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ABSTRACT 

The 1989 Conservation and Recreation Lands <CARLl Annual Report was prepared 
pursuant to Rule 18-B, Florida Administrative Codes, and Chapter 259, Florida 
Statutes. It includes the 1989 CARL Annual Pr1ority List of 60 projects and a 
synopsis of program activ1ties which occurred between July 1, 1988, and 
December 31, 1988. The Land Acquisition Selection-Committee added five <Sl new 
projects to the 1988 CARL Annual Priority List, t~ansferred four (4) Save Our 
Coast projects to the CARL program, and modified the boundaries of nine (9) of 
the existing CARL projects. Four <4> projects which were included on the 1988 
CARL Annual Priority List have been removed from the list because they were 907. 
or more completed, while fourteen (14) projects were removed from the list but 
will be reconsidered during the next reranking of the CARL priority list. 

Brief summaries of all 60 projects on the 1989 CARL Annual Priority List are 
included in the Annual Report. Descriptions of past program accomplishments, 
CARL program procedures, activities of the Board, the Legislature, the 
Selection Committee and the Department of Natural Resources during 1988, and 
other CARL matters are also included in the 1989 CARL Annual Report. 

This report was prepared by the Evaluation Section, Bureau of Land Acquisitlon,. 
Division of State'Lands, Department of Natural Resources, under the guidance of 
the Land Acquisition Selection Committee, Mr. Percy W. Mallison, Jr., and 
Mr. Charles Hardee. The CARL !faison staff and the Dep~rtment of Natural 
Resources' land acquisition agents also provided invaluable ass1stance in 
preparing this report. 
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INTRODUCTION 

As one of the fastest growing states in the nation, Florida is experiencing 
many of the side effects that accompan~ rap~d popuiation growth. Most 
importantLy, the state's unique and diverse natural resources, which attract 
millions of visitors annually, arll! disappearing at an alarming rate as ·more and 
more areas are being developed to accommodate the growing population. The 
State of Florida, however~ is strongly committed to conserving its natural 
heritage and has instituted s~veral major land acquisition programs for that 
purpose. 

0 n e o f t h e m o s t i m p or t an t s t a t e 1 a n 'd a c q u i s i t i o n p r o g r a m s i s t h e C on s e r v a t i on 
. and Recreation Lands <CARLl program. Established in 1979 by the Florida 
Leg i s J.a t u r e, the CARL program has h o p r i mary purposes. F i· r s t , i t i nco r p or ate d 
the 1972 Environmentally Endangered Lands <EELi program, whose primary purpose 
was the. conservati-on of l an·d.s that: 

1. Contained naturally occurring and relatively unalter'ed flola or fauna, 
representing a natural area unique to, or scarce within, a region of 
Florida or larger g~ographic 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 u~ique geolog1c feature •. 

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

1. For use and protection as natural floodplain, marsh or estuary, if the 
protection and conservation of such lands are necessary to enhance or 
protect water quality or quantity or to protect fish or wildlife hab1tat 
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 leg1slation was the separat1on of powers, 
responsibilities and duties for administering the CARL program. among three 
public en~ities: 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 prbperty to be acquired, the Division of State lands 
negotiates the acqutsition, and the Board of Trustees oversees the activittes 
taking place under the CARL program and allocates money from the CARL Trust 
Fund. 

The Selection Committee has sole responsibility for the evaluation, selection 
and ranking of State land acquisition projects on the CARL ~riority ltst. 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 De~artment 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 

The Selection Committee, with the assistance of staff <Table 1l, annually 
reviews all CARL applications, decides which. applications should receive 
further evaluation through the·preparation of detailed resource assessments, 
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determines the final project-boundaries through the project design process,. and 
establishes the priority ranking of CARL projects !See pages 12-17!. 

The Governor and Cabinet, as the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement 
Trust Fund, are responsible for approving, in whole or in part, the list of 
acquisition projects in the order of priority in which such projects are 
presented. In other words, the Board can, strike individual projects from the 
Selection Committee's list, but they can neither add projects to the list nor 
change a project's priority ranking. The Board also controls all allocations' 
from the CARL Tru5A 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 administrative 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 be~alf of the· 
Board. The Division also provides staff support for administering all leases 
and management plans for lands acquired through the CARl program. 
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Table 1: Land Acquisition Selection Committee Members and CARL Liaison Staff 
Members 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

Chair 1988-89 
Colonel Robert M. Brantly 
Executive Director 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
Farris Bryant Building, Room 101 
6 2 0· Sou t h Mer i d i an 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600 
Phone: 488-2975 

' 

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

Mr. Tom Pelham, Secretary 
Department of Community Affairs 
The Rhyne Building, Room 106 
2740 Centerview Drive 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: -488-8466 

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

Mr. Tom Gardner, Executtve Directo~ 
Mr. Don Duden, designee , 
Dep·ar t men t of Natura 1 Resources 
Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Rm 1011CA 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-1554 

Mr. Harold Mikell 
Division of Forestry 
Department of Agriculture and 

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

LIAISON STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Doug Bailey 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
Farris Bryant Building, Room 235 
620 South Meridian 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600 
Phone: 488-6661 

Mr. Robert C. Taylor 
Division of Histortcal Resources 
Department of State 
R.A. Gray Building, Room 423 
500 South Bronaugh Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250 
Phone: 487-2333 

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

Mr. Mickey Bryant (Mr. Ruark L. Cleary) 
Department of Environmental Regulat1on 
Twin Towers Office Building, Room 524F 
2600 Blair Stone·Road 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 
Phone: 487-2477 

Dr. 0. Greg_Brock 
Environmental Administrator 
Department of Natural Resources 
Suite B114, Box 58 
2639 North Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
Phone: 487-1750 

Mr. Jim Grubbs 
Division of Forestry 
Department of Agricultu~e and 

Consumer Services 
Administration Building, Room 269 
3125 Conner Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1650 
Phone: 488-8180 

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

Mr. David Trimble 
Division of Recreation and Parks 
Department of Natural Resources 
Douglas Building, Room 514 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Phone: 488-2844 
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Ms. Donna Ruffner 
and 

Mr. Gary Knight 
Evaluation Section 
Division of State Lands 
Suite Bll4i Box 58 
2639 North Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
Phone: 487-1750 
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Land Acquisitions: 1980-1988 

On December 16, 1980, the Board of Trustees approved the first CARL pr1ority 
list of 27 projects submitted by the Selection Committee. Subsequently, the 
Board. has approved eleven CARL priority lists. Seven of these were submitted 
with CARL Annual Reports, while four priority lists were submitted with CARL 
Interim Reports <Table 21. The eight annual CARL priority lists that .were 
approved by the Board from 1980 through 1988 are presented in Addendum I. 

Table 2: Dates that Previous CARL Priority Lists were Submitted to and 
Approved by the Board 

Comm1ttee Reports 
First Report 
Annual Report 
Annual Report 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 
'Interim Report 
Annual Report 
Annual Report 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 

Board Approval Date 
12-16-80 

7-20-82 
7-03-83 
2-24-84 
7-03-84 
1-29-85 
7~02-85 

1-07-86 
7-01-86 
8-04-87 
3-08-88 
8-09-88 

The acquisitions from 1980 through 1988 under the CARL program are 1mpressive 
<Tables 3, 4, 5, and 6; Addendum VII>. 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 in southwest 
Florida, the coastal dunes of Guana River in St. John's County and the 
historically significant' Fort San Luis and the Grove in Tallahassee <Figure 1). 
Over ,l40,000.acres of-Florida's diminishing natural areas, forests, wetlands, 
fish and wildlife habitat, endangered and threatened species habitat, spr~ngs, 
and historic and archaeologic s1tes have been acquired with over $229.5 million 
from the CARL Trust.Fund <Table 3>. The Board also approved several option 
contracts which have not yet closed. When these option contracts close, over 
19,400 additional acres worth over $23.3 million will have been acquired 
!Tables 4 and 81. 

When you add projects purchased through CARL's predecessor, the $200 million 
Environmentally Endangered Lands <EELl bond fund, the list of accomplishments 
is even more impressive <Table 31. Approx1mately 389,370 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, Figure ll. 

-6-



Table 3: CARL and EEL Acquisitions Summary 
Closin s: 

Year Acreage* CARLU EEUU 
1972-79 370,382 -0- $175,033,408 

1980 65 -0- $ 697,500 
1981 106 $ 354,966 -0-
1982 5, 196 $ 12,117,267 $ 2,766,256 
1983 28,985 $ 8,035,209 '$ 21,502,836 
1984 54,686 $ 40,707,974 ..:o-
1985 15,760 $ 36,888,109 -0-
19'86 16,879 $ 43,448,277 -0-
1987 17,209 $ 34,,977' 957 -0-: 
1988 .20 488 $ 52 980 197 ·-0-

Subtotal 529,756 $229,509,956 $200,000,000 
Outstanding Opt1ons: 
prior to 1988 9,391 $ 10,571,369 -0-

1988 10 026 $ 12 768 324 -0-
Subtotal 19,417 $ 23,339;693 Lo-
TOTAL 549,173 $ 252,849,649 $200,000,000 

* Includes both CARL and EEL acreages acquired. The acreages for tracts 
which ·were purchased via two or more option payments are generally 
included in the y~ar that the first option payment was made. · 

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

*** EEL expenditures for 1972-79--was determined by subtracting .expenditures 
d u r i n g 1 9 8 0 t h r o u g h 1 9 8 3 f r om t h e t o t a 1 $ 2 0 0 m i 1 1 i on b on d ·. i s s u e • 

Table 4: Outstanding Options/Agreements Authorized 
Project Name* 
Cayo Costa Island 
Estero Bay 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Fakahatchee Strand 
North Peninsula 
Rotenberger 

13 parcels) 

Save Our Everglades/DOT ** 
Save Our Everglades/DOT ** 
South Savannas 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 
Spring Hammock 12 parcels) 
Spring_ Hammack 
Spring Hammock 
St. Johns River 

TOTAL 

Date Authorized 
09-04-86 
12-15-87 
10-07-86 
12-15-87 
11-27-87 
10-06-87 
05-19-87 

- 06-02-87 
~ 12/16/86 

12-02-86 
02-17-87 
06-02-87 
06-16-87 
08-25-87 
12-15-87 
01-21-86 

by Board prior to 1988 
Acreage Amount 

4.96 $ 256,550 
4,518.0 5,000,000 

700.0 500,000 
8.58 1, 700 

15.20 160,-150 
10.0 ~,500 

1,143.58 571,755 
364.41 182,259 

3.4 9,500 
.69 -10,700 

3.75 30,600 
5.00 46,464 

281.29 1,908,325 
52.94 938,475 
19.60 69,000 

2,260.0 881,400 
9 391.39 $10 571 369 

* Numbers in parenthesis indicates number of options/agreements authorized 
when more than one on that date. 

** Pursuant to the Interagency Joint Participation Ag~eement between the 
Florida Department of Transportation and the Board of Trustees to purchase 
property within the I-75 right-of-way corridor within the Save Our·. 
Everglades CARL project. 
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iaole 5: Current CARL ProJects Unae·r AcquiSition 
Map 
No. 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4.' 
5. 
b. 

7. 
a. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
1 7. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 

Project 
Paynes Prairie 
Charlotte Harbor 
Crystal River 
FaKahatchee Strand 
Rookery Bay 
Save Our Everglades -
Lower Apala~hic~la 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 
Lower Wacissa/Aucilla 
S t . J .on n s R I v e r 
Cayo Costa 
Estero Bay 
Andrews 
Silver River 
Coupon BighttBig Pine Key 
North Key Largo Hammocks 
ihree Lks WMA/Prairie Lks SP 
Rotenoerger/Holey Land 
South Savannas· 
Spring Hammock 
W1thlacoochee EEL 

County 
Alachua 
Charlotte 
Citrus 
Collier 
Collier 
Collier 
Franklin 
Hernando 
Jefferson 
Lake 
Lee 

·Lee 
Levy 
Marlon 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Osceola 
Palm Beach 
St.Luc/Martin 
Seminole 
Sumter 

Fun as 
Expended* 

$ 1,41B,OOO.OOH 
8, o7o, 838. oo· 
9,034,382.00 

13,099,463.00 
6,181,485.00 

11,900,369.00 
7,615,250.00 
3' 461' 190. 00 
4,637,536.00 

881,400.00 
18,731,o99.57 
8,474,750.00 
4,839,000.00 
8_,982,896.00 

588,396.00 
42,736,502.00 
20,439,386.88 

9,119,848.50 
5,473,367.00 
5,694,240.00 
2,150,000.00 

Peacock· Slough Suwannee 738,517.00 
Wakulla Sp~ings Wakulla 7,150,000.00 

Table 6: 901. or More Complete CARL and EEL Projects 
24. R1ver Rise State Preserve Alach/Colum 4,598,957.00 
25. San Felasco Hammock St.Pres. Alachua 7,077,193.25 
26. Canaveral+ Brevard 839;842.00 
27. T~sohatchee State Reserve Brevard 16,000,000.00 
28. Westlake Broward 11,945,395.00 
29. Homosassa Spnngs Citrus 3,449,600.0.0 
30. Stoney Lane Citrus 498,857.00 
31. Barefoot Beach Collier 3,910,000.00** 
32. Big Cypress Nat. Preserve Collier 40,000,000.00*• 
33. Deering Hammock Dade 19,210,675.00 
34. Gables By The Sea Dade 5,628,397.73 
35. ITT Hammock Dade 6,111,500.00 
36. Escambia Bay Bluffs Escambia 394,250.00 
37. Perd1do Key State Preserve Escamb1a 8,057,800.00 
38. Cape St. George St. Res. Franklin 8,838,000.00 
39. St. George Island, Unit 4 Franklin 1,076,912.00 
40. M.K. Ranch \Lower Apalach.l Gulf 2,923,153.00 
41. Brown/Big Shoals Hamilton 4,668,275.00 
42. Bower Tract Hillsborough 5,491,500.00 
43. Weeden Island State Preserve -Hillsborough 6,000,000.00 
44. Lower Wekiva River St. Res. Lake 3,749,927.20 
45. DeSoto S1te Leon 1,400,000.00 
46. Fort San Luis Leon 1, 025,000.00 
47. The Grove Leon 2,295,000.00 
48. Cedar Key ·Scrub+ Levy 1,543,604.00 
49. Windley Ke~ Quarry Monroe 2,225,000.00 
50. Nassau Valley State Preserve Nassau 232,524.25 
51. Consolicated Ranch<Rock Sp Run>Orange 7,632,115.00 
52. Aerojet <East Everglades) Dade 10,574,560.00 
53. Little Gator Creek Pasco 1,175,000.00 
54. Gateway Pinellas 1,533,162.00 
55. Lake Arbuckle Polk 8,849,820.00 
56. Guana River St. Johns 25,000,000.00** 
57. North Pen1nsula Volusia 13,553,329.00 
58. Stark Tract Volusia 3,003,900.00 
59. Volusia Water Recharge 'Area+ Volus1a 3,743,800.00 
60. Grayton Dunes Walton 2,375,250.00** 

Acreage*** 
Acquired 

18,026.17 
17,14L51 
2,429.88 

47,081.75 
1,146.54 

18,010.89 
28,121.% 
15,422.00 
13,179.00 

2,260.00 
1,55o.l6 
5,178.00 
2,838.80 
2,241.02 

109.31 
1,511:Bo 

51,485.00 
14, 798.68+ 
3,568.01 

709.35 
10,148.18 

280.00 
2,902.00 

4' 182 .'00 
5,4ol.OO 
2,666.00 

28,000.00 
1,177.84 

150.00 
1,373.77 

15o.45 
134,822.22 

347.22 
180.00 
692.34 

16. 1 0 
247.03 

2,294.59 
75.00 

8,792./JO 
2,683.00 
1,596.00 

616.03 
4,531.70 

4.83 
49.72 
10.35 

4,988.00 
28.00 

639.50 
8,735.99 

17,280.00 
565.00 
725.84 

13, 74o.OO 
4,800.00 
1,119.62 

719.44 
6,665.00 

800.19 

• Including options approved but not yet closed <as of Dec. 31, 1988). Also 
Includes EEL funds spent. Does not 1nclude.funds spent for boundary maps 
and appraisals unless they were ~ncluded in the closing. .. 

*** 

• • 

Doe.s not include LATF, SOC, WMD, 1 ocal government, or Federal- Funds spent 
or to be 'spent. 
Not including donations or exchanges • 
Ranked below 60. <see page 31), not necessarily 901. complete. 
Not including, Holey Land township and adjacent ·sections within proJect area 
wh1ch have never been conveyed. 
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CARL Acquisitions/Option Aqree•ents: July 1, 1988 to Dece•ber 31, 1988 

Because the 1988 CARL Annual Report included summary statistics current through' 
June 30, 1988, this discussion is limited primirily to acquisitions which 
occurred between July 1 and December 31, 1988. Henceforth, the CARL Annual 
Report will summarize activities which occurred during the preceding calendar 
year, in lieu of the preceding fiscal year as was done with previous annual 
reports. 

The list of accomplishments under the CARL program during the last half of 1988 
included the acquisition of ca. 4,344 acres that cost ca~ $20.2 million <Table 
7>. Major acquisitions or closings during July 1 to December 31, 1988 included 
the Bayside and the Chastain properties within the North.Key Largo Hammocks, 
Homosassa_Springs and Sun Coast Shores <Crystal River) in Citrus County, 
Canaveral I~dustrial Park on the St. Johns River in Brevard County, Canon 
Island within Rookery Bay in Collier County, the DeSoto Site in Leon County, 
and several parcels within Cayo Costa, Spring Hammock, 'and Fakahatchee Strand. 
Additionally, the Board approved option contracts to secure over 68 parcels in 
the last half of 1988 <Table BBl. When these parcels close, the State w1ll 
have purchased another·6,918 acres for $6.2 million <Addendum VII>. Thus, the 
sum total of CARL acquisit1ons and Board approved option contracts during the 
eight years that the program has operated amounts to nearly 160 1 0.00 acres at an 
anticipated final cost of nearly $253 million. 

Table 7: CARL Acquisitions Closed: July 1 to December 31. 1988 
Project Nanie* 
Canaveral 
Cayo Costa 
Cayo Costa 
Cayo Costa <2 parcels> 
Cayo, Costa 

·cayo Costa 
Cayo Costa <2 parcels) 
Cayo Costa 
Cayo Costa <2 parcels) 
Cayo Costa <2 parcels) 
Cayo Costa 
Crystal R1ver <Sun Coast Shores> 
DeSoto S1te 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Fakahatchee Strand <3 parcelsl 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Homosassa Springs 

Date Closed 
10/20/88 
08-0_5-88 
08-25-88 
09-07-88 
09-20-88 
09-23-88 
12-05-88 
12-09-88 
12..-14-88 
12-21-88 
12-27-88 
10-20-88 
09-29-88 
07-15-88 
08-03-88 
12-05-88 
12-30-88 

N. Key Largo Hammock <Bayside Prop> 
N. Key Larfo Hammock <Chastain> 
North Peninsula <Lopez, #23> 
Peacock Slough <Bassett> 

12-07-88 
12-16-88 
09-20-88 
07-02-88 
11-15-88 
09-03-88 
08-23-88 
09-10-88 

Rookery Bay <Canon Island> 
Rotenberger 
Spring Hamm. <2 Overstreet parcels) 
Spring Hammock <Volchkol 

TOTAL 

-10-

Acreage 
2,666.0 

• 16 
.32 

1. 12 
.32 

3.36 
• 7 
.32 
.48 

1. 09 
.32 

786.71 
4.83 
2.52 
5.05 
1. 25 

150.00 
142.46 

45.66 
13.20 
40.00 

357.91 
10.00 

107.91 
1.9 

4 343.59 

Cost 
$ 839,842 

30,800 
8,050 

44,800 
2,400 

37,800 
13,850 
9,200 

12,075 
38,000 
56,000 

701,732 
1,400,000 

1' 13 4 
2, 274, 

563 
3,449,600 
8,325,000 
1 ' 000' 411 

397,792 
42,219 

2~983,114 
4,500 

639,345 
121,130 

$20 161 631 
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Table 8: Outstanding Options/Agreements Authorized by Board of· Trustees 
A: January 1 to June 30, 1988 

Project Name* Date Authorized 
Cayo Costa Island 04-12-88 
Cayo Costa Island 04-26-88 
Cayo Costa Island <2 parcels> 05-10-88 
Cayo Costa Island (4 parcels> 06-14-88 
Coupon Bight (2 p~rcels) 02-23-88 
Coupon Bight 03-08-88 
Coupon Bight ( 4 parcels> 03-22-88 
Coupon Bight (3 parcels) 04-26-88 
C,oupon Bight (3 parcels)· 05-24-88 
Estero Bay 03-08-88 
Fakahatchee Strand (4 parcels) 01-26-88 
Fakah~tchee Strand <33 parcels! 04-12-88 
Fakahatchee Strand <13 parcels! 05-10-88 
Fakahatchee Strand (3 parcels) 06-28-88 
North Key Largo Hammock 05-10-88 
North Key Largo Hammock 05-24-88 
Rotenberger <13 parcels! 01-26-88 
Rotenberger <2 parcel~) 03-22-88 
Roten,/Sem. Ind. Lands (9 parcels) 05-24-88 
Save Our Everglades/DOT 01-26-88 
Sav·e Our Everglade's/GG < 13 par. l U · 05-10-88 
Save Our Everglades/GG (4 par.>** 06-28-88 
Save Our Everglades/DOT ** 06-28-88 
South Savannas 01-26-88 
South Savannas <2 parcels) 06-28-88 
Spring Hammock 03-08-88 
Spring Hammock <4 parcels) 06-14-88 

Subtotal 

B: July to Dec'ember 31, 1988 
Project Name* 
Cayo Costa 
Cayo Costa (4 
Cayo Costa <3 
Cayo Costa <3 
Cayo Costa (6 
Cayo Costa 
Coupon.Bight 
Coupon Bight 

parcels) 
parcels! 
parcels> 
parcels>. 

