels. 

VULNERABILITV AND ENDANGER"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 s1ngle 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 oependence 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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#28 GADSDEN COUNTY GLADES 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT ICont1nuedl 
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 area, 1t IS almost certain that the natural resources 
will be Significantly degraded 1n the very near future. Some development 
at the southern city limit of Chattahoochee is occurring just north of the 
proposed project boundary. 

Acquisition Planning 
This project was included within the overall Apalachicola River and 
Bay resource planning boundary. 

ESTinATED COST 
Ta• assessed value is $456,000. 

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

"ANAGE"ENT 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 w1ll focus on the maintenance 
of conditions that optimally support the unusual natural communities. 
This should not involve any Intensive management techniques. The natural 
communities are bas1cally 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 eKcessively 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. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#29 Miami Rockridge 
Pinelands 

COUNTY 

Dade 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

175 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$2,179,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL). Acquisition would 
protect a large number of rare, endangered, threatened and endemic plant 
species and would also preserve water recharge areas. 

MANA&ER 
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 Miami - Homestead urban area. This 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 and House Districts 119 
and 120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South Florida 
Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of the best remaining examples of the highly 
endangered pine rockland natural community type. These tropical pinelands 
occur e•clusively on the Miami Ridge and have been dramatically reduced in 
acreage by development. Numerous rare and endangered plant species and 
several animal species - many of which are found nowhere else - occur in 
the pinelands. 

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

OIINERSHIP 
There are approximately 18 owners and 53 parcels. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERMENT 
The 14 pineland sites are considered upland and developable. All sites 
are zoned residential (up to six Jots per acre) 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 1978, 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. 
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~29 MIAMI ROCKRIOGE PINELANDS 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT (Continued! 
Since 1975 it has been estimated that 48 percent of the Miami Rockridge 
Pineiands have been destroyed. At this current rate of destruction, all 
privately owned pinelands in the environmentally sensitive category would 
be developed in the next 10 to 15 years. This trend is not expected to 
slow down due to the upland characteristics of the rockridge sites which 
are desirable locations for development activities. Thus, these sites 
must be considered extremely endangered. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 12, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Co•mittee 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 p!ann1ng 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 b 
Phase b. Sit. 15 
Phase 7. Site 14 
Phase B. Site 13 
Phase 9. Site 8 
Phase I 0. Site I 
Phase 11. Site 16 
Phase 12. Site 7 
Phase 13. Florida Natural Areas Inventory addition to Site 10 
Phase 14. Site 9 

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

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSE"ENTS 

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

The Florida Department of Transportation has recently negotiated a 
contract with the owner of Site 2 to purchase a right of way which 
transects the hammock. 

"ANASE"ENT SU"NARY 
As a result of the distribution of the proposed pineland preserves 
throughout a wide range of areas in the County with diverse land uses, it 
has been proposed that the sites be managed at different levels of 
intensity. Sites closest to urban populations will be managed to allow 
controlled interpretive and limited passive recreational opportunities, 
while more remote pinelands will be maintained as environmentally 
endangered land preserves. All of the pineland sites will be managed by 
the Dade County Park and Recreation Department in conformance with the 
State's Environmentally Endangered Lands Plan and State Lands Management 
Plan. 
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"29 MIAMI ROCKRID6E PINELANDS 
MANAGEMENT SUMMARY (Continued) 

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 preserves 
by conducting periodic controlled burns of the properties to encourage 
pineland growth and eliminate the threat of understory hardwoods and 
e•otic species. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#30 Wacissa and Aucilla 
River Sinks 

COUNTY 

J~fferson 

Taylor 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

$ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

319,000 

Qualifies as "other lands." Closing of existing 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 will protect a springhead, other portions of an undeveloped 
river corridor, wetlands and an area already in use by the public for 
recreation. 

"ANAGER 
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 
ln 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. It 
also lies within the jurisdictions of the Apalachee and North Central 
Florida Regional Planning Councils and the Northwest Florida and Suwannee 
River Water Management Districts. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This proje~t encompasses mucn of twa river systems, a blackwater stream, 
the Aucilla, and a springtfirst magnitudel-fed stream, the Wacissa. Both 
these riv~r corridors ar~ ir1 good condition and are popular canoe trails. 
Ten different natural communities occur within the project creating a very 
diverse natural area. Some of these communities such as aquatic caves and 
sinkholes are rare and threatened in our state. Although the surrounding 
areas are part of a commercial timber operation, the natural resources at 
the site remain in good condition. The natural communities provide 
excellent wildlife habitat and support an abundance of water birds and 
other wild animals. The project boasts several unique geolog1cal features 
including the Aucilla River Sinks; an area in which the Aucilla River 
alternately flo~s through subterranean passageways and then reappears at 
the surface. 

There are numerous aboriginal sites along both rivers 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. 

OMNERSHIP 
Approximately 13,179 acres representing approximately two-thirds of the 
project area have been purchased from the Nature Conservancy. There are 
twa ather major owners and a few minor ones, not including those owners 
associated with the conservation easement. 

* Part of this acreage includes the conservation easement along the Aucilla 
which will be boundary mapped at a later date. 
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#30 WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERHENT 
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, even after logging, 
and no Intensification of forestry practices is anticipated by the owners. 
River frontage is always susceptible to development. 

ACOUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Lower Wacissa River and Aucilla River Sinks, resulting 
in a project area of approximately 20,258 acres. 

Resource planning boundary/project design additions included: the 
addition of the upper segment of the Wacissa River, the addition of the 
major river rises between the original proJect boundary and 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 far recreational purposes, and a 
six mile corridor along the Aucilla River. 

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 
recr~ational 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. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. 
Phase II. 

Phase Ill. 
Phase IV. 

Buckeye ownership- original proposal. 
lal Northern additions to original proposal. 
lbl Conservation easement on Aucilla. 
Southern additions to original proposal. 
Yeager ownership. 

EST ii'IATED COST 

LOCAL 

OTHER 

Tax assessed value of remaining acreage is estimated to be $319,000. 

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

Salaries Exj;!enses oco FCO Total 
$48,056 $36,482 $158,875 $340,000 $583,413 

SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENOORSEnENTS 
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. 

This project includes a waterbody classified under the Special Waters 
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters. 
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~30 WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS 

nANASEnENT SU"nAR~ 
The project area 1s currently heavily used for recreation. Most of it is 
within the Aucilla Wildlife Management Area. The Wac1ssa River is a part 
of the State canoe trail system and the Florida Trail follows the Aucilla 
River sinks through the area. There is a county park at the head springs, 
a privately maintained public access point at Goose Pasture, and a public 
boat ramp at Nuttall Rise. Hunting, fishing, boating, canoe1ng, swimming, 
hiking, camping, and just about all types of active and passive outdoor 
recreation occur on the site and should continue after acquisition. A 
multiple use management policy is recommended for the project. The Game 
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 and Consumer 
Services cooperating. 

Development and management costs should be low. If the existing public 
access points to the rivers are maintained, additional river access points 
may not be needed. Upland use facilities (camping, trails, road 
maintenance, etc.l should be all that is required. Development and use 
should be managed so as to protect the natural resource values, especially 
the river systems. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

~31 Garcon Po1nt 

COUNTY 

Santa Rosa 

RECD""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

2,560 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$l,B00 1 000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered lands (EEL!. Acquisition would 
protect a rare and unique natural community and its associated component 
species. 

"ANAGER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Preserve. 

LOCATION 
Santa Rosa County, in the northwest Florida panhandle, approximately 10 
miles east-northeast of Pensacola. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 2 and House District 4. It also lies within the 
jurisdictions of the West Florida Regional Planning Council and the 
Northwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Natural communities occurring within this project are in good to excellent 
condition and include wet prairie, estuarine tidal marsh, and wet 
flatwoods. The wet prairie is one of the few outstanding examples of 
pitcher plant prairie that remains in the state. This prairie community 
is characteristically species-rich and at this site included orchids and 
insectivorous plants such as pitcher plants, sundews, butterworts, and 
bladderworts. Especially significant is the large population of 
white-topped pitcher plants (Sarraceria leucophyllal, State listed as 
endangered. The tract harbors several other rare plant spec1es as well. 
The project is adjacent to an Aquatic Preserve. 

At least four areas of archaeological and historical significance have 
been reported Within the proJect area. Evidence suggests that this area 
was the location of two Indian villages displaced from the Tallahassee 
area by the British. 

The project has good potential for mostly passive recreation. The tract 
could support hiking, picnicking, fishing, bird-watching, nature study, 
and photography while simultaneously protecting the sensitive biological 
resources. 

DMNERSHIP 
There are approximately 21 owners. The major owner, First American Bank 
and Trust, is a willing seller. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
This project area is very susceptible to alteration from ditching, plant 
collecting and development. There is evidence of ditching in portions of 
the Wet Prairie, but, on the whole, the tidal marsh and prairie areas are 
untouched. Plant collection pressure in these types of areas is usually 
high and as the site becomes mare widely known it is likely that this 
pressure would increase in the prairie. Several Jeep trails are used to 
access the site but off-trail activity is slight. 

Although the landward e•tent of the waters of the state has not been 
formally determined by the Department of Natural Resources, these areas 
have not been considered jurisdictional under non-binding permitting 
reviews. These wetlands are under federal wetland jurisdiction. A permit 
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#31 GARCON POINT 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT !Continued! 
has recently been recommended for issuance by the Army Corp of Engineers 
for development over the objections of other federal agencies on a site in 
this peninsula area that reportedly includes pitcher plant prairie. The 
entire area has since been recommended for a federal pre-a~sessment review 
in order to better establish the value of these lands but the review has 
not yet been initiated. 

Under these Circumstances, these lands are very susceptible to 
development. Pensacola is nearby 115 miles by road! and the Garcon Point 
area is experiencing an increase in the development of small subdivisions. 
A study is currently being conducted to determine if construction of a 
toll bridge, which would make landfall at Garcon Point, IS feasible. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Garcon Point Project Design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on November 19, 1987. There were few changes to the 
resource planning boundary. One single-owner parcel of 60 acres was 
added. Appraisals should not consider the t1mber value of this addition. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $1,800,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

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

The Nature Conservancy is paying for a boundary map for this project, will 
purchase it, and hope to sell 1t to the state in a timely manner. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This project will be managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources as a State Preserve or State Botanical 
Site. The primary management objective will be the maintenance and 
preservation of the natural communities, especially the fragile wet 
prairie. 

The ecological integrity of wet prairie IS strongly influenced by 
hydrology and fire. No management activities should be allowed that 
disrupt the natural hydrology of the wet prairie system. Maintenance of 
this natural community will also require prescribed burns to prevent 
invasion by woody species and to release essential nutrients. 

The project will be able to support limited recreation that is compatible 
with the sensit1ve biological resources. The northeast corner of the 
project includes a graded area with paved and dirt roads that would most 
appropriately accommodate visitor parking and any recreational facilities. 
A narrow beach berm 1s found most of the length of the shoreline. The 
construction of several small bridges to span tidal creeks would allow 
users to hike the entire perimeter of the project. 

The project area has long been used for educational and research 
activities; these uses should continue to be allowed where appropriate. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

*32 El D~stino 

COUNTY 

Leon/Jefferson 

RECONNENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

4,100 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$625.000 

Qualifies as "other lands". Acquisition would provide the public with 
active outdoor recreational activities. Acquisition would also protect a 
significant archaeological and historical site. 

NANAGER 
Same and Fr~sh 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. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
Western Jefferson and Eastern Leon counties, approximately 8 miles east of 
Tallahassee on U.S. 27. This project is within Florida's Senate District 
5 and House District 11. It is also within the jurisdictions of the 
Apalachee Regional Planning Council and the Northwest Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Natural communities in this project are generally in fair condition and 
include upland pine forest, upland mixed forest, and bottomland forest. 
The project also includes some relatively small areas of planted pine, 
agricultural fields, and man-made ponds. Burnt Mill creek, a small 
blackwater stream of good quality flows several miles across the project 
area. In recent years the property has been intensively managed as a 
private hunting preserve. This has resulted in good populations of small 
game, especially quail. The tract also supports a diverse and abundant 
number of nongame wildlife species. 

This project includes at least two areas of archaeological/historical 
significance. The tract is the location of a 17th century Spanish 
mission, one of eighteen Fransciscan missions established in the Province 
of Apalachee between 1633 and 1683. Also, the property has been utilized 
as a plantation since 1828. 

The large size and diversity of this project make it ideal for a variety 
of active and passive recreational activities. It is especially suitable 
for hunting and horseback riding. Other recreational opportunities could 
include fishing, swimming, camping, hiking, nature appreciation, and 
photography. 

OMNERSHIP 
There are two owners. One 400 acre ownership includes the plantation 
buildings and Crow Pond. This owner has an option to acquire an 
additional 950 acres within the project boundary. Both owners are willing 
sellers. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERNENT 
The El Destine Plantation property is moderately vulnerable to typical 
uplands development impacts which could occur if the property were 
developed for residential or commercial use. Since one of the main values 
of the property is that it offers a good e•ample of a north Florida quail 
plantation, it is susceptible to changes in management which would reduce 
the incident of fire. Although such management could reduce the 
suitability of the area for quail hunting, it would not affect the overall 
environmental value of the tract significantly, and could enhance values 
for certain other outdoor recreational activities. The conversion of 
additional forested areas to row crop agriculture could also occur, which 
could affect the environmental and recreational quality of the property. 
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#32 EL DESTlNO 

VULNERABILITY AND ENOANGER"ENT (Continu~dl 
Desp1te its relativ~ly clos~ location with resp~ct to Tallahassee, the El 
Destino Plantation do~s not appear greatly endangered at this time. 
Although a portion of th~ property has recently been sold, the owners 
apparently intend to ma1nta1n the present management concept and intensity 
in terms of controlled burning, timber management and harvest and 
agricultural production. There are no known developm~nt plans for the 
property, and it is probable that the owners will maintain the property as 
a quail-hunting plantation operation, thereby, preserving its current 
environmental and recreational values. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The El Destine Project Design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on November 19, 1987. A 317 acre tract south of U.S. 
27 was deleted. On February 12, 1988, the Selection Committee also 
deleted the 2,500 acre Ingles tract ~ast of SR 59. 

Phasing 
Acquisition should move from the largest parcel to the smallest. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $625,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support ............................................ 292 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. l 

"ANAGE"ENT SUn"ARY 
This project will be managed by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
as a Wildlife Management Area. The Division of Forestry of the Department 
of Agriculture and Consumer Services and the Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State have been recommended as cooperating 
managing agenc1es. This project will be managed as a multiple-use area 
consistent with the protection of its high resource values. Consumptive 
uses of fish and wildlife, such as fishing and hunting, wtll be allowed. 
Archaeological and historical s1tes will be conserved and protected. 
Preliminary management objectives emphasize low intensity multiple-uses 
featurtng hunting in a high quality environment. 
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PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#33 North Layton Hammack Monroe 

ACREAGE 
<Nat Yet Purchased 
or under aptian) 

94 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$747,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EELl. Acquisition would 
protect a native, relatively unaltered biological system which includes 
rare and endangered plant and animal species. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Managed as part of the Long Key State Recreation Area with emphasis an the 
preservation of the botanical resources. 

LOCATION 
Monroe County, South Flar1da, an Long Key, across the road and adjacent to 
Lang Key State Recreation Area. It is also adjacent to the incorporated 
city of Layton. This project is within Florida's Senate District 39 and 
Hause District 120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is predominantly comprised of wetland natural communities; 
however, the upland natural communities are among the rarest in Florida. 
The rockland hammock, coastal berm, and rock barren natural communities 
harbor several threatened elements of Florida's tropical flora including 
the federally endangered Key tree cactus <Cereus rabiniil. The site 
contains a significant assemblage of rare tropical species. 

Recreational activities must be fully compatible with the protection of 
the rare and sensitive biological resources. Nature trail walks, 
bird-watching, nature study and photography are the mast appropriate 
activities. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 16 owners and 23 tax parcels, according to 
information from the property appraiser's office supplied by The Nature 
Conservancy. Preliminary research by the Title Section of the Bureau of 
Survey and Mapping, however, indicates that mast of the land south of U.S. 
I which was added to the resource planning boundary is state awned either 
by instrument or by sovereignty. If this is accurate, then the project 
consists of approximately 15 owners and 20 parcels. Leisure Life Sales, 
Inc., the owner of the primary tract, has been contacted by The Nature 
Conservancy and is willing to participate in negotiations. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
Current county zoning would allow one dwelling un1t per acre within the 
project area. With the high demand for residential and commercial 
property in the Florida Keys, development pressures on upland hammocks 
became very intense. There are no known development plans within the 
project area at this time. 

Although the papulation density in Monroe County is only 1n the medium 
range, almost all that population is in the Keys. The growth rate far the 
county between 1976 - 1986 was 14.51.. 
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#33 NORlH LAYfON HAMMOCK 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The North Layton Hammock Project Design was approved by the Land 
Acquis1t1on Selection Comm1ttee on June 22, 1988. Modif1cat1ons to the 
resource plann1ng boundary included additions to take in all of the major 
ownership north of U.S. 1, and the deletion of a two parcel f1ve acre 
tract on the eastern boundary, also north of U.S. 1. 

Less than fee-slmple 
Any area south of U.S. 1, not in state ownership, should be acquired 
by donation, if possible. 

Phasing 
Phase I. 

Phase II. 

Phase III. 

ESTIMATED COST 

Acquisition of the rockland hammock and adjoining 
borrow pit north of U.S. l; one owner, Leisure Life 
Sales, Inc. 

Acqu1sition of the parcels neighboring the rockland 
hammock. 

Acquisition of remaining parcels. 

Tax assessed value is approx1mately $747,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... l 
Letters of general support............................................ 0 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public offic1als..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organization~. 2 

MANAGEMENT SUMHARV 
This project will be managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources w1th the primary obJective of 
preserving the rare biological resources. Limited passive recreation that 
1s fully compatible with this objective will be allowed. The project is 
in close proximity to Long Key State Recreation Area and would 
appropriately be managed 1n conjunction w1th the State Recreation Area; 
however, it should be emphasized that the management objective for North 
Layton Hammock stresses preservation more than recreat1on because of the 
exceptional value and sens1t1vity of the biological resources. 
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TROPICAL HAMMOCKS OF 
THE REDLANDS 
DADE COUNTY 

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

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

10. Madden's Hammock 

.. 



PROJ ECl 
NAME 

#34 froptcal Hammocks 
of the Redlands 

COUNTY 

Dade 

RECOn"ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

~CREAGE 

(Not Vet Purchased 
or under option) 

213 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,991,000 

Qualifie5 a5 Environmentally Endangered Land5 (£ELl. Acquisition would 
protect the best of the few remaining tropical hardwood hammocks in Dade 
County and a55ociated rare and endangered species. 

nANAGER 
Dade County. 

PROPOSED USE 
Pre5erve or Botanical Site. 

LOCATION 
In Dade County, south Florida. All of the 5ites are located in the 
greater Miami/Homestead area. This project ltes within Florida's Senate 
District 39 and Hou5e Di5tricts 119 and 120. It also lies within the 
Jurisdictions of the South Florida Regtonal Planntng Council and the South 
Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes some of the most out5tanding examples of rockland 
hammock that remain in Florida. The ten sites tn the proJect were 
selected specifically to preserve a broad array of plants and animals 
typical of this natural community. The project harbors numerous plant 
species that are rare and endangered, and several animal species that are 
also rare. 

Many of the hammocks also harbor very significant archaeological sites. 

Recreational acttvittes wuuld be limited to preserve the character of 
these sttes. Possible recreational activtties would include nature 
apprectation and photography. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are 24 owners and 10 discrete hammocks. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"EN~ 
The relatively small size i10 to 30 acres! of the parcels allows minor 
disturbances to have major impacts upon the integrity of the natural 
systems. Envaision by exotics is also a possible threat. 

According to a 1984 tnventory 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 remaintng acreage is currently 
betng reduced by urban ano agricultural deveiopment 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 
signtficant threats to tropical rockland hammocks. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisitton Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Troptcal 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 1mprove access for management 
purposes and a deletion was made which remov~d disturbed acreage. 
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#34 TROPICAL HAMMOCKS OF THE REDLANDS 

ACQUISITION PLANNING !Continued! 
Acguisi tion Phasing 

Phase 1 • Silver Palm 
Phase 2. Castell ow Extension 
Phase 3. Loveland 
Phase 4. Big ~ little George 
Phase 5. Meissner 
Phase 6. Ross 
Phase 7. Southwest Island 
Phase B. Holiday 
Phase q, Lucille 
Phase 10. Madden's Hammock 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Assessed value is approximately $7,qq1,000. Tax assessed value, taking 
into consideration agricultural exemptions, is approximately $3,894,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions .•.•• ,..................................................... 0 

OTHER 

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

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

The Nature Conservancy has purchased one of the three parcels of the 
Silver Palm Hammock, has an option on a second and will resell to the 
state. The Department of Natural Resources has advertised for appraisals 
on this hammock. 

Dade County has paid for title work on all hammocks. 

MANAGE"ENT SUM"ARY 
Eleven individual hammocks, comprising 140± acres of endangered tropical 
hammocks represent the best of what remains in Dade County and contain 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 
species. 

The primary focus of the proposed management plan will be to reduce 
unauthorized intrusion, vandalism and the removal of endemic species and 
to provide limited access for interpretive uses. 
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ACREAGE 
PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

!Not Yet Purchased 
or under opt1on) 

#35 East Everglades Dade 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition 
qual,ity and quantity of two bay systems. 
restoration of traditional South Florida 
protect Everglades National Park. 

nANAGER 

75,570 

will help protect 
Acquisition will 

drainage patterns 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$15,114,000 

the water 
also enable the 
and help 

Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, 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 will be closely 
coordinated with the Everglades National Park and Dade County. 

PROPOSED USE 
Portions of the project area may be managed in conjunction with the 
Everglades National Park, parts may continue in agricultural use, parts 
may be managed for the benefit of fish and wildlife and public recreation. 
All uses are to be compatible with the pr1mary goal of restoration of 
biological and hydrological resources. 

LOCATION 
In western Dade County, aojacent to and east of the Everglades National 
Park. This project lies w1thin Florida's Senate District 40 and House 
District 120. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the South Florida 
Water Management District and the South Florida Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The East Everglades acquisition project comprises a total area of 97,120 
acres in western Dade County. The project is div1ded into two separate 
ar~as: a north~rn ar~a comprising approximately 70,000 acres, and a 
southern area comprising approximately 27,120 acres lsee map, part 21. 
Both areas border the Everglades national Park and are cons1dered critical 
to the park's ecosystems. East Everglades serves as a water storage area. 
The water storage capacity helps to prevent excess1ve 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 spe~ies. 

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

The primary public purpose of restoring natural hydrological and 
biological systems takes precedence over intensive recreational use. The 
area can support hunting, fishing, camping, hiking 1 nature study, and 
photography. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are well over 100 owners in the project area. The South Florida 
Water Management Distr1ct has purchased 21,549 acres to date In the 
southernmost 27,120 acres, and is proceeding by eminent domain to acquire 
an additional 700 acres. These 700 acres should be closed in early 1989. 

The Aerojet Wildlife Management Area, between the northern and southern 
parts of the proJect area, was purchased in 1983 with EEL and CARL funds. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The Everglades natural communities are extremely sensitive to dl5ruptian 
by man. Artificial manipulation of water levels can be devastating to 
natural systems in and out of the project area. 

Acquisttion priority based 1n part on enddngerment have been recommended 
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~35 EAST EVERGLADES 

YULNERABILITV AND ENDANGERMENT IContinuedJ 
by an East Everglades technical comm1ttee. The highest development 
pressures (resldential and agr1cultura!J are adjacent to those areas that 
have already been developed. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approx1mately $15,114,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutlons ........... ,, .......................... ,....... .. . . . . . . . .. . 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 organizat~ons. 4 

OTHER 
This project 1s with1n a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
w1th Management Plans Adopted. lt 1s also a joint project between the 
CARL program and the oouth Flor1da Water Management District ISFWMDl. The 
SFWMD is successfully negot1ating add1t1ons and 1nhold1ngs 1n the 
southernmost part of the project area. Priority areas 1 and 2 in the 
northernmost part of the proJect are also 1n the SFWMD's five year 
acquisition plan. 

This project qualifies for purchase with the Save Our Everglades set aside 
money, of which $3,212,365 is unencumbered. 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
The proposed acqu1sition 1s for the purpose of furthering the object1ves 
adopted by the Everglades Nat1onal Park - East Everglades Resource 
Planning and Management Committee as set forth by the Governor on 
February 7, 1984. Thes~.object1ves 1ncluue: r~storing as mucn as 
practicable, the natural sheet flow of water to the Everglades National 
Park through the Shark R1ver Slough; ensuring that the qual1ty of water 
flowing into the park and into the 81scayne aqu1fer is not degraded due to 
development pract1ces in the East Everglades; ensuring that the quality 
and quantity of water entering Florida Bay will allow for rejuvenation of 
the estuarine systems and restorat1or1 of their productivity; allowing for 
adequate flood protection measures for residential and agricultural areas 
within the East Everglades; and ensuring that future development in Dade 
County does not affect the viability of the natural ecosystems in the East 
Everglades and the Everglades National Park. 

Management of lands w1th1n the East Everglades will involve the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Comm1ssion, the Soutn Florida Water Management District, 
the D1vision of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources, the 01v1s1un of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services, and the Division of Hi~torical Resources of the 
Department of State. Management of these lands will be closely 
coordinated w1th the Everglades National Park and Dade County. East 
Everglades presents a large 176,300 acresJ and complex management problem. 
As more informat1on 1s obtained, better resource-based management plans 
w1ll be implemented and provide optimum management of this diverse reg1on. 
Current management w1ll be gu1ded by the fourteen policies adopted by the 
Everglades National Park - East Everglades Resource Planning and 
Management Comm1ttee and approved by the Governor and Cabinet which are: 

l. Resource management prior1ties for publicly-owned lands in the East 
Everglades shoulc be compat1ble with restoration of sheet flow 
through the Northeast Shark River Slough to the Everglades system and 
be consistent w1tn the program. 

2. High prior1ty shouid be given to protect1on of Dade County's water 
supply. 

3. Lands that were purchased with State or other publ1c funds should be 
managed for their natural hydrolog1cal and biolog1cal value• as a 
pr11nary purpose. 
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135 EAST EVERGLADES 

nANAGEnENT sunnARY 
4. Lands designated as Management Area 38 in the Management Plan for the 

East Everglades that are in agriculture at the time of purchase may 
be made available for agricultural use under management of 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 sheetflow. 

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 of a new wellfield in the East Everglades should 
not adversely affect restoration of sheetflow through the Northeast 
Shark River Slough to the Everglades national Park or the 
preservation and enhancement of wildlife and 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 owned 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 against serious wildfires, Context Road should be closed or 
removed. 
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PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#36 Wetstone/Berkov1tz Pasco 

RECOKKENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Purchased 
or under opt1onl 

3,460 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$3,228,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI. Acquisition would 
protect a relatively unaltered biological system representative of the 
Pasco-Hernando county Gulf coast. 

"ANAGER 
Pasco County through a pass-through lease from the Division of Recreat1on 
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
County Park for preservation purposes and passive recreational activities. 

LOCATION 
Pasco County, on Florida's west coast, between Port Richey and Hudson. 
This proJect is within Florida's Senate District 4 and House District 49. 
It is also w1thin the jurisdictions of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning 
Council and the Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project occupies approximately four miles of undisturbed, low-energy 
coastline on the Gulf of Mexico. Natural communities are 1n good 
condition and include estuarine tidal marsh, wet flatwoods, and maritime 
hammock. Bayonet Point appears to provide importar.t habitat for local 
wildlife, especially birds. A pair of nest1ng bald eagles has been 
documented on site. The tract is one of only two large undeveloped 
coastal tracts in Pasco County. 

This proJect offers recreational opportunities that are becom1ng 
increasingly scarce in Pasco County. The tract could provide hiking, 
bird-watching, nature study, photography, and flsh>ng opportunities. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are two major owners, Werner/Day, Trustees Wetstane and Berkovitz, 
and a few smaller parcels on the extreme northern and southern project 
boundaries. Both major owners are willing sellers. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERnENT 
Much of the original application- the Wetstone Tract is probably within 
the permitting jurisdiction of the Department of Environmental Regulation 
and would requ1re dredge and fill permits to develop. At the present time 
it is reasonable to assume that little development would be permitted in 
this wetland portion. The hammocks and other upland areas face no such 
restrictions and should be considered developable, with a qualif1cat1on 
for the hammock islands, •hose development would probably entail access 
roads across ttle jurisdictional tidal marsh and might therefore be 
limited. 

The 100-year flood event would be expected to produce a storm surge of 
12-19 feet above mean sea level on thiS tract, sufficient to flood the 
entire project area. Most of the tract is also within the velocity-zone, 
where wave act1on could be expected dur1ng the 100-year storm. Structures 
built on this tract, 1f they are to rece1ve federal flood Insurance, would 
need to be elevated on pll1ngs above the expected 100-year storm surge. 
This would mean at least a 15-foot elevation above mean sea level for all 
but the easternmost portions of the tract. 

The Pasco County coast is developing rapidly. Any developable land near 
the Gulf and U.S. 19, such as Bayonet Point, should be considered 
endangered. 
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#36 WETSTONEIBERKOV!Tl 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Wetstone/Berkovitz Project Design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on November 19, 1988. The resource planning boundary 
was altered by the addition of 200~ acres to the northern boundary, 
assuming these parcels are not county owned, and the addition of 300~ 
acres to the southern boundary. Approximately 40 acres in section 16 on 
the southeastern boundary were deleted. The southern boundary excludes 
the Pasco County Environmental Center, approximately 10-12 acres. 

Phas1ng 
Phase I. 
Phase !!. 

Werner/Day Trustees IWetstonel and Berkovitz. 
Remaining owners. 

ESTinATED COST 
Estimated tax assessed value is approximately $3,228,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions .......................... , ...... , ........................ . 
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 

Pasco County has pledged to contribute 50/. towards the acquisition of the 
original application, the Wetstone tract. 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
Pasco County has expressed an interest in managing this property as an 
environmental preserve. The project is recommended to be leased to the 
county for management at county expense. The lease will pass through the 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources to 
ensure that the management objective of preserving the natural character 
of the tract while simultaneously providing compatible recreational 
opportunities is satisfied. The project is not being acquired for the 
development of ball fields or similar activities that could degrade the 
natural resources. The limited development of boardwalks to improve 
access should be allowed if planned to minimize disturbance of the site. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

•37 Chassahow1tzka 
Swamp 

COUNT! 

Hernando 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

6, J 00 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 4,632,000 

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. 

~ANAGER 
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 cooperat1ng. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Chassahow1tzka Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
In Hernando County on Florida's west coast between 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. It 
is also within the JUrisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional Planning 
Council and the Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is the largest remaining coastal hardwood swamp along the 
Gulf Coast south of the Suwannee River. This large area IS also one of 
few coastal natural areas with both freshwater and tidal communities 
intact and functioning as a system. It has been recognized by the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service as a unique wildlife ecosystem of nat1onal 
significance. The area supports a diversity of wildlife species including 
the Florida black bear and other rare and endangered species. Community 
types within the project Jnclude floodplain swamp, sandhill, mesic 
flatwoods, cypress ponds and tidal marsh. 

Th1s 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). 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 16,000 acres acquired under the Conservation and Recreation 
Lands program. Approximately 6,700 acres and 26 owners remain. 
Approximately 451. of the project area is in three ownerships. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERKENT 
The area is moderately vulnerable, and could be impacted by timbering, 
drainage, limerock mining, and residential development. 

Development in the transition areas has begun. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The original Chassahowitzka Swamp project was modified through a project 
design evaluation which was approved in February 1988. Changes were made 
ta gain better access, to provide protection for endangered and threatened 
wildlife species, and to protect the high quality of wetlands through 
acquisition or through protection of buffer zones which assist in wetland 
and aquifer recharge. 
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#37 CHASSAHOWITZKA SWAMP 

ESTII1ATED COST 

LOCAL 

OTHER 

Assessed value is estimated to be approximately $4,632,000. Value for 
entire project area is based on 1987 tax assessed value. 

Funds Expended by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for Fiscal Year 
1987-88 from CARL. 

Source Sal ar l Exgenses Total 

CARL $6,760 $2,889 $9,649 

Management Funds Requested I or Fiscal Year 1988-89 
OPS Salary Ex!;!ense oco Total 

$7,000 $19,890 $87,390 $3,020 $117,300 

SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEI1ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support............................................ 18 
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 Growth Management Agreement Area. 

"ANAGEI1ENT SU"I1ARY 
The Chassahowitzka Swamp tract will be managed as a multiple-use area 
consistent with the protection of its high resource values. The Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission will have lead management responsibilities, 
with the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services, the Division of Historical Resources of the Department 
of State, and the Department of Natural Resources cooperating. 

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

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

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

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

4. Consumptive uses of fish and wildlife such as hunting and fish1ng 
shall be allowed consistent with protection of the resources. 

5. Nonconsumptive uses relating to fish and wildlife resources such as 
camping, 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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137 CHASSAHOWITZKA SWAMP 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY lContinuedl 
7. Field surveys may be conducted to identify the potential endangerment 

of historic sites due to activities requiring land surface 
alteration. 

B. 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 lor low intensity, 
multiple uses featuring fishing, hunting, research, boating, camping and 
nature appreciation. The purchase of any or all of this tract would have 
a primary role of ensuring the protection and ecological integrity 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 
science§ 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 

#38 Peacock Slough 

COUNTY 

Suwannee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purcha>ed 

or under option) 

5801 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

358,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (££Ll. Acquisition of the 
remaining parcel> of this project would preserve >econd growth and old 
growth forests of excellent quality and would provide protection of the 
slough, a tributary of the Suwannee River. 

"ANASER 
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 Florida's Senate District 5 
and House District 12. It is within the jurisdictions of the North 
Central Florida Regional Planning Council and the Suwannee River Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The 860 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. Peacock Springs is a 2nd 
magnitude spring. The approximately five miles of underwater caves is one 
of the longest known in the United States. This underwater system 
provides critical habitat for several endangered animals endemic to the 
karst areas of north 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 archaeolog1cally 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.I to 
Historic times. Sites from the earlier Paleo-Indian period can also be 
expected there, although none have been yet located. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
280 acres have been acquired. Approximately five owners remain. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"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 will proceed with development unless the property is 
acquired. 

I 253 acres of this total acreage will be officially added to CARL list when 
boundary mapped. 
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#38 PEACOCK SLOUGH 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1986 is approximately $198,000, but the real value 
probably exceeds $250,000, 

Funds Expended by the Department of Natural Resources for Fi seal Year 
1987-88. 

Source ExRense5 OPS oco Total 
SPTF & CARL $25,385 $10,000 $22,951 $58,336 

Management Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
FTE Ex~enses Salaries oco Total 

2 $31,370 $35,175 $91,575 $158,120 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENOORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions .•.....•.. ,.,,,,.,, •...•..•...• ,........................... 0 
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 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
Peacock Slough is frequently used for recreation, primarily cave diving 
and associated camping. Fishing and other recreational pursu1ts 
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 R1ver Water Management 
District. 
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PROJECT 
NAMf. 

#39 Charlotte Harbor 

COUNTY 

Charlotte 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under optlonl 

5,356 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 2,302,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered lands (EEL). 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. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Charlotte Harbor State Reserve and upland buffer for 
several state aquatic preserves. 

LOCATION 
In Charlotte County, along Florida's southwest coast, between Port 
Charlotte and Fort Myers, approximately 20 miles north of Fort Myers. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate Districts 24, 25, and 38 and 
House District 72. It 1s also within the JUrisdictions of the Southwest 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the Southwest Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Charlotte Harbor estuar1ne system is considered to be one of the most 
productive bay/estuary systems 1n Florida. Th1s project prov1des an 
essential addition to Janos 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 s1tes. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 16,700 
Twenty-five property 
19BB project design. 
several parcels with 

acres were purchased under the EEL program. 
owners remain, of wh1ch nine were added in a June 

The Trust for Public Lands is working to acquire 
the intent to sell to the state. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The project lands are moderately vulnerable compared with other types of 
ecosystems 1n the State. They are vulnerable to nearby dredging, 
interference w1th the flow of water and nutrients from adjacent uplands, 
and, 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. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Charlotte Harbor project was reevaluated 1n the spring of 1988 to 
enhance its manageability by modifying the proJect boundary. A project 
design, approved by the Land Acquisition Selection Committee in June 1988, 
retained s1xteen of the seventeen out parcels from the original project 
(2,215 acres) and added another ten parcels in nine ownerships 13,141 
acres) for a cumulat1ve total of 5,356 acres. The proJect design 
primarily included estuarine wetlands that are considered critical to the 
ecological integrity of the Charlotte Harbor estuar1ne system, as well as 
other lands Intended to i~prove the protection and recreational value of 
existing state owned lands. 
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#39 CHARLOTTE HARBOR 

ESTIIIATED COST 
Tax assessed value was approximately $2,302,000. 

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

Source 
SPTF 

Management Funds 
Salary 
$18,243 

Salaries 
$18,243 

Requested 
Expense 
$10,615 

Expense 
$9,650 

oco 
$5,313 

for Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
OCO OPS 

$2,000 $6,240 

Tot a 1 
$33,206 

Total 
$37,098 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTSl 
Resolutions.,,,,,, .. , ...... , ..... ,,,,,,,,,,., ...•. ,,,................. 5 
Letters of general support............................................ 19 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ••. ,, 3 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 9 
l Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

EIIINENT DO"AIN 

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, 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. 

IIANAGEIIENT SU"IIARY 
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 co1ncide 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) 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 activities having minimal 
impacts on the environmental purpose of the property. Public uses may 
include: outdoor recreation activities le.g., nature study, hiking, 
primitive camping, swimming, fishing, and picnicking!; scientific research 
that will aid in the preservation of the biological and cultural values of 
the Reserve; education programs designed to enhance public knowledge of 
the resources. 

Management of Charlotte Harbor State Reserve has been assigned to the 
Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. A 
cooperative management role for the protection of archaeological and other 
cultural resources in the Reserve will be provided by the Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#40 Cayo Costa Island 

COUNTY 

Lee 

RECOM"ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
\Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

446 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 6,187,000 

Quallfies as Environmentally Endangered Lands \EEL). Acquisition of this 
project is for the preservation of endangered native plant communities and 
protection of a coastal barrier island. 

"ANA6ER 
The Div1sion of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
As an add1tion to the Cayo Costa State Park for preservation and for 
passive recreat1on. Buck Key should be managed as part of the D1ng 
Darling National Wildlife Refuge. 

LOCATION 
In Lee County, on Flor1da's southwest coast, approximately 20 miles 
west-northwest of Fort Myers, between Gaspar1llo Island and Fort Myers. 
Includes the barrier island of Cayo Costa and portions of North Captiva 
and Buck Key. This proJect lies within Fiorida's Senate District 25 and 
House District 74. It is also w1thin the jurisdictions of the Southwest 
Flor1da Regional Plann1ng council and the South Flor1da Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Cayo Costa and North Capt1va Islands are part of a small chain of barr1er 
islands that prov1de protection for Charlotte Harbor. The Charlotte 
Harbor estuarine system IS one of Florida's most productive estuaries. 
The ma1ntenance 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 
eKtellent condition and exhibit good species diversity, including some 
very unusual species for Florida. 

This project contains several archaeological and historical sites, and has 
fa1r potent1al for archaeological investigat1ons. 

The project could prov1de excellent recreational opportunit1es associated 
w1th the beach; e.g., swimming, f1shing, and boating. Also, the total 
acreage is large enough to allow hiking, camping, and nature appreciation. 

OIINERSHIP 
Approx1mately 1,550 acres acquired under EEL and CARL programs; more than 
600 owners remain. Lee County has donated 655 acres on the northernmost 
section of Cayo Costa to the State. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERHENT 
Coastal barr1er islands are highly vulnerable to impacts from storm 
act1vity but are mostly degraded by human disturbance. Because of the 
esthetic quality and recreational opportunities of the Charlotte Harbor 
area, Cayo Costa is highly desirable for residential development. Even 
though the 1sland 1s only accessible by boat, most of the remaining 
pr1vately owned acreage is subdivided into Jots and small acreage tracts 
which are still being permitted and built upon. 

Lee County is the 12th most densely populated county. The growth rate for 
1976-1986 was 68.6%, the 9th most rapidly growing county in the state. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

•40 Cayo Costa Island 

COUNTY 

lee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

I'ICREAGE 
INot Yet Purchased 

or under option! 

44o 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 6 1 I 87 1 000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEEL). Acquisition of this 
project is for the preservation of endangered native plant communities and 
protection of a coastal barrier island. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
As an addition to the Cayo Costa State Park for preservation and for 
passive recreation. Buck Key should be managed as part of the Ding 
Darling National Wildlife Refuge. 

LOCATION 
In Lee County, on Florida's southwest coast, approximately 20 miles 
west-northwest of Fort Myers, between Gasparillo Island and Fort Myers. 
Includes the barrier island of Cayo Costa and portions of North Captiva 
and Buck Key. This proJect lies within Florida's Senate District 25 and 
House District 74. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest 
Florida Regional Planning council and the South Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Cayo Costa 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 communittes, 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 beach; e.g., swimming, fishing, and boating. Also, the total 
acreage is large enough to allow hiking, camping, and nature appreciation. 

OIINERSHIP 
Approximately 1,550 acres acquired under EEL and CARL programs; more than 
bOO owners remain. lee County has donated 655 acres on the northernmost 
section of Cayo Costa to the State. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Coastal barrier islands are highly vulnerable to impacts from storm 
activity but are mostly degraded by human disturbance. Because of the 
esthetic quality and recreational opportunities of the Charlotte Harbor 
area, Cayo Costa 1s highly desirable for residential development. Even 
though the island 1s only accessible by boat, most of the remaining 
privately owned acreage 15 subdivided into lots and small acreage tracts 
ohich are still being permitted and built upon. 

Lee County is the 12th most densely populated county. The growth rate for 
1976-1986 was 68.6%, the 9th most rapidly growing county in the state. 
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ESTIIIATED COST 
Assessed value is approximately $6,187,000. 

Management Funds Expended by the Department of Natural Resources for 
Fiscal Year 1987-88. 
Source 
SPTF 

Funds 
FTE 

5 

Salary 
$95,966 

Requested far 
Salaries 
$98,845 

Expenses 
$74,392 

Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
Expenses 
$68,621 

OPS 

$6' 000 

OPS 
$6,000 

oco 
$30,917 

oco 
$21,250 

Total 
$202,275 

Tat a l 
$194,716 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEIIENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 5 
Letters of general support............................................ 45 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 8 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. II 
* Older EEL files are nat included in these totals. 

EtllNENT DOIIAIN 

OTHER 

Reauthorized and extended to 1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

This project is with1n a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. 

IIANASEIIENT SUIIIIARY 
The Cayo Costa State Park Management Plan has been developed as a tool to 
effect wise management of the resources of the environmentally endangered 
lands compris1ng Cayo Costa State Park, while simultaneously providing far 
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 a sample of 
the State 1 S unique resources; to preserve and protect naturally occurring 
plant and an1mal spec1es and their habitats, parttcularly those considered 
rare, threatened, or endangered; to restore communities altered by man; to 
protect archaeological/historical sites; to ennance public understanding 
of the 1mportance of barr1er 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 picnickingl; scientific research which will aid in 
the preservation of the b1ological and cultural values of the Park; 
education programs designed to enhance public knowledge of the resources 
of the Park (i.e., gu1ded nature tours, exhibits, informational materials, 
and public presentations!. 

Management of Caya 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 10 
management of the cultural resources in the Park. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#41 Horrs Island 

COUNTY 

Collier 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

192 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 7,686,000 

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 Florida, 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 District 75. 
It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Southeast Florida Regional 
Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

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 ridge• 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. Thi5 is a very high site 
density. 

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

ONNERSHIP 
All of the project area, except for about 40 acres is in one ownership -
The Deltona Corporation. The State has already acquired approximately 750 
acres of wetlands surrounding Horrs Island in the Deltona Exchange. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
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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ESTiftATED COST 
The $7,686,000 value is based an information from the Callier County 
property appraiser's aff1ce on the most recent assessments of property in 
Collier County zoned PUD. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
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. 

"ANAGEftENT SU""ARY 
The Horrs 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 
controlled, 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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PROJECT 
NAME 

#42 Ohio Key South 

COUNTY 

Monroe 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option! 

21 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$175,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL!. Acquisition would 
protect habitat for numerous rare plant and animal species. 

"ANAGER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Preservation of significant biological resources while simultaneously 
providing compatible recreational opportunities. 

LOCATION 
Monroe County, South Florida, Florida Keys, approximately b miles east of 
the community of Big Pine. This project is within Florida's Senate 
District 39 and House District 120. It is also within the jurisdictions 
of the South Florida Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is one of the most important shorebird areas in the Florida 
Keys. It is considered one of the most outstanding bird-watching areas in 
the state. The project is predominantly comprised of wetlands which 
provide excellent feeding grounds for many species of birds. Several rare 
bird species have been observed utilizing the site. Upland areas are 
substantially disturbed. 

The primary recreational activity provided by this project is 
bird-watching. The project has excellent interpretive/educational 
potential as well. 

DIINERSHIP 
One owner - Sunshine Key Associates Limited Partnership, reportedly 
reluctant to sell. The Sunshine Key Associates parcel also encompasses a 
recreational trailer park north of U.S. I, which is not part of the 
project area. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Any uplands in the Florida Keys are very vulnerable to disturbance from 
development. The habitat and the wildlife this project harbors are also 
susceptible to impact from incautious human observers. Although this tract 
is primarily an open tidal flat and designated by Monroe County as an Area 
of Critical County Concern in the Monroe County Comprehensive Plan, there 
is sufficient shoreline for Monroe County to allow 20 recreational vehicle 
(RVI parking spaces or camp sites and a bath house designed to serve the 
facility. The north side of U.S. I is already densely developed into an 
RV park. 

The owner has not made it clear when and if he will develop this site. 
But he has stated his preference for keeping the property so that the 
visitors to his campground across the road can take advantage of the bird 
watching activities of the entire tract. Continued unsupervised human 
access could degrade the quality of the site for the many endangered and 
threatened wintering shorebirds. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the Ohio. Key Project 
Design on June 22, 1988. There was no change to the resource planning 
boundary. If the owner is an unwilling seller of his fee simple title, 
then negotiation of a management agreement to allow some controlled public 
access is recommended. 
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ESTI"ATED COST 
Estimated tax assessed value is appcoximately $175,000, but the ceal cost 
will pcobably exceed $250,000. 

Tax infocmation did not d1st1nguish between acea nocth of U.S. 1 and acea 
south of U.S. l lpcoject areal. Rough estimates foe pco)ect acea based on 
celat1ve densities of RV spaces on both s1des of road. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions ...... ,.,.,,............................................... 0 
Letters of general support ............................. , .............. 24 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 

The Florida Keys Lands Trust is also Interested in preserving this project 
and has been in contact with the owner. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU"MARY 
This project should be managed by the Div1s1on of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources for tne primary purpose of preserving 
the Significant bird feeding, nesting, and roosting area while also 
providing unobtrusive bird-watching opportunities. There IS suff1c1ent 
upland of a disturbed nature suitable for the development of a small 
boacdwalklblind. Cace should be taken to ensure that bird-watching 
opportunities are developed to min1m1ze any disturbance of the birds' 
natural actiVIties. The project has excellent educational potential; 
there is space to provJde an interpretive display for the dissemination of 
area-specific ornithological information. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#43 Deering Estate 
Addition 

COUNTY 

Dade 

RECD""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

27 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$571' 000 

Qualifies as both Environmentally Endangered Lands <EELI and "other 
lands". Acquisition would protect a naturally occurring and relatively 
unaltered biological system and would preserve a significant 
archaeological site. 

MNII6ER 
Dade County through a pass through lease from the Division of Recreation 
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Deering Estate and an Archaeological Interpretive Site. 

LOCATION 
Dade County, South Florida, at the intersection of Southwest !67th Street 
and Old Cutler Road. This project is within Florida's Senate District 3~ 
and House District 119, It is also within the jurisdictions of the South 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is predominantly comprised of tropical rockland hammock and 
estuarine tidal swamp (mangrove}. Rockland hammock is a threatened 
natural community type comprised of numerous rare plant and animal 
species, Approximately 50/. of the rockland hammock on site burned In 
Spring 1987. The area is recovering well, but it is unclear what the 
character of the returning forest will be. 

This project includes a significant archaeological site, the Cutler Fossil 
Site, one of few stratified archaeological sites in North America that 
contains human remains in association with extinct Pleistocene mammals. 
Some materials recovered have been dated at approximately 10,000 years 
0 l d. 

Although no active recreation is envisioned for this project, passive 
recreational activities such as archaeological site visitation and 
interpretation, nature trail walks, and nature appreciation are planned. 

OIINERSHIP 
There are three owners: Charles McCormick, Joan Hickley and Charles 
Schroder, All are heirs of Charles Deering's estate. All are willing 
sellers. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
Because of the large amount of publicity this archaeological site has 
received, it is particularly vulnerable to vandalism, In addition, the 
property is located in a growing urban area which makes it attractive for 
development. 

Almost the entire property is zoned for low density residential 
development. There is a small tract ( l to 1 112 acres I on the northern 
boundary at the intersection of Old Cutler Road and Southwest !67th Street 
which is zoned BU (business}. A request for an upzoning of the western 
third of the project area, by a developer with the approval of the owner, 
was denied by the Dade County Commission in October 1987, 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Deering Estate Addition Project Design was approved by the Land 
Acquisition Selection on November 19, 1988. Approximately 1 to 1 1/2 
acres was added to the northern project boundary. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $571,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions.,,,, ..•...•.. ,,,,,, ...•......•..•.•.... , ... , ...•. , .. , •. ,,. 4 
Letters of general support ... ,,,,,, ...... , ........ ,., .. , ...... , ....... 3065 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 9 
Letters of support from local and areaw1de conservation organizattons. 5 

OTHER 
Dade County has pledged to contribute SOY. to 60Y. of the acquisition cost. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This project was proposed for acquisition as an addition to the state 
owned Deering Hammock which IS currently being managed by Dade County as 
the Deer1ng Estate County Park. The county proposed the Deering Estate 
Addition projec~ and is eager to accept management responsibilities for 
the s1te. It is, therefore, recommended that this project be leased to 
Dade County through the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department 
of Natural Resources for management at county expense. The lease should 
pass through the Div1s1on of Recreation and Parks to ensure that the 
state's management objective of preserving the significant natural and 
cultural resourc~s while simultaneously providing compatible recreation IS 

satisfied. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State should advise the County and the Division of Recreation and Parks 
regarding the pr~servation at cultural resources. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

144 Princess Place 

COUNTY 

Flagler 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

1,849 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$1,941,000 

Qualifies as 'other lands'. Acquisition would preserve a significant 
historical resource and would help protect an aquatic preserve and an 
estuarine habitat. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
State Park. 

LOCATION 
Northeast Flagler County, on Florida's northeast coast, approximately 17 
miles south of St. Augustine. This project is located within Florida's 
Senate District 9 and House District 22. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council and the 
St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Natural communities are in generally good condition and include sandhill, 
estuarine tidal marsh, wet/mesic flatwoods, maritime hammock, and hydric 
hammock. The project includes 3.2 miles of shoreline on the Matanzas 
River, and the mouth of Pellicer Creek, an Aquatic Preserve. A bald eagle 
nest has been documented on site. Much of the project area has suffered 
some degree of disturbance: the Interior salt marsh has been ditched for 
mosquito control; at least 200 acres have been managed as a pine 
plantation; large areas have been cleared (although the canopy was left 
intact in some places) for cattle pasturage; and several residences and 
associated structures have been constructed. Even with these 
disturbances, however, the overall character of the tract is scenic. 

This project has significant archaeological and historical value. The 
tract includes a large, relatively undisturbed shell midden and good 
potential for other archaeological sites along Pellicer Creek and the 
Mantanzas River. The project also includes several historic structures 
dating from 1886 which are probably eligible for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places. 

This project can provide numerous recreational opportunities in a scenic 
setting. Recreational activities might include canoeing, fishing, 
camping, hiking, horseback riding, bike riding, picnicking, and 
photography. 

ONNERSHIP 
Two owners - Lewis E. Wadsworth IV, deceased and Corprop A and F Inc. 
!lTT-Raynierl. The representatives of the estate of Lewis E. Wadsworth, 
the primary tract, are willing sellers. It is unknown whether ITT-Raynier 
would be willing to sell. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERnENT 
The vulnerability of the resources of Princess Place is rated as moderate, 
indicating that although the property has been subject to a variety of 
human uses including a citrus grove, cattle pasture and pine plantation, 
it retains a largely natural appearance. The landforms of Princess Place 
- sand ridges, terraces and drainage ways retain their original 
topographic condition (except ditches in Styles Creek). With active 
management, components of altered biological communities can be restored 
to recreate the original natural landscape. 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT !Continued! 
The endangerment of Princess Place is high. It is situated on an upland 
overlooking a scenic creek with access to the Intercoastal Waterway. It 
lies within the rapid growth centers of St. Augustine and the Palm Coast. 
There are no formal development plans for the property yet. The primary 
tract has not been sold or optioned by the Wadsworth Trustees. However, 
several informal development schemes are being discussed locally. One 
involves a consortium of approximately 7S investors/owners who would 
develop a resort of 1 to 2 acres sites leaving the remainder of the 
property in a relatively natural condition. Flagler County estimates no 
development pressure on the immediately surrounding property to the year 
2000 as long as ITT continues its current timber operations. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Princess Place Project Design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on June 22, 1988. The Pellicer Creek corridor was 
excluded as were the 1slands of Pellicer Flats. The Selection Committee 
reserves the right to reconsider acquiring a protective buffer along 
Pellicer Creek at a later date. 

Phasing 
Phase I. 
Phase 11. 

Wadsworth Estate 
Hemming Point, Section 37 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $1 1 941,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions ..•.•...•...•.••••.••..••.•••••••••.•••••.••.• • • • ••.•.• · · • • 
Letters of general support............................................ 41 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organi~ations. 

Flagler County may be able to make a financial contribution towards 
acquisition of this project. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This project will be managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources. The project is of sufficient si~e 
and ecological diversity that it should be managed as a State Park. With 
3.2 miles of shoreline and a variety of natural systems, Princess Place 
offers quality, resource-based recreation in a scenic environment. 
Structures of historic significance should be utili~ed as interpretive 
centers. Other improvements can easily be converted into a visitor 
center/conference facility/office space and ranger residences. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

*45 Estero Bay 

COUNTY 

Lee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
\Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

7,525 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$24,897,000 

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

"ANAGER 
The Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Reserve in conjunct1on w1th the Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve. Public 
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. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida 
Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

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 nutrient input into 
the bay, thus contributing substantially to the b1olog1cal productivity of 
the area. The bay area supports a diversity of wildlife including the 
federally endangered bald eagle. The wetlands 1n a natural condition 
serve to help mainta1n high water quality in the Estero Bay Aquatic 
Preserve. 

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

The project can prov1de a variety of recreational opportunities that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of natural resource 
protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Project area has approximately 102 parcels and 85 owners. The two major 
owners: the Estero Bay frust property (approximately 4,700 acres) and the 
Windsor-Stevens property !approximately 660 acres! are both under 
contract. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The interrelated habitats 1n 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. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING IContinuedJ 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the final project design 
for Estero Bay Aquat1c Preserve Buffer on March 21, 1986. The proJect 
des1gn resulted 1n additions to the resource plann1ng boundary totaling 
approximately 185 acres and deletions totaling approximately 445 acres. 
Additions were made pr1mar1ly for the purpose of consolidating ownerships 
and areas which were obviously disturbed and/or developed were deleted. 
An approved DR! was also deleted from the project area. The entire 
proJect des1gn area has been boundary mapped and is, therefore, eligible 
for 1nclus1on on the CARL priority list. 

Acquisition Phas1nq 
Phase I. 

Phase II. 

Phase I I I. 

Phase IV. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Original proposals, Windsor/Stevens and Estero Bay 
Trust. 

Developable uplands from section 19 north. 

Developable uplands from section 30 south. 

Wetlands and islands. 

Estimated tax assessed value based on 1985 assessments is approximately 
$24,897,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions •..•............•........•......•....•..•.....•............ 
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 

E"INENT DOHA!N 
Em1nent domain authority was extended until 1993 for Mound Key, an 
archaeolog1cally significant 1sland within this project. 

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

"ANAGEHENT SU""ARY 
Management responsibility for the Estero Bay should be assigned to the the 
Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. The area 
will, thus, be managed as part of the aquatic preserve management program 
with an emphasi5 on ma1ntain1ng the natural, undisturbed wilderness-like 
condit1on of the s1te. The Division of H1storical 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 

#46 Withlacoochee 

COUNTY 

Sumter 

RECO"nENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

3,900 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 5,604,000 

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

"ANAGER 
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 Jumper Creek unit of Withlacoochee State Forest. 

LOCATION 
Sumter County, central Florida, approximately 50 miles northeast of Tampa. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate Distr1ct ll and House Distr1ct 
47. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional 
Planning Council and the Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The majority of this tract is comprised of freshwater wetlands; 1.e., 
hydric hammocks, basin and depression marshes, and floodplain swamp. These 
wetlands provide a significant storage area tor 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. 

OIINERSHIP 
There are approximately 45 owners within the proJect area. Approximately 
10,148 adjacent acres were purchased under the EEL program. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ERnENT. 
The hydric communities fo"nd on the project area are extremely sensitive 
and vulnerable. Extensive development could alter traditional water 
levels, increase surface water runoff, decrease water quality, and 
increase downstream flooding. 

There are no known developments planned for the project area; nowever, 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 d~eas wlth significant resource value. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING !Continued! 
Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition 

There is some doubt whether Ned Lovett, a property owner along the 
western boundary in Sections 28 and 29, Townsh1p 21 South, Range 21 
East, would be a wllling seller. He has indicated, however, the 
possibility of grant1ng or selling an easement along his exist1ng 
road, providing access to the western portion of the tract. 

Recommended AcquJsitJon Phas1nq 
Phase I. Orig1nal proposals- ~londello and Cacciatore/Jumper 

Creek and C. 8. Jones tract in SectJon 4, Township 22 
South, Range 21 East. 

Phase II. Recommended additions by the Florida Natural Areas 
Inventory 

Phase Ill. lnholdings in Withlacoochee EEL project area. 

EST! nA TED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1986 :s approximately $5,604,000. 
value, taking into consideration agr1cultural ex~mptions, 

$977,000. 

Tax assesse'd 
JS approximately 

Funds expended by the Division of Forestry of the Department of 
Agriculture and Consumer Services for Fiscal Year 1987-88 on the 
Withlacoochee EEL Tract. 
Funds Authorized 

and Source 
CARL $1,333.00 
GR 1,159.00 

Funds Requested 
Salaries 

$2,524.00 

Salaries 
H, 159.00 

for Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
Expenses 

$7,400.00 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Expenses 
$1,333.00 

Total 
$9,924.00 

Total 
$2,492.00 

Resolutions........................................................... 1 
Letters of general support............................................ 0 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 5 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 
I Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Withlacoochee project area conta1ns appro<imately 3,900 acres of 
inholdings and adjacent lands that are Important for preservation and 
management of the existing Withlacoochee EEL Tract. The innoldings and 
add1t1ons should be managed under multiple-use pr1nc1ples along with the 
e<isting EEL Tract. Primary emphasis should be placed on management of 
natural plant communities, recreation and wildlife management. 
Consumptive uses on the tract will primarily be limited to hunting and 
selective timber harvest1ng. Although restricted somewhat by high water 
levels, potential does exist for nonconsumptive uses. These activities 
might include hiking, bird watching, picnicking, camping, and canoeing. 
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"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY !Continued) 
The lead managing agency has been designated as the Division of Forestry 
of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Serv;ces, with the Oivis1on 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State and the Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission cooperating. lf purchased, these parcels w1ll be 
managed along with the Withlacoochee EEL Tract. Cap1tal 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. 

-265-



' '· 

-266-



147 WAKULLA SPRINGS 

-267-



\~~(t.·.-1 

'' 
.... 

' -N-

' 
·' .. 

I -:' • 

\ 
\ 

R.1 w.' T. 35. 

WAKULLA SPRINGS 

0 
WAKULLA COUNTY 

Miles 

PROJECT AREA 

PROJECT AREA (TO BE MAPPED) 

STATE OWNED 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#47 Wakulla Spr1ngs 

COUNTY 

Wakulla 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under opt1onl 

465l 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

282,000 

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 species4 The recommended 
conservation easement will help preserve the wetland habitat of the 
remaining river corridor. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources with the Divisicn of H1storical Resources of the Department of 
State, the D1v1sion of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services, and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
cooperating. Florida State University, through a management agreement 
with the Division of Recreation and Parks, manages the lodge and 
restaurant facilities. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Park. 

LOCATION 
In Wakulla County, 1n the northwest Florida Pannandle, appro•1mately 15 
miles south of Tallahassee on State Road 61. This project l1es within 
Florida's Senate Distr1ct 3 and House District 11. lt is also within the 
Jurisdictions of the Apalachee Regional Planntng Council and the Northwest 
Flor1da Water Management District. 

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 spr1ng. The water quality of the spring and run is 
e•cellent. 

There are three archaeological/historical sites on the property. The most 
Significant site on the property is the main spring and assoctated 
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 attract1ve architecture and detailing. 

Wakulla Springs provides an outstanding array of recreational 
opportunities. Guided boat tours provide a colorful and educational 
introduction to the wildl1fe of the springs and river corridor offer1ng 
excellent opportunities to v1ew and photograph wildlife. Swimming, 
hiking, camping, picnicking, and nature appreciation are other available 
recreational activities. The lodge will continue to provide lodging and 
meals. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,900 acres were acquired with the assistance of the 
Northwest Florida Water Management District (NFWMD! and the Nature 
Conservancy (TNCl from the Nemours Foundation. The State took title and 
assumed management responsibility on September }0, 1986. 

*Remaining acreage associated with conservation easement will be included when 
boundary mapped. 
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OWNERSHIP (Continued I 
There are two remaining owners in the McBride Slough area. The river 
corridor, to be protected through acquiring ~onservation easements, has 
not yet been boundary mapped. 

YULNERABIL!lV AND ENDANBER"ENl 
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 
resources. 

Be1ng a tract o! surpassing natural resource attributes, the Wakulla 
Spr1ngs property 15 always popular. The remaining areas not under option 
are desirable for development. 

ACQUISITION PLANNINB 
On January 10, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection Comm1ttee approved the 
final project des1gn for Wakulla Spr1ngs. The project design process 
added a buffer area of approximately 80 acres, whith is part of the 
purchase agreement with Nemours and is under State management east and 
adjacent to the McBride Slaugh addition. A conservation easement along 
the r1ver corridor linking Wakulla Springs State Park and the St. Marks 
River National Wildlife Refuge was also approved. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. 

Phase I I. 

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 and the 
St. Marks National Wildlife Refuge an the west bank. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

LOCAL 

OTHER 

Tax assessed values for the two rema1ning owners (not including the owners 
associated with the conservation easement! for 1986 was approximately 
$282,120. 

Management Funds Expended by 
Fi seal Year 1986-87. 

the Department of Natural Resources for 

OPS 
$211,034 

Expended for 
Source 
CARL 

Expenses 
$138,780 

Fiscal Year 1987-88. 
Salary OPS 

$363,581 $9,550 

oco 
$137,830 

Ex~J:ens_~ 

$142,316 

Funds Requested for Fisc a 1 Year 1988-89. 
FTE Salary OPS Exj;!ense 
21 $374,488 $31,764 $146,500 

SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSE"ENTS 

oco 
$87,221 

oco 
$36,000 

FCO 

Total 
$487,644 

Total 
$13,125 $615,793 

FCO 1 at al 
0 $588,752 

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

ThJs project is adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Spec1al 
Waters Category of Outstanding Florida Waters. 
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"ANABE"ENT SU""ARY 
Present recreational 
adjacent 20 acres of 
the Wakulla River. 

use of 
partly 

Several 

the tract is confined to 
cleared high land, and a 
hundred acres around the 

#47 WAKULLA SPRINGS 

the spring, an 
proximal segment of 
south side of the 

head spring has been developed into a combined facility with a motel, 
swimming area, and glass bottom and jungle boat cruises. These existing 
activities should continue. Further 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 maintain 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 recreation 
development. However, well known fossil finds at the spring present 
potential for public interpretation at the site. There is potential for 
preservation of the history/archaeology aspect by special fac1lity. 

The controlling factor in the tract's visitor capacity is the capacity of 
water and waterborne recreation zones. 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 for which the fixtures 
being acquired are adapted, so long as they are serviceable and can 
feasibly be operated to offer those accommodations at rates not producing 
exclusivity. Long-term retention of the lodging-dining facility 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. 

The recreation des1gn 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 growth. All existing 
facilities, including roadways, should be subject to a unified recreation 
design as to future siting and appearance. 

Use of the bulk of the tract, that outside the zone of principal park 
development, should be 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 of preserving undisturbed 
plant communities and endangered or threatened species. Foot trails could 
reach any place except designated areas of special sensitivity (the 
immediate borders of the upper River should be onel. Bike paths could be 
considered for some existing roadbeds. Public access by foot to the tract 
in general (through a designated entrance! should be assured, but under 
regulat1on averting diminution of the wildlife element. Interpretive 
programs consistent with that policy could operate to reach almost any 
ar~a. 

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 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 as cooperating agencies. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#48 St. Johns River 

COUNTY 

Lake 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

8,290 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,022,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered lands IEELI 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. 

MRNAGER 
Division of State Lands 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 or State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Lake County, central Florida, approximately 30 miles north of Orlando, 
between Orlando and Daytona Beach. Th1s project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 11 and House District 30. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the East Central Florida Reg1onal Planning Council and 
the St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The St. John's River project is a large tract of r1ver bottomlands and 
adjacent uplands between two existing State ownerships: Hontoon Island 
State Park and Lower Wekiva River State Reserve. It is comprised of 
several natural communities, including floodplain forest, hydriC hammock, 
cypress domes and sloughs, bayheads, freshwater marsh, pine flatwoods, 
sandhills, live oak hammock, and mesic hammock. Wat~r resources include 
several miles of frontage on the St. Johns R1ver, backwater sloughs and 
marsh, blackwater creeks, and a small spring. This area harbors an 
abundance of wildlife, including many rare and endangered species, and IS 

may be a pr1mary corridor for black bears migrating between the Ocala 
Nat1onal Forest and Rock Springs Run State Reserve. 

OWNERSHIP 
There will be two r~main1ng owners, one major owner, after the closing of 
an option in the fall of i988. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
These lands are moderately vulnerable to consumptive timber practices as 
well as the effects of ruootf from residential developments towards the 
western part of the proJect area. 

This tract is moderately endangered s1nce it is located 1n a region of 
central Florida where encroachment from urbanization can be expected in 
the near future. Much of the tract is jurisdictional wetlands below mean 
high water. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed values for remaining acreage IS approximately $1,022,000. 

LOCRL SUPPORT AND GENERRL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resolutions .•.•••..........•...•.••..•..•..•.•.•.•........... • •. • • • · .. 
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. 4 

-275-



~48 ST. JOHNS RIVER 

OTHER 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee voted to combine the St. Johns 
River Forest Estates and Fechtel Ranch projects on March 21 1 1986. 
Acquisition of St. Johns River Forest Estates/Fechtel Ranch would 
complement other e<ist1ng and proposed EEL/CARL lands 1n the vic1nity \See 
Map, Page SOl. 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
The St. Johns R1ver proJect should be acquired to enhance protection and 
preservation of water quality In the middle St. Johns River reg1on and 
provide the public w1th recreational opportunities compatible with 
resource protection. 

Initially, management objectives w1ll concern maintaining a natural 
hydrological reg1me, and evaluating the area's recreational potential. 
Access to this property appears to be only v1a the St. Johns River. It 1s 
possible that canoe or boating trails could be developed utilizing the 
Snake ~iver 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. fhe Division of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services and the Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commiss1on are recommended as cooperative managers, lending 
their expertise in forestry and wildlife managem~nt, respectively. The 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State will cooperate 
1n the identification and protect1an of archaeological ano historical 
sites. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

•49 Goldy/Bellemead 

COUNTY 

Volusta 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

716 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$445,000 

Qualifies as 'other lands'. Acquisition would help protect a natural 
marsh system and would provide the public with recreattonal opportunities. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Tomoka State Park. 

LOCATION 
Volusia County, on Florida's northeast coast, in the City of Ormond Beach, 
adjacent to the southern ooundary of Tomoka State Park. This project is 
located wtthin Florida's Senate District 9 and House District 28. It is 
also within the jurisdicttons of the Northeast Flortda Regional Planning 
Council and the St. Johns Rtver Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Although much of the natural area withtn this project has evidence of 
disturbance, the components of the natural commun1t1es rematn intact. The 
natural communities within the project site include scrub, hydric hammock, 
estuarine tidal marsh, and wet flatwoods. The proJect area ano adjacent 
waters support wildlife typical of these natural communities, including 
rare or endangered species such as wood storks and manatees. The primary 
value of this tract is the increased protection that it affords the water 
quality of the Tomoka Marsh Aquatic Preserve. 

This project can provide passive recreational opportunities such as 
hiking, picnicktng, nature study and photography. The borrow lake also 
provides opportunities for recreation such as boating and fishing. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are two major tracts: the Goldy parcel, containing 643~ acres, and 
the Bellemead parcel, containing 193~ acres. Volusia County now owns the 
Goldy property. There are two other very small parcels 11 acre eachl 
owned by Florida Power and Light Company and Coastltne Enterprises, Inc. 
Preliminary research indicates the Trustees own a 300 foot state park 
right-of-way running from U.S. 1 to Tomoka State Park separating the Goldy 
and Bellemead tracts. 

Volusia County is willing to sell The Goldy tract to the state for no more 
than 40% to 50% of its value. Representatives of the Bellemead tract have 
indicated verbally and in writing that the owners are unwtlling sellers. 
Volusta County, however, 1s optimistic of its chances of forestalling 
development and acquiring the tract or of assisting the state in acquiring 
the tract. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERHENT 
The larger of the tracts, the Goldy tract, is not endangered, since it has 
been purchased by Volusia County and will be managed for conservation 
purposes as the county wa1ts for state purchase. 

[f the county does not socn acquire the Bellemead Tract, whtch lies 
between the Tomoka State Park and the Goldy tract, it will be highly 
endangered by the probability of oevelopment. The owners of the Bellemead 
tract will be submitting, to the City of Ormond Beach, if they have not 
already done so, a prel1m1nary development design consisting of 735 
residential units. The St. Johns Water Management District has issued 
storm water and construct1on permtts for the Bellemead tract and the 
Department of Environmental Regulations and Corp of Engineers have 
determined jurisdictional limits. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Goldy/Bellemead Project Design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on June 22, 1988. The project design recommendations 
did not alter those of the resource planning boundary and project 
assessment. 

Phasing 
Phase I. 
Phase 11. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Goldy Tract 
Remaining ownerships 

Tax assessed value 1s approximately $445,000. 

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

"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
It is recommended that th1s project be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources under 
single-use management concepts. The primary management objective should 
be the preservation of significant natural features while simultaneously 
providing compatible recreational opportunities. Maintenance of the tract 
in a substantially natural condition will provide significant protection 
to the water quality of the Tomoka Marsh Aquatic Preserve. This project 
is contiguous with Tomoka State Park and would most appropriately be 
managed as an addition to the park. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#50 Andrews Tract 

COUNT¥ 

Levy 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not iet Purchased 

or under optionl 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$242,0001 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EELJ. Acquisition will 
help preserve the water quality of a major river and will protect an 
exceptional example of pristine mature hardwood forest. Acquisition of 
this project will also provide many consumptive and nonconsumptive 
recreational opportunities. 

"ANAGER 
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 Flor1da, between Fanning Spr1ngs and Manatee 
Springs. Th1s project lies within Florida's Senate District 6 and House 
District 11. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee 
Regional Planning Council and the Suwannee River Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The 5,000 acre Andrews Tract is probably the finest examples 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 "hammock" with four Florida Champion and two National Champion 
trees. The excellent wildlife habitat within the site supports an 
abundance of animals. The project includes over five miles of Suwannee 
River frontage. 

There are at least two aboriginal village sites reported on the property. 
The potential for archaeological investigations is good, 

The Andrews Tract provides excellent opportunitieS for recreation 1n 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. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,850 acres have been acquired under CARL, Including a 
donation, The Suwannee R1ver Water Management District has purchased 
approximately 550 acres. The 1,200 acres remaining to be arquired in 
Phase one Include two property owners. An e1ghty acre parcel in the 
southeast rorner of Section 9, Township 11 South, Range 14 East has been 
recommended to be sold as surplus, but was included in order to obtain 
ownership of an 80 acre Inholding in Section 12, T11, SR13, 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The floodplain swamp is inherently sensitive to disturbance, as is the 
virgin hardwood forest. 

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

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
This project was modified through a project des1gn analysis which was 
approved Dy the Land Acqu1s1tion Selection Committee in June 1988. The 
project design adds another 1,220 acres to the orig1nal project and 

I Phase I 
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ACQUISITION PHASING 
divides the enlarged project 1nta two acquisit1an phases. The addition 
ja1ns the Andrews Wildlife Management Area with Manatee Spr1ngs State 
Park, is largely comprised of excellent quality natural communities, and 
includes a mile of frontage on the Suwannee River. Phase one consists of 
1,040 acres of the addition and 160 acres within the orig1nal proJect far 
a cumulative total of 1,200 acres. Four hundred acres remain 1n the 
second phase. Only phase one is being placed on the acquis1tian list at 
this time. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Assessed value far 1983 was approx1mately $1,187,000. 

Management Funds Expended by the Game and Fresh Water F1sh Commission far 
Fiscal Year 1987-88. 
Source Salaries OPS Expenses oco Total 
CARL $17,348 $5,030 $13,789 $15.000 $51.167 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
FTE Salaries OPS ~nses oco Total 

1 $20,000 $8,000 $37,000 $9,714 $74,714 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
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. 4 

"ANAGE"ENT SUM"ARY 
A multiple-use concept of management is being employed due to the varied 
potential of the tract. Its use is best suited far 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. The Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission is recommended for lead managing agency, with the Division 
of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the 
Department of Natural Resources, the Division of Historical Resou~ces of 
the Department of State, and the Suwannee River Water Management District 
cooperating. The fallowing 1s an outline of recommended act1vities and 
obJectives far management of the Andrews tract. 

1. The project will be managed to maintain water quality, restore 
natural hydraper1ads, and to retain the high-quality wildlife 
habitat. 

2. Nonconsumpt1ve uses, relating to fish and wildlife resources such as 
camping, nature appreciat1an, hik1ng, Wildlife watching and boat1ng 
shall be encouraged. 

3. Consumptive uses w1ll include sport hunting of game animals with an 
emphasis on an overall quality exper1ence. 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 cand1tian or managed for w1ldlife and multiple-use 
acti Vl ties. 

5. Surve1llance and monitoring of native wildlife and ecological 
research proJects >hall be 1ncluded 1n efforts to mainta1n the high 
quality plant and wildlife habitat. 

6. Archaeological and h1storic sites will be conserved and protected 
from destruction through other management activities or vandalism. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

~51 Julington/Durbin 
Creeks 

COUNTY 

Duval 
St. Johns 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option> 

3,300 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 2,792,000 

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. 

MANASER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Forest. 

LOCATION 
In Duval and St. Johns Counties, northeast Florida, approximately 20 m1les 
south of Jacksonville and 20 miles north of St. Augustine. This project 
lies within Florida's Senate District 9 and House District 20. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the Northeast Florida Regional Planning 
Council and the St. Johns River Water Management District. 

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 
endangered/threatened plant and animal s~ecies including Bartram's ixia, a 
plant species endemic to northeast Florida. 

The project has potential for archaeological investigations. 

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

ONNERSHIP 
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 ENDANSERMENT 
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 
tract. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
The 1981 ta• assessed value was $2,791,700. 
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions ........................ ,.,.,, ............................ , 5 
Letters of general support ............................................ 390 
Letters of support from local, state and tederal publiC officials •.... 25 
letters of support from local ana areawide conservat1on organ1zations. 14 

EII!NENT DOHA!N 

OTHER 

1987 Legislature extended em1nent domain authority for this project. 

The Jacksonville Environmental Land Selection Committee is working on 
var1ous options including a suggestion to modify the boundary. The county 
has committed $500,000 to facilitate the state's acquisition of this 
property. If no solut1on or compromise w1th the owner, who has been an 
unw1iling seller at the state's price for many years, is reached within 
the next few months, the Selection Comm1ttee has Indicated 1ts intention 
of recommending the removal of this project from the list. 