Date Authorized 
08-23-88 
10-11-88 
10-25-88 
11-10-88 
12-06-88 
12-20-88 
10-11-88 
11-22-88 

Fakahatchee Strand <3 parcels> 
Fakahatchee Strand <3 parce~sl 
Fakahatchee Strand <2 parcels) 
Fakahatchee Strand (3 parcels) 
North Key Largo Hammock <3 parcels> 
North Peninsula 
North Peninsula 
Rotenberger 
Rotenberger 
Save Our Everglades/GG (4 parcels) 
Save Our Everglades/56 (8 parcels> 
Save Our Everglades/GG <7 parcels) 
Save Our Everglades/DOT <3 par.>t*, 

08-09-88 
09-13-88 
09-27-88 
10-25-88 
09-13-88 
10-25-88 
11-22-88 
08-09-88 
08-23-88 
08-09-88 
09-27-88 
10-25-88 
10-25-88 
10-27-88 Save Our Everglades/GG 

Save Our Everglades/56 (5 
Save Our Everglades/DOT** 
Spring Hnmoc k 

parcels) 11-22-88 

Subtotal 
TOTAL 

'12-20-88 
08-09-88 

Acreage 
• 32 
• "16 
.32 

1. 12 
1. 80 
.37 

3.53 
2.42 
1. 92 

660.0 
25. 12 
74.42 
30.75 
7.52 

.93 
8.39 

36.88 
3.75 

16.25 
640.0 

40.14 
5.96 

1,442.9 
8.5 

45.0 
19.72 
29.76. 

3.107.95 

Acreage 
. 31 
.80 
.48 

1. 12 
5.44 

. 27 
40.39 

2.76 
31.25 
22.5 
3.75 

.5.0 
41.54 
5.8 

10.20 
2.50 
2.50 

12. 18 
24.34 
12.31 

6,453.75 
2.27 
9.99 

211. 75 
15.05 

6,918.25 
10,026.20 

Amount 
9,200 
4,600 
7,925 

41, 150 
79,400, 
23,880 
80,390 

.,89,944' 
66,459 

3,474,750 
3,421 

36,887 
13,838 
3,382 
9,450 

138,105 
16,596 
1,688 
7,312 

128,000 
23,007 
2,699 

1,576,250 
32,~00 

307,325 
69,000 

319,942 
$6,566,900 

Amount 
$ 10,000 

52' 150 
'21,625 
70,850 

110,212 
12,600, 
76,903 
33,920 
14,063 
10,125 
1,687 
2,249 

444,598 
80,000 

224,400 
1' 125 
1' 125 
8,239 

22,457 
11' 192 

4,682,122 
3' 121 
7,261 

105,600 
193,800 

6,201,424 
$12,768,324 

* Numbers in parenthesis indicates number of options/agreements authorized 
when more than one on that date. 

,':' 

** Pursuant. to the Interagency Joint Participation Agreement between the 
Florida Department of Transportation and the Board of Trustees to purchase 
property within the f-75 right-of-way corridor within the--Save Our 
Everglades CARL project. 
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CURRENT CARL PROGRA" PROCEDURES 

Several major refineme~ts of the CARL program have occurred over the past .few 
years. During the 1984-5 CARL evaluation cycle, a new "project design" process 
was initiated, which was further developed during the past four years into_what 
is now the RRsource Planning Boundary and Project Design Process. This 
intensive method of analyzing projects proposed for acquisition helps to insure 
that significant natural resources in the vicinity of a proposed project are 
included in the final project boundaries. It also attempts to identify and 
solve as many technical problems as possible before appraisal, boundary 
mapping, and the actual acquisition of a project occur. 

Each project is first evaluated by biol~gists, cultural resource experts and 
land management specialists to determine the optimum boundaries necessary to 
preserve important natural communities and other resource values. At the same 
time, projects are evaluated for their public accessibility and recreational 
opportunities. If a project continues to receive the necessary support from 
the Land Acquisition Selection Committee then it is examined by an 
interdisciplinary team of land planners, land surveyors, real estate appra1sers 
and land acquisition agents. They develop project recommendations which 
consider: the resources to be protected, the projected cost of acquisit1on, 
existing protective regulations, the possibility of coordination with other 
public or private land acquisition agencies, and the feasibility of protecting 
at least part of the project area by acquiring less than .fee simple title. 
Finally, the project planning team makes recommendations on the sequence of 
acquiring land within the project area. 

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

A summary of the FSLAP~s five general guidelines and sixteen specific 
objectives under n1ne major resource categories <ranging from freshwater 
resources to historical resources) is included in Addendum,IV. By thoroughly 
evaluating projects for their conformance with FSLAP's guidelines and 
objectives, the project selection and ranking process should avoid undue 
subjectivity. The FSLAP was utilized again this year by the Land .Acqui.sition 
Selection Committee to assist them in their selection and ranking dec1sions. 

Another major improvement over the past few years has been the integration of 
the Florida Natural Areas Inventory <FNAil into the CARL evaluat1on and 
priority ranking process. The FNAI is a cooperative effort between the State 
of Florida and The Nature Conservancy, an international nonprofit organization 
that is dedicated to preserving the world's biotic diversity. Funded through 
the CARL program since 1981, the FNAI maintains a comprehensive database on the 
status, distribution, and management of exemplary biotic communities, rare and 
endangered plants and animals, aquatic and marine habitats, geological. and 
other natural features found within the State of Florida. The FNAr database 
system has three principle components: 

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

2. Map files of specific or general locations of monitored species and· 
natural communities; and 

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

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

1. An initial review of all CARL applications for their natural resource 
values <e.g., Addendum V>; 

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

3. The preparation of natural resource 'assessments for all acquisition 
projec~s assigned for full review; 

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

5. Assistance in designing projects' and recommending· acquisition priorities 
or phases; and 

6. Other natural resource evaluations for the CARL prog~am. 

The type and quality of the unique information provided by the FNAI is an 
invaluable tool for decision makers when planning for the wise management of 
Florida lands. The FNAI is rapidly becoming one of the most important sources 
of biological and ecological information in the state, as reflected b~ the 
numerous data requests received from state and federal agencies, organizations, 
land dev•lopers, and others. The primary subject areas of previous information 
requests have included: natural resource inventories of all kinds, management 
plans for state lands, Development of Regional Impact reviews and other 
permitting or regulatory impact assessments, power plant siting and 
transmission line corridors, highway routing, water resource development 
projects, listing ·of species as endangered or threatened~ review of state and 
federal surplus lands, local government land use planning, etc. It is often 
through these actions that the FNAI is instrumental in protecting important 
natural resources without the need for state acquisition. 

Su••ary of the CARL Evaluation, Selection and Ranking Process 

Evaluation, selection and ranking of CARL projects by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee is governed by Rule 18-8, Florida Administrative Code. ·The 
Selection Committee has been in the process of revis1ng this rule during the 
past two years to conform with recent revisions in Florida Statutes <see pages 
32-37!. Figure 2 <page 14! illustrates the proposed process for evaluating, 
selecting and ranking CARL proposals. A brief explanation of the steps, as 
identified in Figure· 2, is provided below: 

1. Acquisition Proposal Form 

Filed on form 18-tA, which may ·be obtained from the Evaluation Section, 
Division of State Lands, proposal forms must be received on or before 
January 31 to be considered during that year's''CARL cycle. Late 
applications are considered during the next cycle, unless they are accepted 
out-of-cycle by an affirmative vote of four or more Selection Committee 
members. Proposals are accepted from any source, which generally includes 
state agencies, local governments, conservation organizations, land owners, 
realtors, etc. Proposals may be rejected if incomplete, but the sponsor is 
first notified and provided the opportunity to supply the essential 
information. 

2. Public Presentations 

Project sponsors or their designees are e~couraged to provide oral testimony 
and visual or written materials in support of acquisition proposals at 
public meetings held in Tallahassee. Each project sponsor is allowed a 
short presentation. Committee members may request additional information 
from sponsors. 
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Figure 2: Flowchart of the CARL Program Evaluation, Selection and Ranking 
Process 
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3. First 4-Vote Meeting 

The Committee votes to determine which proposals will be subjected to the 
full .review process after reviewing (a) the information provided·on the 
acquisition·proposal forms, (b) analysis by the Florida Natur~l Area~ 
Inventory, and <cl public testimony. Proposals that receive four or more 
votes are considered further. The sponsors of these proposal5 are asked to 
provide additional ~nformation about ownerships on Form 18-18. Proposals 
receiving less than four votes may be considered during a subsequent cycle 
if reconsideration 1s requested in writing. 

4. Resourc~ Planning Boundary <RPBI 

Proposals voted to full review are first analyzed for thetr maJor resource 
attributes as indtcated by the submitted materials. A statement of each 
project's public purpose and resource-based goals is developed by the . 
Evaluation Section and reviewed by Committee staff. Florida Natural Ar~as 
Inventory <FNAII examines proposals, particularly maps showing boundaries, 
to determine the need for boundary additions or deletions based upon 
existing information within the FNAI database, general topography, .aerial 
photography, and knowledgeable sources. The FNAI Resource Pl~nning 
Boundary <RPBI and supporting documentation are then circulated to 
Committee staff members for review by them and appropriate field staff.· 
Suggested revisions to the FNAI prepared RPB are sub~itted by staff with 
written justification for boundary modifications. The resultant RPB 
developed by Committee staff is used to determine the project area to be 
thoroughly assessed, which generally encompasses the maximum RPB. The RPB 
~ar be further modified during the assessment process. 

5. Assessment 

A written report assessing the area within the RPB is prepared by staff to 
addres~ the following: 

a. General location and size of project. 
b. Natural resources, including community types, endangered and 

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

c. Archaeological and historical resources. . 
d. Outdoor resource-based recreational potential. 
e. Conformance with Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Pl~n, 

Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan, and State Lands Management 
Plan. 

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

Lands. 
h. Ownership patterns and relative ease of acquisition. 
i. Estimated cost with respect to availability .of other funding, 

alternative acquisition techniques, management costs, etc. 
j. Suitability and proposed use, including functional usability, 

manageability, and designated management agencies. 
k. Location relative to urban areas, Areas of Critical State 

Concern, other public lands and political boundaries. 

Each agency represented on the Committee and the FNAI is assigned lead 
responsibility for the completion of appropriate portions of each 
assessment. Staff members or their designees conduct on-site evaluations 
of each proposed project. The assessment may suggest further revisions to 
the RPB or to the proposed purpose and resource-based goals. Assessments 
are compiled by the Evaluation Section and then distributed to all 
Committee members, staff, and .the FNAI for review. 

6. Committee Review 

Each project assessment, including the final RPB, is evaluated by the 
Committee to determine if it accurately and adequately assesses the 
charac~eristics of an acquisition proposal. The Committee may direct staff 
to modify the assessment or RPB for any acquisition proposal before 
approval. 
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7, Second 4-Vote Meeting 

After reviewing pertinent information, the Committee votes to determine 
which of the assessed proposals will receive a project design. Assessed 
proposals receiving four or more votes are considered further; 'projects 
receiving fewer than four votes may be considered during a subsequent cycle 
if ,rec~nsideration is requested in writing. 

8. Project Design 

The RPB approved by the Committee is the starting point for the ProJect 
Design. The RPB is'based predominantly on resource concerns, while the 
Project Design analyzes ownership patterns, regulatory controls, 
alternative acquisit1on 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 Acqu1sition, Survey 
and Mapping, and Appraisal, as well as a representative from the proposed 
management agency. Primary considerations during the'Project Design 
include: ' 

a. Number of private ownerships, tax assessed values and ease of, 
acquisition. 

b. Sovereignty and'jurisdictional lands. 
c. Public and non-profit ownerships. 
d. Information on land use and development trends, including zoning 

changes, annexations, and extension of ut1lities. 
e. Alternative acquisition techniques and the availability of other 

funding sources. 

The draft Project Design is then submitted to the FNAI, t~e Committee 
staff, and to the proposed management agencies for f1nal review and for 
recommendations on acquisition phasing. A time sequence for acquisition 1s 
recommended in order to acquire the most critical parcels first, with 
primary consideration given to resource management concerns and parcels~ 
endanqerment and vulnerability. Additionally, acquisitions which exceed 
budgetary limitations can be divided, according to relative resource 
importance, into phases that coinci~e with fiscal years. 

9. Committee Review 

Each Project Design, including the project design boundary map, proposed 
phasing, and recommended acquisition techniques, is evaluated by the 
Committee to determine if any modifications are required. The Committee 
may accept, mod1fy, or reject a project design. If rejected, the project 
design may be modified and reconsidered, or the Committee may require that 
it be resubmitted as a new proposal. 

10. Public Hearings 

Project sponsors are sent notices of forthcoming publ1c hearings to be held 
at several locations throughout the state. These hearings are scheduled to 
obtain additional oral testimony on the project proposals, as well as 
testimony on projects which are currently on a CARL Priority List. All 
public hearings are announced at least 30 days in advance 1n 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 mail1ng 
list that is maintained by the 'Evaluation Section. 
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11. Rank1ng Projects 

After the public hearings, the Committee ranks projects by one of several 
means: 

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

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

c. New projects 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 r•numbered •. 

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. 

After .or during the ranking of projects, the Committee may decide to remove 
one or more projects from their priority list for various reasons (e.g., to 
limit the size of the list>. The Committee shall approve by an affirmat1ve 
vote of at least four members the priority list to be submitted to the 
Boar~. 

12. Submission to Board 

The Committee's CARL Priority List is submitted to the Board of Trustees of 
the Internal Improvement Trust Fund !i.e., the Governor and Cabinet) along 
with the CARL Annual Report during the first Board meetin~ in February. 
The Board may approve the list or strike indiv1dual projects from the list, 
but they cannot otherwise alter the priority ranking of projects. The 
Board must act upon the Committee's list within 45 days of its submission· 
to them. Interim li~ts also may be developed at any time if requested by 
four or more members of the Committee. Interim lists are treated in the 
same manner as the Annual CARL Priority List. 

13. Boundary Map ·for Appraisal Purposes. 

After the Board approves the C.A.R.L. priority l1st, boundary maps and. 
title 1nformation reports are prepared for appraisal purposes. A boundary 
map is a line drawing and an aerial photogr~ph of the project ar~a with 
approximate ownerships, encumbrances, sovereignty lands, and project 
boundaries identified. Approximate upland and regulatory acreages are 
computed for each parcel. Title information reports are prepared by an 
abstractor to identify ownerships and encumbrances. The map is prepared by 
a Florida Professional Land Surveyor and approved by the Bureau of Survey 
and Mapping. Most boundary maps and title information reports·are 
contracted by the Bureau of Survey and Mapping. 

-17-



-18-



SU""ARY OF SELECTION CO""ITTEE ACTIONS - JULY 1 - DECE"BER 31, 1988 

The Land Acquisition Selection Committee held four <4> meetings during the last 
half of 1988 <Table 9 and Addendum II>. One <1> of these meetings included 
public hearings in which the general public, .particularly sponsors of CARL 
proposals, were invited to speak. All four of the Selection Committee meetings 
also included State Recreation and Parks Land Acquisition Program <SOC and 
LATFl agenda items. 

Table 9: Selection Committee 
Date 

09-28-88 
+10-26-88 

11-15-88. 
12-14-88 

Meeting Dates: July 
Agenda 
CARLILATF/SOC 
CARLILATF/SOC 
CARLILATF /SOC 
CARL/LATF/SOC 

NOTE: Meeting Summaries included in Addendum II. 

1 to December 31, 1988 
Location 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 

t Public hearings scheduled to receive public testimony. 

All Selection Committee meetings were advertised in the Florida Administrative 
Week 1 y as r e qui red by statu t'e. The agenda for the 0 c to be r 2 6, 1 9 8 8 pub 1 i c 
hearing (for receiving testimony on proposals be~ng assessed and projects on 
the priority list) was_also advertised in prominent newspapers throughout the 
state. Additionally, all county g9vernments, many city governments, state 
legislators,· regional planning councils, water management districts, 
conservation organfzations, and many other interested individuals were notified 
of forthcoming .meetings and their agendas via a mailing list <>800 entries) 
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 in Addendum III. 

The primary purpose of these meetings was to evaluate the 35 Save Our Coast 
prOjects to determine. which should be transferred to the CARL program. The 
Committee had previously <November 19, 1987> accepted the SOC assessments as 
valid CARL acquisition proposals far processing under the CARL program. Nine 
(9) of the 35 SOC projects were voted to full-review <Table 10 ~Figure 3l. 
Two of these had been assessed previously under the CAR~ program, and a third 
was voted to full review b~t never assessed. Additionally, the Comm1ttee 
agreed to assess the Whitehurst Property independently of the Chassahowitzka 
Swamp- Addition or Chassahowitzka- and Weeki Wachee Coastal .Wetlands CARL 
assessments 1n order to resolve· a petition for an informal administrative 
hearing. Thus, eight (8) project assessments were prepared by staff from July 
1 through December 31, 1988, while the Committee acted on twelve <12) proJect 
assessments during this time. Six !6l of these twelve project assessments were 
voted to project design <Table 11 and Figure 4l. 
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Table 10: SOC Projects Reviewed Under the CARL Program: 
July 1 to December 31. 1988 

'A. Approved for Full Review <Assessment! 
Map No.• Name Project No. 

1. St. Michaels Landing+ 860313-03-1 
2. Sebastian Inlet Addition North 871119-05-1 
3. Big Bend Coast+ 870324-62-1 
4. Bald Point Road Tract+ 870721-19-1 
5. St. Joseph Peninsula 871119-23-1 
6. Gills Tract 871119-51-1 
7. St. Augustine Beach 871119-55-1 
8. Hutchinson Island - Blind Creek 871119-56-1 
9. Topsail Hill 871119-66-1 

B. 
10. 
11. 
12. 

6 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
1 7. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34 .. 
35. 

Not Approved for Full Review 
Mexico Beach 
Santa Clara et al Tract 
Shell Island 
Brevard County Beaches 
Indiatlantic ·Beach Addition 
North Beach Addition 
Posner Tract 
Don Pedro Island 
Barefoot Beach 
Clam Pass 
North Shore Openspace 
Washington Oaks ·Addition 
Sebastian Inlet Addition South 
Gasparilla Island Addition 
Alex's Beach 
Fletcher Beach 
Matecumbe Beach 
Guana River 
Avalon Tract 
Ft. Pierce Inlet Addit1on 
Ft. Pierce South Addition 
Hutch1nson Is. (Grn. Turtle Bchl 
Surfside Addition 
Lighthouse Point 
Grayton Beach East Addition 
~Grayton Dunes 

871119-03-1 
871119-03-2 
871119-03-3 
871119-05-2 
871119-05'-3 
B71119-06-1 
B71119-06-2 
871119-08-1 
871119-11-1 
871119-11-2 
871119-13-1 
871119-18-1 
871119-31-1 
871119-36-1 
871119-43-1 
871119;..43-2 
871119-44-1 
871119-55-2 
87111-9-56-2 
871119-56-3 
871119-56-4 
871119-56-5 
871119-56-6 
871119-64-1 
871119-66-2 
810929-66-1 

County 
Bay 
Brevard 
Dixie/Taylor 
Franklin 
Gu·l f 
Pasco 
St. Johns 
St. Lucie 
Walton 

Bay 
Bay 
Bay 
Brevard 
Brevard 
Broward 
Broward 
Charlotte 
Collier 
Collier 
Dade' 
Flagler 
Indian. River 
Lee 
Martin 

·Martin 
Monroe 
St. Johns 
St. Lucie 
St. Luc:i e 
~t. Lucie 
St. Luc1e 
St. Lucie 
Vol usia 
Walton 

. Walton 

+ SOC projects that the Committee had previously voted to full ·review. * Numbers correspond to Figure 3. 
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Table 11: Project Assessments Prepared and Reviewed by the land Acquisition 
Sel~ction Committei: July 1 - December 31, 1988 

A. Project Assessments Approved for Project De~igns 
Map* 
Nos. 

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

Project Name 

St. Michaels Landing 
Bald Point Road Tract+ 
Bills Tract 
St. Augustine Beach 
Big Bend Coast+ 
Topsai 1 Hi 11 

County 

Bay 
Franklin 
Pasco 
St. Johns 
Taylor/Dixie 
Walton 

B. Project Assessments NOT Voted to Project Design 
7 • S e bast i an In 1 et Brevard 
8. St. Joseph Peninsula Gulf 
9. Chassahowitika Swamp Addition+ Hernando 

10. Chassahowitzka & Weeki Wachee+ Hernando 
11. Whitehurst Property Hernando 
12. Hutchinson Island St. Lucie 

Date 
Approved 

11-15-88 
U-15-88 
11-15-88 
11-15-88 
05-29-87 
11-15-88' 

11-15-88 
11-15-88 
11-15-88 
11-15-88 
11-15-88 
11 15-88 

t Assessment for these projects were actually prepared prior to July 1, 1988. * Numbers correspond to Figure 4. 
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FIGURE 5 

PROJECTS DESIGNED OR MODIFIED 
JULY 1 ·TO DECEMBER- 31, 1988 

Project designs approved 
Final action on project designs 
deferred or pending 
Boundary modifications prepared 
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Boundary modifications considered 
but rejected 
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In addition to the six <61 SOC projects that were voted to project design, 
project designs fa~ ten <101 of the f987-B8 CARL p~oposals' were also scheduled 
for completion· <Table 121. The project design for the Big Bend Coast CARL 
project was incomplete, but the Committee approved substituting the SOC 
boundary map for the CARL project design until such time that a project design 
could be prepared. Thus, fifteen <151 project designs were prepared by staff 
from July 1 through December 31, 1988, while the Committee approved sixteen 
<161 project designs during that time <Table 12AI. Final consideration for two 
project designs which had been prepared prior to July 1, 1988, is still pending 
<Table 12B>. 