HANAGEIIENT SUHHARY 
A variety of commun1ty types exist on the property, making it an ideal 
multiple-use area for tne expanding populat1on centers of Duval and St. 
Johns Counties. !he Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 
and Consumer Serv1ces w1li be the lead managing agency with the Division 
of H1storical Resources of the Department of State cooperating. 
Recreat1on management, timber management and wildlife management will be 
given equal consideration so that resources will be utilized in the 
combination that w1ll best serve the people of the State. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#52 Paynes Prairie 

COUNTY 

Alachua 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

6,390 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 7,624,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELl. 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 also essential for the application of proper management 
techniques to the adjacent State Preserve and may provide additional 
recreational opportunities. 

"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 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. It is 
also within the jurisdictions of the North Central Florida Regional 
Planning Council and the St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project contains lands that would significantly enhance the 
protection and maintenance of Payne's Prairie State Preserve, a National 
Natural Landmark. The project includes wetlands that are an integral part 
of the prairie basin; Prairie Creek and associated wetlands, which drain 
into the prairie; and an upland buffer. The diversity of natural 
communities support an array of wildlife, including several rare and 
endangered animal species le.g., bald eagle, woodstork and sandhill 
cranel. 

There are numerous aboriginal sites located on this project and the area 
is considered to have excellent potential for archaeological 
investigations. 

The project area can support a variety of recreat1onal activities that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of natural resource 
protection. 

OMNERSHIP 
There are 103 parcels in 73 ownerships within the project boundary. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"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 pr1me areas for development and w1ll 
probably be sold to a private developer if not purchased by the State. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
This project was reevaluated in Spring 19B8 to determine the optimum 
project area. The project design analysis, which was approved by the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee in June 198B, combined and expanded upon 
the original Paynes Prairie project and the 19B7 Prairie Creek proposal. 
The enlarged project area addresses current and foreseeable land needs for 
the maintenance and prot~ction of Paynes Prairie State Preserve. 
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ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is $7,624,329. 

Management Funds Expended by the Division 
exist1ng Paynes Prairie State Preserve for 
Source Salar1es Expenses OPS 
SPTF $2I4,179 $161,655 $10,300 

Funds 
FTE 
12 

Requested for 
Salary 

$220,604 

Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
Expenses 
$166,504 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

of Recreation and Parks for the 
Fiscal Year 1987-88. 

OCO FCO Total 
$9,522 

OPS 
$10,300 

$25,000 $420,656 

oco 
$24,370 

Total 
$420' 778 

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. 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
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 1s currently staffed, funded, and open 
to the public. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

V53 Josslyn Island 

COUNTY 

lee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

48 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

35,000 

Qualifies for purchase under "other lands" category. Acquisition of lhis 
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. 

"ANAGER 
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 pro<imity 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. 
It is also within jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning 
Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

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,, 

The island contains a twelve acre ceremonial and village complex of the 
historic Calusa Indians and their ancestors that dates back from the 
1400's. It represents perhaps the last undisturbed archaeological mound 
site In Pine Island Sound. Water-logged areas contain artifacts made of 
wood, fabric and fiber that are rare for all ancient sites throughout 
Florida. The 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 11) the greatly undisturbed nature 
of the island, 12l the extensive physical features, such as shell mounds, 
terraces, canals and inundated courtyards, and (3) the fact that the 
archaeological remains probably range from pre-Calusa up to post-European 
contact materials. The physical description of the remains on Josslyn 
Island are identical to the accounts for Calusa 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 Calusa 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. 

OMNERSHIP 
One owner. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
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. 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT (Continued) 
The current owners are protecting the area and the absence of easy road 
access to the island keeps it relatively free from pothunters and other 
trespassers. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $35,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 8 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 3 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 

E"INENT DO"AIN 

DTHER 

Eminent domain authority extended by the 1987 Legislature. 
of Natural Resources has filed eminent domain proceedings. 
pending. 

The Depart~ent 

Settlement 

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. ' 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
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 excellent state of 
preservation of Josslyn Island offers almost the last opportunity to 
preserve for future study and appreciation a major Calusa coastal 
mound/village complex containing data for the reconstruction and 
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 Jaw enforcement authority working in the 
area should be cognizant of looting or unauthorized destruction at the 
site and take necessary action o prevent and control this problem. 
Finally, archaeological excavations, except on a small test scale are 
generally discouraged at this time. Detailed survey and mapping, however, 
is strongly encouraged. 

The management of Josslyn Island •ill 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 Jaw 
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 expertise 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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PROJECT 
NAME 

#54 North Peninsula 

COUNTY 

Vol usia 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Vet Purchased 

or under option) 

135 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,523,000 

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 fisherie5 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 of 
State cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Recreation Area. 

LOCATION 
In Volusia County, northeast coast of Florida, 15 miles north of Daytona 
Beach and 1B miles south of Marineland. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 10 and House District 28. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council and the 
St. Johns River Water Management District. 

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 jayl. 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. 

ONNERSHIP 
Approximately 1,460 acres have been acquired through purchase and 
donation. Two parcels, 28± acres are under option. Approximately 135 
acres and 14 owners remaining. Project at least 90 percent complete. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
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. 

ESTI"ATEO COST 
Tax assessed value, 1986, is approximately t1,523,000. 

This property is operated as part of Flagler Beach State Recreation Area. 
A separate budget is not used. 
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

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

The 1987 Florida Leg1slature approved an eminent domain bill which 
included the remaining ownerships in the North Peninsula project. 

"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
The 1

1
595 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 areaJs 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. 

-300-



t55 KEY NEST SALT PONDS 

-301-



"' C\1 

cr: 

0 
0 

~ 

0 
0 

• 

0 

~ 
~ 

T. 67 T. 68 

0 :; 
"' >-
-' 

"' > .., 
lfl 
0 
0 
cr 
:t ... 
::> 
0 
Vl 

-"""':::::'!+--"""'2:!- ~ -

[OJ] CURRENT C.A.R.L. PROJECT 

COUNTY OWNED 

m 
l::::i:::::j ---

STATE OWNED 

OTHER PUBLIC LANDS (Fed., Co., 
City, Land Trust) 

PROJECT AREA 

KEY WEST SALT PONDS 

MONROE COUNTY 

z 
<( 
w 
u 
0 
u 
,.... 
z 
<( 
..J 

!(( 



PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#55 Key West Salt Ponds Monroe 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option! 

397 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 5,509,000 

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

"ANASER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources in cooperation with 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. 
It is also within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional Planning 
Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is Key West's last rema1n1ng 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 
activities. 
photography, 

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

OWNERSHIP 
Nineteen owners, 30 parcels. Some property 1s 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 ENDANGERMENT. 
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 time. 
Marks, the owner of a 42± acre parcel on the eastern edge of the project 
area has applied for building permits to construct the first phase of a 
development that may contain BOO to 1,120 dwelling units in a series of 
four story buildings. Local governments, the Department of Environmental 
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 time. These 
buildings would intrude into the mangrove surrounding the westernmost 
pond. 

AcguiSITION PLANNING 
On May 29, 1987, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 407 
acre project design for the Key West Salt Ponds. There were no 
recommended boundary changes from that acreage which was assessed. 
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#55 KEY WEST SALT PONDS 

ACQUISITION PLANNING <Continued! 
Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition Techniques 

The preservation of the Salt Pond area can be achieved through the 
use of a combination of creative acquisition techniques tailored to 
su1t individual properties and owners. Besides fee-simple purchase, 
these include but are not limited to the following. 

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 off~rs. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. 

Phase II. 

Coordination 

It is recommended to 1nclude the 42 acre parcel on the 
east edge of the project owned by Lawrence Marks, et 
al., 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. In 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 
acquisition. 

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 1n Phase 
I. 

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, eta!. The City is continuing to investigate several 
possibilities for additional ways in which to aid the acquisition and 
management of the Salt Ponds proJect. 

The city has acquired the 10 acre tract previously owned by The 
Nature Conservancy on the northern project boundary and has received 
funds from FRDAP to begin restoration work and build a boardwalk. 
J1mmy Buffet has pledged $1 million towards the acquisition of this 
project. Local environmental groups are discussing with the local 
government the possibility of a bond issue. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1985 was approximately $5,509,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 11 
Letters of general support............................................ 169 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 3 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. IB 
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DTHER 
This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Crit1cal State Concern. 

"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 in 
diminished tidal circulation, siltation and the loss of historical sites. 
The Salt Ponds' natural systems are, nevertheless, intact. 

These wetlands in an urban conte•t 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 the natural attractions of the Keys. 

The area is of manageable size, and close to the State Park at Fort Taylor 
for administrative purposes, and should be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks. E•1sting facilities include buildings which could 
serve a variety of uses. Some work restoring natural shorelines and 
enhancing strategic tidal connections would, without too much difficulty 
and e•pense, 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, ptcnic areas, and quick access to Smathers Public Beach by a 
walkinglbiking path. Fronting the ponds is the Bridle Path, a palm-lined 
promenade along the Atlantic connect1ng Smathers Beach with East Martello 
Museum. Acquisition would ensure the continued e•istence of the privat~ly 
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 conta1n 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 rE!nta.l concession, marked routes and landi~ngs would make 
e•ploration of the shallow ponds a real attraction, especially 1n 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 wading 

birds. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#56 Warm Mineral 
Springs 

COUNTY 

Sarasota 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purohased 

or under option) 

76 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

680,000 

Qualifies as "other lands.• Acquisition would preserve a signilioant 
archaeological site as well as the best known example of a limited number 
of warm mineral springs found in the State. 

MANAGER 
Sarasota County through 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 
County park. 

LOCATION 
In southwestern Sarasota County, southwest Florida, approximately ten 
miles ENE of Venice and approximately 15 miles northwest of Port 
Charlotte. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 25 and 
House District 71. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the Southwest Florida Water 
Management District. 

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 anu 
have a pronounced sulphurous odor and taste. The property surrounding the 
springs is in a ruderal condition. 

Warm Mineral Springs has long been recognized as a significant 
archaeological site and is listed in the National Register of Historic 
Places. The site is considered significant not 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 w1th the 
primary attraction being the reputed therapeutic effects of the warm 
mineral waters. Future recreational activities might include swimming, 
picnicking and interpretation of the archaeological finds. 

OMNERSHIP 
One subdivided ownership. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
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 well as the continued public use 
of the warm spring waters. 

The most significant threat comes from the rapid commercial and 
residential growth in southwest Florida. Interstate 75 recently opened an 
interchange only two miles east of the site, which will 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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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 12, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved 
the project des1gn for Warm Mineral Springs, which did not alter the 
r~source pl~nning boundary. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
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 ENDORSEHENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support. ..•...............•.•............•..•....•. 301 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ...•• 16 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 

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

HANAGEHENT SUHHARY 
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 
developed, while a detailed master site plan will be required before any 
improvements will be made. Management of the 56 acres surrounding the 
Springs would be similar to the existing arrangement. However, upgrading 
and modernizing the amenities of the springs is a must. No camping or 
other noncompatible activity is contemplated. 

Continued archaeological exploration and eventual construction of a 
facility to interpret and display findings is a distinct possibility. Any 
improvements, alterations, or additions to the Springs would be made 
(based on available funds) with the integrity and sensitive archaeological 
significanc~ of the area in mind. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#57 Spring Hammock 

COUNTY 

Seminole 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

240 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$2,170,000 

RECOKKENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELI, and as 'other lands.' 
Acquisition will help protect sensitive ~etlands associated with a lake. 
The project will also provide outdoor recreational opportunities for a 
major urban area. 

HANAGER 
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 with the Divis1on 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 Flor1da's Senate District 17 and 
House District 35. It is also within the jurisdictions of the East 
Central Florida Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns River Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is the last major undisturbed hydric hammock that rema1ns in 
Seminole County. The swamp and hammock provide valuable hydrological 
functions that help protect the water resources of Lake Jessup. The soils 
percolate very slowly 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 flo~s 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 point 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 archaeological 
potential. 

Recreational opportunities provided by public o~nership of the hammock 
would complement the existing county environmental center. 

DIINERSHIP 
Approximately 1,063 acres and 13 owners are under option, with closing 
dates through January, 1989. Approximately 27 owners and 240± acres are 
left to acquire. 
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YULNERABlLITY 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. 

ESTl"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $2,170,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 6 
Letters of general support............................................ 14 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 9 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 6 

nANASEnENT SU""ARY 
The Spring Hammock acquisition area, including those portions under 
option, contains approximately 1,303 acres situated in the center of the 
population of Seminole County. The joint manage•ent 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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SILVER RIVER 

J.lARION COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 

STATE OWNED 

APPROXIMATE BOUNDARY OF BARGE 
CANAL LANDS 

0 

MILEB 



PROJECT 
NAME 

*58 Silver River 

COUNTY 

Marion 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under ootionl 

105 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 2,507,000 

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

HANA6ER 
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 Marion County, north central Florida, less than one mile east of Ocala. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 and House District 
25. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional 
Planning Council and the St. Johns River Water Management District. 

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. Although the Silver River is the 
primary resource of interest, the project area also comprises good 
examples of five natural community types: river floodplain swamp, hydric 
hammock, upland hardwood forest, upland mixed forest, and xeric 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, ts 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 megafauna! species extinct during the 
terminal Pleistocene at the same time the Paleo-Indians (ca. 12000 B.C. -
65000 B.C.l 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 2,480 
acres north and south of the river. 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, 1986. 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERHENT 
The gumbo soil unique to portions of the Ocklawaha River basin IS not 
resilient to disturbance. Archaeological s1tes, 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. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The original !northern side of the river) project area was added to the 
CARL priority list in July 1984. The southern addition was proposed 
during the 1984-85 evaluation cycle. The resource planning boundary and 
proJect assessment for the southern addition 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. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1987 is approximately $2,507,000. 

Management Funds Expended by the Department of Natural Resources for 
the Fiscal Year 1987-88. 

Source 
SPTF & CARL 

Salaries 
$17,895 

Management 
FTE 

2 

Funds Requested for 
Salaries OPS 
$36,863 0 

OPS 
$10,000 

Expenses 
$12,780 

Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
Expenses OCO 
$15,500 $55,475 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

oco 
$10,015 

FCO 
uoo,ooo 

Tot a I 
$50,690 

Total 
$207,838 

Resolutions •..••.. ,,.,,,,,,, ... , ...•..... ,,,,,,,,,,,, •. , •. ,........... 1 
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 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
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 s>ted 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 l1ke hiking or primitive camping 
in most areas. 

Development casts 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 springhead area, 1f acquired, would require more 
intensive management as a recreational area. 
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PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

159 Rotenberger/Seminole Palm Beach 
Indian Lands Broward 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option! 

20,200 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 4,540,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would protect a natural marsh and 
would facilitate the restoration of an altered ecosystem. 

"ANAGER 
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, and the northwest corner of 
Broward County, approximately 30 miles southwest of Belle Glade, 50 miles 
from downtown Miami and 72 miles from West Palm Beach. This project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 28 and House District 82. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional Planning Council 
and the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Rotenberger/Holey Lands were historically an 1ntegral part of the 
Everglades hydrological system. Water-control engineering and agriculture 
have disrupted this function of the project area and has consequently 
adversely impacted the Everglades system. The natural communities of the 
project consist of shallow swales dominated by sawgrass with tree Islands 
interspersed; though most of the project is currently in a ruderal 
condition. 

This area presently functions as a wildlife management area operated by 
the Florida Game and Fresh Water Commission. Recreational opportunities 
for the project include hunting, fishing, canoeing, hiking and nature 
appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 8,510 acres have been purchased or are under option. There 
are approximately 700 owners remaining. The Rotenberger acquisition 
project encompasses a total area of 79,190 acres in Palm Beach and Broward 
County, within which a total of 28,700 acres will ultimately be acquired 
by the State. The remaining 50,489 acres are State owned. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The different biological communities are inherently vulnerable to 
disturbance, particularly drainage and Wildfires in which the peat 
substratum burns. 

Primarily threatened by agricultural uses. These include (11 cultivation 
and other development; (21 modification of flow affecting water quantity; 
<31 modification of water quality from altered runoff. 

In February 1988
1 

the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
addition of 14,720 acres in Broward County to the Rotenberger project. 
The Governor and Cabinet sitting as Board of Trustees of the Internal 
Improvement Trust Fund approved the addition in March 1988 as part of the 
1988 CARL Interim Report. Evaluation of the addition was initiated as a 
result of a court settlement in which the State agreed to acquire the 
property from the Florida Seminole Indian Tribe. 
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EST! "ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $4,540,000. Cost of the 14,720 acre 
addition in 8roward County was determined through a court settlement to be 
$1,750,000 or half of the appraised value, whichever is less. The South 
Florida Water Management District will provide the remaining cost. 

Management Funds Expended by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission tor 
the Fiscal Year 1987-88. 
Source 
EEL and CARL 

Funds Requested 
FTE 
15 

Salary 
$8,770 

tor Fiscal 
Salary 

$18,900 

Expense 
$1,858 

Year I 988-89. 
Expense 
$15.000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND SENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

coc 
$1 '654 

Total 
$12,282 

Total 
$33.900 

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

ElllNENT D011AlN 
Extended until I 993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

IIANASE,.ENT SUI1,.ARY 
The management goals of the Rotenberger acquisition project are: Ill to 
restore quantitatively and qualitatively historical water flow through the 
northernmost part of the Everglades; and 121 to restore and preserve 
original biological communities characteristic of the Everglades within 
the project area. An interagency agreement, under which the above goals 
are to be pursued, was approved on May '12, !983, 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. 
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CEDAR KEY SCRUB 

LEVY COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 

STATE OWNED 

FEDERAL OWNED 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#60 Cedar Key Scrub 

COUNTY 

levy 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

1 '850 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

684,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEEL). Acquisition would 
protect a distinctive biological community, Gulf Hammock, and its 
assemblages of plants and animals, many of which are endangered, 
thr~atened 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 Galnesvi1le, within ten miles of the town of Cedar Key. This 
project l1e• w1thin Florida's Senate Distr1ct b and House District 11, It 
also lies within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Reg1onal Planning 
Council and the Suwannee River Water Management District. 

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 5upport a variety of recreational activitie$ th~t are 
tompatible with the primary acquisition objective of ~esource protect1on. 

OIINERSHIP 
The~e are six owners. Major owner 1s Gea~qia Pac1fic. 

Management Funds Expended by the Department of Natural Resources for 
Fiscal Year 1967-68. 
Source 
SPTF 

Salartes 
$17,895 

Expenses 
$2,000 

Total 
$19,895 

Management Funds Requested for Fi seal Year 1988-89. 
FTE Salaries Expenses OCO 

$18,400 $2,500 $2,000 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERnENT 

Total 
$22,900 

The project ~auld be affected by changes in the water reg1mes that 
infl11ence 1ts qu•lity, quantity and ~ate of runoff, all of wh1ch may cause 
:etrimental changes in the natJr'~l 1·esnurces. 

:her• is curr>otly clear-cut:l'& east of the proJect and t1mber cutt1ng 
tculd be~in en the tract at Jr~~ time. 

ESTit,ATED COS\~ 
Tax assessed ~a~ue for 1984 was approximately $684,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6E~ERAL ENDORSE~E~TS* 
Resolut1ons ............•.••....•....•••........••.....•. u............ 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 10 
Letters of support from local, stat-e and federal publ1c officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 7 
* Older EEL files are not included 1n these totals. 
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KANAGEKENT SUKKARY 
The Cedar Key Scrub was acquired by the State to protect and perpetuate 
the natural ecolog1cal, geological and archaeological/historical 
attr1butes of the area. The management program developed for th1s reserve 
emphas1zes the goal of protecting and perpetuating these natural 
resources. A secondary, but no l~ss important, goal of management in this 
reserve is to encourage publ1c use of the area for activities compatible 
with resource protection. 

The management plan documents the objectives and administrative policies 
developed to achieve the aforementioned goals of the Cedar Key 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 las 
well as other! reserve ecosystems will be encouraged to benefit 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 w1ll be permitted and encouraged. Recreational 
opportunities currently include fishing, canoeing, hunting, nature study, 
hlking, 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 
Div1sion 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 1n management of this Reserve 
through development, implementation, and monitoring of a hunting program. 
The Div1sion 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 

•61 The Barnacle 
Addition 

COUNTY 

Dade 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

7 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 3,463,000 

RECOMMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Thts project is an additton to the Barnacle 
State Histortc Site, and ,would protect a tropical hardwood hammock. 

MANAGER 
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 Addition. 

LOCATION 
In Dade County, south Florida, fronttng Biscayne Bay, between Peacock Park 
and the Barnacle State Historic Site. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 35 and House District 104. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional Planning Council and the South 
Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Barnacle Addition CARL acquisition proposal consists of approxtmately 
7.07 acres 1n the Coconut Grove section of Miamt. 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 s1te and a prehistoric 
archaeological site. 

It is anticipated that th1s project would 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. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
Development an the property would detract from the historic atmosphere of 
the adjacent Barnacle Historic Site. 

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

ESTIMATED COST 

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

Tax assessed value for !985 was $3,463,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEMENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support •.........•..•..•..••....•...•.••........... 411 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public offictals..... 7 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organ1zations. 1b 
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E"INENT DO"AIN 
Em1nent doma1n was authorized by the 1987 Legislature. 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
Interpretation of the hardwood hammock, already a major element in public 
programs of The Barnacle State Histortc Site, would be enhanced. 
Acqutsition of the project area would enhance protection of both The 
Barnacle State Historic S1te and the City of Mtami's Peacock Park from 
encroachment by the extensive 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 Dlvtsion 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 approximately triple the number of possible visitors while 
lessening deterioration of the Munroe residence of The Barnacle State 
Historic Site by assuming part of the interpretive load now carried by the 
residence. 
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~1ULLET CREEK ISLAND 

BREVARD COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 



ACREAGE TAX 
ASSESSED 

PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased 
option I VALUE 

NAME COUNTY or under 

#62 Mullet Creek Brevard 20V $ 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 and 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's Senate District 16 and House 
District 32. It is also within the jurisdictions of the East Central 
Florida Water Management District and the St. Johns River Water Management 

District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of twelve islands pos1t1oned 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 habitat 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 canoeing, 
fishing and nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Five owners and four parcels. One major ownership. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
If the islands are developed, the water quality w1ll 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 was for a PUD (including a golf coursel and the other was 
for a single family residential community (one unit per acrel. Both plans 
were rejected by the Planning and Zoning Board. The owners and the County 
are now involved in litigation regarding a more prohibitive zoning 
classification. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The final project design for Mullet Creek Islands was approved by the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee on November 21, 19B6. It did not alter 
the resource planning boundary. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $131,000. 
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#62 MULLET CREEK ISLANDS 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEKENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions .••.........•....•. ,,,,,,,, •. , ....•.•.•• ,.................. 2 
Letters of general support .. , .............. ,,,, .........•............. 799 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public off1cials ...•• 12 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organ1zat1ons. 4 

This project was proposed by Brevard County as a joint County/State 
acquisition. The county has pledged to contribute 50% of the acquisition 
cost. 

"ANA6E"ENT SUnnARY 
The overall management goal i< to protect the valuable habitats of the 
islands and the surrounding waters. The proposed use of the proJect lS to 
utilize the islands in such a way as to preserve and enhance their natural 
values and funct1ons while allowing for passive recreation. Spec1fic 
resource obiect1ves would include hab1tat 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 min1mal 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 s1te would entail a clean up of the 
islands. Bas1c ongoing management practices would include the maintenance 
of any passive recreat1ons facilities and periodic environmental 
moni taring. 

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 statt1ng needs. 

Overall, the management agency respons1ble for the Mullet Creek Islands 
would be Brevard County. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#63 Emerald• Marsh 

COUNTY 

Marion 
Lake 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Purchased 

or under optionl 

7,500 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$14,477,000 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands.: Fee simple acquisition of a portion of this 
project would help protect 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. 

nANAGER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 1n 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. It is also within the jurisdictions of the W1thlacoochee and 
East Central Florida Reg1onal Planning Councils and the St. Johns River 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Emerald• Marsh acquisition project consists of approximately 12,000 
acres of predominantly marsh and agricultural land along the east Side of 
Lake Griffin and the Oklawaha River in Marion and Lake Counties. The 
marsh communities are composed of thickets of willow with sawqrass, or are 
more open sawgrass wetlands w1th 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 1n 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 
all1gator and sandhill crane. In fact, at least one-third of the eastern 
greater sandhill crane population heavily utilize this marsh and the 
adjacent agricultural lands. 

Recreational activities should be strictly regulated in some areas to 
maintain the high quality habitat that 1s currently present. More 
intensive recreational activities may be developed in areas that are not 
as sensitive to human activity. 

OMNERSHIP 
The majority of this project IS composed of four major owners. There are 
approximately 12 owners with parcels of 100 to 150 acres, and an estimated 
BO to 90 owners of smaller tracts. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The marsh ecosystem is highly 
conversion to other land use. 
part of the project currently 
the marsh. Timber removal 1s 

vulnerable to any further drainage and 
The use of chemical products by farmers in 

poses a severe threat to the integrity of 
also a potential threat. 

Current farming practices !runoff contains herbicides, pesticides and 
fertil1zersl present a continuing threat to the integrity of the marsh 
ecosystem. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On march 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Emeralda Marsh. The proJect des1gn 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 Acquis1t1on 
Project design stall recommends the protection of habitat for the 
sandhill cranes by negotiating conservation easements or owner 
contact agreements with large landholders engaged in agricultural 
production. As referenced to the boundary map, on sheet 9, Sections 
9, 10, 15, and 16, those parts of parcels A, B, 2A, 2/W, H, D, C, E, 
G, F, DDD, E not below ordinary high water and not jurisdictional. 
As referenced on sheet 11, Sections 21 and 22, parcels A, c, D, lnot 
Including that part of A on Buck Hammockl, all parcels referenced on 
sheet 13, Sections 14, 13, 23, 24, all parcels referenced on sheet 
15, Sections 20, 21, 29, 28, 32, 33 not belo~ ord1nary 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. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Jurisdictional wetlands not 1n agricultural 
productions adJacent to Emeralda Marsh/Bull and Buck 
Hammocks, lfee simple!. 

Large holdings in agricultural production (Jess than 
fEe simple - conservation easements/owner 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 ENDORSE"ENTS 
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 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARV 
The tract is suitable for use as a wildlife management area, as well as 
offers opportunities for hik1ng, camping, fishing, wildlife observation 
and photography, Waterfowl hunting and dove hunting could be implemented 
an agricultural fields, and these sites may be utilized during certain 
times of the year as bass hatcheries far 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 
NAME COUNTY 

#64 Big Shoal• Corr1dor Hamilton 
Columbia 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Purcha•ed 

or und~r option) 

3951 $ 

fA X 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

103,000U 

RECDnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifie• a• Environmentally Endangered Land• IEELl. Acquisition of the 
Brown Tract ha• protected example• of almost all eco•ystems found within 
this portion of the Suwannee River Basin. Acquisition of the remainder of 
the tract would provide a protected buffer along the riverfront and would 
help protect Four Mile Branch, a tributary of the Suwannee. 

HANAGER 
The Division of Fore•try of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Service• is lead management agency over a portion of the tract with the 
Divi•ion 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 Commis•ion 
cooperating. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State is, in both cases, a cooperating manager. 

PROPOSED USE 
Suwannee River Shoals Forest Re•erve and State Park. 

LOCATION 
ln Hamilton and Columbia Counties, north Florida, le•• than one mile ea•t 
of White Spring•, approximately •ix miles north of the I-75 and l-10 
interchange. Stephen Fore•ter State Memorial is three mile• west and 
O•ceola National Fore•t is five miles east of the tract. This project 
lies within Florida's Senate District 5 and House District 12. It al•o 
lies within the juri•dictions of the North Central Florida Regional 
Planning Counc1l and the Suwannee River Water Management Di•trict. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is the largest rema1ning block of natural vegetation in the 
upper Suwannee River Bas1n of Florida and contains good to excellent 
examples of at least ten natural community types, representing almo•t all 
of the natural diversity present within this section of the river basin. 
The tract encompasses over five m1les 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 
Beech, one of the •outhernmost populations known in the United States. 
Several other plant species are also near their southernmost limits on 
thi• property. A substantial amount of manageable timberland is also 
present on the tract, 

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

The recreational potential of this project is outstanding. A wide array 
of activitie• could be •upported. 

OIINERSHIP 

0 "" d /,t,,, <1 

Approximately 2,680 acres have been acquired from the Nature Conservancy. 
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 1n 

the CARL project design area, but unmapped. The third option expires 
Augu•t 30

1 
19BB, however, questions concerning the conveyance of lots and 

mineral right• must be resolved before closing. A few owner• 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 Distr1ct will buy the parcels as they come on the market. There are 

CJ. Jr 

~ ~?-br cff',,, 
'------

also a few outstanding owners 1n Sections 33 and 34. 
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#64 BIG SHOALS CORRIDOR 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERHENl 
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 occurr1ng in the 
general area. 

Under current ownership !the Nature Conservancy and Suwannee River Water 
Management Distr1ctl, 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 rema1n1ng 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 li<ely take place. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
ftnal project design for Big Shoals Corriaor/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. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. Brown and Kerr McGee Tracts. 

Phase II. 

Phase I I I. 

Saunders Tract - uplands, if Suwannee River Water 
Management District buys the floodplain. It not, 
second phase would con5i5t of entire Saund~rs 
ownership. 

Remainder of proJect area. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Assessed value 1s approximately $103,000. Tax assessed value does not 
take into consideration agricultural exemptions. 

Funds Expended 
Salartes 
$1,179 

by the Division of Forestry for 
Expenses 

$318 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1988-89 
Expenses Salary 
$2,700 $3,558 

Fiscal Year 1987-88. 
Total 
$2,097 

Total 
$6,258 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEHENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 9 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from 1ocal and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

This project is within a Chapter 380 Resource Planning and Management Area 
w1th 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 Shoal• Corridor were originally submitted to 
the Conservation and Recreation Lands program as two separate projects, 
but because of their similarity and proximity to each other, they were 
combined by the Land Acquisition Selection Committee. Total combined 
project design area is approximately 4,200 acres. 
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"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
Because of its size and diversity, thiS tract has eKcellent potential for 
multiple-use management. It IS recommended that the proJect be purchased 
for multiple-use under the Environmentally Endangered Lands category. A 
port1on of the property should be managed as a State Park by the Division 
of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with the 
maJority of the tract managed as the Suwannee River Shoals Forest Reserve 
by the Division of Forestry of the Florida Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services. The Florida Game and Fresh Water F1sh Commission and 
the Department of Natural Resources, Division of Recreation and Parks 
should be cooperators on the Forest Reserve port1on and the Division of 
Forestry and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission should be 
cooperators on the State Park portion. The Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State should be cooperators on both 
po~tions. 

I Includes parts of the project design area in section 33 south of SR 135 and 
river frontage 1n sections 11 and B which are to be boundary mapped. CARL 
river frontage excludes areas actively being negotiated by the water 
management district. 

II Estimated tax assessed value for acreage south of SR 135 based on assessed 
value per acre for property in boundary north of SR 135. Estimated taK 
assessed value for acreage 1n section 11 adjacent to Bell Springs based on 
assessed value per acre tor property 1n boundary 1n section 8 north of SR 41 
on the river in Hamilton County. 

-343-



-344-



165 OLD LEON "OSS RAN~H 

-345-



....;.;,..---

25 ~ 30-

1B 

" 

29 " 

OLD LEON MOSS RANCH 

PALM BEACH COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 

• 

22 

27 

.. ... 
1-



PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

fi65 Old Leon Moss Ranch Palm Beach 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

3,300 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,335,000 

Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisitton would preserve areas for outdoor 
recreational opportunities such as hunting and ftshing, would allow for 
restoration and management of natural water conditions, and would preserve 
an archaeological site. 

nANAGER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Corbett Wtldlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
In Palm Beach County, tmmediately adjacent to the State owned J. W. 
Corbett Wildlife Management Area. Thts project ltes within Florida's 
Senate District 28 and House District 82. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Treasure Coast Regtonal Planntng Council and the 
South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project ltes along a line of transition between pine dominated 
uplands to the northeast and the open marshes of the historic Everglades. 
It ~ontains a wide variety of natural community types, 1ncluding 
freshwater marsh, cypress domes, sloughs, wet pine flatwoods, small open 
prairies, and hardwood hammocks. Some of the marsh has been impacted by 
past dra1nage, but is now passtng back into natural vegetation. Six 
hundred acres of the project has been impounded and is now being shallowly 
flooded. The project is utiltzed by a variety of game and nongame species 
including whlte-tailed deer, feral hog, raccoon, bobcat, turkey, osprey, 
hawks, owls, and a variety of wadtng birds. Endangered or threatened 
species known to use the area 1nclude Florida panther, bald eagle, 
woodstork 1 crested caracara, and Flor1da sandhill crane. 

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed one 
archaeological site has oeen identified and the proJect is considered to 
have potential for archaeological invest1gat1ons. 

The project can support a range of recreat1onal activittes that 1nclude 
hunting, fishing, camping, hik1ng, and nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Single parcel with three primary owners. Indian Trails Water Management 
District has control over the northeast 600 acre Impoundment. There may 
also be outstanding drainage rights over the rest of the property. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENOANGER"ENT 
The Old leon Moss Ranch is highly vulnerable to drainage and subsequent 
agricultural development, as ev1denced by the conversion of adjacent lands 
across the L-8 Canal to sugar cane, and the conversion of lands to the 
east to cttrus. Portions of the property have already been converted but 
are returning to more natural conditions. Residential development could 
also occur on the property as development pressure encroaches from the 
east. Although conversion d1rectly 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, followed oy 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 on this property will certainly increase with the 
inevitable urbanization of Palm Beach County. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 12, 1986, the Land Acqu1s1tion Selection Committee approved 
the f1nal project des1gn for Old Leon Moss Ranch. The resource planning 
boundary was not changed. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value tor 1986 was approximately $1,335,000. 

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

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Old Leon Moss Ranch should be acquired for multiple use management as 
a w1ldl1fe 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. ln add1t1on 
to overall management of the property tor 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. 

The project 1s 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 ex1sting 
management area, costs for management for recreational use should be very 
modest. Hydrologic restorat1on costs are unknown and could be 
considerabl~, d~pending on amount of engineering required, availability of 
watPr, and other factors. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

166 Homosassa Springs 

COUNTY 

Citrus 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

30 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

575,000 

Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition of this developed nature 
attraction and adjacent forest would ensure the protection of a ftrst 
magnitude spring, would help preserve habitat for an endangered species, 
~auld provide outdoor recreational opportunities, and would protect 
relatively undisturbed hammock. 

"ANAGER 
Citrus County or the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
County or State Park. 

LOCATION 
west of U. 5. 
proJect ltes 
It is also 

In southwestern Citrus County, Florida's west coast, just 
Highway 19 and the urban area of Homosassa Springs. This 
within Florida's Senate District 4 and House District 26. 
within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council 
and the Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

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 ecological condition. The good woodland 
habitat In conjunction with the spring and spring run support a large 
number of wad1ng birds, same 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 th~ 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. 

OIINERSHIP 
The State has an option agreement with Citrus County on the majority of 
the tract (ca. 155 acres), scheduled to be exercised in December, 1988. 
The remaining portion of the project, approximately 30 acres, which IS not 
yet acquired or under option has only two owners. One of the owners, 
however, has subdivided his property into 16 lots. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The first magnitude spring is highly vulnerable due to possible 
contamination from surrounding development. 

The presence of the springs makes the site in high demand for recreational 
use. Also the property 1s surrounded by commercial and residential 
property zoning that will exert development pressure on parts of the tract 
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, 19Bb, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Homosassa Springs. The project design did nat 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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ACQUISITION PLANNING ICont1nuedl 
Acquisition Pha;ing 

Pha;e I. Original Propo;al - county owned. 

Phase II. Florida Natural Areas Inventory recommended addit1on. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for one of the two remaining ownership; is $102,800. 
Tax asses;ed value tor the other subdivided ownership is approximately 
$472,000, ba;ed on the average assessed values for waterfront and interior 
lots In that recorded plat. Total tax asse;sed value for 1987 is 
approximately $575,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters oi general support. ..•..•.......•..•..•.......•.........•.•... 1063 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 9 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 11 

This project is within a Chapter 380 Growth Management Agreement Area. It 
is also proposed by Citrus County as a joint County/State purcha;e. 

"ANAGE"ENT sunnARY 
The Homosassa Springs project area consists of approximately 185 acres and 
contains the well known attraction Homosassa Nature World with Nature's 
Fishbowl. Homo;assa Springs is large, deep and clear, and has an 
underwater observatory aiding the fishbowl appeal. The spring run lor 
river segment! encompas;ed by the property is a w1nter habitat for 
substantial numbers of manatees, while the spring pool upstream from a 
mesh barr1er is currently used for rehabilitation of injured manatees. 

Besides the underwater observatory, development in the attraction includes 
the administration building, the g1ft 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 
NAKE COUNTY 

lb7 Volusia EEL Addition Yolusia 
INoody Property! 

RECOKKENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Purchased 

or under option! 

980 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

210,000 

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. 

nANAGER 
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 Volus1a 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. It IS also 
within the jurisdictions of the East Central Florida Regional Planning 
Council and the St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Approximately 690 acres of this project IS comprised of pine flatwoods, 
the remainder being cypress swamp (ca. 250 acres! and a small area (ca. 35 
acres) of borrow pit/lakes. The strand swamp and cypress domes are 
dominated by bald cypress but also contain loblolly bay, red maple, and 
sweetbay. The pines were mostly harvested during the winter of 1980-1981. 
A good seed crop was produced dur1ng the fall of 1980, just prior to 
harvest, and the stand reseeded naturally. The flatwoods now have a fair 
to good stocking of young slash pine with a very sparse overstory of 
mature slash pine. The natural communities support a variety of wildlife. 

The project has been recommended for multiple use management and can 
support a range of recreational activities that might include hunting, 
fishing, hiking and horseback riding. 

ONNERSHIP 
Woodrow Woody was the major owner, but has recently sold his property. 
Frank Fords owns subsurface rights on almost all the tract. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The vegetative and hydrological resources on th1s tract are highly 
susceptible to damage by development. 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. Development of the flatwoods areas would 
increase runoff and would increase water levels in the wetlands. 
Development of this parcel would also adversely impact the adjacent EEL 
Tract. 

There are no known development plans for the property at present. 
However, because the major owner has the property on the market, 
development is likely. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The final project design, which did not alter the original proposal or 
resource planning boundary was approved by the Land Acquisition Selection 
Committee on November 21, 1986. 
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#67 Volusia EEL Add1t1on (Woody Propertyi 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value 1s approximately $210,000. 

Management Expenses of the 
for Volusia Tract Acquired 

Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 1987-88 
under EEL. 

Source Salaries 
CARL 4216 $9,518 
GR 9518 

Expenses 
$4,216 

Total 
$13,734 

Management Funds 
Salaries 

$9,518 

Requested for Fiscal 
Expenses 
$2,850 

Year 1988-89. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND SENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Tot a! 
$12,368 

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

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
The site has potent1al for a variety of active and passive recreational 
pursuits including camptng, fishing, hunt1ng, canoeing, horseback riding, 
hiking, nature appreciation, photography and bird watching. It IS 

accessible from U.S. 92 and is traversed 1ts entire length by an all 
weather woods road. In addition to the 975 acres included in this 
proJect, ownership of th1s parcel would provide access to an additional 
500 acres of the Volus1a EEL Tract that is currently inaccessible to the 
pub! ic. 

This property should be managed under multiple-use concepts along with the 
Volusia EEL Tract. Consideration should be g1ven 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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CANAVERAL INDUSTRIAL PARK 

BREVARD COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 

PROJECT AREA UNDER OPTION 

ST. JOHNS W.M.D. 

TOSOHATCHEE STATE RESERVE 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#68 Canaveral 
Industrial Park 

COUNTY 

Brevard 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAG[ 
{Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

2,500 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 5,717,000 

Qualifies as "other lands." Acquis1t1on will help preserve a natural 
floodplain and will contribute towards the restoration of a major river 
system. 

nANASER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources. The Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Tosohatchee State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Brevard County, along the St. Johns River, across from Tosohatchee 
State Reserve, between Titusville and Melbourne. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 16 and House District 34. It is also within the 
JUrisdictions of the East Centra( Florida Regional Planning Council and 
the St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
About 90 percent of this proJect is w1thin the 10-year floodplain of the 
St. Johns River, although much of the property is seldom Inundated for 
very long periods. Almost half of th1s project is improved pasture, the 
r~mainder be1ng wetlands that include wet prairie, sloughs, hardwood 
swamps, and hydr1c hammocks. 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., 
hunt1ng, fishing, boating, hiking, and camping. 

O~NERSHIP 
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 2,666.8 acres. The State has a 
contract to reimburse the District for 50 percent of the purchase pr1ce 
and all appraisal expenditures to be closed in the summer of J9BB, and 
will receive a 50 percent undivided interest. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERnENT 
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, 1986, 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. 

Acguis1t1on Phas1ng 
Phase I. Larger ownerships. 

Phase II. Remainder of project area. 

-359-



~68 CANAVERAL INDUSTRIAL PARK 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value 1s appro<lrnately $5,717,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND SENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resol utl ons ........•......•..•........•......••.••..•................• 
Letters ot general support .......................................... .. 
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. 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
This project will help to protect the e<tenslve floodplain marsh of the 
St. Johns R1ver and, Will also help to create a linear array of public 
lands along nearly 160 m1les of the St. Johns River. The s1te 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 F1sh 
Commiss1on cooperating. The recommended management should emphas1ze 
protection of a natural floodplain while encouraging nondestructive publ1c 
use and enjoyment. 

-360-



lb9 GALT ISLAND 

-361-



---

22 

GALT ISLAND 

LEE COUNTY 

0 

.M..U.E'S 

STATE 0\'lNED 

PROJECT BOUNDARY 

a 

\""" 

~ 

I 

I 
BM -· 

. I' 
I 
I 

., 

i. 

23' 

-

I 

I 

26 

b 

\:;"" ___ _ 

I 

I 
I 
\ \ 

I 

I 



PROJECT 
NAME 

469 Galt Island 

COUNTY 

Lee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

390 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

437,000 

Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would preserve a significant 
archaeological site, Mhile also providing recreational opportunities. 

"ANA6ER 
The Depart~ent of Natural Resources. The Division of Historical Resources 
of the Department of State cooperating. 

PROPOSED 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. 
District 38 and House District 
the Southwest Florida Regional 
Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 

This project lies within Florida's Senate 
74. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
Planning Council and the South Florida 

Galt Island is primarily significant as an archaeological site; however, 
the project 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 on 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 
•rtificial causeway constructed of fill which connects the Galt Island to 
Pine Island. 

Galt Island IS probably a significant v1llage of the historic Calusa 
Indians, as Indicated by late styles of aborlg1nal and European ceramics. 
The site is believed to have been inhabited before the Calusa by their 
immediate prehistoric ancestors. It is one of few large island aboriginal 
sites located in this cultural area. The project area includes a large 
midden-mound complex and a burial mound. Unfortunately, good 
chronological controls for these extraordinary sites are not available to 
determine which wer~ occupied at the same time or for how long. From 
their density and from the size of th~ shell middens, however, it is quite 
possible that most of them were occupi~d together over several or more 
c~nturies. Other sites in the area which appear to be contemporaneous 
with Galt Island date from around 500 B.C. to historic contact t1mes. 
These sites offer excellent potential for archaeological inv~stigations. 

DMNERSHIP 
There is one owner. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The island is very susc~ptible to degradation caused by human activity. 
Part of the midden-mound complex and tropical hammock have been bulldozed 
by develop~rs in the past. Also, parts of the burial mound has been 
looted by "pothunters." 

The island is accessible via a filled causeway. The owner is planning an 
~xclusive residential development which would leave most of the mound 
undisturbed. 
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#69 GALT 1 SLAND 

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 
1sland and causeway. The Land Acquisition Selection Committee also 
approved the follow1ng acquisition phasing recommendations: 

The most un1que resources in this project are the shell 
mound-tropical hammock community and archaeological sites, which ar~ 
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 II. 

Galt Island itself, and portion of the connect1ng 
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. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1986 was approximately $437,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 

Resolutions ..••••••. ,,.,, •.• ,, .............••••..•..•..•..•••••.. •··•· 
Letters of general support............................................ 9 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and ar~awide conservation organizations. 4 

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

The owner has been an unwilling seller at the state's offering price. The 
county, however, has requested that the project rema1n on the CARL list 
pending the outcome of the owner's development plans. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU"nARY 
The archaeological sites on Galt Island are very significant. The 
extensive rema1ns there suggest a large aboriginal population once 
occup1ed 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. 
Conservat1on of the tropical hardwood hammock is also an important 
management 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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PROPOSALS FOR WHICH ASSESSMENTS 
HAVE BEEN APPROVED BY THE 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
AND 

FOR WHICH PROJECT DESIGNS WILL BE PREPARED 

ProJect 
Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront 
Big Bend 
Deer Lake 
Emerson Point 
Holmes Avenue Scrub 
Letchworth Mounds 
Lower Econlockhatchee 
Seabranch 
Silver Glen Spr1ngs 
Sugarloaf Hammock 
Tree of Life Tracts 
Yamato Scrub 
Ybor C1ty 
Praine Creek* 

* Incorporated in Paynes Prair1e project boundary. 
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County 
Franklin 
Taylor/DIXie 
Walton 
Manatee 
Highlands 
Jefferson 
SemJnole/Volusia 
Martin 
Lake/Marion 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Palm Beach 
Hi II sbor ough 
Alachua 

~ 
367 
368 
369 
370 
371 
372 
373 
374 
375 
376 
377 
378 
379 
380 
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IREC:OMMIENDFn-? LOT #~ELETION (DER) 
AND #5 

BOUNDED AREA T 
APALACHICOLA RANSFERED TO 
PROJECT. RIVER AND BAY 

7-10 

PROPOSED ACQUISITION PROJECT 

APALACHICO WORKING W~TA HISTORIC ERFRONT 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

LOT 4,5,6 RECOM~1ENDED DELETION CDER) 

RECOMMENDE [![!]I I LOT 7 8 D91ADD IT I ON CDER.) 
' ' ' 0,19] ' 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

PROPOSED AREA CFNAJ) 
RESOURCE PLANNING BOUNDARY 
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PROPOSED ACQUISITION PROJECT 
YAMATO SCRUB 

PALM BEACH COUNTY 

ORIGINAL PROJECT 
~~FUTURE PRIORITY ACQUISITION 
"""--"""---', AREA ( F NA I) 

-- --RESOURCE PLANNING BOUNDARY 
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Note: Incorporated in Paynes Prarie 
project boundary. 
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ADDENDUI'I I 

Pr1or1ty Lists from Previous CARL Annual Reports 
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1980 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

I. Rookery Bay 
2. Lower Apalachicola R1ver Add1t1on 
3. Charlotte Harbor 
4. Cayo Costa/North Captiva 
5. l. T. T. Hammack 
6. West Lake 
7. Spring Hammock 
8. Latt Maxcy Tract 
9. St. George Island Unit 4 

10. Green Swamp 
11. South Savannas 
12. Double Branch Bay !Bower Tractl 
\3. Little Gator Creek/Wood Stork Rookery 
14. Fakahatchee Strand 
15. The Grove 
16. Cockroach Key 
17. San Felasco 
18. Three Lakes Ranch Add1t1on 
19. She! 1 Island 
20. Six Mile Cypress Swamp 
21. Paynes Pra1r1e 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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1982 CARL PRIORI[Y LIST 

1. 
2. 

' 0. 

4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
B. 
9. 

1 0. 
11. 
12. 
1 3. 

Rookery Bay Addil1ons 
Lower Apalachicola 
Charlotte Harbor 
Cayo Costa/North Captiva 
West Lake 
Spr1ng Hammock 
St. George Island/UnJt 4 
South Savannas 
Bower Tract 
Little Gator Creek 
Fakahatchee Strano 
The Grove 
Cockr-oach Key 

14. San Felasco 
15. New Mahogany Hammock 
16. Ft. San Luis 
17. Consolidated RanchiWek1va R1ver 
lB. North Peninsula 
19. Crystal River 
20. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
21. East Everglades 
22. MacArthur Tract 
23. M. K. Ranch 
24. Chassahow1tzka Swamp 
25. Emerald Springs 
26. Beav~rdam/Sweetwater Cre~ks 

27. Mashes Sands 
28. Grayton Dunes 
29. Nortn 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 Add1tJon 
39. Withlacoochee lnhold1ng 
40. Hutch1nson Island - Bl1nd Creek 
41. Big Shoals Corr1oor 
42. Rookery Bay Add1t1ons JJ 
43. Paynes Prairie 
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!983 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. Lower Apalachicola 
6. The Grove 
7. South Savannas 
8. New Mahogany Hammock 
9. 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 
18. Cockroach Key 
19. North Key Largo Hammocks 
20. Emerald Springs 
21. Julington/Durb!n Creeks 
22. Gateway 
23. Josslyn Island 
24. Lake Arbuckle 
25. St. Johns R1ver Forrest Estates 
26. Paynes Pralrie/Cook-Deconna 
27. Largo Narrows 
28. Grayton Dunes 
29. Mashes Sands 
30. Shell Island 
31. Bl1nd Creek (Hutchinson Island! 
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1984 CARL PRlORlTY LiST 

l. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. Lower Apalachicola 
6. Guana River 
7. The Grove 
8. South Savannahs 
9. North Key Largo Hammocks 

10. Spring Hammock 
11. North Peninsula 
12. Consolidated Ranch 11 
13. Escamb1a Bay Bluffs 
14. Cayo Costa island 
15. Crystal River 11 
16. M. K. Ranch 
17. Chassahowitzka Swamp 
18. Emerald Spr1ngs 
19. Julington/Ourb1n Creeks 
20. Gateway 
21. Josslyn Island 
22. Lake Arbuckle 
23. St. Johns River Forrest Estates 
24. Paynes Pralrie/Murphy-Deconna 
25. Withlacoochee E.E.L. inholding 
26. Bower Tract 
27. Andr8wS Tract 
28. Deering Hammock 
29. Horrs lsland/BarfJeld Bay 
30. Lochloosa Wildlife 
31. Sliver RlVer 
32. Windley Key Quarry 
33. Cooper's Point 
34. Peacock Slough 
35. Fechtel Ranch 
36. Cotee Point 
37. Good wood 
3B. Rotenberger/Holev Land 
39. Cedar Key Scr-ub il Addillon 
40. Stoney-Lane 
41. Grayton Additions 
42. Big Mound Property 
43. Largo Narrows 
44. Crystal Cove 
45. Gaspar1lla Island Port Property 

The follow1ng proJects will be added at their assigned prior1t1es to the l1st 
wh8n their boundary maps are completed later this year. 

33. "Save Our EvE.'rglades" 
37. Tsala Apopka Lake 
47. Owen Illinois Property 
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1985 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

l. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. Lower Apalachicola 
b. Guana River 
7. South Savannahs 
8. North Key Largo Hammocks 
9. Spring Hammock 

10. North Peninsula 
11. Wakulla Springs 
12. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
13. Cayo Costa Island 
14. Crystal River II 
15. Chassahowitzka Swamp 
16. Emerald Springs 
17. Jul1ngton/Durb1n Creeks 
18. Gateway 
!9. 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 lsland/Barfield Bay 
28. Lochloosa Wildlife 
29. S1lver R1ver 
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. Good wood 
38. Rotenberqer/Holey Land 
39. Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
40. Stoney-Lane 
41. B1g 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 Auc1lla River Sinks 
47. Crystal River State Reserve 
48. Estero Bay Aquat1c 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 the1r assigned priorities 
when their boundary maps are completed later this vear. 

47. North Key Largo Hammocks Addit1on 
48. B1g Pine Key/Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffers 
50. White Belt Ranch 
5i. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands 
55. B!uehead Ranch 
58. Mondello/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek 
59. Emeralda Marsh 
60. B.M.K. Ranch 
b2. Saddle Blanket 
64. Samson Point 
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!986_ CARL PRIOR!TY LIST 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Say 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. Lower Apa!ach1cola 
6. South Savannahs 
7, North Key Largo Hammocks • Addition 
B. Spr1ng Hammock 
9. North Peninsula 

10. Wakulla Spr1ngs 
11. Escamb1a Bay Bluffs 
12. Cayo Costa Island 
13. Crystal R1ver II, Cove, & Reserve 
14. Chassahow1tzka Swamp 
15. Emerald Springs 
16. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
17. Josslyn Island 
18. Lake Arbuckle 
19. St. Johns River Forrest Estates/Fechtel Ranch 
20. Paynes Prairle/Murphy-Deconna 
21. Withlacoochee EEL lnholdlngiMondello/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek 
22. Bower Tract 
23. Andrews Tract 
24. Deering Hammock 
25. Horrs Island/Barl;eld Bay 
26. Lochloosa Wildllfe 
27. Silver River 
28. Windley key Quarry 
29. ''Save Our Everglades'' 
30. Cooper's Po1nt 
31. Peacock Slaugh 
32. Tsala Apopka Lake 
33. Cotee Point 
34. The Barnacle Addition 
35. Goodwood 
36. Rotenberger/Holev Land 
37. Cedar Key Scrub II Add1t1on 
38. Stoney-Lane 
39. Big Mound Property 
40. Owen-Illinois Property 
41. Gaspar1lla Island Port Property 
42. B1g Shoals Corndor/Brown Tract 
43. Lower Wacissa & Aucilla Rivers 
44. B1g P1ne Key/Coupon B1ght Aquat1c Preserve Buffers 
45. White Belt Ranch 
46. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands 
47. Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer 
48. Galt Island 
49. Manatee Estech 
50. Bluehead Ranch 
51. Homosassa Spr1ngs 
52. Canaveral lndustnal 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 w1ll be ranked and added to the list when their boundary 
maps ar1d project designs are completed early next year. 

Mullet Creek 
Madden's Hammock 
Miami Rockridge P1nelands 
Apalachicola H1stor1c Wo•k1ng Waterfront 
Seminole Springs 

Old Leon Moss Ranch 
warm Mineral Spr1ngs 
Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 
Stark Tract 
Woody Property 
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1987 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. North Key Largo Hammocks :Monroe County! 
2. Fakahatchee Strand IColl1er County! 
3. Apalachicola R1ver & Bay, Phase I !Franklin County!* 
4. Lower Apalachicola !Franklin County! 
5. Cayo Costa Island !Lee County! 
6. Rookery Bay IColl1er County> 
7. Crystal R1ver !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 IVolusia 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! 
18. Save Our Everglades IColl1er County! 
!9. Gadsden County Glades !Gadsden Countyll 
20. Seminole Springs !Lake County! 
21. M1ami Rockr1dge Pinelands !Dade County! 
22. Big Shoals Corridor !Columbia/Hamilton Count1esl 
23. Chassahowitzka Swamp (Hernando/Citrus Count1esl 
24. North Peninsula IVolusia County! 
25. Silver R1ver !Marion County! 
26. Carlton Half-Moon Ranch !Sumter County! 
27. St. Johns River (Lake County! 
28. Escambia Bay Bluffs IEscamb1a County! 
29. Peacock Slough !Suwannee County! 
30. Horrs Island !Collier County! 
31. Andrews Tract !Levy County! 
32. Estero Bay !Lee County! 
33. Warm Mineral Spr1ngs !Sarasota County! 
34. Key West Salt Ponds !Monroe County! 
35. Withlacoochee <Sumter County! 
36. Julington/Durbin Creeks !Duval County! 
37. The Barnacle Addition !Dade Countyl 
38. B.M.K. Ranch !Lake County! 
39. Josslyn Island !Lee Countyl 
40. Homosassa Spr1ngs !Citrus Countyl 
41. Bluehead Ranch !Highlands County) 
42. Rotenberger !Palm Beach County! 
43. Mullet Creek Islands !Brevard Countyi 
44. Stoney-Lane iC1trus Countyi 
45. Cedar Key Scrub (Levy County) 
46. Emeralda Marsh !Lake County) 
47. Canaveral Industrial Park !Brevard Countyl 
48. Paynes Pra1r1e !Alachua County) 
49. Woody Property IVolus1a Countyi 
50. Manatee Estech <Manatee County! 
51. Old Leon Moss Ranch !Palm Beach County) 
52. Galt Island iLee County! 
53. East Everglades (Dade Countyl 
54. Goodwood !Leon County! 
55. Cooper's Point IP1nellas County! 
56. Emerald Springs !Bay Countyi 
57. Cotee Po1nt !Pasco Countyl 
58. Sandpiper Cove !Lee Countvl 
59. Samson Point !Marion Countyl 

* This project will officially be added at th1s ranking when the boundary map 
IS completed tater this year. 

The following proJect will be ranked and added to the l1st when its boundary 
map and project des1gn are comoleted later this year. 

Apalachicola H1storic Working Waterfront !Franklin County! 
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1988 INfERIM PRIORITY LIST 

1. North Key Largo Hammocks !Monro~ Countyl 
2. Fakahatchee Strand ICol!Ier County! 
3. Apalachicola River & Bay, Phase I !Franklin County! 
4. Lower Apalachicola tFranklin County) 
5. Seminole SprlngstWoods llake County! 
6. Cayo Costa Island ILee County! 
7. Rookery Bay !Collier County! 
B. Crystal River !Citrus County! 
9. Charlotte Harbor <Charlotte County! 

10. DeSoto Site !leon County! 
11. Wacissa and Aucilla River Sinks (Jefferson County! 
12. South Savannas (Martin/St. Lucie Counties) 
13. Stark Tract IVolusia County! 
14. Fort George Island !Duval County! 
15. Lochloosa Wildlife !Alachua County! 
16. Curry Hammock !Monroe County! 
17. Wakulla Springs !Wakulla County! 
lB. Coupon Bight !Monroe County! 
19. Spring Hammock !Seminole County! 
20. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands !Dade County! 
21. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub !Polk County! 
22. Save Our Everglades !Collier County) 
23. Gadsden County Glades !Gadsden County) 
24. Cockroach Bay Islands !Hillsborough County! 
25. Waccasassa Flats !Gilchrist County! 
26. Miami Rockridge Pinelands !Dade County! 
27. Big Shoals Corridor !Columbia/Hamilton Counties! 
2B. Garcon Point !Santa Rosa County! 
29. Chassahowttzka Swamp !Hernando/Citrus Counties) 
30. El Destine (Jefferson County! 
31. North Peninsula IVolusia County! 
32. Silver River !Marion County! 
33. Carlton Half-Moon Ranch !Sumter County! 
34. St. Johns River !Lake County! 
35. St. Martins River iCitrus County! 
36. Rainbow River (Marion County) 
37. Peacock Slough !Suwannee County! 
38. Horrs Island !Collier County! 
39. Andrews Tract !Levy County! 
40. Estero Bay !Lee County! 
41. Warm Mineral Springs !Sarasota County! 
42. Key West Salt Ponds !Monroe County) 
43. Wetstone/Berkovitz (Pasco County! 
44. Withlacoochee !Sumter Countyi 
45. Julington/Durbtn Creeks !Duval County! 
46. The Barnacle Addition iDade Countyi 
47. B.M.K. Ranch (Lake County! 
48. Josslyn Island !Lee County! 
49. Homosassa Springs !Citrus County! 
50. Rotenberger/Seminole Indian Lands !Palm Beach/Broward Counties) 
51. Mullet Creek Islands !Brevard County! 
52. Stoney-Lane !Citrus County! 
53. Prtncess Place !Flagler County! 
54. Deering Estate Addition !Dade County! 
55. Cedar Key Scrub !Levy County! 
56. Emeralda Marsh !Lake County! 
57. Canaveral Industrial Park !Brevard County! 
58. Paynes Prairie !Alachua County! 
59. Woody Property IVolusia County! 
60. Manatee Estech !Manatee County! 
61. Old Leon Moss Ranch !Palm Beach County! 
62. Galt Island !Lee County! 
63. East Everglades !Dade County! 
64. Colee Point !Pasco County! 
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ADDENDUI'I II 

Summaries of Comm1ttee Meetings and Hearings 
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Meeting 
Dales 

07-0l-87 

08-31-87 

09-01-87 

10-13-87 

11-19-87 

02-02-88 

1987-88 Land Acqu:s1tion Selection Comm1ttee Meet1ngs 
ln Which LARL Acttons Were Taken 

Ma or Actions Taken 

Approved boundary modification for Apalachtcola River and 
Bay, Phase l. 

Approved a formal response to issues raised dur1ng the 
Governor and Cabinet's February 2, 1987 Land Acquisition 
Workshop. 

Removed the following projects from the CARL Prior1ty List: 
Tsala Apopka Lake. 81g Mound Property, Gasparilla Island 
Port Property, Owens-Illinois Property, and Lake Forest. 

TallahasseP meeting to recetve publ1c testimony on new and 
reconstaered CARL applications. 

Recommendeo that Section 18.8011, F.A.C. (LASC review of 
project management expenditures) be struck from the rule. 

Rejected an offer to accept a donat1on of the Goodwood 
project (20 acres! contingent upon the state purchase of 
the Goadwood Addition proposal (84 acres!. 

Received actditional public testimony on new and 
reconsidered CARL applications. 

Voted to assess 28 of 71 CARL proposals for fiscal year 
1987-1988. 

Approved DeSoto S1te (Martin Tract! project assessment and 
voted to initiate a project des1gn. 

Instructed staff to review and rev1se the sponsor-prepared 
,_/,proJect assessment for Fort George Island. 

Approved project designs for eleven 1986-87 CARL projects. 

Instructed staff to prepare an Inter1m Report for 
submission to the Governor and Cab1net in February 1988. 

Voted una~1mously to prepare a project assessment for the 
Sem1nole ind1an Lands (14,720 acres) 1n Broward County. 

Instructeu staff to prepare a project des1gn tor the Silver 
River proJect and to assess any substantial additions. 

(

Approved project assessments for, and voted to in1tiate 
proJect design for Fort George Island and Seminole Indian 
Lands. 

Rejected a request to remove 370 acres (Hollywood Mall, 
Inc.J from the BMK Ranch proJect: agreed to reconsider the 
request at a later meeting. 

Rece1ved ~ublic presentations on proposals that were 
approved for assessment. 
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Meet1ng 
Dates 

02-12-88 

03-14-88 

03-16-88 

03-18-88 

04-01-88 

05-06-BB 

06-22-88 

1986-87 Land Acqu1s1t1on Selection Committee Meetings 
in Which CARL Actjons Were Taken 

Ma or Act1ons Taken 

Approved the project des1gn for Sem1nole lnd1an Lands and 
aaded 1t to the Rotenberger project. 

Approved project designs for Chassahowitzka Swamp, Deer1nq 
Estate Add1t1on, Fort George Island, St. Martins River, and 
Waccasassa Flats. 

Deferred action on Vamato Scrub until DRI issues are 
settlea by Regional Planning Council. 

Approved Princess Place for ranking w1thaut a proJect 
des1gn. 

Agreed to recons1der Highlands Hammock Addition and Three 
Lakes/Prairie Lakes (proJect designs not completed) at a 
later meet1ng. 

Inserted new projects on CARL Priority List. 

Fort Lauderdale meet1ng to receive public testimony on 
proposals be1ng assessed and on projects an the CARL 
Priority List. 

Ocala meeting to receive public testimony on proposals 
be1ng assessed and on proJects an the CARL Priority List. 

Tallahassee meet1nq to rec1eve public testimony on 
proposals 0e1ng assessed and on projects on the CARL 
Pr1or1ty List. 

Approved project designs for, and voted to rank on prior1ty 
l1st !second 4-votel for H1ghlands Hammack Hdd1t1on and 
Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes. 

Voted to 1n1t1ate project destgns far 18 of 26 proJects. 
{Thls action was revoked because of a procedural 
technicality and was taken aga1n on June 22, 1988. i 

Approved all project assessments. 

Removed the iollaw1ng projects from the CARL Pr1or1ty L1st: 
Cottee Paint, Manatee Esterh, and Stoney Lane. 

Rece;ved publ1c test1mony on 1987-1988 projects with 
completed project assessments. 

Voted to in1t1ate project designs for 19 of 26 projects. 
This vote replaces the vote taken an April 1, 1988 because 
at a procedural technicality. 

Approved project des1gns far seven 1987-88 projects. 

Amended and approved a project design far Charlotte Harbor. 

Appravesd project designs for three ather existing 
proJects: Andrews Tract, Paynes Prairie, and revised 
Waccasassa Flats. 

Approved proJect des1gns for seven 1987-88 projects. 
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Meet1ng 
Dates 

06-22-8~ 

!Continued! 

1986-81 Land AcquiSition Select1an Comm1ttee Meetings 
In Wh1ch CARL Act1ans Were laken 

MaJor Actions Taken 

Changed the name of the Woody Property to Volusia EEL 
Addition. 
Removed the Stark Tract from the priority list, and upon 
clas1ng the acqu1s1tion, delegated authority to the 
Department of Natural Resources to remove DeSoto Tract. 

Modified the Coupon B1ght and Estero Bay boundaries. 

Rejected a request to remove 370 acres (Hollywood Mall, 
Inc.! from the BMK Ranch project boundary; instructed staff 
to evaluate the entire Wekiva River system as recommended 
by the Wektva River Task Farce. 

Instructed staff to evaluate the Save Our Everglades 
proJect boundary. 

Rejected a request to remove a 25 acre tract from the Miami 
Rockridge P1nelands proJect, and Instructed staff to draft 
a letter to the Flor1da Department of Transportation 
requesting a coordination of acquisitiOn efforts when CARL 
projects are involved. 

Recommended revis1ans to Rule 18-8, F.A.C. including a 
change in the deadline for application, and a change in the 
percentage of committee support to Initiate project 
assessments and preparation of interim reports. 

Ranked the 1988 CARL Priority L1st. 
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PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
Land AcQUISition Selection Committee Public Meeting 

Au ust 31 1987 
Proposal Discussed 

Pine !slana 

Emerc;;on Point 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 

Corry/UOF Tract 

Lower Econlockhatchee River 

Lake Weir Property 

Volusia County Properties (41 

North Port Marina 

Weeki Wachee Coastal Wetlands 

Bald Point 

Rain Forest 

CRA Mangrove ProJect 

September 
Sugarloaf Hammock 

Ohio Key South 

Brevard furtle Beaches 

Wabasso Beach 

Deer Lake Parcel 

North Layton Hammock 

Holmes Avenue Scrub 

Black Creek Bog 

Okeechobee Battlefield 

Winter Beach Scrub 

Prairie Creek 

Wekiva Park Estate 

Fishing Hole Site 

DeSoto Site 

Seabranch Property 

Person(s_) Making Presentation 

Scott Cal Jan 
Senator McPherson 
Don Stone 
Nancy West 

Representative Toby Holland 
Bill Hamilton 

Jake Varn 

Jack Corry 

Charles Houder 
1\en Bos-::.erman 

Dr. Edward Anderson 
Dr. Christman 

Clay Henderson 

Jim Crews 

Joe P. Schuck 
Gary Diandrea 
Representative Chuck Smith 
Robert Marsh 

Rick Lotspeich 

Peter Cheney 

Representative Chuck Smith 

l' 1987 

Jim Muller 

Dr. Dale Jackson 

Dr. Dale Jackson 

Dr. Dale Jackson 

Dr. Dennis Hardin 

Dr. Dennis Hardin 

Debra White 

Debra White 

Bob Carr 

Mike Miller 

David Coffey 

Walt Thompson 

Nancy Dalton 

Dale Allen 

Greg Braun 
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PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee Public Meet1nq 

Proposal Discussed 

El Destlno 

Cedar Point 

Fort George Island 

Seminole Springs/Woods 

Cockroach Bay 

Waccasassa Flats 

Highlands Hammock 

Rainbow River 

Yamato Scrub 

Key West Salt Ponds 

North Key Largo 

Little Torch Key 

Curry Hammock 

Coupon Bight 

Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 

Garcon Point 

St. Martins River 

Princess Place 

Manatee Estech 

February 2, 1988 
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Person(sJ Mak1ng Presentation 

Sue Noyes 

Representative Mike Langton 

Representative Mike Langton 
Matt Carlucci 
Frank Friedmann 
Charles Lee 
Manley Fuller 
Lenore McCullagh 

Charles T. Lloyd 
Will Davis 
Fran Stallings 
John Hankinson 

Fred Karl 
Representative Mary Figg 
Joe Smith 

Jackie Barron 
Wes Skiles 
Robert Wray 

Hank Kowalski 
Charles Lee 
Claude Howerton 
Pauline Knight 
Beth Norman 

Sonny Vergara 
Dick Locke 

Vicky Newson 
Dr. Nataki 
Kay Brennan 

Chuck Olson 
Charles Lee 

Chuck Olson 

Chuck OJ son 

Chuck Olson 

Chuck Olson 

Dr. Dale Jackson 

Jim Muller 
J.D. Brown 
George W1lson 

John Brotherington 
Ken Tucker 

Cassy Gluckman 
Dennis Bayer 

Charles Hunsicker 
Dale Allen 



PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
Land AcqulSltlon Selection Committee Public Meeting 

Proposal D1scussed 

North Key Largo Hammocks 

Coupon B1ght 

Key West Salt Ponds 

Boot Key 

Oh1o Key South 

Ramrod Key 

Tree of Life Tract 

Curry Hammock 

North Layton Hammock 

Sugarloaf Hammock 

Fakahatchee Strand 

Rookery Bay 

Horrs Island 

Save Our Everglades 

South Savannas 

North Port Marina 

Golden Gate Addit1on 

Brevard Turtle Beaches 

Wabasso Beach 

Seabranch Property 

Pine Island R1dge 

March 14 !988 

Person(s) Making Presentation 

Ms. Dawn Laws 
Dr. Chuck Olson 
Mr. Mark Robert son 

Dr. Chuck Olson 
Mr. Mark Robertson 

Dr. Chuck 01 son 

Dr. Chuck Olson 

Dr. Chuck Olson 

Dr. Chuck Olson 

Dr. Chuck Olson 

Mr. Mark Robertson 

Mr. Mark Robertson 

Mr. Mark Robertson 

Mr. David Add1son 

Mr. David Add1son 

Mr. Dav1d Addison 

Mr. David Addison 
Mr. Raymond Cavold 
Mr. Henry Laun I a 

Ms. Dorothy Coutant 
Mr. John Brooks 
Ms. Rebecca Elliott 
Ms. Maggy Hurchalla 
Ms. Marilyn Coffey 

Mr. John Brooks 
Ms. Maggy Herchalla 
Ms. Marilyn Coffey 

Ms. Maureen Bel l 

Ms. Jeanne Wershoven 

Ms. Jeanne Wer-shaven 

Mr. James McGuffey 
Mr. Carl Schenek 
Ms. Maggy Herchalla 
Ms. Rebecca Elliott 

Ms. Ann S. Murray 
Mr. Joe G. Altieri 
Mr. Robert Carr 
Mr. Frank J. Cannata 
Mr. Ronald L. Scheiderer 
Ms. Dorothy Cleveland 
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PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
Land Acqulsltlon Selection Committee Public Meet1ng 

_____________ _,_,M_,_a_._r'=-c'.Ch--'1_ 4 1 9 8 8 ( Conti n u e d I _______________ _ 

Proposal Discussed 
Pine Island Ridge !Continued! 

Crystal River 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 

St. Martins River 

Homosassa Springs 

Chassahowitzka Swamp Add1tion 

Chassahowitzka and Weeki Watchee 
Coastal Wetlands 

Vbor City Addition 

Prairie Cre-ek 

Lower Econlockhatchee 

Person lsi Making Presentation 
Ms. Annie L1n 
Ms. Natasha Mart1nez 
Ms. Patti Reid 
Ms. Al1ssa Fceudeman 
Ms. Kr1st1na Altieri 
Ms. Patsy West 
Mr. Al Tyler 
Mr. Monroe Ki ar 
Ms. Marsa Detscher 
Mr. Irving Rosenbaum 
Mr. Ray Rupelli 
Mr. Donald C. Burgess Sr. 
Mr. Don Stone 
Mr. Ned D. Black 
Mr. Steven Bowers 
Ms. Kathryn Cox 

March 16 1988 

-401-

Mr. Hank Cohen 
Ms. Helen Spivey 
Mr. Nick Bryant 
Mr. Vincent A. Cantero 

Ms. Miriam Cohen 
Mr. Greg Popeland 
Mr. Frank Fish 
Mr. Len Tria 
Mr. David Russell 

Ms. Miriam Cohen 
Ms. Helen Spivey 
Mr. Vincent A. Cantero 

Ms. Mi nam Cohen 
Mr. Vincent A. Cantero 
Ms. Helen Soi vey 

Mr. Greg Popeland 

Mr. Greg Pope!and 
Mr. Frank Fish 
Mr. Len Tna 
Mr. Dav1d Russell 

Ms. Sylv1a Smith 
Mr. Cra1g S. Campbell 
Mr. Tony Carreno 
Ms. Stephan1e Ferrell 
Ms. Donna Nole 
Ms. Joan W. Jennewein 

Mr. Richard Hamann 
Mr. Charles Houder 
Mr. John Hankinson 

Mr. George Dekle 

Mr. Charles Houder 
Mr. John Hankinson 
Mr. Clay Henderson 



PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
Land Acgu1sit1on Selection Committee Public Meeting 

Proposal D1scussed 
Brevard Turtle Beaches 

Wabasso Beach 

Highlands Hammock 

Pr1ncess Place 

Stoney-Lane 

Emerson Point 

Lo•er Econlockhatchee 

Lockloosa Wildlife 

Waccasassa Flats 

Tomoka State Park Add1t1on 

S1lver River 

Julington/Durbin Creeks 

Emeralda Marsh 

Seminole Springs/Woods 

St. Johns River 

B.M.K. Ranch 

Rainbow River 

March 16 19BB <ContJnuedl 

Persan(s) Making Presentation 
Mr. Peter Baudre 
Ms. Pat Harden 
Mr. Joseph M. Branham 

Mr. Peter Baudre 

Mr. Kr is R. Delaney 
Mr. Hank Kowalski 
Mr. B i 1 1 Miller 
Ms. Debby Schloss 

Ms. Lou McNab-Winn 
Ms. Barbara Revels 
Ms. Carcle M. H1nkley 
Mr. Denr1is Bayer 

Mr. V1ncent A. Cantero 

Mr. Bill Hamilton 
J. J. "Toby" Holland 

Mr. Ken Bosserman 
Mr. John Hankinson 

Mr. George Dekle 
Ms. La vita. Brown 
Ms. Kate Barnes 
Mr. John Hankinson 

Mr. George Dekle 

Mr. Dennis Bayer 
Mr. Clay Henderson 
Mr. Phil1p Webster 

Mr. John Hankinson 

Mr. John Hankinson 

Mr. John Hankinson 

Ms. Pat Harden 
Mr. JosEph M. Branham 

Ms. Pat Harden 
Mr. Joseph M. Branham 

Ms. Pat Harden 
Mr. Joseph M. Branham 

Mr. William F. Moshier 
Mr. Sonny Begosa 
Mr. Ju Buckner 
Mr. Walt Driggers 
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PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee Public Meeting 

March 16 1988 !Continued! 