Table 12: P r o j e c t Des i g n s P r e p a r e-d an d Rev i ewe d : J u 1 y 1 - Dec em b e r 3 1 , 1 9 8 8 
A. 

Map No.* 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10 0 

11. 
12 0' 

13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 

Project Designs Approved by Selection Committee 
Project Name County 
St. Michaels Landing*** Bay 
Big Bend Coast Tracf**** Dixie 
~ald Point Road Franklin 
Holmes Avenue Scrub*** Highlands 
Ybor City Addition Hi,llsborough 
Letchworth Mounds Jefferso.n· 
Silver Glen ~prings*** Lake/Marion 
Emerson ·Point Manatee 
Seabranch Martin 
Sugarloaf Hammock*** Monroe 
Tree-of-:LifeU* Monroe 
Gi 11 s Tract Pasco 
St. Augustine Beach*** St. Johns 
Lower Econlockhatchee Seminole 
Deer Lake Parcel*** Walton 
Topsail Hill Walton 

B: Final Action on Project Designs Deferred or Pending 
17. Apalachicola Historic Waterfront Franklin 
1 8 • Y·am at o S c.r u b P a 1 m Be a c h 

DateU 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 
11-15-88 
12-14-88 
11-15-88 

-11-15-88 
11-15-88 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 
11-15-88 
12-14-88 

05-11-87 
02-12-88· 

The Selection Committee revised the boundaries of nine <91 e~isting CARL 
projects during the July- December 1988 period <Table 13AI. Thre~ !31 of 
these resulted in reductions of project size through deletions of parcels or 
via project phasing. The remaining six !61·were expansions of existing proJect 
areas to include complete ownerships and to better protect the respurces and 
related public purposes. Two !21 additional boundary modifications wh1ch were 
proposed by property owners, were rejected by the Committee <Table 13Bl. 

Table 13: Boundary Mod1fications Reviewed: July 1 - December 31, 1988 

19 0 

20. 
21. 
22. 

23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 

28. 

29. 

A. 

B. 

Prepared and Approved by Selection Committee 
Lochloosa Wildlife Alachua 
Miami Rockridge· Pinelands Dade 
Apalachicola River & Bay Franklin 
B~M.K. Ranch Lake/Orange 

Seminole Woods 
Rainbow River 
Silver River·· 
Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 
Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 
Considered but Rejected by 
Apalachicola River and Bay 

B.M.K. Ranch 

Lake 
Marion 
Marion 
Osceola 
Polk 

Selection Committee 
Franklin 

Lake/Orange 

* Numbers correspond to Figure 5. 

12-14-88 
12-14-88 
11-15-88 
10-26-88 r 

Lll.-15-88 
11-15-88 
11-15-88 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 
12-14-88 

09-28-88 
[11-14-88 

10-26-88 

U D a t e ( s I of a p p r o v a 1 , c o_n s i d e r at i on , or 1 as t mod i f i c at i on of p r o j e c t 
design·. · 

*** Project design approved, but project was ranked below 60 and was not 
included on the CARL priority list. 

**** SOC boundary map was substituted for project design. 
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0 n D e c e m b e r 1 4 , 1 9 8 8 , t h e C o ~ m i t tee a p p r o v e d ( 2 n d 4 - v o t e )' s i x t e en ( 1 6 ) n e w CARL 
projects. _These projects were ranked with the 1988 priority list of 68 CARL 
projects for a total of 84 projects [Note: The DeSoto Site, which already had 
been acquired, was not included in the ranking]. As they had agreed during 
t'heir meeting on November -15, 1988, the Committee voted to recommend to the 
Governor and Cabinet the top 60 projects as the 1989 CARL priority list <see 
page 43). Nine of the 16 new projects were ranked in the top 60: five (5) 
were 1987-88 CARL proposals and four <4> were SOC transfer projects <Table 14, 
Figure 6). 

Table 14: Projects Added to the CARL Priority List since August 1988 
A: 1987-88 CARL Acquisition Proposals 

Map .No.+ Project Name 1989 Rank County Date 

1. Ybor City Addition 18 Hillsborough 12-14-88 
2. Letchworth Mounds 60 Jefferson 12-14-88 
3. Emerson Point 15 Manatee 12-14-88 
4. Seabranch 41 Martin 12-14-88 
5. Lower Econlockhatchee River 44 Sem1nole 12-14-88 

B: soc Projects Transferred to CARL 

6. Bald Point Tract 57 Franklin 12-14-88 
7. Gills Tract 55 Pasco 12-14-88 
B. Big Bend ·coast Tract 19 Taylor/Dixie 12-14-88 
9. Topsail Hi 11 17 Walton 12-14-88 

• Numbers correspond to Figure 6. 
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FIGURE 7 

PROJECTS REMOVED'FROM THE 

CARL PRIORITY LIST SINCE AUGUST 1988 

Completed projects 
Projects to be reconsidered 
in 1989 



I• '\ 

Four (4) projects that were included on the 1988 CARL priority list were 
determined to be 90X or more c~mplete (Table 15A, Figure 7). The DeSoto Site 
was acquired in its entirety, while. small inholdings _or additions remain 
unacquired in the other three. ~he remaining parcels in projects that are 90X 
or more complete may be acquired pursuant to 253.023(8), F.S. Another fourteen 
<14) projects that were on the 1988 CARL priority list were ranked below 60 
and, therefore, excluded from the Committee's 1989 recommended priority list 
<Table 15B>. 

Table 15: 
A: 

Map No.• 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

Projects Removed from the 1988 Prior1ty List 
Completed Projects (90X· or more acquired) 

Project Name 
Homosassa Springs 
Big Shoals Corridor 
DeSoto Site 
North Peninsula 

Rank U 
1988 1989 
66 69 
64 82 
14 
54 84 

B: 1988 Projects to be reconsidered in 1989 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10; 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 

Canaveral Industrial Park 68 
Mullet Creek 62 
Herr's Island 41 
Barnacle Addition 61 
Julington/Durbin Creeks 51 
Princess Place 44 
El Destine 32 
Emeralda Marsh 63 
Galt Island 69 
Cedar ,Key Scrub 60 
Key West Salt Ponds 55 
Ohio Key South 42 
Old Leon Moss Ranch 6S 
Volusia EEL Addition· 67 

* Numbers correspond to Figure 7. 

77 
74 
76 
80 
63 
79 
64 
78 
81 
61 
7S 
65 
83 
73 

County 
Citrus 
Columb1a/Ham1lton 
.Leon 
Vol usia 

Brevard 
Brevard 
Collier 
Dade 
Duval 
Flagler 
Jefferson 
Lake 
Lee 
Levy 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Palm Beach 
Vol usia 

** 1988 Rank approved by Board on August 9, 1988; 1989 Rank developed by the 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee on December 14, 1988 - projects ranked 
below 60 were not included on the Committee's recommended priority list. 
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FIGURE 8 

PROJECTS TO BE RECONSIDERED 
IN 1989 
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Seven !7) new projects also were ranked below 60 on the Committee's 1989 CARL 
priority list. These included five (5) of the 1987-88 CARL proposals and two 
(2) SOC'transfer projects <Table 16). Thus, 21 CARL projects ranked below 60 
and were not included on the Committee's 1989 priority list <Figure 7l. 
However, the Committee agreed·to reconsider these projects when they develop 
the 1990-CARL priority list. Thus, these 21 projects will be ranked_in late 
19B9 with the 60 projects on the 19B9 list and any new projects that the 
Committee approves for addition to the CARL .list. The Committee recommended 
the two SOC transfer projects which ranked below 60 on the CARL list be 
retained on the SOC list. 

Table 16: Projects Qualifying· for Inclusion on the CARL Pr1ority List that 
will be Reconsidered During the NeMt Ranking. 

Map No.* Project Name County 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
b. 
7. 
B. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
1 B. 
19. 
20. 
21. 

Cedar Key Scrub Levy 
t Sugarloaf Hammock Monroe 

Julington/Durbin.Creeks Duval 
El Destine Jefferson 
Oh~o Key South Monroe 

** St. "ugustine Beach St. Johns 
• Tree-of~Life Tract Monroe 
• Deer Lake Parcel Walton 

• • 
Holmes Avenue Scrub 
Silver Glen Springs 

** St. Michaels Landing-
Volusia EEL Addition 
Mullet Creek Islands 
Key West Salt Ponds 
Horr's Island 
Canaveral Industrial Park 
Emeralda Marsh 
Princess Place 
Barnacle Addition 
Galt Island 
Old Leon Moss Ranch 

Highlands 
Lake/Marion 
Bay 
Vol usia 
Brevard 
Monroe. 
Collier 
Brevard 
Lake 
Flagler 
Dade 
Lee 
Palm Beach 

* Numbers correspond to Figure B. 
** SOC transfer projects. 
• 19B7-88 CARL proposals.· 
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19B9 Ranking 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66· 
67 

..6B 
70 
71 

.72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 
81 
83 



FUTURE OF THE CARL PRO&RA" 

Many activities of the Board, the Committee, the Department of Natural 
Resources, and the Florida Legislature will have or have had· a pronounced 
effect on the CARL program. Some of these activities were discussed previously 
(e.g., see pages 6-13 and pages 19-31>. 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. 

"ajar Actions During Prior 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 its inception the CARL Trust 
Fund has derived its income from excise taxes on the severance of m1nerals 
(primarily phosphate, but also 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. In 1987 the 
Legislature changed the funding structure for the CARL Trust Fund to include 
the following proceeds: 

1 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, 1987 - 9.2 percent of the excise tax on documents as 
defined in Chapter 201, Florida Statutes.· 

• .Beginning July .1, 1989 - the first $10 million 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 now accrue funds in 
excess of $40 million. With the revised funding source the CARL Trust Fund 
credits should exceed $50 million annually by fiscal year 1989-90 (Table 
17>. 

Table 17: Forecast of E:ontributions to CARL Trust Fund < M i 1 1 i o n·s · of Dollars> 
A: Trend Anal~sisl B: C~c 1 e Anal ~si sU 

FISCAL Documentary Documentary 
YEAR Stamg Tax Phosghate Total Stamg Tax Phosehate Total 

1988-89 39.6 o.o 39.6 41.5 0.0 41.5 
1989-90 43.9 10.0 53.9 43.0 10.0 53.0 
1990-91 47.2 10.0 57.2 46.4 10.0 56.4 
1991-92 51.1 10.0 61. 1 51.0 10.0 61.0 
1992-93 55.5 10.0 65.5 54.4 10.0 64.4 
1993-94 60.2 10.0 70.2 56.5 10.0 66.5 
1994-95 65. 1 10.0 75. 1 62.5 10.0 72.5 
1995-96 70.5 10. 0. 80.5 71.0 10.0 81.0 
1996-97 76.0 10.0 86.0 78.8 10.0 . 88.8 
1997-98 81.8 10.0 91.8 83.9 10.0 93.9 
1998-99 88. 1 10.0 98. 1 85. 1 10.0 95. 1 
1999-2000 94.5 10.0 104.5 88.8 10.0 98.8 

* Based on May 6, 1988 Revenue Estimating Conference 
U Based on December 71 1988 Revenue Estimating Conference 

+ 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<2> (bl, 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 
list. 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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Table 18 . A: Manaae1ent Costs for Co1pleted CARL and EEL Projects . 
"anaging "anagement Expenses 

Map No. U e_roject . County Agency FY-1988-89 F.Y-1989-90 
24. ''River Rise State Preserve Alachua/Colulbia DNR · IO'Leno State Parktl, 
25. San Felasco. Ha11ock State Preserve Alachua DNR $135,268 $159,326 
26. Canaveral Brtvard DNR NA NA' 
27. Tosohatchee State Reserve • N"A Brevard SFC/DNR 166,454 187,534 
28. Nestlake Bro11ard COUNTY NA NA 
29. Hoaosassa Springs Citrus COUNTY NA NA 
30. Stoney Lane Citrus DNR NA NA 
31. Barefoot Beach Collier DNR !Delnor-Niggins Pass St. Pres.l) 
32. Big Cypress National Preserve Col her NPS NA NA 
33. Deering Haa1ock .Dade COUNTY NA NA 
34. Sables By The Sea Dade COUNTY NA NA 
35. ITT Haaaock Dade COUNTY NA NA 
36. Escaabia Bay Bluffs Esca1bia PENSACOLA NA NA 
37. Perdido Key State Reserve Escaabi a .. , DNR -o- 68,773 
38. Cape St. Seorge State Reserve Franklin DNR 44,540 45,876 
39. St. Seorge Island, Unit 4 Franklin DNR 1St. Seo. Island State Parktl 
40. ".K. Ranch Sulf DOF ILo11er Apalachicolatl 
41. Bro11n/Big Shoals Ha1ilton DOF/DNR 6,258 82,038 
42. Bo11er Tract Hi 11 sborough COUNTY NA NA 
43. lleeden· Island State Preserve Hillsborough DNR 124,83a 86,234 
44. Lo11er llekiva River State Reserve Lake DNR 52,a69 54,455 
45. DeSoto Site Leon DNR NA NA 
46. Fort San Luis Leon DHR 204,364 236,781 
47. The &rove Leon DHR 1a,ooo 73,000 
4a. Cedar Key Scrub Levy SFC/DNR 34,3a9 66,661 
49. !lindley Key Quarry "on roe DNR !Lignuavitae Keytl 
so. Nassau Valley State Reserve Nassau DNR 22,140 2,500 
51. Rock S~rings Run State Res. • II"A Orange SFC/DNR/DOF 83,273 161,568 
52. East Everglades-Aerojet. Palt Beach SFC 76,a73 85,322 

·53. Little Bator Creek Pasco SFC 18,aa2 24,316 
54. Sate11ay Pinellas COUNTY NA NA 
55. Lake Arbuckle Polk DOF/6FC 89,3aO 221,223 
56. Suana River St. Johns SFC/DNR/DOF 439,953 6~7,660 
57. North Peninsula Yolusia DNR !Flagler Beach SRAt> 
sa. Stark Tract Yolusia DNR NA NA 
59. Yolusia !later Recharge Area Yolusia DOF/6FC 21' 133' 25,133 
60. Sravton Dunes llalton DNR !Brayton Beach SRAll 

B: "anageaent Costs for Current CARL Projects Under Acgu1sition 
1. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Detonna Alachua · DNR · 42a,652 441,512 
2. Charlotte Harbor Charlotte ONR 25,348 26,838 
3. Crystal River Citrus DNR 14,960 27,838 
4. Fakahatchee Strand Collier DNR 193,136 285,465 
5. Rookery· Bay Collier DNR 65,601 · NA 
6. Save Our Everglades Collier 6FC/DNR/DOF NA NA 
7. Lo11er Apalachicol~ Franklin DOF/6FC/DNR 6a,600 70,519 
a. Chassaho11itzka S11a1p Hernando/Citrus DOF/6FC 107,279 45,885 
9. Lo11er llacissa/Aucilla Jeff-erson DOF 4,324 5,024 

10. ' St. Johns River Lake DNR/&FC/DOF NA NA 
11. Cayo Costa Lee DNR 163,544 ·168,450 
12. Estero Bay Lee DNR NA NA · 
13. Andre•s Tract Levy SFC 74,714 64,495 
14. Silver River "arion DNR 104,280 2,495,2a3 
15. Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight "on roe DNR 20,630 21,720 
16. North Key Largo Ha11ocks "on roe DNR 110,514 113,829 
17. Prairie Lks/3-Lks St Pres.• II"A Osceola · DOF/DNR/6FC 165,78a 172,377 
ta. Rotenberger/Holey Land Pala Beach 6FC 33,899 36,845 
19. South Savannas St. Lucie/"artin DNR 25,810 31,405 
20. Spring Ha11otk Se1inole COUNTY NA NA 
21. llithlacoochee EEL Inholding Sutter DOF/6FC 18,089 148,245 
22. Peacock Slough Su11annee DNR 106,021 ' . 423,a3o 
23. llakulla Springs llakulla DNR 583.546 1.623.916 

TOTALS $3.853.349 •a.431.876 
NA - Not Available D~R - Departaent of Natural Resources 

DOF - Division of Forestry, Departaent of Agriculture SFC - Sate and Fresh !later Fish Co11ission 
DHR - Division of Historical Resources, Departaent of State NPS - National Park Service 
* CARL/EEL acquisition 1anaged as part of a larger unit. ** - See Figure 11 page 8 
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t The 1986 Legislature also amended subsection 253.023(10> to !equire that 
lOX of the moneys annually credited to the CARL Tru~t Fund be· reserv~d 
.for management, maintenance, and capital improvements. For Fiscal Year 
· 1988-89, the Legislature appropriated nearl·y $3.3 million from the CARL 
Trust Fund for management, administration, and related purposes <see-

'Table 20l. Other state, federal and local revenue sources (e.g., General 
Revenue, Land Acquisition Trust Fund, Incidental Trust Fund, and State 
Game Trust Fundl supplemented the CARL funds or constituted the primary 
management funds. Estimated management costs for EEL and CARL projects 
are reported in Table 18 and in the project summaries. 

t The 1987 Legislature also extended the expiration date to September 1, 
1993, for exercising eminent domain for several CARL projects <Table 19>, 
while the ~card directed the Department of Natural Resources to proceed 
with condemnation of lands within the R6tenberger project and, via the 
Florida Department of, Transportation, the Save Our Everglades. project. 

Table 19: CARL Projects with Legislative Condemnation Authority 

Rank 
39 

Project County 
Charlotte Harbor Charlotte/Lee 

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

6 
30 
22 
UR 
UR 

137 
58 
52 
56 
UR 
UR 

• 

• 

• 

Fakahatchee Strand Collier 
Rookery Bay* Collier 
Save Our Everglades Collier 
Barnacle Addition**** Dade 
Julington/Durbin Creeks**** Duval 
Cayo Costa/North Captiva Lee 
Estero Bay*** Lee 
Josslyn Island Lee 
Rotenberger Palm Beach/Broward 
Coopers Point**** Pinellas 
North Peninsula Tract Volusia 

* Except 1985 and 1986 proJect design additions. 
**Authority also granted under 380.055<7>, F.S. 

*** Mound Key State Archaeological Site only. 
**** Proje~t removed from CARL list. 

On November 5, 1985, the Board approved a policy that would effectively 
suspend the State's acquisition efforts for projects in w~1c~ a go~ernmental 
action (e.g., a zoning change or permit approval> inflated the value of that 
property if such action occurred subsequent to the proiects placement on a 
state acquisition list. Acquisition efforts may resume if the property 
owner agrees that appraisals will be based on the highest and best use of 
the property at the time the project was placed on the acquisition l1st. 
The Department of Natural Resources was directed by the Board on ~ay 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. <REDil service and the purchase of an. engineering 
printer. 

Long-term, strategii guidance for land acquisition throug~out the state has 
been strengthened through the adoption and implementation of the Florida 
Statewide Land Acquisition Plan; approved by the Board ~n July 1, 1986. The 
documentation of significant plants, animals, and natural communities within 
proposed acquisition areas continues to improve with the further integration 
of Flori~a Natural Areas Inventory informati~n~ 
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t During Fi seal Year 1986-87, Committee staff revi'sed the organi z·ati onal · 
outline for preparing assessments of CARL acquisition proposals. The 
revised outline· for assessments corresponds closely with the guidelines and 
objectives described in the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan and, 
therefore, facilitates the conformance evaluation process that is conducted 
on all new proposals. 

t 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 legisl~tures on the-CARL 
mailing list which is maintained by the Evaluation Section to inform 
recipients of forthcoming Selection Committee meeting agendas and related 
CARL matters. To achieve better coordination with State agencies, the 
Florida Department of Transportation,· and field offices of the Department of 
Natural Resources and the Department of Environmental Regulation were also 
included on the CARL mailing list. 

1988 Leg isl ati on 

Four bills that directly influence the CARL program and three bills that may 
indirectly. influence the CARL program 'were promulgated by the 1988 Legislature 
and signed into law by Governor Martinez: 

Chapter 88-555 <Senate. Bill 1Fl: 

t The 1988 General Appropriations Act, as signed by the Governor, appropriates 
from the CARL Trust Fund nearly $49.5 million for land acquisition and 
nearly S3.3 million for management, administration, and relat~d costs <Table 
20). 

Table 20: 
App. 
_It_ 

General Appropriations from CARL <Senate Bill lFl 

Description 

1440 State Lands <Salaries and Benefits> 
1442 State Lands <Exp~nsesl 

1445 State Lands <Natural Areas Inventory) 
1448 Transfer to DHR !San Luis Fort and Mission> 
1449 Tra.nsfer. to DOF (Incidental. Trust Fund> 
1450 Transfer to GFC <Management of CARL Lands) 
1475 Recreation and Parks <Salaries and Benefits> 
1477 Recreation and Parks <Expenses> 
1480 Recreation and Parks <Operating Capital Outlay> 
1878 State Lands !Fix~d Capital Outlay, Land Acquisition> 

SUBTOTAL !Management, etc.) 
SUBTOTAL !Land Acquisition! 