Proposal Discussed 
Silver Glen Springs 

Srping Hammock 

Goldy/Bellemead 

Stark Tract 

North Peninsula 

Vol usia EEL Addition 
!Woody Tractl 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 

Chassahowitzka Swamp Addition 

Chassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee 
Coastal Wet! ands 

Crystal River 

Fort George Island 

March 

North Key Largo Hammock 
Apalachicola River & Bay, Phase I 
Lower Apa!ach1cola 
Seminole Springs/Woods 
Wacissa and Aucilla River Sinks 

Lockloosa Wildlife 

Curry Hammock 
Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands 
Saddle Blanket Lakes 
Gadsden County Glades 
Garcon Point 
Horrs lsi and 
North Layton Hammock 
Ohio Key South 
Sugarloaf Hammock 

Paynes Prairie 
Prairie Creek 

Coupon E1ght 

Waccasassa Flats 

El Destine 

Estero Bay 

Bald Point Road Tract 
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Personlsl Making Presentation 
Mr. Walt Driggers 

Ms. Colleen Logan 

Ms. Mercedes McCallen 
Ms. Meg Johnson 
Mr. Reid Hughes 
Mr. E.M. "Ted" Porter 
Mr. Clay Henderson 

Mr. Clay Henderson 

Mr. Clay Henderson 

Mr. Clay Henderson 

18 1988 
Mr. Jake Varn 

Mr. Jake Varn 

Mr. Jake Varn 

Mr. Marshall Cassidity 

Mr. W.E. "Bllly" Arnold 

Mr. George Wilson 

Mr. George Wilson 
Mr. David Coffee 

Mr. George Wilson 

Mr. David Coffee 

Mr. Curt Blair 

Mr. Jackie R. Barron 

Ms. Sue Noyes 

Mr. David L. Cook 

Mr. R i c k Lotspeich 
Mr. Jack Rudloe 
Ms. Kate Brimberry 
Ms. Lois L. Etchells 
Ms. Reba Strand 



PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
Land Acqu1s1tion Selection Committee Public Meet1ng 

Proposal D1scussed 
Three Lakes/Pra1r1e Lakes 

South Savannas 
North Fork St. Lucie River 

Wetstone/Berkovitz 

Prairie Creek 

Em~:rson Point 

Pine Island Ridge 

North Layton Hammock 

Ohio Key South 

Sugarloaf Hammock 

Boot Key 
Ramrod Key 
Tree of L1fe Tract 

Seabranch Property 

Brevard Turtle Beaches 

North Port Mar1na 

Goldy/Bellemead 

March 18, 1988 IContLl~n~u~eEd~l __________________________ ___ 

Personlsl Making Presentation 
Mr. Dale Jackson 
Ms. Mary Bishop 

Mr. Jim Crews 

Ms. Nan Perry 

June 22, 1988 
Mr. Dav1 d Coffee 

Mr. Charles Hunsicker 
Rep. J.J. "Toby" Holland 

Mr. Don Stone 
Senator McPherson 

Mr. Mark Robertson 

Mr. Mark Robertson 
Ms. Debbie Harris 

Mr. Mark Robertson 

Ms. Debbie Harr1s 

Ms. Maggy Herchulla 

Mr. Bob Rhodes 
Ms. Pat Harden 

Rep. Chades Nergard 
Dr. Carole Price 

Mr. Clay Henderson 
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ADDENDUtl Ill 

Selection Committee Vot1ng and Ranking Sheets 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOfiNG SHEET 

Three Votes for Initiation of ProJect Assessments for 1987-88 Proposals 
October 13, 1987 

DHR GFC DER DCA DOF DNR I TOTAL SELECTED 
ALA CHUA COUNTY ! 

l. Kanaoaha Prairie N N N N N N i 0 NO 
2. Prairie Creek y N ' N N y v I 3 YES 

' I 
I ! ER COUNTY I 

3. Pinhook SwamQ N y i N N N N i 1 NO 

! I COUNTY i 
I 

BAK 

BAY 
4. Panama Cit~ Beach N N N N y N 1 NO 

YARD COUNTY I 5. Brevard Turtle Beaches y N y y y y 5 YES 
BRE 

I 
liARD COUNTY ' i b. Pine Island Ridge y y N y y y 5 YES 

' 

BRO 

I 
RLOTTE COUNTY ' 
7. Buck Creek I N N N N N N 0 NO 

CHA 

8 ar 0 e ar Ch 1 t t H b or Add t I 1on ' : 0 LIST IN CURRENT BOUNDARIES N 

I 
N I I 

I 
! Y COUNTY I 

I 

y ! ' I 9. Black Creek Boa N N N I y 2 NO 
CLA 

10. Black Creek Forest y N I N i v I y I N 3 I YES 
I I i ! \ I : 

COLLIER COUNTY 
11. Golden Gate Addition N y N y y ' y 4 YES 

! I I 
: N I N I N I N 

DADE COUNTY 
12. Arch Creek Park Addition I N N 0 NO 
13. Miami Linear Canal Park N i N I N I N N N 0 NO 

DUVAL COUNTY 
14. Broward Islands 

i 

' I 
I 

I 

i 
i 
I 
i 

! 

I 
I 

! 

' 

i 

: 

15. Fishing hole Site 
l_Q_,_f_g_r_Uil .. Q.L!t't I s 1 a n d 

N N I N N 4--1Ny__<!_N +---'"0-+i_.!l.N!!.O ---+ 
-----f----'Y'----1---'v"-TY-1-Y-- Y v 6 : Y E s 

I 
ESCA"BIA COUNTY 

17. Canoe Creek Campsite 
! 

N NO 

I I i 
N I 0 N 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 
lB. Bald Point Road Tract 
19. Corry Tract/Universltv of FL. v I Y I ~ ffl' ~ ~ --~'-+--"'-;_.11 _ _,_~_,_~_,_~----l y _j__y__J .. 

GULF COUNTY I I 0 il II 

HER

2 0. Port S t . Jg~\':.f.LQ.D'-"t _____ ---jf.-..!'NC....,lf--'!N--4-'NN'!....+ ~~_.,NN'--1 YN YN NO 

NANDO COUNTY I I 
?!. Chassahowltzka Swamo Add1t1on N Y 3 YES 
22. Chassahow1 tzka and Weeki Wachee 

Coastal Wetlands 

HIGHLANDS COUNTY 
23. Fisheating Creek Tract 
24. Holmes Avenue Scrub 

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY 
25. Ybor C1tv Addition 

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY 

N 

N 
y 

y 

N y 

N N 
y y 

y y 

y y N 3 i YES 

N N y NO 
y y 6 YES 

y '( y 6 YES 

26. Wabasso Beach Y Y V Y Y Y 6 YES 
27. Winter Beach Scrub Trac;t ______ _L....!N'!....~N~i_!NL._L..."N~-~NL-~NL-L-~O_i__.!!N~O--~ 
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October 13, 1'181 
Vot1ng Sheet 

JE FFERSON COUNTY 
28. Letch_worth. Mounds ______ 

····--···--··--

LAK E COUNTY 
29. S i 1 v er Glen Sor1ngs I Mar~ on) 
30. Wek 1 va Park Estates 

LEE COUNTY 
31. Corkscrew Conservat1on Area 
32. De mere LandlnQ Site 
33. Estero Bay Add1tion 
34. L1tt!e Pine lsJand Pass 

LEO N COUNTY 
35. DeSoto Site !Martin Tract) 
36. Lake Over-str-eet -

LEV y COUNTY 
3 7. At sen a Otie Kev 
38. B1 9 Baji Lake 
39. Chambers Island 

ATH COUNTY 
40. Emerson Point 
41. Wingate Creek Addition 

ION COUNTY 
4 2. Lake We1r PropertY 

TIN COUNTY 
43. Seabranch Property 

ROE COUNTY 
44. Boot Key 
45. North Layton Hammock -- . ~------
46. OhlO Key South 
4 7. Ramrod Key --- ------· . ----------
48. Rodr1ouez Key 
49. Sugarloaf Ham m o c _k ______________ _ 
50. Sunset Hammock 
51. Tree of Li-fe Tracts ·--------

NAS SAU COUNTY 
52. Little T 1 o er Island 

OKE ECHOBEE COUNTY 
53. Okeechobee Battlefield 

osc EOLA COUNTY 
54. Reed Creek Swamp 

PAL 1'1 BEACH COUNTY 
55. CRA Mangrove Project 
56. H1ghland Beach 

PAS CO COUNTY 
57. New River (Brown Estate Tract! 

POL K COUNTY 
58. Crooked Lake Pines 

OHR GFC DER DCA DOF DNR TOTAL SELECTED .. 

r--1- y y y y y 6 YES 

N y y y ., y 5 YES 
N N N N N y l NO 

N N N N N N 0 NO 
N N N N N N 0 NO 

ON LIST. IN CURRENT BOUNDARIES -
N ~ N N N N 0 NO 

y y y y y y 6 YES --
N N N N N N (I NO -

y N N N N y 2 NO 
N N N N N N 0 NO 
N N N N N N 0 NO ·--

y y y y y y 6 YES 
N N N N N y 1 NO 

N N N N N N 0 NO 

y y y y y y 6 YES 

y N y y N y 4 YES 
y y y y y y 6 YES 
N y y y y N 4 YES -
N y y y y y 5 YES 
N N N N N N 0 NO 
N y y y y y 5 YES 
N N N N N N 0 NO 

. .l y y y y y 6 YES 

N N N N N y 1 NO ----

y N N N y N 2 NO 

N N N N N N 0 NO 

N N N N N N 0 NO --
N N N .. L ~ N 0 NO 

N N N N N N 0 NO 

N N N N N N 0 NO 
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October 13, 1987 
Voting Sheet 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
59. Lakela's Mint 
e_Q_,_ __ N or t h Fork St. lUCle 

SAN TA ROSA COUNTY 
61. Pond Creek Corr1dor 

INOLE COUNTY 
62. Lower Econlockhatchee (Vol usia) 

TER COUNTY 
63. Rain Forest & Lake Panasoffkee 
64. Withlacoochee Riv./Princess Lak 

SUII ANNEE COUNTY 
65. Running Springs 81 uff 

VOL USIA COUNTY 
66. Gold~/Bellemead 
6 7. Ponce Deleon Sorinos Addition 
68. Strickland Bav Buffer 
69. Tomoka Stat.• Park Addition 

IIAL TON COUNTY 
70. Deer Lake Parcel 

WAS HINGTON COUNTY 
71. Pine Log Swamg 

DHR GFC DtR DCA DOF DNR 

N N N N N N 
y y y y y y 

N y N N N N 

y y y y y y 

N N N N N N 
N N N N N N 

~ 

N N N N N y 

y y y N y y 

N N N N N y 

N N N N N y 
y y y N N y 

N y N y y y 

N N N N N N 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET FOR~l';R'Ig:tt:fTJ--.t'fST 

SECOND 4-VUTE FOR 1986-7 CARL PROPOSALS 
NOVEMBER 19, I 987 

GFC DCA DER DHR DOF DNR 
DAD E COUNTY 

!. Deering Estate Addition N y N y y N 

DUY Al COUNTY 
2. Cedar Po1nt N y N y y N 

Hll LSBOROUGH COUNTY 
3. Cockroach Ba~ y y y y y N 

JEF FER SON COUNTY 
4. E l Destine y y N y y N 

LEO N COUNTY 
5. DeSoto Site y y y y v y 

I'IAR ION COUNTY 
6. Rainbow R1ver N y y y y y 

110N ROE COUNTY 
7. Curry Hammocks y y v y y y 

~ 

8. Little Torch Key N y y N y N 

PAS co COUNTY 
9. Wets tone /_ll__e r k o Vl t z y~- _]_~ y y y N 

SAN TA ROSA COUNTY 
I 0. Garcon Point N y y y y y 

WAK ULLA COUNTY 
II. Mashes Sands N N N y y N 
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TOTAL SELECTED 

0 NO 
6 YES 

1 NO 

6 YES 

0 NO 
0 NO 

I NO 

5 YES 
I NO 
I NO 
4 YES 

4 YES 

0 NO 

TOTAL SELECTED 

3 NO 

3 NO 

5 YES 

4 YES 

6 YES 

5 YES 

6 YES 
3 NO 

5 YES 

5 YES 

2 NO 



LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET 

Final 4 Votes for 1986-87 Proposals 
February 12, 1988 

~~~]~~~J~~~J~~~J~~~J~~~I~~~~~I~~~~~~~~ 
BROIIARD COUNTY 

l. Seminole Indian Lands 

CITRUS COUNTY 
2. St. Martins River 

DADE COUNTY 
3. Deering Estate Addition 

DUVAL COUNTY 
4. Cedar Po1nt 

5. Ft. George island 

FLAGLER COUNTY 
6. Princess Place 

GILCHRIST COUNTY 
7. Waccasassa Flats Forest 

HIGHLANDS COUNTY 
8. Highlands Hammock Addition 

PIONROE COUNTY 
9. Little Torch Key 

OSCEOLA COUNTY 
10. Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 

PALPI BEACH COUNTY 
II. Yamato Scrub 

WAKULLA COUNTY 
12. Mashes Sands 

COMBINED WITH ROTEN8ERGER 

N N y y y y 4 YES 

N N y y y y 4 YES 

N N y N y N 2 NO 

y y y y y 6 YES 

y y y y y N 5 YES * 

y y y y y y 6 YES 

y y y y 6 YES 

N N y y y N 3 NO 

y N N y y y 4 YES 

FINAL ACTION DEFERRED 

* Project Designs for these proposals were not completed, but Selection 
Committee voted on them anyway; f1nal action on the two proposals which did 
not receive sufficient votes is being deferred until April 1, 1988, 
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I % s ln \ , , ' '""~' 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTIOJ COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. RANKING SHEET FOR .t-#17 PRIORITY LIST 

February 12, 1988 

BROIIARD COUNTY 
I. Seminole Indian Lands COMBINED WITH ROTENBERGER 

--------------
CITRUS COUNTY 

2. St. Martins River 24 43 38 24 21 22 28. 7 #35 
------ -------

DADE COUNTY 
3. Deering Estate Addition 63 50 43 40 32 39 44.5 #54 

------- ------------------
DOYAL COUNTY 

4. Cedar Point RECEIVED LESS THAN 4 VOTES 

------------------
5. Ft. George Island 16 4 6 14 4 27 11.8 #14 

------ -------
FLAGLER COUNTY 

6. Princess Place 49 51 4 1 31 28 66 44.3 #53 
------ -------

GILCHRIST COUNTY 
7. Waccasassa Flats 6 37 31 I, 7 4 1 20.5 #25 

------------------ --------------
HIGHLANDS COUNTY 

B. Highlands Hammock Addition FINAL ACTION DEFERRED 

------------------------------------- -- --- --- ---- -- --- ------ -------
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY 

9. Islands from Little Manatee 
R1ver to Cockroach Bay 

JEFFERSON COUNTY 
10. El Destine 

LEON COUNTY 
11. DeSoto Site 

-------------------------------------
I'IARION COUNTY 

12. Rainbow River 
-------------------------------------

I'IONROE COUNTY 
13. Curry Hammocks 

15 3 26 30 3 40 19.5 #24 

3 49 20 8 16 48 24.0 #30 

13 12 12 7 2 8 9.0 #10 
------ -------

37 13 35 41 20 26 28.7 #36 
------ -------

I4 18 I I 15 6 9 12. 2 #16 

------------------------------------------------------------ ------ -------
14. Little Torch Key RECEIVED LESS THAN 4 VOTES 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
OSCEOLA COUNTY 

l5. Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes FINAL ACTION DEFERRED 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
PAL" BEACH COUNTY 

16. Yamato Scrub 

PASCO COUNTY 
17. Wetstone/Berkovitz 

SANTA ROSA COUNTY 
18. Garcon Point 

WAKULLA COUNTY 
19. Mashes Sands 

FINAL ACTION DEFERRED 

52 26 40 32 5 50 34.2 #43 

28 21 28 17 18 21 22.2 128 

RECEIVED LESS THAN 4 VOTES 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET 

Four Votes for Initiation of ProJect Designs tor 1987-88 Proposals 
June 22, 1988 

DHR GFC DER DCA DOF DNR TOTAL SELECTED 

ALA CHUA COUNTY 
1. Pr a i rj_g_Cr eek~~-

BRE YARD COUNTY 
2. Brevard Turtle Beaches 

BRO WARD COUNTY 
3. Pine Island R1doe 

CLA Y COUNTY 
4. Black Creek Forest 

COL LIER COUNTY 
5. Golden Gate Addition 

FRA NKL!N COUNTY 
6. Bald Po1nt Road Tract 

HERNANDO COUNTY 
7. Chassahowitzka Swamp Addit1on 

HIG 

HIL 

IND 

JEF 

LAK 

liAR 

liON 

8. Chassahowitzka and Weeki 
Wachee Coastal Wetlands 

HLANDS COUNTY 
9. Holmes Avenue Scrub 

LSBOROUSH COUNTY 
!O.Ybor City Add1t1on 

IAN RIVER COUNTY 
!!.Wabasso Beach -----

FERSON COUNTY 
j 2. Letchworth Mounds 

E COUNTY 
I 3. Silver Glen Sorinqs !Marion) 

AlEE COUNTY 
I 4. Emerson Point 

TIN COUNTY 
15. Seabranch Property 

ROE COUNTY 
16. Boot Key -

!]_,_]'l_g_cJ_~ ton Hammock 

~_hio K<!_Y South 

ll,_ Ramrod_ Kev 

20. Sugar 1 oat Ha_111moc k 

21. Tree of Llfe Tracts 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
2 2. N. P_\. Manna/N. Fork St. Lucie 

y y N y y y 5 YES 

y N y y y y 5 YES 

y y y y y y 6 YES 

N N N N N N 0 NO 

N N N y N N 1 NO 

y N N y y N 3 NO 

ACTION DEFERRED 

ACTION DEFERRED 

y N y y y N 4 YES 

y N y y y y 5 YES ---

y y y y N y 5 YES 

y y N y y y 5 YES 

y N y y N y 4 YES 

y y y y y y 6 YES 

y y y y y y 6 YES 

N N N y N N I NO 

y N y y y N 4 YES 

y y y y y N 5 YES 

N N y y N N 2 NO 

y y y y y y 6 YES 

y N N y y y 4 YES 

y y y y y y 6 YES 
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June 22, 1988 Meet1ng 
4 Votes for Project Designs 

DHR GFC DER DCA DOF DNR TOTAL SELECTED 

SEK INOLE COUNTY 
23. Lower Econlockhatchee 

(Vol usia) y y y y y N 5 YES 

VOL USIA COUNTY 
24. Goldv and Bellemeade v y v y y y b YES 

25. Tomoka State Park Addition N N N N N N 0 NO 

WAL TON COUNTY 
26. Deer Lake Parcel N y N y y y 4 YES 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
Projects Being Considered for Jnclussion on the 1988 Annual Priority List 

Voting Sheet- June 22, !966 

GFC DER DCA DOF DHR DNR TOTAL SELECTED 
BRE liARD COUNTY 

l. Brevard Turtle Beaches y y y y y y b YES 

BRO WARD COUNTY 
2. Pine Island Ridge y y y y y y 6 YES 

JND IAN RIVER COUNTY 
3. Wabasso Beach y y y v y y b YES ·--j 

ROE COUNTY 
4. North Lavton Hammock N y y y y y 5 YES 

5. Ohio Kev South y y y y y N 5 YES 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
6. North Fork St. Lucie/North 

Port Marina y y y y y y 6 YES 

VOL USIA COUNTY 
7. Goldv and Bellemeade y y y y y y 6 YES 

. ' 
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LAND ACQUISiTiON SELECTION COMMITTEE 
RANKING SHEET FOR THE 1988 C.A.R.L. ANNUAL PR!OR!TY L!ST 

June 22, 1988 

GFC DER DCA DOF DHR DNR TOTAL 
ALACHUA COUNTY 

1. Lockioosa Wi ld)_ife I !51 6 49 42 3 22 44 166 
_ .~, ___ t'L'I:D_e s P r a i r i e 1581 62 44 49 64 54 25 298 

BREVARD COUNTY 
3. Brevard Turtle Beach IUR! 37 9 26 22 31 22 14 7 
4. Canaveral Industn a! Park ( 571 60 69 67 70 66 61 393 
5. Mullet Creek 1 s 1 and.,;__j,? 1 I _Q~ ~1 29 45 55 68 3 21 

BROWARD COUNTY 
6. P1ne Island Ridge I URI 38 25 30 16 18 45 172 - -

CHARLOTTE COUNTY 
7. Char 1 at te Harbor I 9 I 43 32 34 66 41 24 240 

CITRUS COUNTY 
8. Crvstal River I 8 I 16 8 1 4 25 12 8 83 
9. Homosassa Sorinos I 491 66 42 62 57 64 65 356 
1 0. St. Martins RlvE!r I 35 I 30 1 9 28 28 48 18 171 

COLLIER COUNTY 
11. Fakahatchee Strand I 2 J 2 1 8 1 21 8 3 53 
12. Hor r s Island 1381 56 45 32 49 46 29 257 
1 3. Rookerv Bav 171 42 1 I 22 24 43 9 151 
14. Save Our Everglades I 22 I 4 33 9 50 26 50 172 

COLU"BIA COUNTY 
15. Big Shoals Corridor ( 2 7) 67 38 60 60 63 51 339 

DADE COUNTY 
16. Oeerinn Estate AddJtion ( 541 45 65 48 32 21 52 263 
I 7. East Everalades 1631 23 I 2 16 67 32 58 208 
I B. Miami Rockr1doe P1nelands 1261 58 24 40 6 39 15 182 
19. The Barnacle Addit1on ( 46) 68 66 68 42 35 30 309 
20. TropiCal Hammocks of 

the Redlands 120 I 57 53 21 27 29 1 7 204 

DUVAL COUNTY 
21. Fort G e orne Island I 14 I 13 6 7 15 2 27 70 
22. Julinqton/DurbJn Creeks ( 451 54 50 52 19 61 59 295 

FLAGLER COUNTY 
23. Princess Place I 53 I 47 54 47 34 45 38 265 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 
24. Apalachicola River and Bay, 

Phase I (31 12 3 3 I 7 4 4 43 
25. Lower ~achicola ( 41 39 30 4 40 36 12 161 

GADSDEN COUNTY 
26. Gadsden County Glades ( 2 31 40 13 31 20 51 20 175 

GILCHRIST COUNTY 
27. Waccasassa Flats 1251 1 0 7 I 3 1 1 1 32 74 

HERNANDO COUNTY 
28. Chassahaw1tzka Swamo 129 I I 7 35 4 I 53 34 49 229 

HIGHLANDS COUNTY 
29. Highlands Hammock I URI I I 48 46 30 1 0 28 173 

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY 
.30. Cockroach Bav 124 I 20 4 37 38 5 40 144 
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RANKING 

22 
52 

18 
68 
62 

25 

39 

11 
66 
24 

4 
4 I 
I 9 
26 

64 

43 
35 
29 
61 

34 

7 
51 

44 

3 
21 

28 

9 

37 

27 

l 7 



June 22, 1988 - Ranking Sheet 

GFC DER D_~A DOF DHR DNR TOTAL RANKING 
INDIAN RIVER COUNTY 

31. Wabasso Beach <URI 36 23 1 7 9 13 14 112 I 5 

JEFFERSON COUNTY 
32. E I Destino 1301 15 60 38 1 0 30 41 194 32 
33. Wacissa and Auci II a River 

Sinks I 11 I 26 41 IB 58 24 21 188 30 

LAKE COUNTY 
34. B.M.K. Ranch ( 4 71 7 10 10 13 17 10 67 6 
35. Emeralda Marsh 1561 24 55 64 54 67 63 327 63 
36. St. Johns River 134 I 44 26 56 62 50 39 277 48 
37. Seminole Sorincs/Woods 151 9 2 5 2 9 2 29 1 

LEE COUNTY 
38. Cava Costa Island 161 49 39 35 65 42 11 241 40 
39. Estero Bav 1401 52 27 45 4B 47 47 266 45 
40. Galt Island 1621 64 56 70 68 65 70 393 69 
41. Josslvn Island I 48 I 69 61 50 33 23 62 298 53 

LEON COUNTY 
42. DeSoto Site 110 I 35 17 19 7 1 26 105 14 

LEVY COUNTY 
43. Andrews Tract I 39 I 32 37 58 47 56 53 283 50 
44. Cedar Kev Scrub 1551 55 51 53 55 60 33 307 60 

"ARION COUNTY 
45. Rainbow River 1361 29 1 15 8 27 6 86 13 
46. Silver River 1321 61 34 55 61 57 36 304 58 

"ARTIN COUNTY 
47. South Savannas 112 I 31 31 20 11 25 19 137 16 

"ON ROE COUNTY 
48. Couoon Biaht 118 I 14 22 8 14 7 16 81 1 0 
49. Curry Hammock 1161 8 16 6 12 16 7 65 5 
50. Key West Salt Ponds 1421 34 63 51 35 49 67 299 55 

···--21_~ Nort)L_Key Largo Hammocks. I 1 I 3 5 2 18 3 1 32 2 
52. North Layton Hammock I URI 46 15 23 36 28 48 196 33 

- 53. Ohio Key South I URI 25 57 36 44 37 60 259 42 

OSCEOLA COUNTY 
54. Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes I URI 5 52 25 29 20 35 166 23 

PAL" BEACH COUNTY 
55. Old Leon Moss Ranch I 61 I 22 67 65 63 69 66 352 65 
56. Rotenberger/Seminole lnd1an 

Lands 1501 21 47 63 51 59 64 305 59 

PASCO COUNTY 
57. Wetstone/Berkovitz 143 I 33 28 44 39 19 54 217 36 

POLK COUNTY 
58. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 121 I 18 21 11 4 14 5 73 8 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
59. North Fork St. Lucie I URI 28 29 24 23 15 42 161 20 

SANTA ROSA COUNTY 
60. Garcon Point 1281 27 40 27 26 33 37 190 31 

SARASOTA COUNTY 
61. Warm Mineral Sari nos I 4 1 I 63 62 39 41 38 57 300 56 
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June 22, 1988 - Rank1ng Sheet 

GFC DER DCA DOF DHR DNR TOTAL RANKING 
SE"INOLE COUNTY 

62. Spring Hammock I 1 9 I 51 43 43 56 53 56 302 57 ·--·--

SU"TER COUNTY 
63. Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 133) 1 14 12 5 6 46 84 12 
64. With lacoochee 144) 19 58 61 31 44 55 268 46 .... 

SUWANNEE COUNTV 
65. Peacock Slouqh 137! 50 20 33 46 52 3 1 232 38 

VOLUSJA COUNTY 
66. Goldy and Bellemeade I UR) 41 64 57 37 40 43 28 2 49 
6 7. North Peninsula. I 31 I 53 46 66 52 58 23 298 54 
68 Stark Tract 1131 p urc hased 

~-~'L·_ Woody Prooertv 159) 59 68 59 43 68 69 366 67 

WAKULLA COUNTY 
70. Wakulla S~rings II 71 48 36 54 59 62 13 272 47 

IURI - After the project name indicates projects which are unranked. 
(#) - After each project name indicates the ranking on the 1988 CARL Interim 

Priority List. 
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ADDENDUft IY 

Flor1da Statewide Land Acquisition Plan <FSLAPJ 
Conformance Evaluation Procedures and Results 
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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 assess1ng each project's 
degree of conformance with the objectives and guidelines defined in FSLAP. The 
matrix is designed to provide concise but encompassing information about CARL. 
projects. The matrix, however, is not intended to replace the current system 
of ranking CARL projects, but should provide a foundation on which the various 
agenc1es may begin to formulate their individual ranking decisions. For 
example, an agency may place greater emphas1s on certain objectives, while 
employing the subjective ratings 1n 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 exam1ne each project for its degree of 
conformance with the objectives. The subjective scale for the degree of 
conformance for each objective is as follows: 

N = project does not satisfy objective 
L = project remotely satisfies objective 
M = proJect adequately satisfies objective 
H = project exemplary satisfies objective 

The subjective 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 FSLAPJ. 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 1 S willingness to sell or the number of 
supportive letters received. 

The primary responsibilities for 
with FSLAP will be divided among 

Category 
Objectives/Guidelines 

Natural Communities 
Forest Resources 
Vascular Plants 
Fish and Wildlife 
Fresh Water Resources 
Coastal Resources 
Geological Resources 
Historic Resources 
Outdoor Recreation 

determining the initial degrees of conformance 
the agenc1es as follows: 

Primary/Secondary 
Agencies 

FNAI 
DDF 
FNAI 
GFC/FNAI 
DER 
DNR/DCA 
DNA 

Statewide or Aeg1onal S1gnif1cance 

DHA 
DNR/GFC 
Staff 
DCA 
DNA/DCA 
FNAI 

Area of Critical State Concern 
Endangerment and Vulnerability 
Ecological Integr1ty 
lnholdings or Additions 
Proximity to Urban Areas 
Size 
Cost 
Importance of Acquisition 
Acquistion Ease 
Local Support 

DNA 
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 majority 
vote. 
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FLORID~ ST~TEWIDE LAND ACQUISITION PL~N 
~l!.~~rte_d Objecti_vesL~uj_<l'!_li_rlesdoHe!~~m 

CHAPTER Ill: ACQUISITION OBJECTIVES 

A. Natural Co11unities 

Identify, acquire, and protect exa1ples of those Natural Co1ounit:es and their subtypes that: 111 are inadequately 
represented on protected lands in Flor:da, or 121 represent the best remaining exaoples of each of Florida's Natural 
Cooounities and their subtypes, with priority given to those colounities or subtypes which are oost endangered or 
rarest. 

B. Forest Resources 

Acquire lands to: 111 oaintain representatives of the various forest or ti1ber types, and 121 to conserve and oaintain 
Florida's forests so as to perpetuate their environ1entai, econo1ic, aesthetic and recreational values; giving special 
consideration to oanageable forests that have incooe producing potential, which helps defray 1anageoent costs, and to 
upland forests that help meet the resource-based recreational needs of Florida's growing population. 

C. Vascular Plants 

Identify, acquire, and protect sites which contain rare, endangered, and threatened plant species, with priority given 
to those sites that are: 111 crit:cal to their survival, or (21 are not critical but contain i1portant asseoblages of 
rare or endangered species, 

D. Fish and Wildlife 

Acquire lands that: 111 are critical to the survival of endangered and threatened anioals, 121 represent significant 
colonial bird nesting sites, or 131 are necessary to 1aintain the state's native anioal species diversity. 

E. Fresh Water Supplies 

l. Acquire protective buffers along the Special Water category of Outstanding Florida Water rivers and lakes. 

2. ~cquire areas around first ugnitude springs, including the spring run for an appropriate distance. Second 
oagnitude and soaller springs should be incorporated, whenever possible, into project boundaries of projects being 
purchased prioarily for other purposes. 

3. Identify and acquire protective buffers around eiaoples of the different lake types. 

4. State assistance on specific Save Our Rivers acquisitions that have attributes desired for C~RL acquisitions should 
be considered as potential cooperative acquisition projects with the state's water oanage1ent districts. 

F. Coastal Resources 

l. Acquire undeveloped barrier islands, spits, peninsulas, coral or Iiaerock keys, and ••inland seashores to conserve 
their significant natural, recreational, and aesthetic attributes, with priority given to projects that: 

a. Contain representative exaaples of various physiographic coastal for1s. 
b. Include entire islands, long stretches of lainland beaches, entire widths of coastal barriers, or include 

natural inlets. 
c. Are associatod with sensitive estuarine systoos, particularly those that are designated aquatic preserves. 

2. Acquire upland and wetland buffers to protect tho State's significant co11ercial and recreational saltwater 
fisheries, particularly those fisheries which are designated State Aquatic Preserves, National Estuarine or ~arine 
Sanctuaries, Areas of Critical State Concern, Special Water category of Outstanding Florida Water, or Departoent of 
Environoental Regulation IDERI Class II Waters. 

3. Acquire upland and wetland buffers to protect the State's oost significant reef cooounities, particularly those 
areas which are within or adjacent to designated Areas of Critical State Concern, State ~quatic Preserves, State 
Parks, and National Karine or Estuarine Sanctuaries, Wildlife Refuges, Parks, or Seashores. 
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B. Sealagic Features 

Identify, acquire, and protect exatples of geological exposures, faroations, and outcrops that: 111 are inadequately 
represented an public lands in Florida, or 121 represent the best exaoples of those features in the state. 

Inventory and evaluate the geologic features on public and private lands. The FN~l, because of its suitable data base 
structure, should coordinate with the Depart1ent of Natural Resource's Bureau of Geology, the Soil Conservation Service, 
various speleological organizations, and others to develop an inventory of the state's 10st significant geologic 
features. 

H. Historic Resources 

~cquire those archaeological and historical sites that best typify the various cultural periods and regions of the 
state, the classes of cultural activity, the various styles of architecture, and the wor~s of individuals. 

l. Outdoor Recreational Resources 

1. ~cquire lands which help Meet needs identified in Florida's state•ide cooprehensive outdoor recreation plan. 

2. Identify, acquire, and protect lands that: 111 enhance the representational balance of natural and historic 
resources within the state park and reserve systeos, or 12) contain pri1e exa1ples of the state's natural and 
historic resources. 

3. Acquire lands for fish and wildlife oriented outdoor recreation, with e1phasis on the acquisition of additional 
wildlife oanageoent and hunting lands in the southern half of the state. 

4. Acquire beaches and other coastal areas of greatest suitability for outdoor recreation that oeet identified outdoor 
recreation needs, with eaphasis on those tracts that are •ithin planning regions or near urban areas of greatest 
need as deteroined by the cooprehensive outdoor recreation plan. 

CHAPTER IV: LAND ACGUISITIDN GUIDELINES AND THE PLANNING PROCESS 

111 Prefer projects with resources of statewide or regional importance. 

121 Prefer the oore endangered and vulnerable projects that are in i1oediate danger of loss to sooe other use. 

131 Prefer projects with ecologically intact systeos that have oinimal disturbances and can be feasibly tanaged to 
conserve the resource for which they are to be acquired. 

14) Sive special consideration to inholdings and other lands which would enhance oanageoent or protection of 
existing state lands •ith iaportant resourcos. 

151 Prefer projects that have significant resource valuos, and satisfy specific regional concerns, with special 
consideration given to thoso projects that are accossible to urban aroas. 

NOT~ The foregoing ropresents excerpts fro1 tho Florida Statewide Land 
Acquisition Plan IFSLAPl. Taken out of context, the procise meaning of these objectives, guidelines, and 
oeasures 1ay be aisconstrued. Theroforo, the FSLAP and the FSLAP Technical Report and Appondices should bo 
consulted for further details. 
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Evaluation MatriM for the CARL Projects !March B, 19BBI 

---------------r------------- -----------
category I Natural Forest 

Coooun1t1es Resourcos 

------ ------------- ---------
OBJ. 

ProJect I 1 2 I 2a 2b 2 
Naoe 

I 2 3 

----------~~ililfB;~l ogi catTifutor leal. Outdoor 
Recreation Reso~_L_Resources I Resources 

3 -I ----1 ---:--1-~----~b -ii-1-2-a -2-b 3 4 
I 2 3 4 2 

---------------·--------·------------ ---------+ t------ ---
!.N.Key Largo H H .I M N L H H H N H NNNNIHHH M H H H 

---------r::------- -----------
2.Fakahatcheo 1 H H L L L H N H L L 

__________ t______ ---------
3.Apa.-Phase 1 H H H K H I H H H L H H H N 

4._Lo~.Apalach. L H L K L I K K 

---------- ------ -------
L N H N H H H H N IH 

---------~ . Tax Ac 
Bu1delln.. S!Ze _value IOwn 

~-2 3 4 s J _______ 
" " " " . ""f·"'·"'" ' ----------- ----- --------- ----
H M H H N 28000 1,120,000 90 

-------------- f------ ---------- --
H N H K N 552 4,235, 000 

- - ------- ---
N H H N 7800 2,732,500 • 

--- -------

________ l____ -----· 
_:seoinole ~t- K K H K H I N M 

~~~~-~ost ~t---~----~-- ~~--~--P,----H 
7.Rookory Bay H H L N L N L 

----------- ---------- --------
B.Crys. River M H L L L N N 

H H L L 
,-- 9200 t~~=~~~ ------ ---

H M H L 500 3,B7B,ooo b 

------- f---- -- f---
H H H N 11200 13,830,000 l 

----------- ------
M H H N 4,917,000 

-~-~1~~-~-~-- _____ N ~--N --~---=-~~----H ---~-- -=-~---~~-- H __ 
HLLINNNN HHH L H H N HMHLHH 

·-- ----- ---- ------- ----------- --------------- --· 
HLK NNNN HHH N L H N HHHLHH """ I . ;-;-;- ,-H-H- --ii-----;;--~--;---;- -z-;;----;;--;--;- ;-· 

SBOO 
------------ --------- --------· ---1--------------- ----- --r--------- r-----

_:~~~~~~~~~~~tl _____ " ----~ =~---=--~--~---~-
IO.DeSoto Site N N N N N r N N 

H M L L 2630 2,430,000 

------------ ----- f---------- f----
H N N H 4.83 1,250,000 

HLHINNNNIN H " L N L M H L N IH 

NNHINNNNIN N N N N H H L H H N N IH 

-------·--------+--------- -------·----------+- ·-+------------·-- -- --
___ _:__

1

1_H N ~ H ~--~-~ 
H M L N L 

------- -----
N N MNL NLNM 

--------- --------- ------------

N H H N 490 39,000 • 
--- --

N H K H L 1620 10,027,000 ) I 

-------- --
N H H N N lOBO cSI ,000 

--------------- ------ ----

H L H !I.Waclssa/Auc H H 

;;;u; ...... I • • r _______ 1________ --
13.Stark Tract M M H L H 
-------------- ---------- -------

N N N H H . H N I L H H "±EH ------- ------------ ___________ ] _______________ _ 
NNN L L N N LHHLNH 

-------- ----------- ------------ -------------
NNN "L H N LHHM 

---------- ------------ ---------- -------------

------r.----------
q. Ease I Local 1 Additional 
er Wi 11 Support ~ Notes 

-------1 ---------

1 
--------t--------'------------
50 H I H 

00 H L 

10 L p· L -------- ----
lb H L 

-------- ---
so M I H 
-----! 

00 L 

57 L 

10 L 

·--+-----· 
00 " 

H 
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Category I Natural I Forest I Va.cular I Fish and I Fresh Water I Coastal I Geological I Historical 
Comouni ties Resources Plant• Wi ldli le Resources Resources Resources Resources 

OBJ. 

Outdoor 
Recreation Guideline• Size 

Tax I Acq. Eue I local I Additional 
Value IO•ner Wi 11 Support Notes 

froi ect 
Naoe 

I 2 I 2a 2b 2112311234 2 3 2 Ia lb I I 2a 2b 3 4 II ca 2 3 4 5 

14.Ft.George lsi l l M N H l HIHHHINNNNIN H H l l H H l l H l N IH N H M H HI 7581 3,500,000 45 H 

IS.lochloo;a l l H H H N NIMLHIHNMLIN N N N l H N l N H M N IH N M M N li31,000I 13,689,000 17 H H 

lb.Curry Hao. H H H N M l HIHNHINNNNIH H H l l M N L M H l l IH H M H N HI 3851 5,196 1000 4 

17.Wakulla Spg. I M H H L H N LIHNHIHHNHIN N N H H H H L H H L N I H N L H L Ll 465 282,000 2 l H 

!8.Coupon Bight! H H l N L H HIHNMINNNNIHHH H H l N l H H l M IH H M H H Nl 6501 1,251,0001 175 H " 
19.Spring Ha•o.l l M M N L N LILNLINNNLIN N N l l M N L N M l N IH N H H H HI 3951 2,451 1000 28 H H 

20. Trop.Hamoock I H H H N l H HILNLINNNNIN N N L L M N N N H l N I H N H M N HI 200 20 H l 

---------------·-------------~-----------·----------~----------~-------------~-----------~------------·------------·------------------+----------------+------+-~---------~----------+---------·~----------
21.Saddle Blk, H H M l l H HIMNHINNMNIN N N N N l N L M M L N I H N M H N N I 770 299,000 20 " l 

22.Everglades M M H L l H MIHLHINNNLIN N N l L H N l M H H N IH H M H H NI200000I"80,430 1000I>23000 H l 
I 6,000 1000 

23. Gadsden Gla.l H H H L l H HILNMINNNNIN N N M H M N l H H l N IH N H Nl !BOO 456,000 II 

24.Codroach Bal L M L N L N LILLLINNNNINHH M M H N l L M L N IM N H H N HI 730 233,440 3 

25.Waccasassa M M H H H N NILNLINNHLIN N N l l H N l N L M N IH N l H N Nl 448461 6,183,000 2 H 

26.Miaoi Rock. H HlLNL INNNNlN N N -------- __________ L_____________ ----------- l l H H H N l l N N N H l N H N H H N HI 1751 2,179,0001 18 M l _________ ] 
----------------~-----~----------_. ________ -----1_. 

' Top nu~ber represents the Total price; the bottoo nuober repr•sents th• "ount fioo CARL lund. 
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" " " I 

-------------- - -,---
Cat•gory Natural 

Cot~unoties 

For•st 
Resourcos 

Vascular 
Plants 

-----· -+ -t 
OBJ. 

Fish and 
Nildlifo 

Fresh Water 
Resources 

-----r--· 
Coastal I 6•ological 

Resources Resourc•s 

-----+---+--

Historical 
Resources 

Outdoor ·-r---r-Tr.;-T;i~q. Eas;-r~l-r-Additional 
Recreation I Guidelines I Size I Value !towner Will I Support Notes 

·--+----- + ------+-
Project I 
Nale 

2 I 2a 2b 2112311234 2 3 2 Ia lb I 1 2a 2b 3 4 11 ca 2 3 4 5 

--------+-- -------------+-- --
27. Big Shoals j M M I H H H I N LLILNNHINN H H N L H H M N IH L H H H Nl 52511 8 H L 

L H H L N 

g.~: s-B=-~_ f~~ ~~~:~::::-- ': ' r ~~ 
N N N K H H N L H H L N H N H H H L !05 2,507,000 4 H 

--- ----- ------- ----- ---- - ----
N N N L L K N H N H M N M N L K H N 9500 655.500 I 17 H 

~~~Ci-~~: Td:3=B- :-~-f-~~f~,---
L N L K H N L ~-N-~- --~---~---'~-~- -=-~--~~ N H N ~-=-~-~-~~~~=~OOOt'---- 6 j-

N N N H H r H N K L H L N H L L K H Nl 28011 238,000 8 M I L 

2~~:~~~:~~~:~r-~-~-~~~--~--=---=--'--=----· 
29,Chmaho•it. ~. H L L L r N 

--------------- ------------- -------
3Q.EI Destino 1 L N. H H H 
----------t-------
31.N.Peninsula~M ~ N M -------- ----------
32.Silver River K K K L K 

------ ------ ------
ll.Ca.Half-Hoon L H K K H 

--1--------
NHINNNNIN H L L H N 

·-----------· 
34.St.JohnsRv.l N L 

35.St.Hartins L 

36.Rainbow Riv.l M 

37.Peacock 51. " 

25601 1,800,0001 

" 
H 

·---+-----------

38.Horrs Island! H H H HILNL N L H N L H H L N IH N H H H N 7,686,000 2 L N 
--------+---------+---·--+- -------+ ----·------+ -----

L N H M KLLKHN I39.Andrews Trt. I H 
~-----------1--
l40.E~ero Bay 

H N L H N 

K N N KLHINNNNIN H L L N N N N L H N L K H L N 

·-----l----------1- 1 _________ _. ___________ ~--------·----------·----------·-----------------·------------~---· 

L 1,180,000 11 K 

85 " H 
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---------------~-------------~----------------------.-------------------------------------------------~------------·------------------·------------------------------------------------------------------------
Category I Natural I Forest I Vascular I Fish and I Fresh Water I Coastal I Geological I Historical 

Communities Resources Plants Wildlife Resources R.sources Resources Re;ources 

UBJ. 

Outdoor 
Recreation Guidelines Size 

Tax I Acq, Ease I lotal I Additional 
Value IO•ner Will Support Notes 

Project I 2 1 2a 2b 2112311234 2 3 2 Ia 1b I I 2a 2b 3 4 II ca 2 3 4 5 

N"e 

41.War•Minerall l H N N N N NILNLINLNLIN N N H H H N K N H l N IH l H ~ N N 76 680 1000 M H 

42.Key West Sa. I H H l N L l MIMLLINNNNIN H H H l L N l M M l N \l H M l l Ml 4071 5,724,000 19 M H 

43. Netstone/Ber I L L L L H N N I M N L I N N N N. I N H L M M L N L N M l L IL N H H N L\ mol 3,227,563 5 

44.Withlacooc. N N H l M N NILNLINNNLIN N N l l H N l N M M N IM N l K H Nl 4400 153,000 45 l H 

45.Jui/Durbin N L H H H N LILNLINNNNIN N N L N H N L N M M N IM N H K N HI 33001 2,792,000 5 M H 

46.Barnacle Ad.\ M l l N l N LINNLINNNN\N l L M H M N L H H N N IH N H L H H 71 3,463,000 " H 

41.B.M.K, Ranch\ M H H L H N LI~NMILLNLIN N N N l l N l M H M N IM N M M l Ll 58501 5,517,000 30 M L 

4B.Josslyn lsi. I M ~ N N N N LILNLINNNN\N l M L l H N N H H N N IH l H H N l so 35,000 l l 

49.Ho•osassa M l l N l N NIMNLINHNLIN N N M H L N l H M l N IH N H M N N 30 70B,OOOI >10 M H 

SO.Rotenberger N l N N N N NILNLINNNLIN N N N N L N N N l H N IM N L M H Nl 13350\ 6,747,0001 >700 M L 

SI.Mullet Cmkl l N N N L N NILNLINNNNIN H H M l N N l N l L N ll N H l N Nl 200 131,000 5 M H 

51.Stoney-Lane l H L N L N HILNLINNNNIH H H N L M N l l M M N ll N M H N Nl 2000 600,000 H l 

---------------~-------------·-----------+----------+----------+-------------·-----------+------------·------------·------------------+----------------+------·-----------+-------------+---------+------------
53.Princess Pl.l l M H L H N NI~NMINNNNIN H l l L H H H L l L N IH N l M H Nl 15601 2,139,100 15 

~~~~~~~~-=~~J---~---l _L~--~-l J-~---~--L~--~--~_1~ ~--~--~-_L~__:~--~1--~ ____ L __ __l __ ~----~---' N--~-~---~--~_1~--~~-~-~--~ I 26.5 
570,6401 3 H 



---
Tax Acq. Easo Local Additional 

ti doli nos Sizo Value IO•ner Wi 11 Support Notes 
--- --

------~~~;~~;-r-N~~~~r Foro~sc~lar I Fish :i "Fr;;h" Nat:r 1 Coastal seoi~gical THistori~~ outdoor 

Couun1 ties 1 Resources I Plan.ts N~~l i fe Resou~~~~Resourm ~~~:- Re~~~:_~-~ecreat~o-n--t--s 

OBJ. 
Proj eel I I I 2 I 1 2a 2b 2 I 1 2 3 2 3 2 Ia 1b 2a 2b 3 4 11 ca 2 3 4 5 
Naae 

--f--·----f-------- ---------
L H M N 1850 684,000 6 " L 

·-- ------ --- --- -----
M L N N 12200 112,118,000 100 L l 

-----r------- -------- -----r----------
H M N N 2500 5,717,000 100 M H 

·--------- ---- ------ ------ --- -------
M H H L 830 278,000 4 L L 
---- ,---f--·----r-- -

" " " l 
980 210,000 2 H L 

·- ----------- --
M L N M 10500 608,408 1 H H 

------~~---5S.Cedar Key M K L L K 
-------- --------- ---
S6.Emalda Kr. l L L L l 

------------r-----------=g------------57 .Canaveral L M l L K 
--------- ---------- ------
sa. Paynes Prai.j N L L N l 

----
N 

:9. N~~~~rop :._t_N ----~-F~--~--t-~ 
.60.Manatee Est. M l M M H N 

·~ :--~--;--}-;---;---~-t-~----~---f-~-----;---t~--~---~-- :~·: 
N 

N N L I L N M M H H 

N I M L l 

N I K N L 

MNLjNNNNjN N N 

·------+---
L N L N N N l N N N 

----
L N l N N N H N N 

l H 

N l L ______ ... ______ ------·----· 
N N 

M 

H 

L 

H 

N L L M M N IM N 

N H L N IH N 

N L N K M N IL N 

N L N M l N IM N 

·-------- ------r------- ------------r-------I ..,. ----
H L L N mo 1,335,000 4 H H 