TOTAL CARL Trust Fund Appropriations 

Chapter 88-121 <House Bill 1265) 

Amount 

$ 31,956 
24,091 

319,650 
204,364 
141,771 

1,127,490 
6'98; i't a 
378,576 
338,123 

49,456,586 

s 3,264,139 
$ 49,456,586 
$ 52,720.725 

t The Wekiv~ River Protec~ion Act, among many other prov1s1ons, creat~s 
subsection 369.307(51, Florida Statutes, which directs the Department of 
Natural Resources to proceed to negotiate the acquisition of CARL projects 
within the Wekiva River Protection Area (see map on page 561. 

-35-

'~ ' , 



Chapter 88-387 <House Bill 15591 

+ Amends subsection 253.023 <81, Florida Statutes, to allow CARL projects that 
are 90% complete <i.e., at least 901 of the acreage ~f a project has been 
purchased! to be removed from the CARL priority list. The remaining acreage 
within the project boundary may continue to be purchased pursuant to Chapter 
253, Florida Statutes. 

+ Inserts a new paragraph !bl in subsection 253.025 !8l, Flor1da Statutes, 
to allow the Board or any state agency to c9ntract for real estate 
acquisition services. These may include, but are not limited-to, contracts 
for real estate commission fees. 

+ Amends paragraph 253.025!81 (dl [now <8> (e) 1. J, Florida Statutes, to allow 
exceptions to the maximum state purchasing price when: (al negot1ations 
over a period of two years have been unsuccessful, and !bl 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 a designated area of critical state concern pursuant to chapter 380, 
F.S. The purchase price for parcels that qualify under this paragraph may 
not exceed 1257. of the state appraised value and must be approved by at 
least five members of the Board. 

+ Further amends paragraph 253.025!81 <dl [now <8l !el2. J, Florida Statutes, to 
limit to 1507. of the state appraised value the maximum purchase price of 
parcels acquired via a joint acquisition by a state agency and a local 
government or other entity apart from the state. 

+ Revises paragraph 259.035!21 (al, Florida Statutes, to change the submittal 
time for 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 

+ The Emergency Archaeologi£al Property A~quisition Act of 1989 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, vandal1sm, or natural events. This 
program provides a rapid method of acquisition for a limited number of 
specifically designated properties. 

+ Annually sets aside $2 m1llion of the CARL Trust Fund for the purposes of 
emergency archaeological acquisitions. Set aside funds not spent or 
obligated by the end of the third quarter of the fiscal year revert for 
general CARL acquisition purposes. 

+ Eligibility requirements include: !al major statewide significance; !bl 
irretrievably lost if not acquired; !cl on the CARL list or complies wlth 
criteria for inclusion on the list; !dl no other immediate funding sources 
available; (el not otherwise protected by local, federal, or state laws; and 
<fl not inconsistent with the state comprehensive plan and the state land 
acquisition program. 

+ 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. 

+ 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. 

+ 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 resource. Also allows, by reference, the purchase price to 
exceed the state appraised maximum value. 
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Chapter 88-357 <Hous~ Bill 946) 

t Amends subsection 253.03(13), Florida Statutes, to allow the. Board to retain 
title to lands obtained under the Florida RICO A~t <Chapter 895, Florida 
Statutes) if these lands protect or enhance floodplains, marshes~ estuaries, 
lakes, rivers, wilderness areas, wildlife areas, wildlife habitat or other· 
environmentally sensitive natural areas or ecosystems; or if- they conta1n 
signif1cant archaeological or historical sites. Property obtained under 
this provision would be controlled, managed and· disposed of in accordance 
with Chapter 253, 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 
appropr1ate fund designated by the Board. The investigative agency ana law 
enforcement agencies could also be reimbursed for.expenses, costs and 
attorneys' fees. 

Chapter 88-315 <House Bill 183l 

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

Chapter 88-318 <House Bill 274> 

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: 1999 

In add1tion to the contract closings, option agreements and other CARL matters 
involving the Board that were discussed previously (pages 6-lll, the Boaro of 
Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund also participated 1n several 
other activities that significantly affect the CARL program: 

t On January 12, 1~88, the Board reviewed the current status of the Save Our 
Evergl~des program. They directed the Selection Committee to reevaluate its 
ranking of the East Everglades CARL project, and they directed the DNR to 
proceed w1th eminent domain condemnation of 35 acres within the Holey Land 
tract <Roten~ergerl and to move ahead with acquisitions w1th1n 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, August 9, and October 25, 1988. 
Additionally,· Governor Martinez issued Execut1ve order 88-25 on Janua~y 21, 
1988, directing his agencies, and re~uestirig other state agencies, federal 
agenc1es, and local governments to take certain actions to protect and 
restore the Everglades region. Governor Martinez. also issued Executive 
Order 88-69 on March 23, 1988, creating the East Everglade~ Land Acqu1s1t1on 
Task Force whose primary responsibilities were to evaluate the feasioility 
of jo1nt sfate/federal acquisition of East Everglades and to formulate a 
plan for acquiring, managing and protecting that land. The Task Force 
report was presented to the Governor on October 1, 1988 1 and 1ncluded · 
recommendations for additional' land acquisitions in the East Everglades 
area. 

t On January 2~, 1988, they authorized the issuance of $35 million, Series A, 
CARL Bonds. These funds were used to acquire Port Bougainvil~e· within the 
North Key Largo project', and were set aside for two parcels within the 
Estero Bay proJect. 

~ On February 4, 1988, Governor M~rtinez issued Executive Order 88-26 
establishing the Wekiva River Task Force, whose responsibilities included an 
an~lysis·of state land acquisition plans for the Wekiva River bas1n. ·The 
Task Force Report Nhich Nas submitted to the Governor on May 20, 1988, 
identified additional areas in the vicinity of current CARL projects that 
should be included for acquisition under the CARL program <see also page 
35). 
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+-On May 28, 1988, the Board approved a poliq 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 
recreational values of the land. 

+ On September 13, 1988, the Board decided to appoint a seven member committee 
to review the appraisal process of the Division of State Lands. In 
particular, they requested that th1s committee address: <1> appraiser 
selection process, <2l methodology used in appraisals, <3l confidentiality 
of appraisals, and <4> use of ·appraisals as tools in negotiations. The 
State Lands Appraisal Review Committee held its first meeting on December 
lb, 1988, and has scheduled additional meetings in 1989 in order to report 
to the Board by March 1, 1989. 

General Activities of the Selection Co••ittee: 1988 

In addition to Selection Committee activities presented on pages 19~31, the 
Selection Committee has also been involved with several other CARL related 
activities: 

+ CARL application form 18-1A is being revised by Committee staff so that the 
information received w1ll correspond more closely with the Florida Statewioe 
Land Acquisition Plan objectives and guidelines. These revisions will also 
requ1re applicants to submit the essential information required for thorough 
evaluation of proposals and for the eventual preparation of proJect designs. 
Once Implemented, these revisions should increase substantially the 
efficiency and accuracy of the CARL evaluation and selection process. 

+ The method of assessing CARL proposals was revised so that each agency 1s 
assigned to independently evaluate the1r respective areas of expertise for 
each CARL proposal assessed. Thus,_each assessment has become a composite 
analysi-s of all the agencies represented on the Committee.- Similarly, the 
method of prepartng project designs is being modified to Increase 
interagency involvement at this level, and the goals a~d ObJeCtives under 
the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Plan are being reevaluated to 
determine the adequacy of the criteria used to subJectively rate the 
relative importance of CARL projects and proposals. 

+ On February 2, 1988, the Evaluation Section p~ovtded the Committee with a 
brief summary of the CARL project design process and its interrelationship 
with the systems approach to evaluating and d~signing CARL proJects. In 
this regard, Dr. Steven Christman presented the results of his study ,of 
Florida's ancient scrub <Lake Wale's R1dgel, an endangered natural community 
which harbors many endemic plants and animals. 

+ On April 1, 1988, the Executive Director of the Monroe County Land Authority 
provtded a brief summary of the 1986 Legislation <Section 380.0661, F.S.l 
establishing a Florida Keys land acquisition program, and a brief update of 
the proposed rule and priority list for the Monroe County Land Author1ty. 

+ On April 1, 1988, the Comm1ttee approved a schedule for evaluating and 
selecting which SOC projects to transfer to CARL. Staff began the SOC 
evaluation in August 1988, and final Committee action occurred on December 
14, 1988. Four SOC projects were included on the 1989 CARL priority list 
an? were recommended to be removed from the SOC priority list <see Table 
14Bl. In order for staff to accomplish these goals within the established 
deadl-ine, the Coni ttee had directed staff not to evaluate new and -
reconsidered CARL acquisition proposals until after January 31, 1989. 
Several project designs were also deferred for this reason or others <Table 
21 ) • 
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+ On June 3, 1988, the Division of State Lands hosted a workshop for the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee and liaison staff at'the Marjor~ Stoneman 
Douglas Building. The purpose of this workshop was to discuss--the 
Department of Natural Resources'internal policies and procedures regard1ng 
the selection and acquisition of CARL projects. A brief overv1ew of the 
CARL program process, the status of the top CARL projects, the negotiat1ons 
policies implemented by the Department of Natural Resources, and the 
selectlon of management agendes for CARL projects was presente_d by Div1sion 
staff. 

+ On June 22, November 15, and December 14, 1988, the Committee reviewed the 
proposed revisions to Rule 18-8, F.A.C., which were prepared to. comply with 
rev1sions in the Flor1da Statutes, to conform with current Selection 
Committee procedures, and to improve the CARL evaluation and selection 
process. Major revisions wh1ch were approved by the Committee included: (1) 
changing the deadline for submission of acquisition proposals from August .1 
of each year to January 31, 12) requiring four votes instead of three to 
prepare an assessmen~, and 13> requiring five votes instead of four to 
prepare an interim CARL report. On April 1, 1988, the Committee als~ 
rev1ewed but d1d not act on rule revisions that were proposed by the Beacn 
Access Adv1sory Committee. 

Table 21: Project Designs Ass1gned for 1989 
Project Name 

Apalachicola River & Bay, Phase II· 
County 
Calhoun/Franklin/Gadsden/ 

Gulf/Jackson/Llberty 
Save Our Everglades Collier 
Julington/Durbin Creeks* Duval 
Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront Franklin 
Charlotte Harbor, Phase II Lee 
Yamato Scrub Palm Beach 
Peacock Slough Suwannee 
Big Bend Taylor/Dixie 

* ProJect ranked below 60; County preparing revised proposal. 

Depart•ent of Natural Resources Activities: 1988 

In addition to acqu1sition and Selection Committee activities described 
previously, the Department of Natural Resources IDNR> has also been involved 
with several other CARL related activities: 

+ The DNR continued to refine its procedures for evaluating, selecting and 
rank1ng CARL projects. The DNR CARL advisory committee which is composed of 
the Assistant Executive Director, the Deputy Assistant Executive Directors, 
and the Division D1rectors for the Divisions of State Lands and Recreation 
and Parks, met several t1mes to discuss CARL issues and to recommend DNR 
positions, policies and votes as a member of the Land AcquiSition Select1on 
Committee. The CARL evaluation matrix (Addendum IV>, the Florida Natural 
Areas Inventory evaluation matrix !Addendum Vl and other pert1nent 
Information were used to gu1de the DNR advisory committee through the CARL 
decis1on making processes. 

+ The DNR implemented "negotiations criteria" to dir~ct staff mapping, 
appraisal and acquisition efforts towards the top priority projects~ unless 
project lands can be pu~chased at a state bargain or ·qualify under one of 
the other exemptions !Addendum VI>. These criteria have been revised once 
and are currently under consideration for further rev1sions. T~e DNA also 
adopted criteria for recommending the removal of certain proJects from the 
CARL priority list, and they established policies to support· as a member of 
the Land Acquisition Selection Committee. 

+ The DNA's Bureau of Land Acquisition also coordinated one CARL workshop and 
several coordination ·meetings during 1988. The workshop was discussed 
previously !See above). The coordination meetings are summarized below: 

- • On Apr11 12, 1988, the DNR staff met with representatives of the 
Orlando/Orange County Expressway Authority and the Environmental Advisory 
Team for the Orlando Beltway to coordinate roadway planning activities 
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with CARL acquisition plans. Similarly, the DNR staff continued to' 
closely coordinate with the Florida DOT to acquire parcels within the 
Save Our Everglades CARL project. Continued close coordination with 
these agencies and others is planned so that solution~ to transportation 
problems are developed, to the greatest degree possible, to be compatible 
w1th the State's conservation and recreation goals and objectives. 

• On April 19, and December 16, 1988, the Evaluation Se~tion Administrator 
met in Gainesville with representatives of The Nature Conservancy and 

' ~ith scientists and agency representatives, respectively, to review and 
discuss-land acquisition and protection plans for conserving Florida's 
endangered scrub communities. 

1 On May 25, 1988, Division of State Lands staff met with staff of the U.S. 
Department of Intertor, Nat1onal Park Service, to -review and coordinate 
land acqutsition plans for the additi~n to the Big Cypress National 
Preserve, wh1ch is w1th1n the Save Our Everglades CARL proJect 
boundaries. On May 26, and May 27, 1988 the DNR staff met with local 
landowners within Golden Gate Estates South and separately with fifteen 
representat1ves of state, federal, and local agencies and conservat1on 
organizattons to d1scuss the State's land acquis1t1on and restoration 
plans for that portion of the Save Our Everglades project. A boundary 
modification is being considered by staff. 

1 On June 7, 1988, Bureau of Land Acqui$ition staff, in conJunction w1th 
most liaison staff members, met in Jacksonville with the Jacksonvtll-e 
Environmental Lands Selection Committee to discuss the county's proposed 
redesign of the Julington-Ourbin Creeks CARL project. 

+ The Bureau of Land Acquisition, Division of State Lands continued to develop 
and update computer databases for routinely tracking all steps 1n the 
evaluation, selection, mapping, appraisal, and acquisition processes. The 
use of these databases ·should substantially increase the efficiency of the 
CARL program and tbe accuracy of the information disseminated. 
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CONCLUSION 

The State of Florida has one of the most aggressive conservation and recreation 
land acquisition programs in the United Stat~s of America. In the, past twenty 
years Florida has spent over $800 million to conserve lands for environmental, 
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 160,000 acres at a cost of over $250 million since 
1980. The vivid success of the CARL program can be seen throughout Floriaa in 
such areas as North Key Largo Hammocks, Cayo Costa ~sland, Lake Arbuckle, 
Crystal River, Guana River, Fort San Luis, and Escambia Bay Bluffs, to name 
only a few. 

The CARL program has evolved substantially since its inception in 1979. In 
general, It has grown much more complex in order to equitably cons1der and 
evaluate the numerous CARL application~ and proposals received annually. The 
necessity for further land acquisition, and especially acquisition on sucn a 
highly selective basis, confrorits Flririda's CARL program with two·maJor 
problems. First 1s the m~~ter of cost: virtually all land in Florida today 1s 
expensive, and the long-range c~st trend will continue to be upward. Moreover, 
the areas in which land acquisition is most urgently needed are oft~n the more 
heavily populated parts of the State - where the real estate market. 1s 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 preble~ of competition for lands is even more crit1cal 
than that of cost, because the results a~e usually irrevocable - orice a prime 
conservation area is devel~ped for residential, industrial, or commercial uses, 
It is effectively ·lost forever:- as a possible conservation and recreation land. 

The incr~ased funding that was authorized by the 1987 Florida Legislature and 
the iS-suance 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 1989 CARL list includes properties 
whose cumulative tax value is more than $300 millton. This amount could easily 
translate into three-quarters to $1 billion in real estate on the 1989 list. 
Another 23 projects qualify for inclus1on on the CARL priority list but were 
excluded primarily because there are insufficient funds to feasibly acquire 
them in a timely manner. These 23 projects have a cumulative tax value of 
nearly $75 million, which could tran~late into $150-225 million in real estate 
value. Additionally, the Save Our .coast <SOCl program funds are· nearly. 
exhausted, and fhe Committee has agreed again to review SOC projects to 
determine which should be transferred to the CARL program. Many of tnese 
proJects are extremely expensive.because of their coastal location. Thus, 
another $50-100 million in tax value or $100-300·mlllion or more in reaL estate 
could be added.to the CARL list in 1989. With an average projected income of 
$67.9 millton annually over the next ten years, some of which will be used for 
land management, the demands for CARL funds will far exceed the supply, and 
many worthy CARL projects will be lost forever to other uses because of 
Insufficient funds. 

The improvements 1n the CARL program that were initiated by the Board, the 
Selection Committee, and the Department of Natural Resources are clear 
indications of the need to continually reevaluate the State's immediate 
concerns and procedures for conserving its dwindling natural and cultural 
resources. The development pressures under which these resources are 
continually subjected are intens1fying, as the population within the State of 
Florida continues to grow at an alarming rate of over 1,000 new residents each 
day. The CARL program, alone, can not compete with these ever increasing 
pressures. Thus, the concerted efforts of 'state, federal and local 
governments, and of private non-profit organizations such as The Nature 
Conservancy and the Trust for Public Lands, are required in order to accomplish 
the goals and objectives of the CARL program. 
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ON THE 1989 PROJECTS 
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CONSERVATION AND RECREATION LANDS <CARLl 1989 PRIORITY LIST 
North Key Largo Hammocks Otonroe County> •••••••••••••••• • • • • • • • • • 47 
Se~inole Woods/Springs <Lake County),,,,,,,,,,,,, •••••••••••••••• 53 
B.M.K. Ranch <Lake/Orange Counties) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 59 
Apalachicola River~ Bay, Phase I <Franklin County),,,,,,,,,,,,,, 63 
Carlton Half-Moon Ranch <Sumter County! •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 73 
Fakahatchee Strand <Collier County! •.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 77 
Fort George Island <Duval County! •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 83 
Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub <Polk County> •••••••••.••••••••••••••• 87 
Curry Hammock (Monroe County! •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 91 
Rainbow River <Marion County! •••.••.•••••••••••••.••••.•••••••••• 95 
Waccasassa Flats <Gilchrist County! •.••..•••••.••.•.••.••••••••.• 99 
Coupon Bight <Monroe County> .••••..••.•••.•.••.••.••••.•••..••... 103 
Crystal River <Citrus County! •.•••.•••••••.•••••••••••••••••••.•• 109 
Highlands Hammock <Highlands County> •••.••.••••••••.•••••••..••.. 115 
Emerson Point <Manatee County l................................... 119 
Chassahow1tzka Swamp <Hernando County> •••••.•••••...•.••.•.•••... 123 
Topsail Hill <Walton County> ••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••.•••• 129 
Ybor City Addition <Hillsborough County> •.••.••...•...••.....•... 133 
Big Bend Coast Tract <Taylor/Dixie Counties> .•••••.••••..•••.•.•. 137 
South Savannas 1St. Lucie/Martin Counties> .•.••.••....•.••.•.•... 145 
Wabasso Beach <Indian River County! •••••••••••••.•..••••.•••••••. 151 
Save Our Everglades <Collier County! ••••••••..••••••••.••••••••.. 155 
Brevard Turtle Beaches <Brevard County! •••••••••••..••••••••••••• 161 
Lower Apalachicola <Franklin County> ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 1b5 
Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes <Osceola County> •••••••••••••••••••••.• 169 
Andrews Tract <Levy County) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 175 
Wacissa and Aucilla River Sinks <Jefferson County) ••••••••••••••. 179 
Miam1 Rockridge Pinelands <Dade County! .•••••••..•••••..•••••••.• 185 
North Fork St. Lucie 1St. Lucie County> ••••.••••.•••.•••.••.••••. 191 
Rookery Bay <Collier County> ..•.••••.•.•..••.•...•.....•••••..•.. 195 
Cockroach Bay Islands !Hillsborough County> •••••.•.•.•.•.•..••••. 201 
Lochloosa Wildlife <Alachua County) ••••..•••••.•..•..•.••..••...• 207 
St. Martins River <Citrus County> ••.••••••.•.••.••••••...•••.•... 213 
Pine Island Ridge <Broward County> •...•.•.••••..•••.•.••••...•.•. 217 
Paynes Prairie <Alachua County> •.•.•••••••••••••••••••••••••.•... 221 
Spring Hammock <Seminole Countyll •.•••..•.••.•.•........•.•...... 225 
Cayo Costa Island <Lee County> ..••••••••••••••.•...••..••••..•... 229 
Garcon Point <Santa Rosa County> ....•••.......•.•••......•••..... 235 
Charlotte Harbor <Charlotte/Lee Counties> .•..••......•••.••.•.••. 239 
North Layton Hammock <Monroe County) •......••••.•.•..•.•...•..... 245 
Seabranch <Martin County> •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• e ••••••••• 249 
Wakulla Springs <Wakulla County> •.••.••.•••...•..•......•..•.•... 253 
Gadsden County Glades <Gadsden County) •••••.•••••••.•••.••••.•.•. 259 
Lower Econlockhatchee River <Seminole County> .••••.••.•••••...... 263 
Tropi,cal Hammocks of the Redlands <Dade County> •.•...•••••••.•.•. 267 
East Everglades <Dade County> ••.••••••.•.•.••••..••....•••••••... 271 
Silver River <Marion County> .••••.•••••...•••••••.•....•••••..... 277 
Deering Estate Add1tiion <Dade County! •.••...•.•.•.••.•...••••... 281 
Peacock Slough <Suwannee County> •.••••..••••••••.•••••••••....•.• 285 
St. Johns River <Lake County> •..•..••••.•..••••••••.•.....••..... 289 
Wetstone/Berkovitz <Pasco County! ••••••••••.••••••••.•.•.•.•••... 293 
Josslyn Island <Lee County> •••••..•••••..•...••••••••.•••.••••••• 297 
Withlacoochee <Sumter County) •••••.••••••••••••••••••••.••••••.•. 301 
Warm Mineral Springs <Sarasota County) •••••••••••••••....•••••.•. 307 
Gills Tract <Pasco County) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••.•. 311 
Rotenberger <Palm Beach/Broward Counties> .••••••••••••.••.•.•..•. 315 
Bald Point <Franklin County) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••• 319 
Estero Bay <Lee County) •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•..• 323 
Goldy/Bellemead IVolusia County> ••••••••••••••..•••••••••.••••••• 327 
Letchworth Mounds (Jefferson County> •••••••••••••••••.•••••.••••. 331 

* These projects will be officially added to the CARL priority list when 
boundary maps are completed and approved. 

** Additions to these projects are in the process of being boundary mapped. 
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Table 22: Cuaulative Values and Acreages 
REtiA I MIN& RE"AININ& CWIULATIVE CUitULATIVE 

PROJECT COUNTY ACREA&E TAX VALUE TAX VALUE ACREA6E 

1 NORTH KEY LAR60 "on roe 1,690 $14,888,000 $14,888,000 1,690 
NR 2 SE"INOLE SPRINSS Lake 14,857 $16,671,000 $31,559,000 16,547 
MR 3 B.".K.RANCH Lake/Orange 7,190 $8,030,000 $39,589,000 23,737 

4 APALACHICOLA RIVER • BAY, PHASE I Franklin 556 $4,252,000 $43,841,000 24,293 
5 CARLTON HALF-MOON RANCH Suater 9,500 $656,000 $44,497,000 33,793 

SDE 6 FAKAHATCHEF STRAND Collier 27,338 $10,935,000 $55,432,000 61,131 

• 1 FORT 6EOR6E ISLAND Duval 882 t4,908,000 $60,340,000 62,013 
8 SADDLE BLANKET LAKES SCRUB Polk 870 $411,000 t60,751,000 62,B83 
9 CURRY HAIUICK' "on roe 390 t5,196,000 $65,947,000 63,273 

10 RAINBOM RIVER "arion 1,440 $2,652,000 t68,599,000 64,713 
11 WACCASASSA FLATS 6ilchrist 44,846 t6,183,000 $74,782,000 109,559 
12 COUPON BI6HT Monroe 585 $1,093,000 $75,875,000 110,144 
13 CRYSTAL RIVER Citrus 5,113 $4,911,000 $80,786,000 115,257 
14 HI&HLANDS HA"MOCK Highlands 5,571 t1,958,000 $82,744,000 120,828 

• 15 EtiERSON POINT Manatee 360 $2,844,000 $85,588,000 121,188 
701 16 CHASSAHOMITIKA SMA"P Hernando 6,700 $4,632,000 $90,220,000 127,888 

17 TOPSAIL HILL Malton 1,460 $17,450,000 $107,670,000 129,348 
18 YBOR CITY ADDITION Hillsborough ) 1 $448,000 $108,118,000 129,349 

701 19 BIS BEND COAST TRACT Taylor /Dixie 11,676 $3,461,000 $111,579,000 141,025 
20 SOUTH SAVANNAS St. Lucie/Martin 2,243 $10,928,000 $122,507,000 143,268 
21 WABASSO BEACH Indiin River 110 $7,566,000 $130,073,000 143,378 

SO£ 22 SAVE OUR EVERSLADES Collier 77,769 $17,865,000 $147,938,000 221,147 
23 BREVARD TURTLE BEACHES Brevard 12 $2,160,000 $150,098,000 221,159 

701 24 LONER APALACHICOLA Franklin 7,400 $1,886,000 $151,984,000 228,559 
701 25 THREE LAKES/PRAIRIE LAKES Osceola 8,944 $5,071,000 $157,055,000 237,503 
70% 26 ANDRENS TRACT Levy 1,200 $242,000 $157,297,000 238,703 
701 27 WACISSA ' AUCILLA RIVER SINKS Jefferson 7,080 $319,000 $157,616,000 245,783 

28 MIA"I ROCKRID6E PINELANDS Dade 281 $5,616,000 $163,232,000 246,064 
29 NORTH FORK ST. LUCIE St. Lucie 1,350 t6,006,000 $169,238,000 247,414 
30 ROOKERY BAY toll ier 10,853 $13,756,000 $182,994,000 258,267 

• 31 COCKROACH BAY ISLANDS Hillsborough 730 $233,000 $183,227,000 258,997 
32 LOCHLOOSA NILDLIFE Alachua . 5,272 $1,469,000 $184,696,000 264,269 
33 ST. "ARTINS RIVER Citrus 11,068 $5,270,000 $189,966,000 275,337 

BP 34 PINE ISLAND RID6E Bro1ard 111 $2,165,000 $192, 131' 000 275,448 
70% 35 PAYNES PRAIRIE Alachua 6,390 $7,624,000 $199,755,000 281,838 
70% 36 SPRIN6 HAMMOCK Seainole 225 $2,147,000 $201,902,000 282,063 
70% 37 CAYO COSTA ISLAND Lee 436 $6,017,000 $207,919,000 282,499 

38 6ARCON POINT Santa Rosa 2,560 t1,800,000 $209,719,000 285,059 
70% 39 CHARLOTTE HARBOR Charlotte 5,356 $2,302,000 $212,021,000 290,415 

40 NORTH LAYTON HAM"OCK "onroe 94 $747,000 $212,768,000 290,509 
41 SEABRANCH Martin 910 $7,458,000 $220,226,000 291,419 

70% 42 WAKULLA SPRIN&S Nakulla 465 $282,000 $220,508,000 291,884 
43 6ADSDEN COUNTY &LADES 6adsden 1,800 $456,000 $220,964,000 293,684 
44 LONER ECOIILOCKHATCHEE Seainole 2,110 $4,020,000 $224,984,000 295,794 
45 TROPICAL HA""OCKS OF THE REDLANDS Dade 213 $7,991,000 $232,975,000 296,007 
46 EAST EVER&LADES Dade 71,920 $14,384,000 $247,359,000 367,927 

70% 47 SILVER RIVER "arion 462 t11,712,000 $259,071,000 368,389 
+ 48 DEERJN6 ESTATE ADDITION Dade . 27 $571,000 $259,642,000 368,416 

49 PEACOCK SLOU6H Su1annee 580 $358,000 $260,000,000 368,996 
NR 50 ST. JOHNS RIVER Lake 8,290 $1,022,000 $261,022,000 377,286-

• 51 NETSTONE/BERKOVITI Pasco 3,460 $3,228,000 $264,250,000 380,746 
52 JOSSLYN ISLAND lee 48 $35,000 $264,285,000 380,794 

70% 53 MITHLACODCHEE Suater 3,900 $5,604,000 $269,889,000 384,694 
BP 54 NARM MINERAL SPRJN6S Sarasota 76 $680,000 $270,569,000 384,770 
• 55 &ILLS TRACT Pasco 101 $2,644,000 $273,213,000 384,871 

SOE 56 ROTENBER6£R Pall Bch/Bro•ard 20,195 $4,537,000 $277' 750,000 405,066 
57 BALD POINT Franklin 4,673 $5,182,000 $282,932,000 409,739 -

BP 58 ESTERO BAY lee 6,645 $20,784,000 $303,716,000 416,384 
+ 59 &OlDY/BELLEtiEAD Yolusii 716 $445,000 $304,161,000 417,100 

60 LETCHMORTH MOUNDS Jefferson 463 $379,000 $304,540,000 417,563 

SOE - Everglades negotiation exeaption. 
NR o Nekiva River Projects. 

70% - Project is at least 70% acquired. 
BP - Board approved bargain purchase. 
+ - Conceptual board approval in process. 
l • Lacal funds ca111tttd lnat ytt baard appravtd far bar;ain purchaat), 
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PROJECT SU""ARIES 

The following project analyses summarize the information that is detailed more 
fully in the assessments and project designs for those projects ·which were 
recommended by the Land Acquisition Selection Committee for the 1989 
Conservation and Recreation Lands <CARL> Priority List. Each project summary 
contains: project name, county, acreage, tax assessed value, and map. The 
summaries also list or briefly describe each project's: (1) proposed public 
purpose for acquisition, <2> proposed ma~agement agency, <31 proposed use, 
<4> general location, <51 description of resources, (6) ownership, . 
(71 vulnerability and endangerment, <81 acquisition planning, (91 estimated 
costs, <101 local and general support, and <111 a summary of proposed 
management practices. Additionally, some project summaries include categories 
entitled "Eminent Domain" and "Other" for projects which have legislative 
authority for condemnation and for those with significant additiqnal 
information, respectively. The following represents a brief explanation of 
each of the categor1es contained in the project analyses: 

Acreage - is the number of a~res remaining in the project area which have been 
boundary mapped but are not yet purchased or under option to be purchased. 

Tax Assessed Value - reflects the county's tax 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 numerous owners and recorded and unrecorded subdivisions are 
sometimes estimates. These. estimates of tax values are based on 
information from county property appraisers and from average per acre ~nd 
per lot tax values·obtained from project assessments, project designs and 
the Real Estate Data, Inc.,. <REDI> Service. 

Project Map - illustrates the project boundary, property Nithin the project 
boundary which is State owned, and property within the boundary-~hich is 
under option for State acquisition. Property within, adjacent, or near 
the project area which is owned by another public agency or non-profit 
organization is also shown. 

Recommended Public Purpose - explains which of the two major CARL acquisit1on 
categories <Introduction, 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 if acquired. 

Proposed Use - lists the designation under which the project Mill be managed. 
CARL projects may be managed as: State Parks, State Preserves, State 
Reserves, State Aquatic Preserves, State Botanical or Geological Sites, 
State Recreation Areas, State Archaeological or Historical Sites, Wildlife 
Management Areas, Wi 1 dl i fe 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 and general geographic region in which the project 
is situated, the distance from the nearest metropolitan area, the 
appropriate Florida Senate and House districts, and Water Management 
Districts and Regional Planning Council jurisdictions. 

Resource Description - contains a brief synopsis of the significant resources 
on the tract, including natural communities, endangered species, 
archaeological or historical sites, game and nongame species, hydrological 
systems, recreational and timber management potential, etc. · 

Ownership - lists the number of acres acquired by the State and· other pub 1 i c 
and nonprofit organizations, and the number of remainin~ owners. 

Vulnerability and Endangerment - describe the susceptibility of the project to 
natural and man-made disturbances and the imminence or threat of such 
degradation. 

-45-



Acauisit1on Planning - since the 1984-85 CARL evaluation cycle, the Lana 
Acquisi~ion Selection Committee and its staf~ have engaged in preliminary 
project level planning for each project receiving at least three votes, 
and more intensive-comprehensive planning for those receiving at least 
four votes <See pages 12-17), Resource planning boundaries and project 
designs have also been prepared for a few of the older projects on the 
list. If a project has gone through this planning process, the results 
are summarized under this heading. 

Estimated Costs -·reiterates tax assessed value and includes, when available 
and relevant, tax assessed value when agricultural and greenbelt 
exemptions are considered. Past and ant1cipated management and 
development costs and requested management funds are also provided when 
available. 

Local Support and General Endorsements - is a tabulation of support letters 
and resolutions received by the Evaluation Section of the Division of 
State Lands for each project. A few proJects were originally on the 
Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL) priority list and were also voted 
to the CARL list. Letters of support which might exist in EEL files were 
not counted and included. 

Eminent Domain - if the Legislature has authorized acquisition of the project 
by em1nent doma1n 1 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 brief, preliminary explanation of proposed uses and 
management practices for the project If acquired. 
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PROJECT 
NAHE 

#1 North Key Largo 
Hammocks 

COUNTY 

Monroe 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Vet Purchased 

or under ootion> 

1,690 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$14,888,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL>. This acquisi.tion is 
essential for the protection of the best remaining examples of tropical 
rockland hammock in the United States and for the endangered plant and 
animal species for which this area provides habitat. Acquisition will also 
help preserve the unique offshore coral reef. 

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

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

LOCATION 
In Monroe County, island of Key Largo, from the juncture of U.S. 1 and 
County Road 905 north approximately six miles. Eastern boundary is Atlantic 
Ocean, western boundary is County Road 905. Also includes Palo Alto Key and 
several smaller privately owned keys just south of the Monroe County line. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 and House District 
120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Regjonal 
Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management Districts. 

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

North Key Largo Hammocks is the best example of tropical rockland hammock 
that remains in the United States.· This rapidly disappearing natural 
community type supports numerous plant and animal species that have very 
limited distributions and are considered rare and endangered. The project 
also has over ten miles of shoreline that directly influence the adJacent 
waters of John Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park. The preservation of the 
project area in its natural condition will significantly aid in the 
maintenance of high water quality that 1s necessary to support the living 
reefs of the State Park. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 1,520 acres have been acquired, or are under option including 
the 44± Mahogany Hammock purchase and a b± acre Mahogany Hammock dona~ion. 
There are more than 100 owners remaining. Port Bougainville, in the 
southern portion of the project area, is the larg~st single purchase ~~ 
date. The Knight, Bayside Properties, Ltd. (Gong>, Chastain,· and Thompson 
tracts were other significant purchases~ 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
The relatively small area and coastal location of this project make it 
unusually susceptible to fire, wind damage, and storm surge. Likewise, the 
small population sizes of listed biological species within this project area 
make those populations or species particularly vulnerable to extirpation. 

Adjacent areas are being -developed as multi-family housing, and ·portions of 
the project area itself are slated for a planned unit development. Dumping 
of garbage and poaching of native species have been damaging to this. 
biological community. 
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ACIUISITION PLANNING 
On !'larch 21, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for North Key Largo Hammocks Addition and also voted to 
combine the existing North Key Largo Ha••ocks project with the North Key 
Largo Hammocks Addition. 

I 

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

Phase I. 

Phase I I. 

Phase II I. 

Phase IV. 

Phase V. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

All parcels in previous project area before project 
design additions (including Song, Driscoll, Key Largo 
Foundation and Toppinol. 

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

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

al Parcels 147 through 52 (#49 and 152 under option) 
b) Parcels 154 through 56 (154 under opti'onl 
C) Parcels ·too and 161 
d) Parcels 119 through 46 (119 purchased, 144 & 145 ,under 

option) 

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

Submerged tracts. 

Port Bougainville/Garden Cove. (area purchased) 

Estimated tax assessed value is approximately S14,889,000. 

11anagement funds budgeted by the 
Year 1988-89: 

Salaries Expenses 
$62,781 $9,408 

Management funds requested by the 
Fiscal Year 

Salaries 
$64,664.43 

1989-90: 

Expenses 
$9,690.24 

Division of Recreation and 

oco . Total 
$38,325 $110,514 

Division of Recreation and 

oco 
$39,474.75 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Parks for Fiscal 

Parks for 

Total 
$113,829.42 

Resolutions........................................................... 6 
Letters of general support •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 737 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 7 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 53 

OTHER 
This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It is 
also adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special Waters Category of 
Outstanding Florida Waters. 
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"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
The proposed project .contains most of the undisturbed natural shore and 
humock on North Key Largo. Not only will the acquisition ·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 pollution by uplands 
development. The disturbed area is relatively small in comparison to the 
entire project. These areas could be rehabilitated and returned to a 
natural system or used for recreational facilities. 

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

The proposed tract of property would also fill the voids needed to provide 
improved protection to the waters of John Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park. 
Part of the project area includes lands already purchased and designated to 
be managed as a State Botanical Site. Portions of the remainder.of the · 
unpurchased lands should therefore be managed by the Division of Recreation 
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with the Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperating, as an addition 
to the Botanical Site or as a State Preserve. Other portions should be 
managed as part of the John Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park. 
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PROJECT 
NAI1E 

#2 Seminole Woods/Springs 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

-.. · 

COUNTY 

Lake 

~~ y ' 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under ootion> 

14,857 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$16,671,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands !EEL> or "other lands," but 
oecause of the uniqueness and sensitivity of the springs _and ravines, 1t is 
recommended that the project be purchased under the EEL category. 

11ANA6ER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services with .the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State, the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources, and. the Game and Fresh Water FIsh Commi ss1 on cooperating. · The 
western portion of the tract, eKtending east at least to Messant Spring and 
Live Oak Hammock may be managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks at 
some future date. The Division of Forestry, the Division of Historical 
Resources, and the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission will cooperate. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Forest Reserve. Portions of the western part of the t~act may be 
developed as a State Park, in the future. 

LOCATION -
In Lake County, central Florida, appr9Kimately 17 miles· southwest of Delano, 
11 miles west of Sanford, 26 miles northwest of Orlando and 22 mlles east of 
Leesburg. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 11 and House 
District 46. It IS also within the jurisdictions of the East Central ' 
Florida Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns River· Water Management 
Di stn ct. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project has diverse types of natural communities including floodplain 
swamp, mesic flatwooos, upland miMed forest, hydric hammock, sandhill, scrub 
ana spnng-fed streams. The floodplain swamp is the·.most eKtensive natural 
community on the property. Natural areas within the project are generally 
in good condition, however, ruderal areas, including fiel~s and pasture, 
orange groves, and planted pines, should be reforested. The good ecological 
health and great diversity of·natural communities provides an environment 
that supports a sizeable wildlife population. The region 1s l1kely to 
harbor many species of rare animals. There are reported to be from 50 - 75 
springs of various sizes on the property. The largest being Seminole 
Springs, a second magnitude springs which produces a flow of over 30 million 
gallons of water per day. A number of creeks also or1ginate with1n or flow 
across the property. Th~ spring runs and blackwater creeKs are tr~butaries 
to the St. Johns/Wekiva Rivers. 

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

The size and diversity of this project make it ideal for a variety of ,low to 
moderate 1ntensity recreational activiti'es. Such activities might include 
hiking, canoeing, camping, backpacking, horseback riding and possibly 
hunting. 

ONNERSHIP 
ApproKimately 36 owners. The St. Johns Water Management District is 
assisting the state, as has The Nature Conservancy, in negotiating with Mr. 
Strawn, the largest landowner (5,600 acres>. There are two other farge 
ownerships within the expanded (see "Acquisition Planning"> project 
boundaries: M.L. Carter Realty Trust !Poitras>, 4,477 acres and Wekiva Park 
Estates !Brumlickl, 1,100 acres • 
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#2 SEMINOLE WOODS/SPRINGS 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
Under present ownership and use, most of this tract is adequately protected 
from degradation. However, the biological, geolog1cal and hydrological 
resources of the property are highly susceptible to damage by development 
and this area of the State 1s developing at a rapid rate. 

The owner is elderly and desires to sell the property; consequently, the 
tract 1s under severe developmental pressure. Additionally, limited t1mber 
harvesting has occurred recently on some portions of th~ proJect. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On November 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project des1gn for Seminole Springs. The project des1gn modified the 
resource planning boundary by excluding many of the improved residential 
tracts, squaring boundaries, expanding exist1ng corridors and increas1ng the 
protection of the floodplain. Recommended additions included approximately 
850 acres; recommended deletions totaled approximately 495 acres. 

On November 15, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee riv1sed the 
project design boundar1es to include an additional 5,657 acres, consisting 
of two major ownerships, M.L. Carter Realty Jrust <4,4477 acres), and 
Brumlick <1,100 acres) and two minor owners of 40 acre tracts, Ar1egerie M. 
Carter and Henry Tanner. 

Acquisition 
Phase 1. 

Phase 2. 
Phase 3. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Phasing was amended as follows: _ 
Seminole Springs <Strawn Tract>, M.L. Carter, and Brumlick 
parcels. 
Connecting corridors between Seminole Springs and BMK Ranch. 
Other ownerships. 

Tax assessed value, approximately $16,617,000, for project area 1s based on 
value per acre for major ownership, Strawn. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 5 
Letters of general support ..... ', ............................. , ........ 2372 
Letters of support from local, state and federal 'publlc officials..... 14 
letters of support from local and areawide conservation organization?. 13 

OTHER 
A map on the preceding page illustrates the juxtaposition of Hontoon Island 
State Park, Blue Springs State Park, Lower Wekiva River State Reserve, RocK 
Springs Run State Reser~e, Wekiva Springs State Park, BMK Ranch, Seminole 
Springs, and St. Johns River. 

This proJect 
Initiative. 
legislation 
River area. 

is within the area designated in the Governor's Wekiva River 
The Wekiva River Task Force recommendations resulted in 1988 

instructing the negotiations of all CARL projects in the Wek1va 
Seminole Springs 1s one such project. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This tract has sufficient size and habitat diversity to' support a variety of 
multiple-use activities. It is accessible from State Roads 44, 46, and 46A, 
and has an existing road system that would facilitate publ1c ac~ess. 

The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services is recommended as the lead manager for the maJority of the tract. 
Cooperating managers should be the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, 
and the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State. 
Provision should be made for future transfer of management jurisdiction to 
the Department of Natural Resources for a relatively small western portion 
necessary to further the State Park system and meet identified regional 
retreat ion needs. · 

-57-



#2 SEMINOLE WOODS/SPRINGS 

"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY (Continued) 
The Seminole Springs property should-be managed under multiple-use concepts 
with special care taken to insure that any fragile or sensitive ecosystems 
are protected. Consideration should be given to a variety of compatible 
uses, including selective timber management, wildlife habitat improvement, 
recreational activities and environmental education. Management emphasis 
should be placed on restoration of altered sites, and recreational 
activ1ties should stress protection and enjoyment of natural features, 
especially the uniqueness and sensitivity of the springs and ravines 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT <Not Yet Purchas~d ASSESSED 
NAJ1E COUNTY or under ootion) VALUE 

#3 B.M.K. Ranch Lake 7' 190 $ 8,030,000 
Orange 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL!. Acquisition of this 
project would help create a corridor and preserve habitat for endangered and 
threatened species, would aid in management of existing State owned lands, 
and would aid 'in the preservat1on of the water quality of a major r1ver 
system. 