·------,---- --- --- ----
H L N L 390 436, BOO 1 " " - -- --- --------
H M K M 76000 135,000,000 )100 " L 

---- -- -- -------
H M N L 80 I 1,223,000 9 M " ----- -- ----- r------ ---·----

----- --- ----- '---·---
______ ___l ___________ 

N 

~~~~~~=~on M~ L L I l L l I N 
"' I -------· 

62, Salt Island " "--t--N-~J " -
63. East Evergl. L " l L l I N 
---
64.Cotee Point I N N I L N " I N 

---· 

L N l N N N M N N 
-------
L N l N N N N N L 

HN'""-H N N--N--;-~N N 

LNLINN;--NL--; 

N "K N L N L H 

H 
--+---------

H H N 

N 

N 

N 

L 

H 

K 

-------+· 
N 

N 

Nj" NILNL 

-=~=-·~~~=~~~!~~~~=~ --·· ------

l 

L 

N 
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PROJECT DESIGNED 

---------------•-------------------------•----------·----------·-------------~-----------~------------·------------~----------------T---------------~------T-----------r------------------------------------

Category 1 Natural I Forest I Va;cul ar 
Communities Resources Plants 

OBJ. 
Proj oct I 
Nne 

Brevard Tur Bch 

Highlands Ha ... 

N.Fk.St.Lucie 

N.Layton Hau. 

Ohio Key South 

Pine Is. Ridge 

l 

M M 

H M 

L L 

M M 

L N 

N N 

la lb l 

L N L H L 

M L H L M 

L L L L N 

M N L H H 

L N L N N 

L N M N N 

Fish and 
Wildlife 

l 3 

H N M 

Fresh Water 
Resources 

l 3 4 

N N N N 

N N N L 

N N N L 

N N N N 

N N N N 

N N N N 

Coastal 
Resources 

l 3 

N N N 

Geological 
Resources 

2 

L L 

Historical 
R2stmrus 

Ia lb 

N N 

M N 

L N 

L N 

L N 

H N 

Outdoor 
Recreation Guidelines 

la lb 3 4 II ca 2 3 4 S 

H H H H N H L 

Size 

L H N L N IH N L M H Nl 3378 

M M M N N l L 

L M H L H H N 

M H M M H M N 

H H H N N L H 

Tax 
Value 

665,500 

Acq. Ease 
I Owner Wi II 

10 

Local 
Support 

Additional 
Notes 

---------------~-------------~-----------·----------+----------·-------------·-----------~-----------·------------·------------------+----------------+------+-----------+-------------+---------+------------
Th.Lks/Pr.Lakes M M L L M N N M L H N N N N N N N L L H N L H H H N IH N M M H Nl 550001 35,276,000 6 

Wabasso M M L N L L L N N N N L N H H H H L H N 

---------------+-------------+-----------+----------+----------+-------------·-----------·------------·------------~------------------~----------------·------·-----------·-------------·---------·------------

---------------·-------------~-----------·----------·----------·-------------·-----------·------------·------------·------------------·----------------~------·-----------·-------------+---------·---------- ·-
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AODENDUI'I V 

Florida Natural Areas Inventory Evaluation Matrix 
for 1987-88 CARL Application 
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To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

FlORIDA NATURAL AREAS INVENTORY 

254 E. Sixth Avenue Tallahassee, Florida 32303 (904) 224-8207 

MEMORANDUM 

Land Acquisition Selection Committee Menlbers 

LASC Liaison S::J10. 

Jim Muller, FNV 
October I, 1987 

Natural Resource Evaluation Matrix for 1987-88 CARL proposals 

Attached is the Natural Resource Evaluation Matrix for the 1987-88 CARL proposals. 
The information in the matrix is from the applications, FNAI data base, and FNAI 
staff comments. Recreational and archeological values were not considered in this 
matrix. The matrix is ordered the same as the voting sheet - by county and 
alphabetically by proposal name within county. 

Natural Communities (NCs) listed in the Natural Resource Values/Comments column 
are from the FNAI data base, inspection of 1972-73 aerial photographs or aerials 
provided by the applicant, and information in the application. In some cases the 
Natural Community for a proposal was not in the FNAI data base and could not be 
definitely determined from aerial photographs; in these cases, Natural Community 
names are followed by "(?)". The first listing of each Natural Community is 
followed by the FNAI-assigned global and state rank for that community (G/S). 
Thereafter, an asterisk is used to delineate globally/state imperiled communities (G2, 
S2 or higher). The species information in the Natural Resource Values/Comments 
column is classified according to whether it came from the FNAI data base ("EOs" = 
Element Occurrences) or from the application ("reported"). Only species tracked by 
FNAI were included in the matrix. For species, the FNAI Global/State Element 
Rank (G/S), Federal legal status (Fed), and State legal status (State) (if any) are 
given with the first mention of species FNAI considers rare or threatened (G3, S3 
or higher). Thereafter, globally or state imperiled species (G2, S2 or higher) are 
delineated by an asterisk. A rank/status explanation sheet is attached. Some 
occurrences of species and communities were previously included in the FNAI data 
base and ranked by FNAI; these occurrence ranks (excellent, good, fair, poor) are 
enclosed in parentheses following the community or species name. Other 
abbreviations and formats used are: SA (Special Animal), SP (Special Plant), Aq. 
Pres. (Aquatic Preserve). I tried to note if a proposal was contiguous with federal 
or state lands or within an Aquatic Preserve. All of the Florida Keys is a 
designated Area of Critical State Concern. 

We have assigned a tentative Ecological Priority to each proposal based on 
information submitted and the FNAI data base. Ranks were based on rarity and 
apparent quality of the Natural Communities in a proposal, and then adjusted based 
on rare/endangered species occurring on the site and perceived threats to a site. 
In general, proposals with extensive salt marshes, mangroves, or other wetlands that 
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Eva!. Matrix memo 
October 1, 1987 
Page Two 

potentially should be protected through regulatory mechanisms were given lower 
priority unless they also had important upland habitats or rare species. The 
Ecological Priority is based on a proposal's boundary as submitted; boundary changes 
during the Resource Planning Boundary process could change the Ecological Priority 
of a proposal. A separate summary of the Ecological Priority assigned to proposals 
is attached. Proposals are sorted by Ecological Priority, then county, then name. 
Twelve proposals received a High Ecological Priority, and eight proposals received a 
medium-high priority. We would like to assess at least these twenty proposals. 

FNAI also has information on Endangered/Threatened species possibly occurring on 
the sites and records for those species and communities known to occur on-site. 
This information was not included in the matrix because of its bulk. 

An alphabetical list of the 1987-88 CARL proposals is attached for your 
convenience. 

Please call me if you have any questions concerning the information presented here. 
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I ..,. 
w 
w 
I 

Higl! 
Brvd Turtle i3ch 

(BREV) 
Black Crk Bog 

(CLAY) 
Holmes Ave Serb 

(HIGH) 
Wabasso Bch 

(INDI) 
Silvr Gln Sprgs 

(LAKE) 
Seabrnch Prop. 

(MART) 
N Layton Hmmck 

(MONR) 
Ramrod Key 

(MONR) 
Sugarloak Hmmck 

(MONR) 
Tree lfe Trct 

(MONR) 
Lakela's Mint 

(STLU) 
Deer Lk Parcel 

(WALT) 

FLORIDA NATURAL AREAS INVENTORY 
Ecological Priorities of 1987-88 CARL Proposals 

Medium-High 
Prairie Creek 

(ALAC) 
Pinhook Swamp 

(BAKE) 
ChassajWeeki Wach 

(HERN) 
Ohio Key So 

(MONR) 
Crkd Lake Pines 

(POLK) 
Pond Crk Crrdr 

(SANT) 
Lwr Ecnlckhatchee 

(SEMI/VOLU) 
Wthlchee R/Prin Lk 

(SUMT) 

Medium 
Kanapaha Prairie 

(ALAC) 
Black Crk Trct 

(CLAY) 
Golden Gate Add'n 

(COLL) 
Ft. George Isnd 

(DUVA) 
Bald Pt Rd Trct 

(FRAN) 
Corry TrctjUF 

(FRAN) 
Chassa swrnp Addn 

(HERN) 
Fisheatng Crk Trct 

(HIGH) 

Medium (cant) 
l'lntr Bch Serb Trct 

( INDI) 
Wekiva Prk Est 

(LAKE) 
Crkscrw Consrvtn 

(LEE) 
Estero Bay add'n 

(LEE) 
Lake Ovrstreet 

(LEON) 
Emerson Pt 

(MANA) 
Wingte Crk Add'n 

(MANA) 
Boot Key 

(MONR) 
Rodriguez Key 

(MONR) 
Reedy Crk Swmp 

(OSCE) 
New River 

(PASC) 
Rain FrstjLk Pana 

(SUMT) 
Rng Sprngs Bluff 

(SUWA) 
Goldy & Bllmd 

(VOLU) 
Ponce deLn Spngs 

(VOLU) 
strcklnd Bay Bffr 

(VOLU) 
Tomka St Pk Add'n 

(VOLU) 

Medium (cant) 
Pine Log swamp 

(WASH) 

Medium-Low 
Pine Isnd Rdge 

(BROW) 
Buck Creek 

(CHAR) 
Charlte Hrbr Add'n 

(CHAR) 
Broward Islands 

(DUVA) 
Demere Lndg Site 

(LEE) 
Little Pne I Pass 

(LEE) 
Atsena Otie Key 

(LEVY) 
Chambers Islnd 

(LEVY) 
Lake Weir Prop 

(MARI) 
Sunset Hmmck 

(MONR) 
Ltle Tiger Islnd 

(NASS) 
CRA Mangrv Prjct 

(PALM) 
Highland Bch 

{PALM) 

October 1, 19 

LO\'i 

Panama City Bch 
(BAY) 

Arch Crk Pk Add'n 
(DADE) 

Fishing Hole Site 
(DUVA) 

Canoe Crk Cmpst 
(ESCA) 
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Project Name, CARL #. 
County, # Acres 

Kanapaha Prairie 
870731-01-02 
Alachua 
1,615 acres 

1987-88 CARL Proposals Natural Resource Evaluation Matrix 
Prepared by Florida Natural Areas Inventory (87/10/01) 

Natural Resource Values/Comments 

NCs: Basin Marsh (FNAI-G4/S3); Bottomland Forest? 
(FNAI-G4/S3); Upland Mixed Forest?(FNAI-G4/S4). SA 
EOs: Grus canadensis pratensis (Florida sandhill crane, 
FNAI-G5T2T3/S2S3, State-LT); Haliaeetus leucocephalus 
(bald eagle, FNAI-G3/S2S3, Fed-LE, State-LT). SAs 
reported: Mycteria americana (wood stork, FNAI-G5/S2, 
Fed-LE, State-LE); Egretta caerulea (little blue heron, 
FNAI-G5/S4, State-LS); Egretta tricolor (tricolored 
heron, FNAI G5/S4, State-LS); Egretta thula (snowy 
egret, FNAI G5/S4, state-LS); Falco sparverius paulus 
(southeastern American kestrel, FNAI G5TJT4/S3?, Fed
C2, state-LT); Nycticorax nycticorax (black-crowned 
night heron, FNAI-G5/S3?) ; Nyctanassa violaceus 
(yellow-crowned night heron, FNAI-G5/S3?); Gopherus 
polyphemus (gopher tortoise, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2, State
LS); Drymarchon corais couperi (eastern indigo snake, 
FNAI-G4T3/S3, Fed-LT, State-LT). Not contiguous, 
includes one small separate parcel; cattle grazing on
site; virtually all of proposed area ''subject to 
flooding". Significant portion of area is improved 
pasture. Surrounding uplands not adequately 
conside~ed. 

Ecological 
Priority 

Medium 

1 

Applicant's 
Recommended Mgmt 

No mgr. suggested; 
public open space 
and wildlife 
habitat. 
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Prairie Creek 
870731-01-1 
Alachua 
3,084 acres 

Pinhook Swamp 
860805-02-1 
Baker 
15,737 acres 

Panama City Bch. 
870603-03-1 
Bay 
16.5 acres 

NCs: Floodplain Wetlands (Floodplain swamp, FNAI
G4/S4, Bottomland Forest*); Blackwater Stream (FNAI
G4/S2); Upland Mixed Forest; Sandhills (FNAI-G4/S3); 
Scrubby Flatwoods (FNAI-G3/S3); Basin Marsh. SA EOs: 
Pandion haliaetus (osprey, FNAI-G5/S3S4, State LS*); 
Casmerodius albus (great egret); Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus (bald eagle, FNAI-G3/S2S3, Fed-LE, State
LT), Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); Podomys 
floridanus (Florida mouse, FNAI- G3/S3, Fed-C2, State
LS). SAs reported: Grus canadensis pratensis (Florida 
sandhill crane); Falco sparverius paulus (southeastern 
kestrel). Contiguous with Paynes Prairie state Preserve 
and Lochloosa CARL project. Drains into Orange Lake 
OFW. 

NCs: Wet Flatwoods (FNAI-G4/S4); Floodplain Swamp; 
Floodplain Forest (FNAI-G4/S4); Freshwater Marsh; Wet 
Prairie? (FNAI-G5/S4); Flatwoods Lake (FNAI-G4/S3); 
Blackwater Stream*; numerous Palustrine NCs. SA EO: 
Ursus americanus floridanus (Florida black bear, FNAI
G5T3/S3, Fed-C2, state-LT*). Adjustment of boundaries 
in RPB stage could provide corridor connecting 
Okefenokee NWR & Osceola NF, especially important to 
large mammals. Area being considered for re
introduction of Florida panther. 

Possible NC: Beach Dune (FNAI-G4/S3). SP EO: Lupinus 
westianus (Gulf coast lupine, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-3C, 
State-LT). 

2 

Medium-High 

Medium-High 

Low 

Rec mgmt: DNR Rec. 
and Parks; Alachua 
Co.; Dept Agric.; 
GFWFC. As 
Preserve; 
recreation area. 

several suggested 
as possible 
manager: USFWS, 
USFS, FL DOF, 
FGFWFC, DNR, St. 
Johns WMD. 

Rec mgmt: city of 
Panama City Beach 
as recreation area. 



Brevard Turtle Beaches 
870731-05-1 
Brevard 
27.45 acres 

Pine Island Ridge 
870630-06-1 
Broward 

Buck Creek 
850801-08-2 
Charlotte 
253 acres 

Charlotte Harbor Add'n 
870701-08-1 
Charlotte 
111 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Strand (FNAI-G3/S3); (probably 
high quality examples). SA EOs: Caretta caretta 
(loggerhead, FNAI-G3/S2, Fed-LT, State-LT); Chelonia 
mydas (green turtle, FNAI-G3/S2, Fed-LE, State-LE); 
Dermochelys coriacea (leatherback turtle, FNAI-G3/S2, 
Fed-LE, State-LE); Gopherus polyphemus (gopher 
tortoise, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed- C2, State-LS). SA reported: 
Sterna antillarum (least tern). Trichechus manatus 
(West Indian manatee, FNAI-G2?/S2?, Fed-LE, state-LE) 
offshore. Habitat for part of largest breeding 
aggregation of loggerhead turtles in Western 
Hemisphere. Part of this site is on SOC list. 

SA nearby: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise). SP 
reported: Tillandsia flexuosa (banded wild-pine, FNAI
G3G5/S3). site has subtropical plants usually 
associated with oolitic rocklands further south. May 
be important resting area for migrating birds. 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Swamp (FNAI-G3/S3); Estuarine 
Tidal Marsh (FNAI-G4/S4); Mesic Flatwood (FNAI-G5/S5); 
Scrubby Flatwoods. SA EOs: Haliaeetus leucocephalus 
(bald eagle); Aphelocoma ~ coreulescens (Florida scrub 
jay). Application says golf course is on South parcel, 
borrow pit on North parcel. Contiguous with Lemon Bay 
Aquatic Preserve(?). 

NCs: Mesic Flatwoods (FNAI-G5/S5); Prairie Hammock 
(?) (FNAI-G4/S4); Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Estuarine Tidal 
Swamp; SPs: probably none. Adjacent to Ponce de Leon 
state Park. 
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High 

Medium-Low 

Medium-Low 

Medium-Low 

Rec Mgmt: Brevard 
Co. (Rec & Parks; 
DNR. For use as 
sea turtle beach; 
some recreation. 

Rec mgmt: Broward 
Co. Parks & Rec.; 
as extension of 
Tree Tops Park, 
passive recreation. 

DNR and local 
participation; as 
rec. area and 
debarkation point 
for Don Pedro and 
Stump Pass. 

none given 
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Black Creek Bog 
870731-10-2 
Clay 
750 acres 

Black Creek Tract 
870731-10-1 
Clay 
25,500 acres 

NCs: Blackwater Stream*; Seepage Slope (excellent) 
(FNAI-G4/S3); Xeric Hammock (fair) (FNAI-G3/S2); 
Baygall(excellent) (FNAI-G4/S4); Bottomland Forest 
(fair). SA EO: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopherus 
tortoise). SAs reported: Procambarus pictus (Black 
Creek crayfish, FNAI-G2/S2); Drymarchon corais couperi 
(eastern indigo snake). SP EOs: Hartwrightia floridana 
(hartwrightia, FNAI-G2G3/S2S3, Fed-C2, State-LT); 
Rudbeckia nitida (St. John's-susan, FNAI-G3/Sl, Fed-C2, 
State-LE); Litsea aestivalis (pondspice, FNAI-G4/S2, 
Fed-JC, state-LT); Sphenostigma coelestinum (Bartram's 
Ixia, GlG2/SlS2, Fed-C2, state-LT). Sphenostigma & 
Rudbeckia not known to occur on public lands in FL. 
Most of this site included in Black Creek Tract (see 
below). 

NCs: Blackwater Stream*; Seepage Slope; Xeric Hammock 
(FNAI-G3/S2); Baygall; Bottomland Forest; Scrub (FNAI
G3/S2); Sandhill or Upland Pine Forest(?) (FNAI-G5/S4). 
SA EOS: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); Urus 
americanus floridanus (Florida black bear) . SA 
reported: Procambrus pictus (Black Creek crayfish, 
FNAI-G2/S2). SP EOs: Hartwrightia floridana 
(hartwrightia, FNAI-G2G3/S2S3, Fed-C2, State-LT); 
Rudbeckia nitida (St. John's-susan, FNAI-G3/Sl, Fed-C2, 
State-LE); Litsea aestivalis (pondspice, FNAI-G4/S2, 
Fed-3C, State-LT); Sphenostigma coelestinum (Bartram's 
ixia, FNAI-GlG2/SlS2, Fed-C2, State-LT); SAs nearby: 
Picoides borealis (red-cockaded woodpecker, FNAI-G2/S2, 
Fed-LE, state-LT); Drymarchon corais couperi (eastern 
indigo snake). All SPs and SAs also occur in 750 ac 
Black Creek Bog proposal which is mostly contained in 
this proposal. 

High 

Medium 

4 

Rec mgmt: DNR 
wjDOF, GFC. Use as 
preserve and for 
passive recreation. 

DOF 



Golden. Gate Add'n 
860801-11-1 
Collier 
1418 acres 

Arch Creek Park Addn. 
841003-13-1 
Dade 
1.4 acres 

Miami Linear Canal Park 
860826-13-1 
Dade 
16 acres 

Broward Islands 
860731-16-1 
Duval 
300 acres 

Fishing Hole Site 
870603-16-1 
Duval 
200 acres 

NCs: Mesic Flatwoods; Strand Swamp: Dome Swamp; 
Rockland Hammock(?); Wet Prairie; Depression Marsh. 
SAs reported: Felis concolor coryi; (Florida panther, 
FNAI-G4Tl/Sl, Fed-LE, State-LE); Ursus americanus 
floridanus (Florida black bear); Drymarchon corais 
couperi (estern indigo snake). Many epiphytic SPs 
probable. Perimeter dike & cross ditches; interior 
ditches incomplete; reportedly no positive outfield. 
12% agriculture. Proposal not contiguous with Collier
Seminole State Park. 

NC: Disturbed Rockland Hammock (FNAI-G3/S2). 

NCs: none. No EOs likely. 

Can't tell which NCs present. Managed for timber but 
apparently in good shape. SA EO in river: Trichechus 
manatus (fair) (West Indian manatee, FNAI-G2?/S2?, Fed
LE, State-LE). In Nassau-St. Johns River Marshes 
Aquatic Preserve. 

NCs: Upland Mixed Forest (?, seems disturbed); 
Bottomland Forest(?). SPs: not likely. 

Medium 

Ecological 
Priority will 
increase with 
change in 
boundaries. 

Low 

none 

Medium-Low 

Low 

5 

Add'n to Collier 
Seminole State Park 

Metro Dade Co. Park 
& Rec. Dept.; as 
addition to Arch 
Creek Park. 

Rec mgr.: Town of 
Medley 

Rec. mgr. DNR, DHR 

Rec mgmt: Fishing 
Hole Community. 
Recreational/educa
tional use. 
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Silver Glen Springs 
Tract 
870731-35-2 
Lake/Marion 
3,500 acres 

Wekiva Park Estates 
870731-35-1 
Lake 
3,138 acres 

Corkscrew Conservation 
Area 
870727-36-1 
Lee 
13,000 acres 

Demere Landing Site 
870813-36-1 
Lee 
140 acres 

NCs: Good quality Spring-run Streams (FNAI-G2/S2); 
Scrub*; Xeric Hammock*/Upland Mixed Forest; Wet 
Flatwoods (FNAI-G4/S4); Floodplain Swamp; Bottomland 
Forest. SA EOs: Haliaeetus leucocephalus (bald eagle); 
Urus americanus floridanus (Florida Black Bear). SAs 
reported: Aphelocoma ~· coerulescens (Florida scrub 
jay) ; Sceloporus woodi (Florida scrub lizard) ; Pandion 
haliaetus (osprey). SP EOs: Illicium parviflorum 
(critical site) (star anise, FNAI-Gl/S1, Fed-C2, state
LT); Vicia ocalensis (Ocala vetch, FNAI-G1/Sl, Fed-C1, 
State-LE). SPs reported: Persea humilis (scrub bay). 
Addn'l SAs and SPs very likely. Trichecus manatus* 
(West Indian manatee) in lake. Contiguous with Ocala 
National Forest; within official NF boundary but not 
federally owned. 

NCs: Bottomland Forest; Flatwoods; Wet Prairie; Scrub* 
&for Xeric Hammock*; Baygall(?). SAs reported: Ursus 
americanus floridanus (Florida black bear); Grus 
canadensis pratensis (Florida sandhill crane) ; 
Haliaeetus leucocephalus (bald eagle); Mycteria 
americana (wood stork, FNAIG5/S2, Fed-LE, state-LE); 
Drymarchon corais couperi (eastern indigo snake) . 
Contiguous with Lower Wekiva River State Reserve, 
Seminole Springs. 

NCs: Dome Swamp FNAI-G5/S5); Strand Swamp (FNAI
G4jS4); Slough (FNAI-G5/S5); Mesic Flatwoods; Wet 
Flatwoods; Marl Prairie (FNAI-G4/S3); Prairie 
Hammock(?)/Hydric Hammock(?); Wet Prairie. site also 
proposed for SOR. Near Corkscrew Sanctuary & Estero 
Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Swamp; Estuarine Tidal Marsh. 

High 

Medium 

Medium 

Medium-Low 

10 

Rec mgmt:DNR, R & 
P. as State Park. 

Rec mgmt: DNR/Rec 
and Parks. Use as 
preserve. 

Managing agency to 
be determined. Use 
for hydrological 
resources. 

none given 



Chassahowitzka Swamp 
Add'n 
870731-27-1 
Hernando 
2,400 acres 

Chassahowitzka & Weeki 
Wachee Coastal 
Wetlands 

860730-27-1 
Hernando 
11,200+ acres 

Fisheating Creek Tract 
870729-28-1 
Highlands 
440 acres 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Hydric Hammock (?) (FNAI
G4/S3); Bottomland Forest (?);Floodplain Swamp(?); 
Flatwoods; "Beach Dune" (FNAI-G4/S3); Aquatic Cave 
(FNAI-G3/S2). SA EOs: Ursus americanus floridanus 
(Florida Black Bear); Haliaeetus leucocephalus (bald 
eagle); Procambarus leitheuseri (Leitheuser's cave 
crayfish, FNAI-G2/S2). SPs- none likely. Contained 
in Chassahowitzka & Weeki Wachee Wetlands proposal (see 
below); contiguous with and provides access to Chassa. 
swamp CARL project. 

NCs known: Bottomland Forest; Hydric Hammock (=Cabbage 
Palm Forest); Xeric Hammock* (=Xeric Oak Forest); 
Sandhill; Floodplain Swamp; Estuarine Tidal Marsh; 
Estuarine Grass Beds (FNAI-G2/S2); Aquatic Cave (FNAI
G3S2); SA EOs: Haliaeetus leucocephalus (bald eagle, 
FNAI-G3/S2S3, Fed-LE, State-LT); Troglocambarus 
maclanei* (McLane's cave crayfish); Crangonyx hobbsi 
(Hobb's cave amphipod, FNAI-G2G3/S2S3, Fed-C2); 
Procambarus leitheuseri (Leitheuser•s cave crayfish, 
FNAI-G2/S2); Ursus americana floridanus (Florida black 
bear, FNAI-G5T3/S3, Fed-C2, State-LT). Contains 
Chassa. Swamp Addition proposal (see above) and also 
small part of Chassa. Swamp CARL project; contiguous 
with Chassa. NWR. 

NCs: Floodplain Swamp; Mesic Flatwoods; Blackwater 
Stream*; Hydric Hammock(?); Upland Mixed Forest (might 
be Xeric Hammock); perhaps some Bottomland Forest. SAs 
reported: Aramus guarauna (limpkin). 

Medium 

Medium-High 

Medium 

7 

GFC; for hunting, 
fishing, camping, 
etc. 

DNR &for GFC; USFWS 

Rec mgmt: DNR as 
State Park. 
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Fort George Island 
870731-16-1 
Duval 
758 acres 

Canoe Creek Campsite 
870728-17-1 
Escambia 
26 acres 

Bald Point Road Tract 
870721-19-1 
Franklin 
3,300 acres 

Corry TractjUniv of FL 
860731-19-1 
Franklin 
1700 acres 

Port St. Joe Bayfront 
870731-23-1 
Gulf 
3+ acres 

NCs: Upland Mixed Forest (?); Maritime Hammock 
(?) (FNAI-G4/S3); Hydric Hammock (?)FNAI-G4/S3); 
Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Shell Mound (good) (FNAI-G3/S2); 
Coastal Strand (fair). SPs: Cheilanthes microphylla 
(southern lip fern, FNAI-G?/S2, State-LT); Spiranthes 
polyantha (green ladies-tresses, FNAI-GlG3/SlS2, Fed
C2, State-LE). SA EO: Gopherus polyphemus (gopher 
tortoise, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2, State-LS). Some federal 
or state listed animal species reported onjnear site. 
122 ac golf course, roads; tree plantation 51 ac. 

NCs: probably Upland Mixed Forest; Slope Forest (FNAI
G3/S2); andjor Bottomland Forest. Borders on 
Blackwater Stream*. SA EO: Percina ouachitae 
(saddleback darter, FNAI-G5/Sl) in riv8r. 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Scrub; Mesic Flatwoods; 
Depression Marsh(FNAI-G5/S5); Estuarine Tidal Marsh. SA 
EO: Nerodia fasciata clarkii, (Gulf salt marsh snake). 
SAs reported: Gopherus polyphemus (gopher tortoise, 
FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2, state-LS); Pandion haliaetus 
(osprey). 

NCs: Mesic Flatwoods; FlatwoodjPrairie Lake; Marsh 
Lake; coastal Scrub*; Marshes; Estuarine NCs. SA EOs: 
Drymarchon corais couperi (Eastern indigo snake, FNAI
G4T3/S3, Fed-LT, State-LT). SP EO: Lupinus westianus 
(Gulf coast lupine, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed 3C, State-LT). SP 
EO onjnear site: Liatris provincialis (Godfrey's 
blazing star, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2 1 State-LE). 

No map or legal description with application; can't 
locate site. 

Medium 

Low 

Medium 

Medium 

No rank; 
insufficient 
data. 
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Rec mgmt: DNR, as 
expansion of 
Rollins Blvd. 
Sanctuary & 
maintenance of 
existing golf 
course. 

Rec mgmt: DNR, R & 
P. for recreation 
(canoeing, 
swimming). 

Rec mgrnt: DNR, for 
recreation (beach) 

none given 

city of Port st. 
Joe. 



Wabasso Beach 
870731-31-2 
Indian River 
275 acres 

Winter Beach Scrub Tract 
870731-31-1 
Indian River 
102 acres 

Letchworth Mounds 
870729-33-1 
Jefferson 
400 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Strand; Maritime Hammock 
(FNAI-G4/S3}. SA EOS: Caretta caretta* (excellent) 
(loggerhead); Chelonia mydas (green turtle, FNAI-G3/S2, 
Fed-LE, State-LE}. SAs reported: Dermochelys coriacea 
(leatherback turtle, FNAI-G3/S2, Fed-LE, State-LE); 
Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); Drymarchon 
corais couperi (eastern indigo snake). SA EO off 
shore: Trichechus manatus (West Indian manatee FNAI
G2?/S2?, Fed-LE, State-LE). SP EOs: Ernodea 
littoralis (beach-creeper); Tephrosia angustissima 
(Devil's shoestring,FNAI-GlQ/Sl, Fed-Cl); Sophora 
tomentosa (necklace pod, FNAI-G3G5/S3). site contains 
about 8% of all loggerhead nesting in Florida. 

NCs: scrub*; Baygall; Flatwoods. SA EOs: Gopherus 
polyphemus (gopher tortoise, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2, State
LS); Aphelocoma Q. coerulescens (Florida scrub jay). 
SP EOs: Conradina grandiflora (large-flowered rosemary, 
FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2); Lechea cernua (nodding pinweed, 
FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2}. 

NCs: Upland Mixed Forest; Bottomland Forest; Floodplain 
swamp. 

9 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rec. Man: Indian 
River Co., USFWS, 
or DNR. rec. use: 
preserve with some 
recreation. 

Rec mgmt: Indian 
River County; for 
passive recreation. 

Rec mgmt: DHR or 
DNR, R & P; as 
state historic 
site. 
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Holmes Avenue Scrub 
870731-28-1 
Highlands 
1040 acres 

Ybor City Addition 
870814-29-l 
Hillsborough 
0.6 acre 

NCs: Scrub*; Xeric Hammock*(?); Depression Marsh(?). 
SA EOs: Aphelocoma ~ coerulescens (Florida scrub 
jay); Sceloporus woodi (scrub lizard); Neoseps 
reynoldsi (sand skink, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LT, State-LT). 
SP EOs: Asclepias curtissii (Curtiss' milkweed, FNAI
G2G3/S2S3, state-LE); Hypericum edisonianum (Edison's 
ascyrum, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LE, state-LE); Ilex arenicola 
(scrub holly, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-3C); Nolina brittoniana 
(Britton's bear-grass, FNAI G1/S1, Fed-C2); Calamintha 
ashei (Ashe's Savory, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C1, State-LT); 
Eryngium cuneifolium (wedge-leaved button-snakeroot, 
FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LE); Hypericum cumulicola (Highlands 
scrub hypericum, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LE, state-LE); Liatris 
ohlingerae (Florida gay-feather, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C1, 
State-LE) ; Paronychia chartacea (paper-like nail-wort, 
FNAI-G2/S2); Persea humilis (scrub bay); Polygonella 
basiramia (hairy jointweed, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-LE); 
Polygonella myriophylla (Small's jointweed, FNAI
G2G3/S2S3, Fed-3C); Prunus geniculata (scrub plum, 
FNAI-G2G3/S2S3, Fed-LE, Fed-LT); Schizachyrium niveum 
(riparian autumngrass, FNAI-G2?/S2, Fed-C2). Includes 
12 rare species not found on Saddleblanket Lakes 
project. 

NCs: None. 

8 

High 

None 

DNR; as a Preser,·e 
with a recreation 
portion. 

Rec mgmt: DNR, R & 
P for historical 
preservation 
(museum) . 



Estero Bay Add'n 
870731-36-1 
Lee 
11 acres 

Little Pine Island Pass 
870803-36-1 
Lee 
240 acres 

DeSoto site (Martin 
Tract) 
870729-37-1 
Leon 
4.8 acres 

Lake Overstreet 
870624-37-1 
Leon 
305 acres 

Atsena Otie Key 
870430-38-1 
Levy 
160 acres 

Big Bay Lake 
870416-38-1 
Levy 
40 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune or Coastal Berm (FNAI-G3/S2) or 
overwash Plain (FNAI-G3/S3). SAs reported: nesting 
Sterna antillarum (least tern); &Lnchops niger (black 
skimmer); Charadrius alexandrinus (piping plover, FNAI
G2/S2, Fed-LT, State-LT) reported. 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal SwampjMarsh (uplands heavily 
disturbed). 

NCs: none 

NCs: Upland Mixed Forest; Lake(?). Contiguous with 
MaClay State Gardens. 

NCs: Marine? Tidal Swamp/Marsh; Wet (Coastal) 
Flatwoods; Scrub*(?); Xeric Hammock* (?);Hydric 
Hammock(?); Shell Mound(?); (Seagrass Beds offshore?) 
SA EO: Nerodia fasciata clarki (Gulf salt marsh 
snake). SA reported: Pandion haliaetus (osprey). In 
Big Bend Seagrasses Aq. Pres. & OFW; near Cedar Keys 
NWR. 

NCs: Floodplain Swamp; Floodplain Marsh (?); Hydric 
Hammock(?). 

Medium 

Medium-Low 

Low 

Medium 

Medium-Low 

Low 

11 

Rec mgmt: DNR or 
GFC; as Estero Bay 
Aquatic Preserve 
buffer. 

Rec mgmt: DNR; as 
part of Matlacha 
Pass Aquatic 
Preserve. 

Rec mgmt: joint by 
DNR & Dept of 
State; for historic 
preservation 

Rec mgmt (FNAI): 
DNR, R & P; as 
state Park 

Rec mgmt: DNR, R & 
P; for historical 
preservation. 

none given 
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Chambers Island 
820407-38-1 
Levy 
110 acres 

Emerson Point 
870729-41-1 
Manatee 
360.4 acres 

Wingate Creek Add'n 
870729-41-2 
Manatee 
1,900 acres 

Lake Weir Property 
870731-42-1 
Marion 
452.86 acres 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Estuarine Unconsolidated 
Substrate (FNAI-G5/S5) ; Hydric Hammock, Shell Mound. 
Gen'l comm: old settlement; some shell mounds heavily 
disturbed. SA nearby: Trichechus manatus* (fair) (West 
Indian manatee. 7 ac. canal/ditch. 

NCs: Shell Mound; Maritime Hammock (disturbed 
wjexotics); Seagrass Beds (adjacent); Estuarine Tidal 
Swamp; Coastal Berm* or Coastal Strand. NCs reported 
nearby: Estuarine Grass Beds; octocoral Beds. SA 
nearby: Trichechus manatus* (good-fair) (West Indian 
manatee). Adjacent to Terra Ceia Aquatic Preserve. 

NCs: Scrub*; Xeric Hammock*; Mesic Flatwoods (cutover); 
(?)Bottomland Hardwoods; Flatwood/Prairie Lake; 
Depression Marsh; Blackwater Stream*. NCs reported: 
Wet Prairie; Dry Prairie (FNAI-G2/S2). SA EO: Grus 
canadensis pratensis (FL sandhill crane). About 3/4 of 
area is pasture/disturbed. 

NCs: Floodplain Marsh (FNAI-G3/S3) (?); Bottomland 
Forest* (?). Uplands all disturbed. SAs reported: 
Egretta caerulea (little blue heron); Casmerodius albus 
(great egret); Egretta thula (snowy egret); Aramus 
guarauna (limpkin); Pandion haliaetus (osprey); 
Haliaeetus leucocephalus (bald eagle). SA nearby (in 
lake): cyprinodon variegatus hubbsi(fair-good) (Lake 
Eustis pupfish, FNAI-G5T2/S2, State-LS). 

Medium-Low 

Medium 

Medium 

Medium-Low 
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Rec mgmt: DNR for 
Environ. educ. , 
primitive camping, 
fishing 

Rec mgmt: Manatee 
Co. Parks & Rec.; 
DNR. For passive 
recreation, buffer 
to Terra Ceia Aq. 
Pres. 

Rec Mgmt: DNR, R. & 
P. as State Park, 
add'n to Wingate 
Creek. 

Rec mgmt: State & 
County, or DNR. 
To protect water 
quality, (aquatic 
pres. eventually). 



Seabranch Property 
870729-43-1 
Martin 
927 acres 

Boot Key 
870730-44-1 
Monroe 
978.63 acres 

North Layton Hammock 
870731-44-2 
Monroe 
18 acres 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Swamp/Marsh; Bottomland Forest; 
Floodplain Marsh (FNAI-G3/S3); Scrubby Flatwoods; Scrub 
(FNAI-G3/S2); Xeric Hammock*. SA EOs: Aphelocoma 
~.coerulescens (Florida scrub jay); Sceloporus woodi 
(Florida scrub lizard). SAs reported: Egretta 
caerulea (little blue heron); Egretta thula (snowy 
egret); Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); Rana 
areolata (gopher frog, FNAI-G5/S3, Fed-C2, state-LS); 
Podomys floridanus (Florida mouse, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2, 
state-LS); Accipiter cooperi (Cooper's hawk). SPs 
reported: Asclepias curtissii (Curtiss• milkweed, 
FNAI-G2G3/S2S3, State-LE); Conradina grandiflora 
(large-flowered rosemay, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2); Lechea 
cernua (nodding pinweed, FNAI G3/S3, Fed-C2); 
Ophioglossum palmatam (hand fern, FNAI-GlG3/Sl, Fed-3C, 
State-LE); Vanilla mexicana (scentless vanilla, FNAI
GlG3/Sl, State-(LT)). 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Swamp (mostly); Coastal Berm*; 
Rockland Hammock (FNAI-G3/S2) (ca. 17 ac); Marl Prairie 
(?) (FNAI-G4/S3). SPs reported: Cordia sebestina 
(Geiger tree, FNAI-G3G5/S2S3, State-LE); Jacquinia 
keyensis (joewood, FNAI-G3G5/S3, State-LT); Scaevola 
plumieri (beachberry) ; Thrinax morrisii (brittle thatch 
palm, FNAI-G?/Sl, State-LC); Thrinax radiata (Florida 
thatch palm, G?/S2, State-LC). 

NCs: Rockland Hammock (good) (FNAI-G3/S2); Coastal Berm 
(FNAI-G3/S2); Estuarine Tidal Swamp; Marl Prairie 
(fair). SA reported: Columba leucocephala (white
crowned pigeon, FNAI-G3jS2, Fed-C2, state-LT). SP EOs: 
Cereus robinii (key tree-cactus, FNAI-Gl/Sl, Fed-LE, 
state-LE); Thrinax radiata (Florida thatch palm, FNAI
G?/S2, Fed-N, State-LC); Jacquinia keyensis (joewood); 
Cordia sebestina (Geiger tree) . 

High 

Medium 

High 
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Rec mgmt: DNR, R & 
P, to preserve 
coastal ecosystem., 
add to St. Lucie 
Inlet st. Park. 

Rec mgmt: DNR, R & 
P, as State Park. 

Rec mgmt: DNR. 
(near Long Key 
SRA) ; as state 
botanical site. 
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Ohio Key South 
870713-44-1 
Monroe 
21 acres 

Ramrod Key 
840111-44-1 
Monroe 
610 acres 

Rodriguez Key 
821116-44-1 
Monroe 
160 acres 

NCs: Coastal Berm*; Estuarine Tidal Swamp; Maritime 
Hammock - all disturbed. SA EOs: Charadrius melodus 
(piping plover, FNAI-G2/S2,Fed-LT, State-LT); Ardea 
herodius occidentalis (great white heron) ; Egretta 
caerulea (little blue heron); Egretta rufescens 
(reddish egret, FNAI-G4/S2, Fed-C2, State-LS); Egretta 
thula (snowy egret); Casmerodius albus (great egret); 
Nycticorax violaceus (yellow-crowned night heron); 
Egretta tricolor (tricolored heron); Eudocimus albus 
(white ibis); Rynchops niger (black skimmer). SP 
reported: Scaevola plumieri (beachberry). Major site 
for wintering shorebirds. 

NCs: Rockland Hammock* (150 ac reported) (fair); Coastal 
Berm*; Estuarine Tidal Swamp; Marl Prairie(?). SA EOs: 
Alligator missippiensis (American alligator); 
Kinosternon baurii baurii (fair) (Key mud turtle, FNAI
G5T2Q/S1S2, Fed-C2, State-LE) .. SA EO on/near site: 
Elaphe guttata pop. 1 (Lower Key red rat snake, FNAI
G5T2Q/S2, state-LS). SP EOs: Ernodea littoralis (beach 
creeper); Euphorbia garberi (Garber's spurge, FNAI
G1/S1, Fed-LT, State-LE); Jacguinia keyensis (joewood); 
Sophoroa tomentosa (necklace pod); Thrinax morrisii 
(brittle thatch palm, FNAI-G?/S1); Tillandsia flexuosa 
(banded wild pine). SP EOs onjnear site: Polygala 
boykinii var. sparsifolia (Boykin's few-leaved 
milkwort, FNAI-G3G5T1/S1, Fed-C2); Linum arenicola 
(sand flax, FNAI-G1G2/S1S2, Fed-C2, State-LE). 

NCs: Marine Tidal Swamp (FNAI-G3/S3); Marine Tidal 
Marsh (both excellent) (FNAI-G3/S3). SA reported: 
Pandion halieatus (osprey). Offshore island in shallow 
waters in Keys. 
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Medium-High 

High 

Medium 

Rec rngmt: DNR 
(Bahia Honda State 
Rec. Area); as 
preserve. 

Rec mgmt: DNR or FL 
Keys Land Trust. as 
preserve & 
recreation area. 

Rec mgmt: DNR, R & 
P. as extension of 
Pennekamp Coral 
Reef state Park. 



Sugarloaf Hammock 
870731-44-1 
Monroe 
1000 acres 

sunset Hammock 
861001-44-1 
Monroe 
100 acres 

NCs: Rockland Hammock* (some good quality); Coastal 
Berm*; Estuarine Tidal swamp; Marl Prairie. SA EOs: 
Kinosternon baurii baurii* (Key mud turtle); Odocoileus 
virginianus clavium (Key deer, FNAI-G5Tl/Sl, Fed-LE, 
State-LE); Sylvilagus palustris hefneri (Lower Key 
rabbit, G5T2/S2, Fed-C2) densest known population; 
Menidia conchorum (Key silverside, FNAI-G2Q/S2 State
LT). SA reported: Columba leucocephala (white-crowned 
pigeon, FNAI-G3/S2, FED-C2, State-LT). SP EOs: Ernodea 
littoralis (beach-creeper) ; Tillandsia flexuosa (banded 
wild-pine) ; Cereus gracilis (prickly-apple, FNAI
G2G3/S2S3, Fed-C2, State-LE); Jacguinia keyensis 
(joewood); Sophora tomentosa (necklace pod); Thrinax 
morrisii* (brittle thatch palm); Hippomane mancinella 
(manchineel, FNAI-G?/82, State-LT); Euphorbia garberi 
(Garber's spurge, FNAI-Gl/81, Fed-LT, State-LE); Linum 
arenicola (sand flax, FNAI-GlG2/S1S2, Fed-C2, State
LE); strumpfia maritima (pride-of-Big-Pine, FNAI-G?/82, 
State-LE) ; Acacia choriophylla (tamarindillo, FNAI
G4/S1, State-LE). 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal swamp; Coastal Berm* (?); Marl 
Prairie (?);Rockland Hammock* (?). More info needed 
on SAs and SPs. Probably mostly wetlands. 
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High Rec mgmt: DNR 

Medium-Low none given 
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Tree of Life Tracts 
870730-44-2 
Monroe 
277.05 acres 

Little Tiger Island 
870731-45-1 
Nassau 
1,196 acres 

Okeechobee Battlefield 
870803-47-1 
Okeechobee 
425.8 acres 

Reedy Creek Swamp 
870731-49-1 
Osceola 
110 acres 

NCs: Rockland Hammock*; Coastal Berm*; Marl Prairie; 
Estuarine Tidal swamp. SA EOs: CoJumba leucocephala* 
(white-crowned pigeon); Eunica tatila tatilista 
(Florida purple wing); Liguus fasciatus matecumbensis 
(Florida tree snail, FNAI-U/S2, State-LS)). SP EOs: 
Cereus robinii* (Key tree-cactus); Eugenia rhombea (red 
stopper, FNAI-G?jSl, state-LE); Guaiacum sanctum 
(lignum-vitae, FNAI-G?/S2, State-LE); Hypelate 
trifoliata (inkwood, FNAI-G2/Sl, State-LT); Cereus 
gracilis (prickly-apple) ; Cordia sebestena (Geiger 
tree); Mallatonia gnaphalodes (sea lavender); Gossypium 
hirsutum (wild cotton); Jacguinia keyensis (joewood); 
Thrinax radiata* (Florida thatch palm). SP reported: 
Hymenocallis latifolia (broad-leaved spiderlily, FNAI
G2G4/S2S3, Fed-3C). 

NCs: Mostly Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Maritime Hammock. 
Adjacent to Fort Clinch state Park. 

NCs: remnant trees of Prairie Hammock (?). SA 
reported Sciurus niger shermani (Sherman's fox 
squirrel, FNAI-G5T3/S3, Fed-C2, State-LS), Egretta 
tricolor (tricolored heron). 

NCs: Floodplain Swamp; Bottomland Forest; Flatwoods 
(?);Xeric Hammock*(?). SAs reported Mycteria 
americana* (wood stork), Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher 
tortoise), Aramus guarauna (limpkin). Reported major 
nesting area for blue herons, American egrets, 
anhingas, and Pandion haliaetus (osprey). Contiguous 
with Osceola District Schools Environmental Study 
Center. 

High 

Medium-Low 
(compare to 
mangroves) 

Low 

Medium 
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Rec mgmt: DNR; for 
passive rec. 

Rec. mgmt: DNR; for 
park area. 

State (Archaeo. & 
Historical 
Conservancy can 
manage up to 3 
years). 

Rec. mgmt: Osceola 
School 
Board/Osceola 
County Commission & 
others, for 
Environmental Study 
Center, FL Trail. 



CRA Mangrove Project 
870730-50-1 
Palm Beach 
21 acres 

Highland Beach 
870617-50-1 
Palm Beach 
14 acres 

New River (Brown Estate 
Tract) 
870901-51-1 
Pasco 
2100 acres 

Crooked Lake Pines 
870730-53-1 
Polk 
27.5 acres 

Lower Econlockhatchee 
River 
870731-59-1 
SeminolejVolusia 
15,400 acres 

NC: Estuarine Tidal Swamp (mangroves). 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Swamp; Beach(?). SP reported: 
Remirea maritima (beach-star, FNAI-G?/Sl, State-LE). 
SA EO onjnear site: Carretta carretta* (loggerhead). 
Inadequate map; possible mitigation site. 

NCs: Mesic Flatwoods; Upland Mixed Forest(?); Wet 
Prairie(?); Floodplain Marsh; Depression Marsh; 
Flatwoods/Prairie Lake; Blackwater Stream*. SAs 
reported: Haliaeetus leucocephalus (bald eagle). 
Proposal's estimated acreage is 1740 ac less than area 
included on map submitted with proposal. Some pasrure 
and drainage, but much is in good condition. 

NC: Sandhill (apparently good quality). SA reported: 
Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise). SP reported: 
Prunus geniculata (scrub plum, FNAI-G2G3/S2S3, Fed-LE, 
State-LT). 

NCs: Blackwater Stream*; Floodplain Swamp; Bottomland 
Forest; Floodplain Marsh; Wet Prairie(?); Hydric 
Hammock(?); Baygall (?);Mesic Flatwoods; Shell Mound 
(?). SAs reported sighted: Haliaeetus leucocephalus 
(bald eagle); Grus canadensis pratensis (Florida 
sandhill crane); Falco ~regrinus (peregrine falcon, 
FNAI-G3/S2, Fed-LT, state-LE), Mycteria americana* 
(wood stork). 3000 ac managed intensively for grazing. 
Apparently adjacent to Seminole Ranch (Water Mgmt Dist. 
lands) 

Medium-Low 

Medium-Low 

Medium 

Medium-High 

Medium-High 
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Rec mgmt: city of 
Boynton Bch, Rec. & 
ParksjSchool Board 
of Palm Bch Co. , 
for science; 
educjrec. 

state of Florida 

none given. 

Rec. mgnt: DNR, R & 
P, State Preserve 

DNR 
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Lakela's Mint 
840831-56-1 
st. Lucie 
20 acres 

North Port Marina 
870731-56-1 
st. Lucie 
12 acres 

Pond Creek Corridor 
861010-57-1 
Santa Rosa 
316 (?)acres 

Rain Forest & Lake 
Panasoffkee 
870729-60-1 
sumter 
1,802 acres 

Withlacoochee 
River/Princess Lake 
840829-60-1 
Sumter 
530 acres 

Running Springs Bluff 
870721-61-1 
Suwannee 
66.5 acres 

NCs: Scrub*. SP EO: Dicerandra immaculata (Lakela's 
mint, FNAI-Gl/Sl, Fed-LE, State-LE) - critical to 
survival of this species. 

NCs: Floodplain swamp(?); Floodplain Marsh(?); 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp (?). SA reported nearby: 
Trichechus manatus* (West Indian manatee). Many 
introduced cultivated plant species. 

NCs: River Floodplain Lake (FNAI-G4/S2); Floodplain 
Swamp (FNAI-G4/S4) ; Blackwater Stream (portion) (FNAI
G4/S2); Bottomland Forest (FNAI-G4/S3). SA EO: 
Notropis sp 2 (blackmouth shinner, FNAI-Gl/Sl, Fed-C2, 
State-LE). 

NCs: Spring-run Stream (FNAI-G2/S2); Floodplain Swamp; 
Floodplain Marsh; Bottomland Forest (?); Upland Mixed 
Forest(?). SA reported: Haliaeetus leucocephalus 
(bald eagle). 

NCs: Floodplain Swamp; Upland Mixed Forest; Floodplain 
Marsh; Xeric Hammock* (?); Rockland Hammock*. Known 
fern site. SPs very possible. Only 50 ac have been 
surveyed for rare plants. 

NCs: Spring-run Stream*; Floodplain Swamp; Upland 
Hardwood Forest (FNAI-G4/S3). Near or contiguous with 
Peacock Slough; inadequate map provided. 

High 

Low 

Medium-High 

Medium 

Medium-High 

Medium 
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DNR(or St. Lucie 
Co.jlbcal plant 
society), as Stats 
Botanical site. 

City of Port St. 
Lucie Parks & Rec 
or st. Lucie Co. 
Parks & Rec.; as 
park or rec. area, 

DNR, cooperation 
with G&FWFC; or 
NWFWMD with GFWFC. 

State 

Rec mgmt: none 
given 

none recommended. 
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Goldy & Bellemeade 
811001-64-1 
Vol usia 
719 acres 

Ponce DeLeon Springs 
Add'n 
870603-64-1 
Vol usia 
535 acres 

Strickland Bay Buffer 
870730-64-2 
Vol usia 
569 acres 

Tomoka State Park Add'n 
870730-64-1 
Vol usia 
2000+ acres 

NCs: Floodplain Marsh; Mesic Flatwoods; Prairie 
Hammock(?); Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Maritime Hammock; 
Bottomland Forest or Hydric Hammock; Scrub*; Xeric 
Hammock*. SA EO nearby: Trichechus manatus (West 
Indian manatee, FNAI-G2?/S2?, Fed-LE, State-LE). SAs 
reported: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); 
Casmerodius albus (great egret) ; Pandion haliaetus 
(osprey); Pelecanus occidentalis (brown pelican). site 
is contiguous with Tomoka State Park, within Tomoka 
Marsh Aquatic Preserve. Near proposed Tomoka State 
Park addition (see below). 

NCs: Hydric Hammock(?); Bottomland Forest (?);Upland 
Mixed Forest(?); Mesic Flatwoods. Site is across 
river from Lake Woodruff NWR; contiguous with DeLeon 
Springs SRA. 

NCS: Estuarine Tidal swamp; Scrub*; Sandhill; Mesic 
Flatwoods; Hydric Hammock (?); Estuarine Tidal Marsh; 
Floodplain Marsh; Bottomland Forest(?). Reportedly no 
access to two of the four parcels. 

NCs: Scrub*; Mesic Flatwoods; Upland Mixed Hardwoods; 
Bottomland Forest; Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Floodplain 
Marsh; Floodplain Swamp. SA nearby: Trichechus 
manatus* (West Indian manatee). Site is partially 
within Tomoka Marsh Aquatic Preserve, across river from 
Tomoka State Park and contiguous with Bulow Creek State 
Park. Site is also near North Peninsula CARL Project. 
May be some question as to current deed restrictions. 
Near Goldy & Bellemeade proposal (see above). 

Medium 

Medium 

Medium 

Medium 
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DNR, no recommended 
use. 

DNR, R & P, for 
rec. area (as part 
of DeLeon Spring 
SRA) 

DNR R & P, for Park 
or Rec. area 

DNR, R & P, for 
Park 
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Deer Lake Parcel 
860801-66-1 
Walton 
479 acres 

Pine Log Swamp 
870804-67-1 
Washington 
2,105 acres 

[matrix87.crl] 

Known NCs: Coastal Dune Lake (excellent) (FNAI-G2/Sl); 
Scrub*; Coastal Strand (excellent); Beach Dune 
(excellent). SF EOs: Polygonella macrophylla (large
leaved jointweed; FNAI-G2/Sl, Fed-Cl, State-LT); 
Chrysopsis godfreyi (Godfrey's golden-aster, FNAI
G2/S2), Lupinus westianus (gulf coast lupine, FNAI
G2/S2, Fed-3C, State-LT). Habitat likely suitable for 
Peromyscus polionotus allophrys {Choctawhatchee beach 
mouse, FNAI-G5Tl/Sl, Fed-LE, State-LE). Site may be 
especially important due to possible development of 
Topsail Hill. 

Ncs: Floodplain swamp; Bottomland Forest; Upland Mixed 
Forest (?); Sandhill (?); Floodplain Marsh; Depression 
Marsh(?). 

High 

Medium 

20 

DNR/GFC/DER as 
recreation 
preserve. 

none given. 
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ADDENDUM VI 

Department of Natural Resources Staff Acqu151t1on Criteria 
Relating to CARL Projects 
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Department of Natural Resources Staff Acquisitton Crtterta Relating to CARL 

ProJects. 

Staff resources to acquire proJects included on the approved Land Acquisttion 
List will be focused on projects in the followtng categories: 

A. Top Pr1ority ProJects 

The first $100 million 1n projects which currently includes the top 19 

proJects. 

8. Save Our Everglades 

Save Our Everglades which includes proJects No. 26 and No. 59. 

C. 70% Completed Projects 

Projects which have already been substantially acquired, i.e., at least 
70"1. complete. 

D. Bargain Purchases 

A bargain purchase is defined as one 1n which the Department of Natural 
Resources pays no more than 50% of the appra1sed value for any proJeCt 
between the $100 million cutoff and above $200 million, and 40% for 
projects below the $200 million cutoff. A bargain purchase can be 
initiated by the owner or a third party willing to supplement the 
Department of Natural Resources' payment. Conceptual approval of a 
bargain purchase will be presented to the Board of Trustees of tho 
Internal Improvement Trust Fund for approval. Only after conceptual 
approval will the Department of Natural Resources staff time and resources 
be invented in the project. If after appraisal activities the owner or 
the third party does not comply with their bargain commitment, the 
Department of Natural Resources staff will recommend that the project be 
removed from the CARL list. 

E. ProJects That Dropped Out of the Top Prior1ty 

Projects that were above the $100 million cutoff, but dropped to another 
classification on an int~r1m or annual reprioritizat1on list, will 
continue to be worked as tf they were above the cutoff by the Division of 
State Lands staff for a period of six months from the date of approval of 
the repr1oritization, if appraisals are current and negotiations were/are 

underway. 

F. Joint Purchase 

A JOint purchase 1s defined as one in which an agency of the Federal 
Government or a Water Management District buys a portion (at least 25/.l of 
the acreage in a CARL project for purposes compatible with the CARL 
program, and coordinates with the state its use through a managemen~ 
agreement or lease. The balance of the project may be purchased under the 
CARL program 1f it is significant enough 1n size and quality to meet the 
program criteria and 1s ranked above the $200,000,000 cut-off line. Only 
after the conceptual approval by the Board of Trustees of the Internal 
Improvement Trust Fund will the Department of Natural Resources staff time 
and resources be invested in the project. 

G. Wekiva River Protect1on Area 

Projects on the official priority list that are with1n the Wek1va River 
Protection area as defined in CS/HB 1265, which includes projects No. l, 
6, and 48. 
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H. Good Faith Assistance 

ProJects on wh1ch an ent1ty has acted 1n good faith to acquire for the 
State, regardless of any change xn classification, may be acquired so long 
as they reasonably rel1ed on that classification and the fund matching 
rate assoc1ated with 1t. 

I. Exchanges 

Any land listed on the approved Land Acquisition List that is proposed to 
be acquired by exchange for same other state owned parcel must meet the 
same requirements of these criteria. 

Department of Natural Resources Cr1teria to Remove Projects from the CARL L1st. 

A. A project has been acquired In 1ts entirety. 

B. S1gnificant and sufficient project area has been acqu1red to satisfy 
the primary acqu1s1tlon objectives, and the remaining proJect lands 
are not available, or not significant enough to warrant continuing 
effod. 

C. A project is determined to be non-negotiable, and staff does not 
recommend eminent domain. 

D. A project's lands have been developed or otherw1se altered so as to 
compromise the pro]ect)s integrity. 

E. The Board has reJected the acquisition contract agreement and not 
directed that it be re-negotiated. 

Department of Natural Resources Pol1cy D1rect1ons as a Member of the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee. 

1. Professionally evaluate proJects on the•r Individual merit based upon the 
accepted evaluation criteria. 

2. Insist that the pr1or1ty list be exactly that. 

3. Work to reduce the priority list. Hopefully, get the l1st down to at 
least $200,000,000. 

4. Push for a Select1on Committee Policy of not recommending prOJects for 
addition to list unless an equal number are removed from the existing 
l i 5 t. 

5. Support "Systems" Plann1ng. However, projects added or combined must be 
evaluated as the "whole'' and re-priorltized. A low priority project 
cannot be added to a h1gh priority project and assume the high position 
unless so recommended by the Selection Committee and approved by the 
Board. 
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CARL Trust Fund Analysis 
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DEPA!m!ENI' OF NATURAL RESOORSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JULY 27, 1988 

OP!'ION 
DATES DEPOSITS 

AOOJNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

ENDING CASH AND INVES'IMENTS (Preliminary balance as of JW>e 30, 1988) 
ANTICIPATED BALANCE OF 88/89 REVENUE: 39 , 600, 000 
DEDUCT FY 88/89 LEl3ISLATIVE TRANSFER FOR MANAGEMENT: 2,888,442 (1) 
DEDUCT FY 88/89 OPERATING EXPENSES : 375,697 
DEDUCT FY 87/88 LEiliSLATIVE & BOARD TRANSFER FOR MGT.: 366,574 
DEDUCT FY 87/88 OPERATING EXPENSES: 213,857 
DEDUCT LEiliSLATIVE TRANSFER FOR DEBT SERVICE: 3, 271,518 
DEDUCT SET ASIDE FOR ARCIIELCGICAL SITES: 2, 000,000 
DEDUCT ESTIMATED UNAPPROPRIATED CASH 147,104 
APPROVED AOQUISITIONS ( Thru 6/28/88) : 

NO. PROJECT OP!'ION DATES 
51 Canaveral Industrial Park/SJWMD 02/15/88 ll53 ,421 (R) 

6 Gayo Costa Island Varies 24,320 (R) 
6 Gayo Costa Is ( Clark-Rawsthorne) 10/31/88 4,025 
6 Gayo Costa Is • (Bassett) 09/01/88 9,200 
6 Gaye Costa Is. (Benveniste) 08/01/88 9,200 (R) 
6 Gayo Costa Is. (Boaz) 10/31/88 8,050 
6 Gayo Costa Is. (Cordell) 10/31/88 8,050 
6 Gayo Costa Is • (Evans) 10/31/88 8,050 
6 Gayo Costa Is ( Evans-Rawsthorne) 10/31/88 8,050 
6 Gayo Costa Is. (Ferrari) 08/01/88 4,600 (R) 
6 Gayo Costa Is. (Fisher ) 08/01/88 56,000 
6 Cayo Costa Is • (Hadden) 04/30/89 17,000 
6 Gayo Costa Is. (Hinote) 05/20/88 8,050 (R) 
6 Gayo Costa Is. (Jensen) 07/15/88 2,400 (R) 
6 Cayo Costa Is. (Leibold) 08/30/88 3,900 (R) 
6 Gayo Costa Is • (Meador) 07/30/88 37,800 (R) 
6 Gayo Costa Is. (Hoyer) 07/15/88 30,800 (R) 
6 Cayo Costa Is. (Peterson) 08/01/88 28,oro 
6 Cayo Costa Is. (Porter) 08/10/88 2t,UOO (R) 
6 Cayo Costa Is • (Ross) 07/20/88 4,540 (R) 
6 Cayo Costa Is • (Survey Costs) 1.925 (R) 
6 Cayo Costa Is.(Whidden) 07/15/88 16,800 IR) 
6 Cayo Costa Is , (WysoCki) 11/15/88 8,250 
6 ·cayo Costa Is.(Zinn) 07/20/88 4,025 (R) 
9 Charlotte Harbor E.D. 381,900 (R) 

29 Chassshowi tzks Swamp( Incidental Costs) 23,500 (R) 
18 Coupon Bight(Burk) 10/01/88 7,760 (R) 
18 Coupon Bight(Crisp) 10/01/88 S,34E 
18 Coupon Bight(Downing) 10/01/88 7,760 
18 Coupon Bight(Eicens,A.) 10/01/88 9,350 
18 Coupon Bight(Eicens,S.) 10/01/88 47,760 
18 Coupon Bight(Henderson) 10/01/88 47,760 
18 Coupon Bight(Hern) 10/01/88 9,350 
18 Coupon Bight(Jet.cha Corp.) 04/30/88 23,880 (RI 
18 Coupon Bight(Psine) 10/01/88 18,304 
18 Coupon Bight(Rowe) 10/01/88 71,640 (R) 
18 Coupon Bight(Ryan) 10/01/88 23.880 
18 Coupon Bight(Sroka) 10/01/88 15,520 
18 Coupon Bight(Williamson) 10/01/88 47,760 

8 Crystal River ( SW>coast Shores ) 05/01/88 582,123 (R) 

8 Crystal River(Survey Reimbursement) 3!;;,000 (R) 
DeSoto Site 07/15/88 1,400,000 (F;) 

40 Estero Bay ( Stardial) 08/31/88 974,750 
49 Hanosassa Springs lZ/01/88 3,449,6(1~ 

Incidental Costs(Appraisal etc.) 151 ,8£2 (R) 

Incidental Costs(Appraisals et.c. ) 59,500 fRI 
Incidental Costs{appr.,title,surveys) 696.518 au 

48 Josslyn Island E.D. 190.654 { r.: 
1 N .Ke3~ Largo Hmk. llncident.al Costs) 44,210 (I;) 
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BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

30,225,494 
69,825,494 
66,937,052 
66,561,355 
G6,194,781 
65,980,924 
62,709,406 
60,709,406 
60,562,302 



.JlEl'AR'IMEXI' OF MTIJRAL-~ 
DfVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL 'llllJST ruNil 
JULY 27, 1988 

1 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Parcel 54) 
1 N.Key Largo(Fl. Nat'l Bank) 

31 N.Peninsula (Orlando Estates) 
31 N.Peninsula(Lopez) 
31 N.Peninsula(Title Policy, etc.) 
37 Peacock Slough(Survey) 

7 Rockery Bay(Cannon Is. Survey) 
7 Rookery bay I Cannon Is . ) 
7 Rookery Bay I RYe) 

12 South SavannasiGMSG,et al) 
12 South Savannas I Goodwin) 
12 South Savannas (Incidental Costs) 

OPTION 
DATES 

11/10/88 
10/01/88 
05/30/88 
05/30/88 

07/15/88 
12/31/84 
10/01/88 
05/30/88 

12 South Savannas(Theakston) 08/30/88 
12 South Savannas(Tilton) 10/01/88 

Dl'l'OSITS 

19 Spring llammock(Cassity-Gallagher)Survey Reimbursement 
19 Spring ~(Icardi et al) 07/01/88 
19 Spring Hanmx>ck(Menefee)24 03/01/89 
19 Spring Hanooock(Menefee)25 03/01/89 
19 Spring llammock(Volchko) 07/01/88 
19 Spring Hmk(Leitheuser) 06/01/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Goldberg & Bloom) 01/01/89 
19 Spring Hmk.(Moore et al) 07/10/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29A 01/30/89 
19 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29B1 10/15/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29B2 10/15/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29B3 10/15/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29B4 10/15/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29C 06/30/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29D 06/30/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29E 06/30/88 
34 St.Johns River (B&P) 03/31/88 

Tax Certificates 

9,450 (R) 
138,105 
160,150 (R) 
418,500 IR) 

3,361 IR) 
6,700 IR) 

30,000 IR) 
2,900,000 (R) 

91,900 IR) 
41,325 IR) 
32,300 (R) 

152,500 (R) 
9,500 (R) 

266,000 (R) 
1,670 (R) 

10,700 (R) 
69,000 
69,000 

121,130 (R) 
30,600 (R) 

938,475 
46,464 (R) 

1,883,650 
70,775 

152,950 
7,623 

88,594 
126,900 (R) 
512,445 (R) 

24,675 (R) 
881,400 (R) 

25,000 (R) 

BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

Total Approved Acquisitions 18,935,008 41,627,294 

REMAINING FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR SOE PURCHASES: 
PROPOSED CABINET ACTION ( 8/9/88 AGENDA) : 

6 Cayo Costa Is. (Stevens) ll/15/88 
19 Spring Hmk.(Licht,et all 10/31/88 

Incidental Costs 

8,484,084 (3) 

5,600 
193,800 
812,700 

1,012,100 
-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+= BOND ISSUE 

================= 
CARL BOND REVnlUE I Balance as of June 30 , 1988) 
APPROVED ACQUISITIONS (Thru 6/28/88): 
40 Estero Bay 
40 Estero Bay(St.ardial) 

1 N.Key Largo(Port Bougainville) 

06/30/88 
Cls 04/29/88 

CLOSED 

TOJ'AL BALANCE AVAILABLE : 
NaTES: 

( 1 ) FUNDS APPROPRIATED FOR MANAGEMENT: 
Secretary of State 
Division of Forestry 
G&FWFC 
Division of Recreation of Parks 

204,364 
141' 771 

1,127,490 
1,414,817 

Unallocated funds remaining for management: $1,071,558. 
(2j "R" Indi~tes Gov. and Cabinet release of funds. 
13) See attached "SAVE OUR EVEHGLADES DETAIL" 
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5,000,000 (R) 
2,500,000 (R) 

22,800,375 (R) 

30,300,375 

2,888,442 

33,143,210 

32,131,110 

31,527,836 

1,227,461 

33,358,571 
============ 



DEPAR'IME!\'1' OF "NA'ltlll.AL RE.SCXlRSES" 
D1\~SlON OF ADMIKISTPJlTION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRl!ST FUND 
JULY 27, 1988 

OPI'ION 
DATES DEPOSITS 

AMXJNTS 
ENaJHBERED 

SAVE OUR EVERGLADES DETAIL (SOE) 
================================== 

AJoKXJNT SET ASIDE FOO SOE PU!!O!ASES: 
EXPENDI'IURES: 

2 Fakahatchee E.D. Costs 
2 Fakahatchee Witness Fees(GAC) 
2 Fakahatchee 
2 Fakahatchee(GAC) 
2 Fakahatchee(Maps) 
2 Fakaha tchee ( TPL) 

50 Rotenberger (Indian Lands) 
50 Rotenb=ger I Cousins) 
50 Rotenb=ger(Okeelan"_a) 
22 SOE(DNR share of DOT/DNR acquisition 
22 SOE(DOT/Hendry-Collier Cattle Co.) 
22 SOE(Maps) 

Total Expendi t=es: 

IID!AINING FUNDS AVAILABLE FOO SOE PURCHASES : 
RESER\ 'E FOR SDliNOLE INDIAN SEITI.EMENT: 

ENCUMBRANCES: 

2 Fakaha td'ee VARIES 
2 Fakahatchee Strand(Hays) 10/30/88 
2 Fakahatchee Strand(Nebrich) 10/15/88 
2 Fakahatchee Strand(Wilson) 10/30/88 
2 Fakahatchee/ Janes Scenic Dr Cor E.D. 
2 Fakahatchee/Haps 

50 Rotenberger E.D. 
50 Rotenberger E.D. 
50 Rotenberger (Appraisals) 
50 Rotenberger (Gertz) 04/30/88 
50 Rotenberger (Jonas) 02/15/88 
50 Rotenberger ( Indian Lands ) Title 
50 Rotenb=ger(13 Agreements) 05/01/88 
50 Rotenb=ger(9 Agreements) VARIES 
50 Rotenb=ger(Dwyer) Cls 08/01/88 
50 Rotenburger(Lsspin) Cls 05/01/88 
22 SOEIAppraisals) 
22 SOE I DNR share of existing contracts) 
22 SOE(DOT-Baker) 08/15/88 
22 SOE( Golder, Gate-Arnlstrong) 10/31/88 
22 SOE(Golden Gate-Faber) 10/31/88 
22 SOE(Golden Gate-Rzetelny) 09/30/88 
22 SOEIGolden Gate-Wineburg) 09/30/88 
22 SOEIHaps) 
22 SOE (Reserved for DOT /DNR acq . of I-75 Co=idor) 

Total Encumbrances : 
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255,000 
4,500 

281,227 
2,532,500 

26,000 
51,300 

2,309,500 
1,534,586 
1,605,940 

948,553 
4,576,416 

2,500 

"14,128,022 

1,750,000 

82,960 
1,107 
1,146 
1,130 

500,000 
14,000 
60,000 
25,000 
20,000 
4,500 
4,500 

11,000 
16,596 
7,313 

563 
1,125 

100,000 
1,074,328 
1,576,250 

406 
599 
835 
861 

17,500 
0 

3,521,719 

(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 

BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

22,612,106 (1) 

8,484,084 
6,734,084 

3,212,365 



Pl!Ol'a;ED CABINEJ' Ac:J'ION 
2 Fakahatchee!Aloia) 
2 Fakahatchee(Cusick) 
2 Fakahatchee I Hartman I 

50 Rotenberger(Bergeijk) 
22 SOEIGolden Gate-Bassi) 
22 SOEIGolden Gate-Ferry) 
22 SOEIGolden Gate-Smith) 
22 SOEIGolden Gate-Zink) 

DEPAIID!EJ\'T OF NATURAL RESaJllSI':s 
DI\'ISIOI\' OF ADMINIS1llATIOO 

SUM.'!ARY OF CARL TRUST F1JNil 
JULY 27, 1988 

OPTIOO 
DATES 

(8/9/88 AGENDA I: 
ll/30/88 
10/15/88 
11/30/88 
09/30/88 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 
09/30/88 
11/30/88 

DEFOSITS 
AMOJ!>,'J'S 

ENCUMBERED 

6,750 
1,125 
6,188 
1,125 
1,394 
1,707 
1,275 
3,864 

23,428 

REMAINING UNENCUMBERED FUNDS FOR SOE PRDJECJS: 

NOTES: 
(l)lncludes $10 Million not required for FY 87/88 debt service. 

(key Mci],~~,Chief 
Bureau of Finance and Accotmting 
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BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

3,188,937 
:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::= 



ADDENDUI1 VIII 

Division of State Lands CARL Project Status 
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I 

"" "" ....., 
I 

PRIORITY NO. 
i>RE~J;;llT *NEW 

1 2 

2 4 

3 3 

12.H'!SJQ!LQLE.ThTJ<;_.LhN!2g 
CAR.L__fROJJ;;CT__B_TATUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

PROJECT BE P!lR~HASED STATUS 

North Key Largo Hammocks 
(Monroe County) 

Fakahatchee Strand 
(Collier County) 

Apalachicola River & Bay 
(Frankl~n County) 

253+ 

9000+ 

25+ 

Forty percent of the project is either 
purchased or under option. Negotiations are 
under way on Phases I and II. Appraisal 
reviews are complete on portions of Phase 
III and negotiations are proceeding as 
reviews are released. 

Sixty-three percent of the project is either 
purchased or under option. Staff is 
currently working with willing sellers, 
owners along Janes Scenic Drive, and owners 
within critical panther habitat areas. In 
order to discourage interchange,related 
development, the land south of the proposed 
I-75 interchange and west of State Road 29 
adjoining Fakahatchee Strand State Preserve 
has been given priority status. Initial 
title information has been ordered for this 
area and appraisal will follow. 

Appraisal review in process for Nick's Hole. 
Negotiations will be initiated upon receipt 
of appraisal review. Appraisals are due in 
August for the Cat Point area. Title 
information and appraisals for the balance 
of the project will be ordered 
simultaneously. 



PRIORITY NO. 
PRE§J<;~T ____ _!NEW.___ PROJECT 

4 21 

5 1 

6 40 

7 19 

Lower Apalachicola 
(Franklin County) 

Seminole Springs/Woods 
(Lake County) 

Cayo Costa Island 
(Lee County) 

Rookery Bay 
(Collier County) 

DIVISION OF STATE LAijDS 
CARL PROJECT STA'l'_Q§ 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 
!l,_l';_!'l!RQI:!ASED STAT!!§ 

10+ 

16+ 

600+ 

200+ 

Updated boundary maps and title information 
have been received. Updated Appraisals have 
been ordered and are due September 29, 1988. 
Negotiations will be initiated when 
appraisal review is complete. 

Negotiations are underway to purchase the 
major ownership. Funds requested to 
appraise the balance of the project. 

Seventy-seven percent of this project is 
either purchased or under option. 
Negotiations continue where current 
appraisals available. Reappraisal of 
parcels in areas having survey changes is 
underway. 

The Board of Trustees approved an agreement 
to purchase Canon Island and closing was 
scheduled for July 15, 1988. The owner has 
indicated a desire to cancel the agreement 
and negotiations continue. The major owner 
of Key Island is reported to have given a 
purchase option to a developer, contingent 
upon rezoning. Appraisals in process for 
the balance of Key Island. 



I _,.. 
"' "' I 

DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
CARL PROJECT STATUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
PRIORITY NO. REMAINING TO 

PRESENT *NEW PROJECT BE PURCHASED S1'~.'!'US 

8 11 

9 39 

10 14 

11 30 

Crystal River 
(Citrus County) 

Charlotte Harbor 
(Charlotte County) 

DeSoto Site 
(Leon County) 

Wacissa & Aucilla River Sinks 
(Jefferson County) 

51+ 

10+ 

1 

unknown 

The Board of Trustees approved an agreement 
to purchase the Suncoast Shores property and 
closing will occur when survey and title 
insurance is received and approved. 
Appraisals are ordered on all remaining 
ownerships in Phase I; the Hollins Corp. 
being the major owner. Negotiations will be 
initiated upon receipt of appraisal reviews. 
Appraisals for the next phase will be 
ordered when negotiations of ownerships 
remaining in Phase I are well underway. 

Negotiations virtually complete on existing 
project. Funds requested for updated 
boundary maps. New project design was 
approved by LASC on May 6, 1988. 

This project is under contract and 
preparations to close are underway. Closing 
anticipated by August 30, 1988. 

Phase I is closed. 
received for Phase 
appraisal. 

Boundary maps have been 
II. Fun~s requested for 



I _,_ 
-.J 
0 
I 

PRIORITY NO. 
!'RESENT *NEW PR9JECT 

12 16 South Savannahs 

DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
~~RL PROJEQT STATUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

______ BE _l'!IRQHM?EIL 

100+ 

----"'STATUS 

(Martin/St. Lucie Counties) 
New Project design was approved by LASC on 
May 13, 1988 which removed parcels with 
improvements. Negotiations are complete in 
Phase I. The county is supplying title work 
for Phase II. Upon receipt of the title 
work, appraisals will be ordered. TPL is 
assisting with negotiations. 

13 

14 7 

15 22 

16 5 

Stark Tr·act 
(Volusia County) 

Fort George Island 
(Duval County) 

Lochloosa Wildlife 
(Alachua County) 

Curry Hammock 
(Monroe County) 

0 

46+ 

17 

2 

This project closed July 8, 1988 and is 
recommended for removal from the list. 

Boundary maps and title information are 
scheduled to be complete in mid-August, 
after which appraisals will be ordered. 
Negotiations are projected to be initiated 
in December, 1988. 

Negotiations underway with Nekoosa Packaging 
Corporation, current owners of first major 
parcel at south end of project. TNC 
assisting in negotiations. 

Funds requested for title information, 
boundary maps and appraisals. 
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PRIORITY NO. 
PRESENT ~NEW 

17 47 

18 10 

19 57 

20 34 

DIVISION OF STATE LAND~ 
CARL PROJECT STATUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

PROJECT ~~__!'UB.~!!f!SED __ ____,S'-"TA TUS 

Wakulla Springs 
(Wakulla County) 

Coupon Bight 
(Monroe County) 

Spring Hammock 
(Seminole County) 

Tropical Hammocks of the 
Redlands (Dade County) 

unknown 

268+ 

32+ 

24+ 

Phase I is closed. Negotiations continue 
with the owner of McBride Slough. The 
balance of the project comprises a corridor 
running south along the Wakulla River, 
proposed for protection through use of 
conservation easements. 

Negotiations continuing in Phase I. Phase 
II appraisal reviews have been received by 
acquisition staff. Phase III appraisals 
will be requested when negotiations in Phase 
I are substantially complete. 

This project is 83% purchased or under 
option. Negotiations continue on remainder. 

Dade County is providing title work and 
project design to give access to each 
hammock. Upon receipt of this information, 
the LASC will be asked to amend project 
boundary to include property required for 
access. This project fell below the $100 
million cut off line on the Interim CARL 
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DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
CARL JORO,IECT STAT!J~ 

OWNERSHIPS 
PRIORITY NO. REMAINING TO 

PRESENT *N!;;W __ ~ ___ l'R9_,7!;;~T. ··-----BE P!JR~!IASED STATUS 

21 8 

22 26 

23 28 

24 17 

25 9 

Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 
(Polk County) 

Save Our Everglades 
(Collier County) 

Gadsden County Glades 
(Gadsden County) 

Cockroach Bay Islands 
(Hillsborough County) 

Waccassa Flats 
(Gilchrist County) 

18+ 

23' 000+ 

11+ 

Unknown 

50+ 

Priority List approved by the Board of 
Trustees on 3-8-88; therefore, staff will 
continue to work this project until 9-8-88, 
at which time action will be suspended in 
accordance with DNR negotiation criteria. 

TNC has been asked to furnish five-year tax 
assessment and ownership history. Appraisal 
funds requested. 

Acquisition continues along Alligator Alley 
under the DOT/DNR joint purchase agreement. 
Staff is actively making offers in Golden 
Gate Estates also. 

Action is suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

This project was added to the Interim CARL 
Priority List approved by the Board on March 
8, 1988. Funds requested to provide 
boundary maps, title information and 
appraisals. 

This project was added to the CARL Interim 
Priority List approved by the Board on March 
8, 1988. Funds requested to provide 
boundary maps, title information and 
appraisals. 
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PRIORITY NO. 

!UVISl_Qt'l OL~'_l'AT~_j:._A@~ 
<;l\.R1__FEQJE.<;T__ll'!'~TUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

FflE§!;;N! ---~N!;;W _ FRQ;r~;;<;r _ !l~_l'\1R<::Hfl.l2!;;R ____ ___l2'!'~!1Jl2 

26 29 

27 64 

28 31 

29 37 

Miami Rockridge Pinelands 
(Dade County) 

Big Shoals Corridor 
(Columbla/Hamilton Counties) 

Garcon Point 
(Santa Rosa County) 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 
(Hernando/Citrus Counties) 

18+ 

1 

21+ 

13+ 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Options I & II are closed. Option III to 
purchase remaining undivided interest in 165 
acres will close upon resolution of 
outstanding mineral rights issue. 

This project was added to the CARL Interim 
Priority List approved by the Board of 
Trustees on March 3, 1988. Funds requested 
for boundary maps and title infbrmation. No 
further action will be taken in accordance 
with DNR negotiations criteria. 

Negotiations in original project 
substantially complete. The project design 
conducted to provide management access, 
round out boundaries and assure protection 
of most important resources was approved by 
the LASC. The boundary maps will be ordered 
once funds are released by the Board, 
followed by appraisals and initiation of 
negotiations. 



PRIORITY NO. 
PBE£~!!1'~--~NEW 

30 32 

31 54 

I _,. 
--... _,. 
I 

32 58 

33 12 

!)IV!~lQ!'LQE_ST~T.E LANDS 
CARL PRQ.;r~(;T.~l'f.TU~ 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

PROJE(;'L_____ BE PURC}I_~£ER STATUS 

El Destino 
(Jefferson County) 

North Peninsula 
(Volusia County) 

Silver River 
(Marion County) 

Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 
(Sumter County) 

3 

15+ 

5+ 

17+ 

This project was added to the CARL Interim 
Priority List approved by the Board of 
Trustees on March 8, 1988. Funds requested 
for boundary maps and title 1nformation. No 
further action will be taken in accordance 
with DNR negotiations criteria. 

Appraisals on remaining 12% property to be 
purchased have been updated. If 
negotiations are unsuccessful using updated 
appraisals, Volusia County has agreed to 
pursue eminent domain to complete the 
project with the state contributing statutory 
maximum. 

Appraisals are in the review process on four 
inholdings. Funds requested to appraise the 
57 acre addition which includes the 
headwaters of the spring and the attraction. 

The owner has provided title information and 
boundary maps. Funds requested for 
appraisals. 



r-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

PRIORITY NO. 
PRESENT "NEW 

34 48 

35 24 

I 
.c-. 
"' ln 
I 

36 13 

37 38 

38 41 

~--~-"-PROJ~<;;'l'_ 

St. Johns River 
(Lake County) 

St. Martins River 
(Citrus County) 

Rainbow River 
(Marion County} 

Peacock Slough 
(Suwann~e County} 

Horrs Island 
(Collier County) 

Dl;VISIONQf_STATE LANQli_ 
CARL P~QJE~T_R'l'A'l'U~ 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 
BE PURC!i~~!;;Q_ S'l'l\/rQ~ 

2 

unknown 

10+ 

5+ 

2 

The St. Johns River Forest Estates option is 
ready to close; however, sellers have not 
furnished survey and closing documents and 
apparently seek to back out of the 
agreement. Staff is reviewing alternatives. 
Remainder of project suspended under 
negotiation criteria 

This project was added to the CARL Interim 
Priority List approved by the Board of 
Trustees on March 8, 1988. Funds requested 
for boundary maps and title infprmation. No 
further action will be taken in accordance 
with DNR negotiations criteria. 

This project was added to the CARL Interim 
Priority List approved by the Board on March 
8, 1988. Funds requested for boundary maps, 
title information and appraisals. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

TNC and Collier County Conservancy are 
negotiating with Deltona, based on possible 
state participation. 
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PRIORITY NO. 

DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
CARL__RRQJECT ~'l'A'l'!l~ 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

PRES ~N'l' --~ l'!EW ________ PBOJ ~t;:T _____________ _ m;; _l'llEt;:HAS~!L ______ ~Tf!'l'll~ 

39 50 

40 45 

41 56 

42 55 

43 36 

Andrews Tract 
(Levy County) 

Estero Bay 
(Lee County) 

Warm Mineral Springs 
(Sarasota County) 

Key West Salt Ponds 
(Monroe County) 

Wetstone/Berkovitz 
(Pasco County) 

11+ 

85+ 

1 

12+ 

2+ 

Currently negotiating out-parcels. 

Estero Bay Trust and Stardial ownership 
under option at 50% of the statutory maximum. 
Negotiation on the balance of the project 
suspended in accordance with DNR negotiation 
criteria. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

The City of Key West and various 
conservation groups have committed 50% 
matching funds on a parcel-by-parcel basis. 
Appraisals of the major ownership 
(Marks/Butler) have been received. A third 
appraisal will be requested because of a 
significant divergency. Title information 
has been requested for the parcel under 
option agreement to Florida Keys Land Trust 
in preparation for appraising. 

This project was added to the CARL Interim 
Priority List approved by the Board of 
Trustees on March 8, 1988. Funds requested 
for boundary maps and title information. No 
further action will be taken in accordance 
with DNR negotiations criteria. 



PRIORITY NO. 
PRESENT __ *!iEW 

44 46 

45 51 

46 61 

47 6 

I 
-"' 48 53 _, _, 
I 

49 66 

50 59 

51 62 

___ _._PROJJ;;~'l' 

Withlacoochee 
(Sumter County) 

Julington/Durbin Creeks 
(Duval County) 

The Barnacle Addition 
(Dade County) 

B.M.K. Hanch 
(Lake County) 

Josslyn Island 

Homosassa Springs 
(Citrus County) 

Rotenberger 
(Palm Beach County) 

Mullet Creek Islands 
(Brevard County) 

DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
CARL PROJECT~~'l'J>.TUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 
BE PURC!iAS!HL~---~'l'l'.'l'!JS 

45+ 

5+ 

1 

30+ 

1 

2 

700+ 

5 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Funds requested for title information and 
appraisal. 

Condemnation underway; settlement 
negotiations ongoing. 

The major ownership was purchased by the 
county and is under option with closing 
scheduled for December 1, 1988. 

Sixty-five 
purchased. 
remainder. 

percent of this project has been 
Negotiations continuing on 

Appraisals are in process. The county has 
agreed to contribute 50% matching funds. 
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PRIORITY NO. 
f !< ~ ~ ~ tl 'L~ ___ * !'I~\'! 

52 

53 44 

54 43 

55 60 

56 63 

57 68 

DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
~llBL PRO,J~_(;_!~ STATUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

~- ____ fRQJEC'!' ----~----'&Lf\lBCHl\SED STATUS 

Stoney Lane 
(Citrus County) 

Princess Place 
(Flagler County) 

Deering Estate Addition 
(Dade County) 

Cedar Key Scrub 
(Levy County) 

Emeralda Marsh 
(Lake County) 

Canaveral Industrial Park 
(Br<Jvard County) 

0 

3 

3 

6+ 

102+ 

unknown 

This project is closed and recommended for 
removal from the list. 

This project was added to the CARL Interim 
Priority List approved by the Board of 
Trustees on March 8, 1988. Funds requested 
for title information and boundary maps. No 
further action will be taken in accordance 
with DNR negotiations criteria. 

This project was added to the CARL Interim 
Priority List approved by the Board on March 
8, 1988. Funds requested for title 
information and boundary maps. No further 
action will be taken in accordance with DNR 
negotiations criteria. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Option to purchase project from SJWMD will 
close upon resolution of title ~ssues and 
release of funds by the Board. 
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PRIORITY NO. 
PRESENT *NEW 

58 52 

59 67 

' 
60 

61 65 

62 69 

63 35 

DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
CARL PROJECT STATUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

PROJECT B~f'Ul(CHA§~!L ~§'!'AT!!§ 

Paynes Prairie 
(Alachua County) 

Woody Property 
(Volusia County) 

Manatee Estech 
(Mantee County) 

Old Leon Moss Ranch 
(Palm Beach County) 

Galt Island 
(Lee County) 

East Everglades 
(Dade County) 

4 

2 

1 

3 

1 

3000+ 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. The Prairie Creek 
area was added to this project by the LASC 
on June 22, 1988 and will be recommended to 
the Board of Trustees on August 9, 1988. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. The LASC, on June 22, 
1988, voted to change the name of this 
project to Volusia EEL Addition. This name 
change will be recommended to the Board on 
August 9, 1988. 

This project is recommended for removal 
from the list. Manatee County has purchased 
the project and has withdrawn its request 
for state participation. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Discussions regarding joint acquisition 
underway with South Florida Water Management 
District. 
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PRIORITY NO. 
fBESENT *N~EW~_ 

64 

P~OJ-E_Q'j' ____ _ 

Cotee Point 
(Pasco County) 

D.IYHHQliQLQ')'ATE LANDS 
CARL PROJECT STATUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 

___ _,B,_,E~PURCHASE:cD"-----

4 

S'!'A'l-'!J§ 

This project is recommended for removal from 
the list. Statutory maximum has been 
rejected by the owner and eminent domain is 
not recommended. 

The following projects were added to the CARL list by the LASC on June 22, 1988 and recommended to the BIITF on 
August 9, 1988. 

15 

18 

20 

23 

25 

27 

33 

Wabasso Beach 
(Indian River) 

Brevard Turtle Beaches 
(Brevard) 

North Fork St. Lucie River 
(St. Lucie) 

Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 
(Osceola) 

Pine Island Ridge 
(Broward) 

Highlands Hammock 
(Highlands) 

North Layton Hammock 
(Monroe) 

unknown 

" 

" 

" 

" 

II 

II 

Funds requested for boundary maps, title 
information and appraisals. 

Funds requested for boundary maps, title 
information and appraisals 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. 
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PRIORITY NO. 
PRESENT *NEW 

42 

49 

PRQJ~<;:T 

Ohio Key 
(Monroe) 

Goldy/Bellemeade 

!H'll§lQ!LQF STAT]; LANJ2S. 
!;:l',RL !'ROJ~CT STA'!'!JS. 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 
BE PURCHASED 

II 

II 

STATUS 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. 

*New - Priorities indicated in this column represent the priority given the project by the LASC on June 22, 1988 
and recommended to the BIITF on August 9, 1988. 
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ALPHABETICAL INDEX 

Alligator Creek, 10 
Andrews Tract, 9 1 281 
Apalachicola H1storic Working Waterfront, 3b7 
Apalacn1cola River and Bay, Phase I, 57 
Arch Creek Park Addition, 19 
Atsena Otie Key, 19 
Aucilla River Sinks, 187 

B.M.K. Ranch, 77 
Bald Point Road Tract, 19 
Barefoot Beach, 9 
Barnacle Addition, The, 327 
Bayonet Po1nt, 219 
Berkovitz Tract, 219 
Big Bay Lake, 19 
Big Bend, 3b, 3b8 
Big Cypress National Preserve, 9 
Big Pine Key, 9 
Big Shoals Corndor, 9 1 339 
Black Creek Bog, 19 
Black Creek Forest, 19 
Bluehead Ranch, 27 
Boot Key, 19 
Bower Tract, 9, 30 
Brevard Turtle Beaches, 19, 129 
Broward Islands, 19 
Brown Tract, 9, 341 
Buck Creek, 19 
Buck Key, 238 

CRA Mangrove ProJect, 19 
Cacciatore, 9, 263 
Canaveral lndustnal Park, 9, 357 
Canoe Creek Camps! te, 19 
Canon Island, 135 
Cape St. George State Reserve, 9 
Carl ton Half Moon Ranch, 103 
Cayo Costa Island, 9, 235 
Cedar Key Scrub, 9, 323 
Cedar Point, 23 
Chamber's Island, 19 
Charlotte Harbor, 9, 19, 231 
Chassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee Wetlands, 19 
Chassahowitzka Swamp, 9, 19 1 221 
Cockroach Bay Islands, 125 
Consolidated Ranch, 9 
Cooper's Point, 9, 27 
Corkscrew Conservation Area, 19 
Corry/University of Florida Tract, 19 
Cotee Po1nt, 27 
Coupon B1ght, 9, 93 
Crooked Lake P1nes, 19 
Crystal Cove, 99 
Crystal River, 9, 97 
Crystal RIVer II, 97 
Curry Hammocks, 73 

Deer Lake Parcel, 19, 365 
Deering Hammock, 9, 30, 252 
Deering Estate Addition, 249 
Oemere Land1ng Site, 19 
DeSoto S1te, 9 1 1'1 1 Ill 
Durbin Creek, 285 
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ALPHABETICAL !NOEl 

East Everglades, 211 
East Everglades, AeroJet, 9 
El Destlno Plantation, 197 
Emerald Spr1ngs, 27 
Emeralda Marsh, 335 
Emerson Point, 370 
Escamb1a Bay Bluffs, 9, 27 
Escambia Bay Bluffs Add1t1on, 27 
f.stero Bay, 9, 19, 257 
Estero Bay Aquatic.Preserve Buffer, 257 
Estero Bay Trust, 257 

Fakahatchee Strand, 9, b7 
Fechter Ranch, 9, 27b 
Fisheating Tract, 19 
Fishing Hole Site, 19 
Fort George Island, 19, 81 
Fort San Luis, 9 

Gables By The Sea, 9 
Gadsden County Glades, 177 
Galt Island, 3b1 
Garcon Po1nt, 193 
Gaspar1lla, 234 
Gateway, 9 
Golden Gate Addition, 19 
Golden Gate Estates, 1b9 
Goldy/Bellemead, 277 
Good wood, 27 
Grayton Dunes, 9 
Grove, The, 9 
Guana. River, 9 

Highland Beach, 19 
Hrghlands Hammock, 173 
Holey Lands, 9, 319 
Holmes Avenue Scrub, 371 
Homosassa Spr1 ngs, 9, 349 
Horrs Island, 241 

IT l Hammack, 9 

Josslyn Island, 293 
Julington/Durbtn Creeks, 285 
Jumper Creek, 9, 2b1 

Kanapaha Prairie, 19 
Key West Salt Ponds, 301 

Lake Arbuckle, 9, 39 
Lake Forest, 9 
Lake Overstreet, 19 
Lake Panasoffkee, 19 
Lake We1r Property, 19 
Lakla's M1nt, 19 
Llttle Gator Creek, 9 
Letchworth Mounds, 372 
Ltttle Pine Island Pass, 19 
Little Ttger Island, 19 
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ALPHABETICAL INDEX 

~ IConttnuedl 
little Torch Key, 23 
Lochloosa Wtldlife, 147 
Lower Apalachicola, 9, 57, 143 
Lower Econiockhatchee, 19, 373 
Lower Wa.cissa/Aucilla. 9 
Lower Wekiva River State Reservatton, 9 

M K Ranch, 9 
Madden's Hammock, 209 
Mahogany Hammock, 6, 53 
Manatee Estech, 9, 27 
Marsh Tract, 341 
Mashes Sands, 23 
Mtami Canal Linear Park, 19 
Mtamt Rockrtdge Ptnelands, 181 
Mondello, 9, 261 
Mound Key, 31, 260 
Mullet Creek Islands, 331 
Murphy/DeConna, 9 

Nassau Valley State Reserve, 9 
New Rtver, 19 
North Fork St. lucie River, 19, 139 
North Key Largo Hammocks, 9, 51 
North Layton Hammock, 19, 201 
North Pentnsula, 9, 297 
North Port Marina, 19, 139 

Ohto Key South, 19, 245 
Okeechobee Battlefteld, 19 
Old Leon Moss Ranch, 345 
O~ens-Illlnois~ 149 

Panama Ctty Beach, 19 
Paynes Pratrte, 9, 289 
Peacock 51 ough, 9, 227 
Peacock Springs, 227 
Perdido Key State Reserve, 9 
Pine Island Ridge 19, 163 
Ptne Log Swamp, 19 
Ptnhook Swamp, 19 
Ponce de Leon Springs Addttton, 19 
Pond Creek Corridor, 19 
Port St. Joe Bayfront, 19 
Prairte Creek, 19, 380 
Prair1e Lakes State Preserve, 9 
Prtncess Place, 253 

Rain Forest, 19 
Rainbow River, 107 
Ramrod Key, 19 
Reedy Creek Swamp, 19 
River Rise State Preserve, 9 
Rock Springs Run State Reserve, 9 
Rodriguez Key, 19 
Rookery Bay, 9, 133 
Rotenberger/Seminole Indian Lands, 9, 319 
Running Springs Bluff, 19 
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ALPHABETICAL INDEX 

Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub, 85 
St. George Island, Unit 4, 9 
St. John's RIVer, 9, 2H 
St. Mart1n's River, 159 
Samson Po1 nt, 27 
San Felasco Hammac~, 9 
Sandpiper Cove, 27 
Saunders Tract, 341 
Save Our Everglades, 9, 1b7 
Seabranch, 19, 374 
Sem1nole lnd1an Lands, 19, 319 
Seminole Sprtngs/Woods, 45 
Stlver Glen Springs, 19, 375 
Stiver River, 9, 315 
South Savannas, 9, 119 
Spnng Hammock, 9, 311 
Stard1al, 11 
Stark Tract, 9, 27 
Stoney-Lane, 9, 27 
Strawn Tract, 49 
Strickland Bay Buffer, 19 
Sugarloaf Hammock, 19, 37b 
Sunset Hammock, 19 

Three lakes/Pranie Lakes, 9, 153 
Tomoka State Park Addition, 19 
Tosohatchee State Reserve, 9 
Tree of Life Tracts, 19, 377 
Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands, 9, 205 
lsala Apopka, 9 

Volus1a EEL Add! han (Woody Property!, 353 
Volus1a Water Recharge Area, 9 

Wabasso Beach, 19, 115 
Waccasassa Flats, 89 
Wacissa and Aucilla Rtver S1nks, 10, 41, 187 
Wakulla Spnngs, 9, 267 
Warm Mineral Springs, 307 
Weeden Island State Preserve, 9 
Westlake, 9, 30 
Wetstone/Berkovitz, 217 
WekiVa Park Estates, 19 
White Belt Ranch, 9 
W1ndley Key Quarry, 9, 30 
Wingate Creek Addition, 19 
Windsor-Stevens (Stardiall, II 
W1nter Beach Scrub Tract, 19 
W!th1acoochee, 2b1 
W!thlacoochee EEL Inholding, 9, 2bl 
Withlacoochee River/Princess Lake, 19 
Woody Property, 353 

Yamato Scrub, 378 
Ybor City Add1t1on, 19, 379 
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ALACHUA 
Kanapaha Prairie, 19 
Lochloosa Wildlife, 147 
Murphy/DeConna, 9 
Paynes Prairie, 9, 289 
Prairie Creek, 9 
River Rise State Preserve, 9 

COUNTY INDEX 

San Felasco Hammock State Preserve, 9 

BAKER 
Pinhook Swamp, 19 

BAY 
Emerald Springs, 27 
Panama City Beach, 19 

BREVARD 
Brevard Turtle Beaches, 19, 129 
Canaveral Industnal Park, 9, 357 
Mullet Creek Islands, 331 
Tosohatchee State Reserve, 9 

BROWARD 
Pine Island Ridge, 21, lb3 
Rotenberger/Seminole Indian Lands, 19, 319 
Westlake, 9 

CHARLOTTE 
Alligator Creek, 10 
Buck Creek, 19 
Charlotte Harbor, 9, 19, 231 

CITRUS 
Chassahowitzka Swamp, 221 
Crystal Cove, 99 
Crystal RIver, 9, 97 
Crystal River I I, 97 
Homosassa Springs, 9, 349 
St. Martin's Riyer, 159 
Stoney-Lane, 9, 27 
Tsa]a Apopka, 9 

CLAY 
Black Creek Bog, 19 
Black Creek Forest, 19 

COLLIER 
Barefoot Beach, 9 
Big Cypress National Preserve, 19 
Canon Island, 135 
Fakahatchee Strand, 9, b7 
Golden Gate Addition, 19 
Golden Gate Estates, 1b9 
Horrs Island, 241 
Rookery Bay, 9, 133 
Save Our Everglades, 9, 11>7 

COLUMBIA 
Big Shoals Corridor, 339 
Brown Tract, 341 
Marsh Tract, 341 

DADE 
Arch Creek Park Addition, 19 
Barnacle Addition, The, 3"l.7 
Deering Hammock, 9, 252 
Deering Estate Addition, 249 
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COUNTY I NOE X 

DADE <Cont1nuedJ 
East Everglades, 211 
Gables By The Sea, 9 
I fT Hammock, 9 
Madden's Hammock, 209 
Miami Canal Linear Park, 19 
Miami Rockridge Pinelands, 181 
Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands, 205 

I:U1.li_ 
Big Bend, 31>, 31.8 
Owens-Illinois, 149 

DUVAL 
Broward Islands, 19 
Cedar Point, 23 
Durb1n Creek, 285 
Fish1ng Hole S1te, 19 
Fort George Island, 19, 81 
Julington/Durb1n Creeks, 285 

ESCAMBIA 
Canoe Creek Campsite, 19 
Escambia Bai' Bluffs, 9, 27 
Escambia Bay Bluffs Add1t1on, 27 
Perdido Key State Reserve, 9 

FLAGLER 
Princess Place, 23, 253 

FRANKL! N 
Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront, 31.7 
Apalachicola River and Bay, Phase I, 57 
Bald Po1nt Road Tract, 19 
Cape St. George State Reserve, 9 
Corry/UnJversJty of Florida Tract, 19 
Lower Apalactl!cola, 9, 57, 143 
St. George Island, Unit 4, 19 

GADSDEN 
Gadsden County Glades, 177 

GILCHRIST 
Waccasassa Flats, 89 
M K Ranch, 9 

GULF 
Port St. Joe Bayfront, 19 

HAMILTON 
819 Shoals Corridor, 9, 339 
Brown Tract, 9, 341 
Marsh Tract, 341 
Saunders Tract, 341 

HERNANDO 
Chassahow1 tzka and Week! Wachee, 19 
Chassahowitzka Swamp, 9, 19, 221 

HIGHLANDS 
Bluehead Ranch, 27 
Fisheating Creek Tract, 19 
Highlands Hammock, 173 
Holmes Avenue Scrub, 19 
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COUNTY INDEX 

HILLSBOROUGH 
Bower Tract, 9, 30 
Cockroach Bay Islands, 125 
Weeden Island State Preserve, 9 
Ybor City Addition, 19 

INDIAN RIVER 
Wabasso Beach, 19, 115 
Winter Beach Scrub Tract, 19 

JEFFERSON 
Aucilla River Sinks, 187 
El Destine Plantation, 197 
Letchworth Mounds, 19 
Wacissa and Aucilla River Sinks, 9, 187 

LAKE 
B.M.K. Ranch, 77 
Emeralda Marsh, 335 
Fechtel Ranch, 9, 276 
Lower Wekiva R1ver State Preserve, 9 
Seminole Springs/Woods, 45 
Silver Glen Springs, 19 
Strawn Tract, 49 
St. John's River, 9, 273 
Wekiva Park Estates, 19 

LEE 
Buck Key, 238 
Cayo Costa Island, 9, 235 
Charlotte Harbor, 9, 19, 231 
Corkscrew Conservation Area, 19 
Estero Bay, 9, 257 
Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer, 257 
Estero Bay Trust, 19, 257 
Galt Island, 361 
Gasparilla, 234 
Josslyn Island, 293 
Little P1ne Island Pass, 19 
Sandpiper Cove, 27 
Stardial, II 
Windsor-Stevens IStardia!l, II 

LEON 
DeSoto Site, 9, 19, Ill 
Fort San Luis, 9 
Grove, The, 9 
Good wood, 27 
Lake Overstreet, 19 

LEVY 
Andrews Tract, 9, 281 
Atsena Otie Key, 19 
Big Bay Lake, 19 
Cedar Key Scrub, 9, 323 
Chambers Island, 19 

MANATEE 
Emerson Point, 19 
Manatee Estech, 27 
Wingate Creek Addition, 19 

MARION 
Lake We1r Property, 19 
Rainbow River, 107 
Samson Point, 27 
Silver River, 9, 315 
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COUNTY INDEX 

MARTIN 
Seabranch, 1'1 
South Savannas, 11'1 

MONROE 

Big P1ne Key, 9 
Boot r.ey, 1'1 
Coupon Bight, '1, 93 
Curry Hammocks, 73 
Key West Salt Ponds, 301 
Little Torch Key, 23 
Mahogany Hammack, b, 53 
North Key Largo Hammocks, '1, 51 
NOrth Layton Hammock, 1'1, 201 
Ohio Key South, 1'1, 245 
Ramrod Key, 1'1 
Rodriguez Key, 1'1 
Sugarloaf Hammock, 1'1 
Sunset Hammock, 1'1 
Tree of Life Tracts, 19 
Windley Key Quarry, 'I 

NASSAU 
Little Tiger Island, 1'1 
Nassau Valley State Reserve, 'I 

OKEECHOBEE 
Okeechobee Battlef1eld, 19 

ORANGE 

Lake Forest, 'I 
Rock Spr1ngs Run State REserve, 9 

OSCEOLA 

Reedy Creef: Swamp, 19 
lhree Lakes/Prair~e Lakes, '1, 153 

PALM BEACH 
CRA Mangrove Project, 1'1 
East Everglades-Aerojet, 9 
H1ghland Beach, 1'1 
Holey Lands, '1, 319 
Old Leon Moss Ranch, 345 
Rotenberger/Seminole Ind1an Lands, '1, 31'1 
Wh1te Belt Ranch, 9 
Yamato Scrub, 378 

PASCO 

Bayonet Point, 219 
Berkov1tz Tract, 21'1 
Cotee Point, 27 
Little Gator Creek, 9 
New R1ver, 1'1 
Wetstone/Berkovitz, 217 

PINELLAS 

Cooper's Point, 9, 27 
Gateway, 'I 

POLK 

Crooked Lake Pines, 19 
Lake Arbuckle, '1, 3'1 
Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub, BS 

ST. JOHNS 
Guana River, 9 
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COUNTY INDEX 

Sf. LUCIE 
Lakela's Mint, 19 
North Fork St. Luue Rtver, 19, 139 
North Port Martna, 19, 139 
South Savannas, 9, 119 

SANTA ROSA 
Garcon Potot, 193 
Pond Creek Corrtdor, 19 

SARASOTA 
Warm Mineral Sprtngs, 307 

SEMINOLE 
Lower Econlockhatchee R1ver, 19 
Sprtng Hammock, '1, 311 

SUMTER 
CacCiatore, 9, 21.3 
Carlton Half Moon Ranch, 103 
Jumper Creek, 21.1 
Lake Panasoffkee, 19 
Mondello, 21.1 
Rat n Forest, 19 
Withlacoochee, 21.1 
Withlacoochee EEL Inholdtng, '1, 21.1 
Wlthlacoochee River/Princess Lake, 19 

SUWANNEE 
Peacock Slough, 9, 227 
Peacock Spnngs, 227 
Runntng Springs Bluff, 19 

fAY LOR 
Big Bend, 36, 31.8 

VOLUSIA 
Goldy/Bellemead, 19, 277 
North Peninsula, 9, 297 
Ponce de Leon Sprtngs Addition, 19 
Stark Tract, 9 1 27 
Strickland Bay Buffer, 19 
Tomoka State Park Add1t1on, 19 
Volus1a EEL Addition (Woody Property;, 353 
VoluSla Water Recharge Area, 9 
Woody Property, 353 

WAKULLA 
Mashes Sands, 23 
Wakulla Spnngs, 9, 267 

WALTON 
Deer Lake Parcel, 19, 3b5 
Grayton Dunes, 9 

WASHINGTON 
P1ne Log Swamp, 19 
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