"ANA&ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Rock Springs Run State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
Ia Lake and Orange Counties in central Florida, near Orlando. This· project 
lies within Florida's Senate District 11 and House District 46. 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 contains a variety of upland and wetland natural communities, 
including hydric hammock, pine flatwoods, sandhill, depress1on marsh, and 
scrub. These wetland and upland community associations provide natural 
habitat for such rare and threatened species as the Flor1da black bear, 
Florida scrub jay, Sherman's fox squirrel, Florida scrub lizard and .gopher 
tortoise. Throughout the year, Florida sandhill cranes and woodstorks are 
frequently seen utilizing the marshes and grassy ponds on this tract. The 
floodpla1n swamps and hydric hammocks along the Wekiva Rlver'provide wetland 
habitat for such species of birds as the white ibis, little blue heron, 
great egret, tricolored heron, and limpkin. These communities are 
relatively undisturbed and in very good ~cological heaith. Th~ proJect also 
includes excellent aquat1c resources 1ncluding river frontage'on Rock 
Springs Run (1.5 miles> and the Wekiva River (0.75 miles). The maintenance 
of the'project area in a natural condition will preserve the rem~in1ng 
watershed of Rock Springs Run, and help maintain the high water quality of 
both of these streams. 

This proJect provides excellent recreational opportunities in a rapidly 
growing metropol1tan reg1on. Recreat1onal activities might include 
canoeing, swimming, camping, fishing, hiking, horseback riding an~ possibly 
hunting. 

OMNERSHIP 
There are approximately 50 owners. B.M.K. Ranch <approximately 2,700 acres! 
is the largest land owner. STS Land Associates, Ltd <Hollywood Mall Inc.l 
within the expanded project boundary <see "Acquisition Planning") is the 
second largest property owner. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
The abundant water resources are susceptible to degradation by development 
near aquatic systems. Upland development would have a detrimental effect on 
many wildlife species. Tim~er removal is another possible threat. 

Development pressures are very high near the urban center of Orlando, 
especially in such desirable locations as those provided by the B.M.K. 
Ranch. A portion of this project is within the Wekiva Falls Development of 
Regional Impact <DRil currently going through the permitting process. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the B.M.K. Ranch project 
design on March 21, 1986. The resource planning boundary/project design 
process expanded and refined the original proposal by including additional 
floodplain wetlands and contiguous, undeveloped uplands. Improved parcels 
<whose exclusion would create no significant inholdings> and an unrecorded 
subdivision were deleted. 

On November 15, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee revised the 
project design boundaries to'Include an additional 1,483± acres consisting 
primarily of the STS Land Associates, Ltd <Hollywood Mall, Inc.l ownership. 
Two other minor owners were added. Approximately 138 publicly owned acres, 
were excluded in the estimate of proJect acreage. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. Large unimproved parcels contiguous to existing State 

owned land. 
Phase I I. 
Phase III. 

Other improved parcels. 
Improved parcels. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately S8,030,000. 

Estimated management costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 5 
Letters of. general support •••..•••...••••.•••.••..•••••••••••..•...•.. 128 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 74 

OTHER 
-Acquisition of B.M.K. Ranch would complement other existing and proposed 
EEL/CARL lands in the vicinity. The map on Page 56, illustrates the 
juxtaposition of Hontoon Island State Park, Blue Springs State Park, Lower 
Wekiva River State Reserve, Rock Springs Run State Reserve, Wekiva Springs 
State Park, and the B.M.K. Ranch, Seminole Springs, and St. Johns River CARL 
projects. 

This project 
Initiattve. 
legislation 
River area. 

is w1thin the area designated In the Governor's Wekiva River 
The Wekiva R1ver Task Force recommendations resulted In 1988 

instructing the negotiations of all CARL projects In the Wekiva 
B.M.K. is one such project. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
Acquisition of the B.M.K. Ranch would enhance the protection of the Wekiva 
River <an Outstanding Florida Water) and provide habitat for the 
perpetuation of threatened or endangered species. The Conceptual Management 
Plan recommends that management responsibility for this property be assigned 
to the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources as part of the Rock Springs Run State Reserve. The Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State, Game and Fresh Water Fish 
Commission, the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services, and St. Johns River Water Management District will also 
have "cooperative management" roles as nonlead agencies. 

P.ublic use of this property is anticipated and will be encouraged to the 
extent that it does not conflict with the maintenance of natural and 
cultural values which are of primary influence in the acquisition of this 
property. Specific uses of the property could include fi~hing, hunting, 
canoeing, camping <primitive>, horseback riding, hiking, and nature study. 
Acquisition is expected to have little impact upon the traditional 
commercial uses of the adjacent waters of the Wekiva River, which 
specifically include canoeing and recreational fishing. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT <Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#4 Apalachicola River Franklin SS6 $ 4,252,000 
and Bay <Phase I> <Phase I) <Phase Il 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered lands <EEL> and as "other lands." 
Categorization will be recommende~ by a multi-agency stiff on a tract by 
tract basis. 

Phase I qualifies as an EEL. This acquisition would provide significant 
added protection for the sensitive estuarine systems of Apalachicola Bay. 

"A NAGER 
Portions of lands encompassed in this project will be managed under the 
principles of multiple-use, while other portions will be managed under 
single-use principles. Agencies involved in management include the Diviston 
of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of Forestry of the Department 
of Agriculture and Consumer Services. The Division of Historical Resources 
of the Department of State will act as a cooperating manager on tracts with 
significant historical resources. The Northwest Florida Water Management 
District, which has purchased or is purchasing substantial tracts within 
this project, will also be involved in its management. · 

Phase I will ·be managed by the Division of State lands of the Department of 
Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
The diversity of resources within this project lends itself to a. varied 
management approach. Some sites are appropriate to be managed as Preserves, 
Reserves, Wildlife Management Areas, and/or State Parks. -The 'appropriate 
uses will be recommended by a multi-agency staff on a tract by tract basts. 

Phase I is proposed as an addition to the Apalachicola National Estuarine 
Research Reserve. 

LOCATION 
The project forms a corridor of varying width along the Apalachicola River 
in northwest Florid~. Parts of six counties !Franklin, Gulf, L1berty, 
Ca1houn, Ga~sden, and Jackson> are included. 

Phase I includes bayfront parcels in Franklin County that directly influence 
the water quality of the estuary. 

Phase I lies within Florida's Senate District 3 and House Districts 8 and 9. 
It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Apalachee Regional Planning 
Council and the Northwest. Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This large and varied proJect contains some of Florida's most outstanding· 
natural and historical resources. The project area encompasses many 
different types of natural communities, some of which are among Florida's 
most threatened <e.g., bluffs, glades, and slope forests>. Almost all of 
these communities are in excellent condition and, in many cases, provide the 
best remaining examples in the State. Several geological features that are 
unique in the State of Flori~a are found within the project bo~dary, i.e., · 
the bluffs, ravines and steepheads. The project area harbors a great many 
plant and animal species that are considered rare arid endangered in Florida, 
and several that are endangered nationally. Biologists recognize the region 
as one of very high .endemism, supporting plants and animals found nowhere 
else. The relatively pristine·nature of the project area provides excellent 
wildlife·habitat that helps preserve 
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#4 APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY 

CRESOURCE DESCRIPTION <Continued) 
the diversity of Florida's game and nongame species. The bay-estuary at the 
mouth of the Apalachicola River supports an exceptionally productive 
biological system that is commercially important and provides the economic 
base of Franklin County. 

This project is considered very significant from an archaeological and 
historical perspective. There are already dozens of "sites' known to exist 1n 
the project area, and literally hundreds of sites representing a wide range 
of site types could probably be found through a systematic cultural resource 
survey. 

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

ONNERSHIP 
Portions of the entire Apalachicola River and Bay resource planning boundary 
are already protected through acquisition by the state, the water management 
district, and The Nature Conservancy. M.K. Ranch was purchased through 
CARL, the Torreya State Park was a pre-1963 acqu1sit1on and portions of the 
current Lower Apalachicola CARL project were purchased with EEL .and CARL 
f4nds. The Gadsden County Glades <also within the resource planning areal 
is an unpurchased tract on the CARL list. The Alum Bluff Nature Preserve 
and the Traveler's Tract are owned by The Nature Conser~ancy, which also has 
an option on a 1,550 acre Torreya State Park Addition. The Northwest 
Florida Water Management District has been very active in land acqu1sit1on 
along the Apalachicola River and has purchased 35,509 acres to date. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERnENT 
Most of the project area is inherently susceptible to environmental 
degradation by virtue of its floodplain/wetlands nature. Development in 
these areas could adversely affect the water quality of the Apalachicola 
River and/or Bay. The upland sites are also sensitive to development and 
many current land use practices. The bluffs and ravines area of the 
Apalachicola River are particularly sensitive to any disturbances that alter 
the unique microclimate which is largely responsible for the area's 
biological significance. Over-development of the coast, particularly areas 
directly fronting Apalachicola Bay, could reduce the biological productivity 
of this important estuarine system. The wi~derness quality of the proJect 
would be seriously compromised by even slight development in the most remote 
areas. 

The project area other than Pnase I is mostly rural and is not immediately 
threatened by commercial or residential development; however, current land 
use practices (e.g., agriculture and silviculture> do pose a significant 
threat to some of the rarest natural communities such as slope forests and 
upland glades. Also, the coastal regions are experiencing substantial 
development pressure. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In November, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
preliminary boundary for this project <See Map, Page 314). Because of the 
large size of the area in the identified boundary, the Selection Committee 
decided to approve only portions of the area in the project design (called 
Phase I>. The remaining areas identified in the resou~ce planning boundary 
are to be considered for inclusion in the proje~t design at a later date. 
On July 1, 1987, the Selection Committee approved Pha•e I of the 
Apalachicola River and Bay project design. The following is a summary of 
recommendations on acquisition phasing and techniques. 

1. Develop a system-wide management plan subject to the approval of CARL 
managing agencies for all State,owned lands encompassed in the 
Apalachicola River and Bay Lands project. Cooperative management 
agreements should be negotiated with the Water Management District and 
other public agencies and nonprofit organizations. 

2. Consider portions of the Chipola River Basin as a potential CARL project 
at some time in the future. 
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ACDUJSJTJOM PLANNJN& <Continued> 
3. Phase I priority order: 

A. Nick's Hole: fee simple acquisition of Sandpiper Village, Pelican 
Point and the commercial area north of Leisure Lane with the option to 
sell back with restrictions. 

B. Cat Point: fee simple acquisition of 115 acres. 

C. East Hole: fee simple acquisition of 25 acres. 

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

E. Apalachic~la Bayfront: fee simple acquisition of undeveloped bayfront 
l'ots on Bay Avenue between Battery and Lafayette Parks. 

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

On November 15, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved a 
revision to the Cat Point tract. Approximately 28 acres were added to 
include an entire ownership. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase I is approximately $4,252,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 3 
Letters of general support............................................ 2 
Letters of sup-port from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

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

. 
As growth and. development have accelerated in the State of Florida, some 
notable regions have emerged as especially deserving of protection as 
natural sanctuaries. The Apalachicola River and associated natural arias is 
one of these notable regions. The State has had a s~rong commitment to 
preserve the outstanding natural resources of the Apalachicola River system. 
A brief account of this area's acquisition history is presented below. 

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

Cape St. George 'Island (2,400 acres) was acquired by the State in 1977 
through the EEL program. Acquisition-also began on the Lower Apalachicola 
project (29,000 acres> in 1977 through EEL. Additions to the Lower 
Apalachicola project were a part of the first CARL list approved by the 
Governor and Cabinet in '1980. The additions were ranked at 12 on that 
acquisition priority list. 

The Governor and Cabinet, recognizing the significance-of the natural· 
resources of the Apalachicola River system, requested in 1983 that the 
Department of Natural Resources develop a long-term-acquisition plan to 
fully protect the river and bay system. The plan was completed in May 1984 •. 

Pursuant to the recommendations outlined in the acquisition plan, ~ diverse 
assemblage of staff met in June f985 to initiate the development of the 
Apalachicola River and Bay CARL project. Technical staff of the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee began an exhaustive evaluation of the 
proposed project area in August 1985 after the project was formally 
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#4 APALACHICOLA RIVER AND BAY 

OTHER <Continued> 
received into the CARL program. The project assessment and preliminary 
boundary recommendations (resource planning boundary> were approved by the 
Selection Committee in November, 1986. Work then immediately beg~n on a 
project design. 

The Northwest Florida Water Management District was a participant in the 
development of the Apalachicola River and Bay resource planning boundary and 
shared extensive ownership and mapping information of this area with the 
CARL staff. The D1strict~ through the Save Our Rivers Program has purchased 
35,509 acres in the floodplain from Southwest Florida Industries. 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Apalachicola River 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 will depend upon the specific 
characteristics and resources of each site. Proposed uses include Preserve, 
Reserves, Wildlife Management Areas, and State Parks. Managing agencies 
will include the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the 
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services. 
The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State will act as 
a cooperating manager at sites of historical significance. The Northwest 
Florida Water Management District will manage a large portion of the river 
floodplain that is encompassed by the project 'boundary; however, the lands 
acquired by the District are not a part of the official CARL project. 

The lands in this project function as a system of intricately 1nterrelated 
parts. Because the project is a a_stem, it would be improper to manage 
individual tracts independently of each other. Recognizing this fact, the 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee has recommended that a system wide 
management plan be developed for the Apalachicola River and Bay proJect. 
This management scheme incorporates the management of specific-use sites 
(e.g., a State Park or Wildlife Management Area) into the overall plan 
designed to preserve the proper functioning of the entire system. 

The management of lands within Phase I concentrates on preserving the 
buffer/filter functions of lands that are so critical to the maintenance of 
high water quality in Apalachicola Bay. Basically this involves mainta1n1ng 
the land in a natural condition. Archaeological s1tes may of course be 
excavated to provide information on the cultural resources. The bayfront 
property in the City of Apalachicola may be us•d in conjunction with another 
CARL project, the Apalachicola Historic Waterfront, but no ancillary uses 
may in any way degrade water quality. 

Phase I lands will be managed as additions to the Apalachicola Nat1onal 
Estuarine Research Reserve under the authority of the Division of State 
Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. 
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PROJECT 
NAI'IE 

t5 Carlton Half l'loon 
Ranch 

COUNTY 

Sumter 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Vet Purchased 

or under option) 

9,500 

! "~- -·,' 

$ 

TAX 
ASSES.SED 

VALUE 

656,000 

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

"ANA&ER . 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. The Division of Histo~ical Resources 
of the Department of State, the Division of Forestry of the Department of 
Agriculture and Consumer Services, and the Division of Recreation -and Parks 
of the De~artment of Natural Resources cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife l'lanagement Area. 

LOCATION 
In northwestern Sumter County, central Florida, along the Nithlacoochee 
River. Approximately 20 miles west of Leesburg. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 11 and House District 47. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council and the 
Southwest Florida Water l'lanage•ent District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Carlton Half l'loon Ranch is compris~d of a variety of upland and wetland 
natural communities including hardwood swamp, maidencane ponds, pine 
flatwoods, oak hammock, spring-fed stream, and wet prairie. The most 
notable of these is the large area of floodplain swamp along the 
Withlacoochee River. Approximately 2000· acres of the project are~ is in 
improved pasture. The diversity of habitats is reflected in excellent 
populations of wildlife. 'The project includes Gu• Springs (a second 
magnitude spring), its spring run, and over six miles of frontage on the 
Withlacoochee River. The maintenance of the floodplain swamp. community in a 
natural condition will help to preserve the water quality of the 
Withlacoochee River. 

Although the project area. has not been systematically surveyed for cultural 
resource sites, Seminole Indians were active in this general area and the 
project is considered to have potential for archaeological discoveries. 

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

DMNERSHIP. · 
There are approximately 17 owners. The Carltons are the major owners, with 
approximately 7,900 acres, and are willing sellers. The Southwest Florida 
Water Management District has purchased approximately 3,000 acres of the 
floodplain <closed DecembeT 19, 19861 along the Withlacoochee River north to 
Gua Slough. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERftENT 
Approximately one-third· to one-half of the project area is river floodplain 
and would be subject to the dredge and fill permitting authorities of the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers or the Florida Department of Environmental 
Regulation. Therefore, it would be probable that little or· no development 
would be allowed within these wetlands. The upland communities and isolated 
ponds and wetlands are not so pr~tected and are vulnerable to conversion to 
other land uses, such as residential development. Such development would 
not lik~ly be intense over the tract, since nearly all of the property is 
severely limited for septic tanks because of soils liaitations <dominated by 
soils which are usually flooded or by soils which are subject to flooding or 
poor percolation). 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ERftENI <Continued) 
Although the present owners of the Carlton Half Moon Ranch do not have any 
development plans for the property, they are interested in selting the 
property in the near future. Several potential buyers have been shown the 
tract, and at least one has expressed an interest in developing the 
property. Development zoned for 5+ acre tracts has been approved <and 
nearly sold out) adjacent to the property. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
On Noveaber 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. Approximately 1,000 acres of the 
1,360 acres added to the resource planning boundary are contemplated for 
less than fee simple acquisition. 

ESTiftATED COST 
The value of $655,500 for entire tract is based on 1985 assessed value per 
acre for the Carlton ownership. 

Start up management costs for road improvement, timber management, and 
reforestation is estimated by the Division of Forestry to be approximately 
$150,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSEftENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support ••••••••••••.• ~···························f· 3 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 1 

ftANA6EftENT SUftftARY 
The Carlton Half Moon Ranch consists of approximately 8,000 acres located in 
Sumter County along the Withlacoochee River. The ranch presently is managed 
for cattle and wildlife and includes over 20 miles of cross fencing and 
cattle pens, an equipment barn, and several wells. 

The property should be managed by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
as a wildlife management area and for protection of the Withlacoochee River 
and Gum Slough, in cooperation with the Division of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State, and the Southwest Florida Water 
Management District (which has previously acquired the 3,000 acre floodplain 
portion of the project>. Although the primary use of the property in the 
past has been hunting, the Carlton Half Moon Ranch also offers excellent 

.opportunities for a variety of outdoor recreational activities including 
hiking, camping, wildlife photography, fishing, and nature study. The 
Withlacoochee River and Gum Slough offer good fishing and canoeing, and Gum 
Springs could offer good swimming opportunity. The existing remains of 
logging tra•s extending into and along the river floodplain could provide 
good hiking trails for wildlife viewing and nature interpretation. 

Because of existing improvements to the property relative to fencing, access 
is already largely controlled, start-up costs for management of the property 
should be modest. The present road system would need some improvement, and 
some timber management practices and reforestation would be necessary to 
reestablish some native habitats. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

lb Fakahatchee Strand 

COUNTY 

Collier 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

27,338 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$10,935,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELl. The biological 
resources of the strand are unique and irreplaceable. Preservation of the 
Strand could be of criti~al importance to the supply of fresh.water for 
domestic use ·in south Florida and for its natural systems. Acquisition w1ll 
also provide additional habitat for endangered species. 

ftANAGER 
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 !Tamiami Trail>. ·Big Cypress National Preserve and the 
CARL Save Our Everglades project form eastern and western boundaries. This 
project lies ·within Florida's Senate District 38 and House District 75. It 
is also within the jurisdict1ons of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning 
Council and the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Fakahatchee Strand .is probably the beit example of strand swamp found 1n the 
United States. Strand swamp is a shaltow, forested depression that 
accumu1ates standing wa~er; it is usually linear to oblong in shape, and is 
characte~istically dominated by cypress trees. ~he unique physical 
character of the Fak~hatchee Strand creates a habitat that supports profuse 
populations of rare plant species, many of which are found nowhere else in 
this country. The Strand harbors the largest concentration and the greatest 
diversity of native orchids in Nort~ America. The area also supports 
severa+ rare and endangered an1mal species, and is the only area the core of 
the current range of the Florida panther. The Fakahatchee Strand is linked 
hydrologically to the Everglades system and is particularly important to the 
estuarine ecosystem of the Ten Thousand Islands area. 

The Fakahatchee Strand has several archaeological sites and has excellent 
potent1al for future archaeological investigations. 

This project can support a variety of recreational activities that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of resource protect1on. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 34,727 acres, now managed as the Fakahatchee State Preserve, 
were purchased under the EEL program; approximately 12,355 acres have been 
acquired or are under option under CARL. Best est1mate of the number of 
remaining owners is approximately 8,800. The Department of Transportation 
is in the process of acqu1r1ng access rights along .Alligator Alley, the 
northern boundary of this project. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERftENT 
Very vulnerable to changes in water levels and inappropriafe public use. 

Problems of piecemeal public ownership create endangerment from current 
unmanaged uses within the Strand. 
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#6 FAKAHATCHEE STRAND 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN& 
Although no formal project design has been initiated for the Fakahatchee 
Strand project, 'priority areas have been identified. The acquisition staff 
is concentrating on acquiring the lots along Janes Scenic Drive, lots along 
the old logging trams, and on willing sellers. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Value of $10,935,000 is an estimate based on the 1986 tax assessed values 
for average sized parcels within the project area. 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Department of Natural Resources for 
Fiscal Year 1988-89 
Salary OPS 
$122,122 $6,000 

Expense 
$58,814 $6,200 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90 
Salary DPS Expense OCO 
$164,099 $6,180 ·$62,754 $9,069 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS* 

Total 
$193,136 

FCO 
$43,363 

Total 
$285,465 

Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 5 
Letters of support from local, stafe and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 
* Older EEL files are not included in these total~. 

E"INENT DO"AIN 
Reauthorized and extended by the 1987 Legislature. 

OTHER 
Funds have been approved by the Governor and Cabinet to appraise the west 
corridor of state road 29 from I-75 to the Tamiami Trail (U.S. 41l. With 
over B,BOO ownerships remaining to be acquired it' is estimated it will take 
at least 15 to 25 years to complete if negotiated with current staff. Since 
1988 legislation granted the DNR the ability to contract our for real -estate 
services, the acquisition of this project may be more expedient. 
Fakahatchee Strand is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. 

The Save Our Everglades In1tiative 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 issued quarterly. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
The proposed purchase of nu1erous out parcels within Fakahatchee Strand 
State Preserve under the CARL program.will be managed as portions of the 
Preserve by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources. 

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

The addition of the various small <lot size> acquisitions within the Strand 
should not require additional management funds. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#7 Fort George Island 

COUNTY 

Duval 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option> 

882 

TAX 
ASSESS~D 

VALUE 

$4,908,000 

Qualifies for purchase under the "other lands" category. The primary 
acquisition objective· would be the protection of significant archaeological 
and historic sites. Acquisition would also protect at least two unusual 
plant spectes and would provide compatible recreational opportunities., 

"A NAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
with the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the Division of Historical 
Resources as cooperating managers. 

PROPOSED USE 
It is likely that the proJect area will be managed in conjunction w1th the 
Kingsley Plantation State Historic Site and the Rollins B1rd and Plant 
Sanctuary. 

LOCATI~N 
In Duval-County on the northeastern Florida coast, approximately 15 miles 
from downtown Jacksonville. This project is within Florida's Senate 
District 7 and House District 16. It is also within the Jurisdictions of 
Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns R1ver Water 
Man~gement District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Most of the island is made up of upland mixed forest, estuarine tidal marsh, 
maritime hammock, and shell mound natural communities. These communities 
~~e in gocid condition. Natural areas ~arbor several rare and endangered 
plant and animal species. Notably, some plant species are at tne extreme 
limits of their geographical range. The proJect is adJacent to the Nassau 
River/St. Johns River Marsnes Aquatic Preserve, which recent federal studies 
Indicate to be important as manatee travel corridors. Over fifteen percent 
of Fort George Island 1s comprised of disturbed environments. 

Fort George Island h~s exceptional archaeological and historical value. 
Cultural resource surveys have 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 Span1sh m1ss1on \considered a maJor 
archaeological resource>, and others. 

Recreational opportunities must be compatible with protection of tne 
significant cultural resources and with the preservation of the island's. 
natural' values. The project has exc•llent potential to provide controlled 
access to, and interpretation of, the numerous cultural resource s1tes. The 
project's close proximity to Little Talbot Island State Park and the as-yet 
undeveloped Big Talbot Island State Park diminishes any real need for 
additional recreational sites; therefore, there is a flexibility to develop 
the island as much, or as little far recreational use as is desir~d, as long 
as the primary objective of protecting the cultural resource sites and tne 
significant natural resources is maintained. 

ONNERSHIP 
Fairfield Communities, Inc. is the major owner. According to the Duval 
County property appraiser's records there are 56 ather owners on the island, 
50± in the CARL project boundary, nat including the state of Florida. 
Fairfield's re~oning application indicates 67 other owner~ on the island. 
This project excludes lots within the Kingsley Plantation. Addition, Phases 
and II, a Land Acquisition Trust Fund (LATF> project. 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The archaeological, historical and botanical resources of the island are 
very vulnerable to further human disturbance~ Over 15Z of the project area 
has already been altered by the construction of an 18-hole golf course, a 
church, and 19 private residences. 

Fairfield Communities, Inc., the major owner of the island, is planning an 
intensive development which includes construction of single and multi­
family residences, commercial space, and ·a marina, as well as a major 
expansion of the existing golf course. Even if Fairfield Communities, Inc. 
does not complete its plans, the proximity of the tract to the rapidly 
growing urbanized areas of Jacksonville makes probable the development of 
the site in the near future. The Dames Point Bridge, nearing completion 
will greatly increase development pressure in this part of Duval County 
<1988 Project Assessment> 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On February 2, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Fort George Island. It was included as part of the 1988 
CARL Interim Report which was approved by the G-overnor and Cabinet on March 
B, 1988. There were no additions or deletions from the committee's resource 
plan~ing boundary, which included all the uplands but excluded the spoil 
area at the southern end of the island, ownership of which is currently 
under litigation. 

Ft. George is within the Timucuan Ecological and Historical Preserve, 
created by federal legislation sponsored by U.S. Representative Charles 
Bennett. Funds to acquire this preserve have not yet been allocated. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approKimately $4,908,000. 

Estimated management costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT 
Resolutions........................................................... 9 
Letters of general support •• ~~········································· 07 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ..•.. 20 
Letters·of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 5 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The City of Jacksonville/Duval County has pledged to contribute $1 million 
towards this project's acquisition. 

"ANAGEnENT SU""ARY 
It is anticipated that this project will be managed by the Division of 
Recreation 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 Departmen.t of State and the Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission have been designated as cooperating managing agencies. 
The primary management objectives for this project are the protection of the 
significant cultural resources and the preservation of significant natural · 
features. The project also has the potential to provtde substantial 
recreational opportunities that are compatible with the preservation of all 
significant resources. The island's system of roads and mosaic nature of 
disturbance c~eate a condition ideaf for recreational development. The 
project could support improved and primitive camping; interpretational 
displays of cultural and natural resources; and a connecting network of 
hiking, bike, and horseback riding trails. State ownership and management 
of the entire island would enhance the manageability of two current state 
ownerships on the island: Kingsley Plantation State Historic Site and 
Rollins Sanctuary. 
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19 Saddle Blan~et 
Lakes Scrub 

COUNTY 

Polk 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option> 

970 

' ' 

$ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

411,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. Acquisition would 
preserve one of the best examples of scrub communities remaining in Florida. 

"ANA&ER 
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 Florida, approximately 15 miles north 
of Sebring, between Frostproof and Avon Park. The parcel is just south of 
Avon Park Cut-off Road about one mile east of U.S. 27. This project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 13 and House District 43. It also lies 
within the juiisdictions of the Central Florida Regional Planning Council 
and the Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project provides one of the finest examples of scrub forest that 
remains in Florida. This natural community type, once abundant, has been 
reduced to scattered isolated patches and is rarely found in 400d ecological 
health. The Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub is an excellent example of original 
natural Florida due_ to its large size and excellent condition.' Thirteen. 
rare plants and animals that are unique to the scrublands occur within the 
project site - a very high concentration for a single site. Other minor 
communities include mesic flatwoods and bay swamp with a small seepage 
stream on the west side,, a small depression marsh in the east-central a~ea 

and two sandhill lakes near the north boundary. The Saddle Blanket Lakes 
Scrub is a good representative example of original natural Florida due to 
its s1ze and excellent condit1on. 

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

OMNERSHIP 
A substantial portion of the project involves three major owners, one of 
which is the Nature Conservancy. There are 20 other minor owners. 

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

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

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On January 10, 1996, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub. The project design process 
deleted a small part of the project area which was disturbed with 
improvements and added two pieces of high quality scrub. One was a recent 
purchase of the N~ture Conservancy. 

On December 14, 1999, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved a 
revision of the project design to include approximately 117 additional acres 
adjacent to the western boundary. This addition was part of a major 
ownership within the project boundaries. -The owner Nas unwilling to sell 
only a portion of his parcel. The site is ideally situated for development 
of necessary support and interpretive facilities. 
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ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately S411,000. 

Estimated management costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 2 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 12 

OTHER 
The Nature Conservancy is currently negotiating with one of the other major 
owners. The recent addition of 117± acres· (see "Acquisition Planning"> w1ll 
greatly facilitate acquisition of this parcel. 

The Polk County Board of County Commissioners has denied a request for 
upzoning within the project area. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
Management responsibility for this property should be assigned to the 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 
Due to its unique and fragile environment, it should be managed as a State 
Preserve allowing nonconsumptive, passive recreation only. Activities such 
as nature appreciation, interpretation, hiking, and primitive camping appear 
to be compatible. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

,, '"! 

19 Curry Hammock 

COUNTY 

Pfonroe 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

390 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

S5,19b,OOO 

The biological 

/-· ,' 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL). 
resources are unique and irreplaceable. Acquisition 
two very rare natural communities' as well as ·several 
plant and animal species. 

would protect at least 
rare and endangered 

"AIIABER 
The Divisi'on of Recreation and Parks of the Depart•ent of Natur~l Resources. 

PROPOSED· USE 
State Park ·Dr Preserve with emphasis on passive recreatio~. 

LOCATIOII 
In Monroe County, south Florida, middle Keys, at approximately mile marker 
55. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 and House 
Districts 120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South Florida 
Regional Planning Council and .t~e South Florida Water.Pfanagement 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 
formations hel·p create an environment that supports 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 cui tural ·resources. Most known archaeological sites in the Kev.s 
have been found in hammocks. 

Although the undisturbed hammock communities are too sensitive: to support 
active recreation, these areas do have excellent potential for more passtve 
types of recreation such as bird-watching, hiking, and natur.e 
appreciation/interpretation. 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 potential site for active recreation 
such as improved camping. 

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

YULIIERABILITY AIID EIIDAII&ER"ENT 
The upland portions of the Curry Tract are extremely vulnerable to changes 
resulting from human activities such as wood ~ollecting and trash dumping. 
It is also vulnerable to fires. 

The zoning 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 l'tonroe County 
Comprehensive Plan, with an open space ratio of .6 permitted. This.would 
,permit up ·to 40X of the tract to be cleared < 1987 Project Assesuent). 
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19 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 planning boundary. Approximately bO 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 II. 
Phase I I I. 

ESTiftATED COST 

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

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 6ENERAL ENDORSEftENTS 
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 

OTHER 
This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It is 
also within the South Florida Regional Planning Council and the South 
Florida Water Management District. 

Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy in cooperation with the state has been negotiating 
this project for the past year. 

ftANA6EftENT SUftftARY 
It is anticipated that this project will be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as a State 
Preserve or State Park under single-use management concepts. The primary 
management objective will be the preservation of the· rare natural 
communities. Ancillary benefits derived from this management will be the 
protection of significant cultural resource sites and the availability of 
resource-based recreation. Recreational opportunities, however, must be 
compatible with the primary management objective of resource protection. 
This restriction requires 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 ideal 
location for the development of facilities and for more active recreational 
use. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

110 Rainbow River 

COUNTY 

Marion 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

; . - ~~ - .... ·-

ACREAGE ·. 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

1,473 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$2,918,000 

Qualifies as "other lands". Acquisition would provide an extremely scenic 
area for active and passive recreation, and would protect a unique spring. 
and river system. 

"ANASER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Re~ources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Park 

LOCATION 
Marion County, north central Florida, just northeast of Dunnellon off 
U.S. 1. This project lies within Florida's Senate ·District 4 ·and House 
District 25. It is also ~ithin the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee 
Regional Planning Council and the Southwest Florida Water Management 
District. 

'RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes Rainbow Springs which is the headwaters of the Rainbow 
River. Rainbow Springs is a first magnitude spring and has the fourth 
largest discharge of all springs in the state •. Water quality of the· springs 
is considered excellent. The project also includes uplands surround1ng the 
headsprings, approximately three miles of the. six mile spring run, and land 
on the east side of the river. The tract is 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 archaeological sites within the project area. The 
most significant of these sites is a prehistoric (Archaic) Indian village. 
The project is considered to be important archaeologically and has good 
potential for further investigations. 

This project has excellent recreational potential •. The clear waters of the 
spring run and clean, white sand bottom create an attractive setting in 
which to participate in numerous recreational activities that could include 
picnicking, hiking, camping, swimming, canoeing, or nature appreciation. 
Existing structural improvements in the project, including a campground, 
could be easily converted to state use. 

ONNERSHIP 
There are two primary owners, Rainbow Springs Inc., and Terry Roberts.· 
Other members of the Roberts family also own several parcels iri the project 
area. There are approximately 4 other minor owners. Terry Roberts, the 
project sponsor, is a very willing seller. Representatives of Rainbow 
Springs Inc. have also been in contact ~ith the Selection Committee and the 
Department of Natural Resources and are willing to discuss the possibil1ty 
of selling. · 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"ENT 
Since the project area is very picturesque, encompassing high bluffs, a 
first magnitude spring and spring run, it is highly vulnerable to human 
disturbance. The maintenance of the good to excellent water q1,1ality. of the 
Rainbow River is probably dependent upon restricting the further expansion 
of housing construction around the springhead and the river. 

The west side of the river has been developed with single family homes and a 
large .residential development, the Rainbow Springs Inc. DRI, is underway to 
the north and west of the spring. The DRI includes the area around the 
springhead and approximately the northern third of the river on the ·east 
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VULNERABILITY AND, ENDAN&ER"ENT <Continued) 
side. The Florida Department of Transportation is also considering as one 
of several options crossing the Rainbow River with a turnpike extension 
which would run northwest from Wildwood to Lebanon Station, connecting to 
U.S. 19. If this project is not acquired by the state, it will be a totally 
developed area in the near future with obvious ramification for water 
quality and public access. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
The project design for Rainbow River was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on November 19, 1987. Delet1ons included a pine 
plantation in the southern portion of the project and single family homes in 
the same vicinity. 

The preferable means of protecting· the project south of Sateke Village is by 
acquiring a conservation easement along the river equal to a 500 foot 
buffer. If this buffer is not negotiable, then the DSL should try to 
acquire fee-simple title to this portion of the project. 

Acquisition Phasing 
· Phase I 

Phase II 

Phase III 

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

Robert's ownership below Sateke Village. 

Remaining owners. 

On September 28, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee clarified 
the ·intent of the project design to include 2.5± acres of the Rainbow R1ver 
Inc. ownership extending along 11 000± foot of the western river front. 

On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
addition of 32.7 acres to include a private road system providing more 
desirable access from U.S. Highway 41. The addition is the historic 
entrance into the former attraction facilities. 

ESTiftATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $2,918,000. 

Management costs have not yet been determined. 

The Division of State Lands has a half~time manager assigned to th~ Rainbow 
River Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCAL SUPPORT 
Resolutions........................................................... 11 
Letters of general support •••.••••••••••••••.•.••.••.••..••. ~ ••.•.•.•• 497 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials •.••• 23 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 5 

ftANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
The Raintiow 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 will be to 
provide resource~based recreation that is fully compatible with the 
maintenance of the exceptional 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 buildings and other "improvementsa within the project area could 
easily be incorporated into state management of the site as a state park. 
Improvements include an entrance building, lodge, restrooms, several minor 
buildings, a campground, and paved parking area. The buildings, especially 
the lodge, are architecturally styled to complement the natural 
surroundings. The lodge sits atop a high blu.ff overlooking the headsprings. 

·The Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources has 
primary management responsibility for the Rainbow River Acquatic Preserve, 
which includes the spring and its run. 
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PROJECT 
NAHE 

#11 Waccasassa Flats 

COUNTY 

Gilchrist 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

44,84b* 

::, .. 

T'AX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$b,183,000 

Qualifies as "other lands". Acquisition would provide 'a substantial area 
for active and passive recreation and WOUld prOVlde an excellent potential 
for realizing Income from timber management. Acquisition would also protect 
port1ons of the watersheds and recharge areas of significant river systems. 

"ANAGER 
The D1vision of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture jnd Consumer 
Services with the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Forest 

LOCATION 
Gilchrist County, north Florida, approximately 30 miles west of Gainesville. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate District b and House Distr1ct 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 comprised of commercial pine plantation. Pine 
stands are interspersed among numerous cypress ponds, depress1on marshes, 
hydric hammock, and other wetland natural communities. Several relatively 
large lakes <the largest is 150 acres), small areas of upland hardwood 
forest, sandhill, and other minor natural communities contribute to the 
natural diversity of the project. The project area is consioered to-·be a 
watershed of the Suwannee, Santa fe and Waccasassa Rivers. 

Th1s project has the size and d1versity to support a w1de variety of active 
and .passive recreational activities. These activities ~1ght include 
picn1cking, camping, fishing, hunting, boating, horseback nd1ng, hik1ng, 
bird-watching, nature appreciation and photography. 

ONNERSHIP 
There are two owners in Phase I of the pr~Ject area which IS the por~ion of 
the project recommended for 1mmed1ate bounda'ry mapping and acquisltion.·_ 
Both owners are willing sellers. Phases II and III include an addit1onal 41 
ownerships and 11,204 acres, but are not included in the project boundaries 
at this time. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The vegetative and hydrological resources of this parcel are highly 
suscept1ble to damage by res1dential development. Site modlfications 
necessary for the development of residential or business structures would 
damage vegetation on the uplands and wetlands, and would adversely affect 
water quality. Development of the uplands would increase runoff, would 
increase water levels in the wetlands and would contribute to the 
eutrophication of the numerous lakes on the tract. 

All of Phase I of this project <44,84b acres) was formerly owned and managed­
by ITT Rayonier as their Gilchrist Forest. The southern half of Rayonier's 
property was sold in 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 Rayonier and is currently- advertised for sale. 

* Phase I only; Phases II and III comprise an additional 11,204 acres. 
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Ill WACCASASSA FLATS 

YULMERABiliTY AND EMDAMBER"EMT <Continued) 

Unless this property is purchased by the state, major portions of the tract 
Nill be converted to more intensive uses, the site's value as a Natershed 
and Netland area Nill be vastly diminished and the entire tract Mill be lost 
to public use <1987 Project Assessment), 

ACQUISITION PLANNIM6 
The Waccasassa Flats project design Nas first approved by the land 
Acquisition Selection Committee on February 12, 1988 but Mas further 
modified on June 22, 1988. The project design modified th'e resource 
planning boundary by dividing the project in phases and recommending that 
only Phase I be immediately boundary mapped, appraised and negotiated. 
Phase I consists of approximately 44,846 acres and tNo oNners. Phases II 
and III contain an additional 11,204 acres and 41 oNners. The mapping, 
appraisal and acquisition of Phases II' and III should be dependant on the 
acquisition of the tNo major owners in Phase I. 

ESTI"ATED COST. 
Tax assessed value for Phase I, the portion of the project recommended for 
immediate acquisition, is approximately Sb,183,000. Tax assessed value for 
Phases II and III is approximately S1,937,000. 

Estimated management costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT 
Resolutions........................................................... 4 
letters of gen~ral support •••• ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, •••.••••• 3655 
Letters of support from local, state and lederal public officials..... 14 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 21 

"ANABE"EMT SU""ARY 
This project will be m~naged by the Division of Forestry of the Department 
of Agriculture and Consumer Services as a State Forest. The Game and Fresh 
Water Fish Commission has been recommended as a cooperating managing agency. 
The project is of sufficient size, character, and.quality to support a 
variety of multiple use activities. The tract's productivity and diversity 
can be improved by thinning pine plantations, lengthening timber rotations, 
encouraging natural regeneration, increasing Nildlife management activities, 
and restoring natural habitats. The Waccasassa Flats project is Nell suited 
for timber production, Nildlife .management, outdoor recreation, educational 
and scientific activities, and resource protection. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#12 Coupon Bight 

COUNTY 

Monroe 

RECOM"ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or un.der. option ) 

585 

' . 
I 

TA X 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,093,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EE L) . Acquisition would 
preserve the en vironment a lly unique and irreplaceable resources and would 
protect an aqua tic preserve. 

PH\NAGER 
The Division of State Lands of the Department of Natur al Resources. The 
U.S . Fish and Wildlife Service has purchased and is current l y man ag ing 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, Florida Keys, Southeast Big Pine Key. This project l ies 
within Florida's Senate District 39 and House Distr i ct 120 . I t is a l so 
within the juri sdict ions of the South Florida Regiona l Pi anning Counci i and 
the South .Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
A diversity of natural communities, both wetland and upland, are represented 
on this parcel including tidal swa mp , coastal berm, pine roc kl ands 1 roc kla nd 
hammo c k and coastal strand. Numerou s threatened and endangered species of 
plants and animals occur on the property. The coastal be r m is host to 
Garber's spurge (Ch amaesyce garberi l which is know n from only a few sites I n 
the world . This area is also utilized by the Florida key deer, an 
endangered species. The project is . in close . proximity to the Key Dee r 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

The pro ject can provide recreational opportun i ties that are compatible wit h 
the primary acquisition object ive of resource protection (e.g., nat ure 
appreciation and photography). 

OWNERSHIP 
The re are approximately 155 remaining owners; approximatel y 75 are wit h in 
three undeveloped subdivisions. Th e U. S. Fish and Wi l dlife Ser vice, with 
the ·assistance of the Trust fo r Public Lands, acquired the Strach l ey Trac t , 
on the eastern bou ndar y , CARL ' s numoer 1 pr iorit y . The Pe pp er tr act, J5 
acres adjacent .to the Aquati c Preserve on t he nort hern po r tio n or t he t r ac t , 
has been purchased under CARL. An additional 40 acre tract adjacent to and 
north of the Pepper tract is under option as are several lots in Piney Point 
Su~division, a recor ded subdivision west of the Pe pper tr act , 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERMENT 
It is very unlik el y that the en vironm enta l int egr i t y of the pro 2ect wo ul d be 
maintained if developed. Even limited use of certa 1n areas w o u ~ d Jrcca b:y 
prevent ~ ey deer from util! z ing potential haoita~ s . 

~ e v e l opment pressure i s ver y h! gh in the F; or ij a ~ e y s. Pred i c : ::1 s !"'" . :; - = 
Big ? ! ne Key wi t hin t he :op t~ ~ ee :and i dJ t es ~ 8 r :~ e ~ os: p ~ p u: a t ed ~ e 1 i ~ 

Monro e County. Acquisition of this tract wou:d pr ese r ve a por ti on o' th iS 

fast growing area. Protection o~ the waters o; Co upo n 3ig nt ~ quatic 

Preserve is another important reason for acquir i ng tne propert y . 

Portions of the proj ec t, including Mun son Is l and i n the southwestern pr oj ect 
area and an automobile salvage yard in the northern part of the pr oject area 
have been removed by the selection committee because of expa nded development 
and undesirable uses of th e sites. 
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#12 COUPON BIGHT 

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

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase 
Phase 
Phase 

I. Strachley Tract and Brothers Tract (original proposal). 
II. Developable Uplands. 

III. Jurisdictional wetlands, assuming adequate regu l ations of 
development by county and State regulatory agencies. 

On June 22, 1988, the land Acquisition Selection Committee modified the 
project boundary by deleting three sites: Munson Island, an auto salvage 
yard, and five lots associated with the Seacamp facility. 

The Division of State lands Further refined acquisition phasing as 
follows: 
Phase I . 
Phase II. 
Phase III. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

large acreage tracts and recorded subdivisions. 
Unrecorded subdivisions. 
Improved or commercial properties. 

Assessed value of $1,093,000, is based on average 1985 tax assessed values 
for the typically sized lots and larger acreage tracts within the project 
area. 

Management Funds Budgeted By the Division of State Lands for Fiscal Year 
1988-89: 
Salary 
-0-

OPS 
$17' 680 

Expense 
$ 2,500 

oco 
$ 450 

Management Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
Salary OPS Expenses OCO 
-0- $18,720 $ 3,000 -0-

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

FCO 
-0-

FCO 
-0-

Total 
$20,630 

To t al 
$21,720 

Resolutions ........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support............................................ 7 
Letters of support from local, state and federal publ i c of ficia l s ... . . 11 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organ i zations. 8 

OTHER 
This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It is 
also ~djacent to a waterbody classified under the Special Wa t ers Category of 
Outstanding Florida Waters. 

Coordination 
The U.S. Fi sh and Wildlife Service is has inc l uded this pro j ect as des ir abl e 
additions for t he National Key Deer Wildl i fe Ref ug e. Con gress appropr i at ed 
$3 milli on in Fi scal Year 1988-89 to bu y acreage on No Name Ke y, Big Pin e 
Key and Cud j oe Key for the expans i on of the refuge . US Fish and Wildlif e 
also received $1 million from the Aerojet Exchange whic h wi l l be use d t o 
acquire additional land for the refuge. CARL's number 1 prior i t y wi t hin 
this project, the Strachley TractJ is already acquired and under such 
management by the Service . State and federal acquisition agents should 
continue to plan and work together to bring the remainder of this project 
under public management. 
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112 COU PQN BIGHT 

MANAGEMENT SUM"ARY 
Management responsibility for the 735 acre projec t should be assigned to t he 
Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Reso urces. The pro ject 
should be incorporated into the Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve. Th e a rea 
should be managed as an ecological buffer zone for th e Aquatic Preserve. 
Pass iv e recreat i onal use consistent with the resource protect ion goa l s of 
the acquisition should be allowed. 

The U. S. Fish and Wildlif e Service is managing t he Ocean Bluff/St rac hley 
Tract as part of the adjacent Key Deer Na t ional Wild l ife Refuge. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 
PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

113 Crystal River Citrus 5,113 $ 4,911,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. Acquisition would help 
protect the water quality of a significant bay and .rivers system and would 
protect habitat for endangered species. , 

"ANA6ER 
The 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 
In 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. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 and House 
Districts 11 and 26. It is also with1n the jurisdictions of the 
Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council and the Southwest Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project provides protection of a major winter refuge for the endangered 
manatee and is a prime nesting location for bald eagles and ospreys. 
Natural communities within 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 river 
system. 

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

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

ONNERSHIP 

canoe1ng, hiking, camping, 
However, recreational 
the preservation of critical 

Approximately 2,430 acres have been acquired under EEL and CARL programs. 
There are approximately 50 owners rema1ning to be purchased. Suncoast 
Shores, a sizable ownership and crucial parcel on the southern boundary of 
th1s project area has recently closed. Negotiations are almost exhausted on 
the Crystal Cove portion of the project area. 

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

The Crystal River area is rapidly growing. Parts of King's Bay, the Crystal 
and Salt River Corridors and their associated tributary and marsh systems, 
have already been developed, permitted for development or disturbed. 
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113 CRYSTAL RIVER 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN8 
On March 21, 1996 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee voted to co~bine 
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 design acquisition phasing 
recotDRiendations: 

1. Crystal River I I 
2. Crystal Cove 
3. Crystal River State Reserve 

a) Fort Island Mounds and the Hollins Corporation, projects added to the 
1994-95 CARL list. 

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

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

d) Mullet Key, a project added to the 1994-95 CARL list. 
e) Other parcels bordering State Road 44. 
f) Properties in the northwestern region of the project design, including 

estuarine marsh and upland buffers north of the river, extending north 
and west to the power plant discharge channel. 

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

1. Conservation easements. 
2. Donation and leaseback. 
3. Purchase and leaseback. 
4. Purchase and resell, with restrictions. 
5. Cooperative agreements. 
b. Exchanges. 
7. Regulatory control. 
8. Purchase and/or transfer of develop•ent rights. 

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

Funds budgeted by the Division of State Lands for Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
Salaries OPS Expenses OCO FCD Total 

-0- $5,460 $9,500 -0- -0- $14,960 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90 
Salaries Expenses OCO 
$16,839 $10,000 $1,000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 8ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OPS 
-o-

Total 
$27,838 

Resolutions .......................................................... . 
Letters of general support •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ••••• 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 
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#13 CRYSTAL RIVER 

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

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

The Citrus County Commission recently approved the extension of a water line 
to the end of SR 44 1 which bisects the Crystal River project area. 

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

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 Division of 
State Lands through departmental reorganization. The Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State has a direct management role relating 

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

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

114 Highlands Hammock State Highlands 
Park Addition 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option> 

5,571 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$1,959,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. Acquisition would 
provide significant protection for endangered species and would protect 
watershed quality. 

"ANA&ER 
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 
"anagement District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of generally good quality scrub, scrubby 
flatwoods, xeric hammock, mesic flatwoods, baygall, and basin swamp natural 
com•unities. The project also includes so•e relatively minor areas where 
the natural vegetation has been disturbed. The basin swamp is of particular 
iaportance because of hydrological connections with Highlands Hammock State 
Park. The diversity of natural communities supports good populations of 
wildlife, including several threatened species. 

The project area has •oderate 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. 

OINERSHIP 
There are approximately 10 owners in the entire project area. Iris Young 
owns all but approximately 729 acres of the 4 1/2 sections of Phase I and is 
a willing seller. Part of Phase II is in 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 ENDAN&ER"ENT 
The area, due to its fragile habitat, is susceptible to degradation by 
grazing and lack of proper resource management i.e. ecological burning to 
maintain plant communities. There is also the potential for pollution of 
streams running i~to 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 this time to precisely predict the 
impact of development, the existing information suggests 'that the -
preservation of water quality in its present state would be important for 
the protection of local groundwater, particularly the discharge into streams 
going into Highlands Hammock State Park. 

Because the location of the area is in close proximity to the rapidly 
expanding City of Sebring, it is potentially a prime area for developaent of 
private-and commercial housing. Development of these types are currently 
pre~ent in close proximity to the area. 

The county considered locating a land fill on adjacent property this past 
year but withdrew the proposal. 
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tl4 HIGHLANDS HA""OCK STATE PARK ADDITION 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN& 
The Highland Hammock Project Design •as 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 bO acres in the 
southeastern part of the project. The area deleted was predominantly 
pasture 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 
1. Sections 5, 7, 18, 19, 20 
2. Sections B, 9, lb, 17, 21 

ESTlnATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $1,959,000. 

"anagement costs have not yet been estimated. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSEnENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••• 497 
Letters of support froe local, state and federal public officials..... b 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 22 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The Trust for Public Lands <TPL> is negotiating with the major owners of 
Phases I and II. 

nANA&EnENT sunnARY 
The project will be managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources as a contigu~us addition to Highlands 
Hammock State Park. The addition includes the headwaters of Charley Bowlegs 
Creek which runs through the park. "aintenarrce of the tract in a 
substantially natural condition will ensure the continued high quality of 
water flowing into the park. The primary management objective is the 
preservation of significant natural features, while at the same time 
permitting a full program of compatible recreational activities. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

115 Emerson Point 

COUNTY 

Manatee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

360 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 2,844,000 

Qualifies as "Other Lands". Acquisition of this tract would protect 
significant archaeological resources; would enhance the maintenance of water 
quality in Terra Ceia Bay Aquatic Preserve; and would provide controlled 
recreational opportunities. 

"ANA&ER 
Manatee County in coordination with the Department of Natural Resources and 
the Division of Historical Resources, Department of State. 

PURPOSED USE 
County Nature Park. 

LOCATION 
In northwestern Manatee County, Florida's southwest coast, at the western 
end of Snead Island. This project lies within Senate District 24 and House 
District 67. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District and the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Emerson Point extends into the lower reaches of Tampa Bay. More 
specifically, the tract is bounded on the north by the waters of Terra Ceia 
Bay, and on the south by the mouth of the Manatee River. Much of the 
western part of the point and all of the estuarine interface is tidally 
influenced and vegetated with mangroves. A substantial part of the uplands 
has been altered by past agricultural usage and is presently dominated by 
weedy, exotic species such as Brazilian pepper and Australian pine. Coastal 
berm and shell mound communities harbor an assemblage of nati've plant 
species including some very large live oaks and noteworthy tropical 
elements. Maintenance of the tract in a substantially natural condition 
will help preserve the water quality of the adjacent aquatic preserve, Terra 
Ceia Bay. 

This project has considerable cultural value as it includes the Portavant 
Temple Mound complex. The Portavant Tem~le Mound dates to 1000-1500 A.D. 
and exhibits similar physical characteristics of some of the largest and 
most important platform mounds in the United States. Numerous other 
archaeological sites are also recorded from the project area. 

The extreme western end of the site is currently used as a boat landing. 
Fishing and crabbing are popular recreational activities in the adjacent 
waters. Educational/interpretive opportunities should be developed to help 
increase the public's appreciation of the significant estuarine and 
archaeological resources. 

ONNERSHIP 
The tract is divided among three owners in ten parcels. There is one major 
owner - Almardon Trust. The Norris family is the controlling interest in 
the Almardon Trust. All owners in the project area are willing to negotiate 
with the state. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
Three acres at the southwestern tip of the tract are the site of an 
abandoned condominium project. Very little work has been completed at the 
site and the county has now declared the building permit and wastewater 
treatment package plant permit invalid, Under existing zoning designations, 
1,039 residential units could be allowed. 
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115 EMERSON POINT 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
Zoning for 44 acres of the Almardon Trust tract Nas amended in 1985 to 
permit a planned development zoning district on the most upland portion of 
the oNnership surrounding the archaeological site. No site plan has yet 
been submitted. The county is currently revieNing an application for 34.6 
acre 87 lot subdivision on bayside property adjacent to the project area. 

The project design for the Emerson Point CARL project Nas approved by the 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee on November 15, 1988. Acquisition 
phasing dictates that the major ONnership <more than 987. of the total 
project area) should be acquired before negotiatio~s begin for the tNo 
remaining ownerships. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
The tax assessed value for this tract is $2,844,000. Manatee County has 
committed to provide at least thirty percent of the acquisition cost. 

Manatee County is to assume management costs for the project. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS Resal uti ons........................................................ 4 
Letters of general support ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1711 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.. 20 
Letters of support from local and state conservation organizations. 25 

"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
The Emerson Point project is to be managed as a resource-based recreation 
area by Manatee County. Recreational uses and facilities development must 
be limited to preserve the significant archaeological features and to help 
protect the aquatic preserve. Lease of the tract to Manatee County should 
pass through the Division of Recreation and Parks, the Department of Natural 
Resources in coordination Nith the Division of Historical Resources, the 
Department of State to ensure that the state's acquisition objectives are 
satisfied. 

As information is gleaned from the archaeological resources of the project, 
efforts should be made to facilitate the public interpretation of these 
resources. 
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PROJECT 
NAI1E 

116 Chassahowitzka 
Swamp 

COUNTY 

Hernando 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option> 

6,700 

'\. ' 

TAX· 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 4,632,000 

' ',~' 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. 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. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the Chassahowitzka Wildlife Management Area. 

LOCATION 
In Hernando 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 national significance. 
The area supports a diversity of wildlife species including the Flortda 
black bear and other rare and endangered species. Community types within 
the project include floodplain swamp, sandhill, mesic flatwoods, cypress 
ponds and tidal marsh. 

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

Chassahowitzka Swamp has been recommended for multiple use management and 
can support a wide variety of recreational acttvities <e.g., hunting, 
fishing, camping, hiking and boating>. 

ONNERSHIP 
Approximately 15,442 acres acquired under the Conservation and Recreat1on 
Lands <CARLl program; 6, 700:± ·acres and 26 owners remain. Approximately 451. 
of the project area is in three ownerships. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The area is moderately vulnerable, ~nd could be impacted by timbering, 
drainage, limerock mining, and residential development. 

Development in the transition areas has begun. 

ACDUISITION PLANNING 
The original Chassahowitzka Swamp project was modified through a project 
design evaluation which was approved in February 1988. Changes were made to 
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 ~uffer zones which assist in wetland 
and aquifer recharge. 
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#16 CHASSAHOWITZKA SWAMP 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Assessed value is estimated to be approximately $4,632,000. Value for 
entire project area is based on 1987 tax assessed value. 

Funds Budgeted by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for Fiscal 
1988-89. 

Source Salar:t: OPS Expenses Total 
CARL $19,890 $76,799 $10,590 $107,279 

Management Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Salar:t: OPS Expense oco Total 

$10,000 $20,885 $15,000 -0- $45,885 

Year 

NOTE: Management funds budgeted and requested by the Division of Forestry 
included with its estimates for Withlacoochee EEL tract.) 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support ............................................ 18 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areaw~e conservation organizations. 2 

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

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
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 hab1tat 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 fishing 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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llb CHASSAHOWITZKA SWAMP 

"AMASE"EMT SU""ARY <Continued) 
7. Field surveys may be conducted to identify the potential endangerment of 

historic sites due to activities requiring land surface ~Iteration. 

· 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 for low intensity, multiple 
uses featuring fishing, hunting, research, boating, camping and nature 
appreciation. The purchase of any or all of this tract would have a primary 
role of ensuring the 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 sciences 
is encouraged. 

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

A full time wildlife biologist and a technical assistant are needed to 
design and plan for future management activities, to monitor wildlife 
populations, to control user access and to serve as coordinator with local 
officials and general public. 
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COUNTY 

117 Topsail Hill Walton 

RECORREIDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

1,460 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$17,450,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands. Acquisition would preserve 
an outstanding array of north Florida natural communities which includes 
habitat for several endangered plant and animal species. Acquisition would 
also provide excellent resource-based recreational opportunities. 

RAIA&ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
is recommended as the primary managing entity- for this tract. The Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission should act as a cooperating managing agency. 

PURPOSED USE 
State Preserve/Park. 

LOCATION 
In Walton County, in Florida's Panhandle, approximately 10 miles east of 
Destin. This project lies within Senate District 3 and House District 5. 
It is also within the jurisdictions of the West Florida Regional Planning 
Council and the Northwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The project includes perhaps the most outstanding assemblage of natural 
communities on the coast of the Florida panhandle. Eighteen natural 
community types as defined by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory are 
represented on the tract. All are in good to excellent condition. Included 
are two large, pristine coastal dune lakes and more than three contiguous 
miles of undisturbed, sandy beach. The project area supports several 
threatened or endangered plant and animal species including the federally 
listed red cockaded woodpecker and Choctawhatchee beach mouse. 

Although no culturally significant sites are recorded from the project area, 
information from environmentally ~imilar areas indicates that there is a 
high potential for archaeological sites to be located in the subject area. 

The beautiful beaches and remarkable diversity of high quality natural areas 
offer exceptional opportunities for recreation in an unspoiled environment. 
Care should be taken to balance recreational use and the associated 
facilities development with the desire to maintain the tract in a most 
natural condition. 

OMIERSHIP 
At the time of the project design <December 1988>, there were seven property 
owners. Emerald Coast Inc., and Vision Bank and their subsidiaries and 
affiliates are the controlling interests. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERRENT 
The tract comprises one of the federal coastal barriers resource units and 
is included in the Okaloosa/Walton Resource Planning and Management Area. 
These designations are intended to check development to acceptable levels. 
There are, however, no provisions in these growth management guidelines that 
ensure the preservation and integrity of the exceptional system-level 
natural resources of the Topsail Hill project. Fee simple acquisition is 
the only method presently available to preserve the biological system at 
Topsail Hill. 

-131-



117 TOPSAIL HILL 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the project design for 
Topsail Hill prepared by the Division of Recreation and Parks on December 
14, 1988. The final project design recommendations concur with those of the 
project assessment. 

All tracts should be acquired as soon as possible, although it is 
recommended that negotiations initiate on the west end of the project area 
and proceed east. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $17,450,000. 

~anagement costs have not yet been ~etermined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions.......................................................... 0 
Letters of general s~pport ••••.••••••••••••••••..•••••••••••••••••••• 35 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.... 2 
Letters of support from local and state conservation organizations... 2 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy is very actively involved in the negotiations and 
preservation of this project and is working to obtain an appraisal. 

Cooperation with the federal government on this project is also a strong 
possibility, although the timing of any joint funding is still uncertain. 
The federal government favors extension of the Gulf Islands National 
Seashore to include the Topsail Hill project area. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
The Topsail Hill project is recommended to be managed by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with the Game 
and Fresh Water Fish Commission acting as a cooperating managing agency. 
The primary management objective should be the preservation of natural 
communities, significant physical features, and rare plant and animal 
species. 

The project can also provide exceptional resource-based recreational 
opportunities. A character contributing to the special quality of the 
recreational experience is the unspoiled nature of the resources. Extra 
care must be taken to minimize unnatural intrusions into the landscape. For 
example, development of recreational and support facilities <i.e., paved 
roads, parking areas, bath houses, ranger residences, etc.) could be 
concentrated near the periphery of the tract, leaving the interior virtually 
undisturbed. The interior could, with minimal development, support 
outstanding hiking, birdwatching, photography, general nature appreciation, 
and primitive camping. Higher impact recreational activities would be 
avai,lable at localized nodes of development. Also, some special features 
such as the coastal dune lakes and the sand dunes are especially fragile, 
and can "ithstand very little active use without being degraded. 
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R.19 

YBOR CITY 

0 HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY 
miles 

,lr PROJECT LOCATION 



ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

COUNTY or under option) 

118 Ybor City Addition Hillsborough 0.6 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

', ,, 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$448,000 

Qualifies as uother Lands". Acquisition would help preserve a significant 
historical structure. 

nANAGER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with 
the Division of Historical Resources, Department of State cooperating. 

PURPOSED USE 
Addition to Ybor City State Museum. 

LOCATION 
In Hillsborough County, west central Florida in east Tampa. This project ~s 

within Senate District 22 and House District 63. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Water Management District and the 
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
' This proJect consists of the 22,000 square foot, two-story, brick building, 

Centro Espanol de Ybor City. Located at 1526-1536 East 7th Avenue in Tampa, 
it was constructed in 1912 and was the center for Ybor City's oldest Latin 
mutual aid society and social club. The building is a contributing 
structure to the Ybor City ·Historic District, which is listed in the 
National Register of Historic Places. 

When restored, Centro Espanol will have excellent potential as an adjunct 
facility to the existing Ybor City State Museum, and also as a possible site 
for the Tampa History Museum. The building has sufficient space to· 
accommodate various other public service functions as well. 

OWNERSHIP 
A partnership of two individuals. Both are willing sellers. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The Centro Espanol building is in disrepair and will require rehabilitation 
before it can be used for public purposes. This deterioration results from 
an economic stagnation in the general vicinity which makes private 
restoration of the property for commercial purposes impractical at present. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the Ybor City Project 
design on November 15, 1988. The project design did not alter the resource 
planning boundary. 

ESTinATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $448,000. 

Management costs have not yet been calculated, but restoration costs are 
estimated to be approximately $2 million. Restoration is to be paid for 
through state and federal grants, coordinated by the Division of Historical 
Resources and the local government or local historical society. 
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118 YBOR CITY ADDITION 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions •..•.••.•.•...•.•....•..••....•...•...•.••.•.•......•.•. .,. 1 
Letters of general support........................................... 34 
letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.... 5 
Letters of support from local and state conservation organizations... 2 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The Trust for Public lands is an intermediary in the acquisition of this 
project. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
The Ybor City Addition project is recommended to be managed by the Division 
of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as an 
addition to the Ybor City State Museum with the Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State cooperating. 

Centro Espanol is a 22,000 square foot, two-story, brick structure. The 
first floor consists of a clubroom/casino area, office space, and a seven 
hundred seat theater. Upstairs is a ballroom and small office. The floor 
design of the building could accommodate various public service functions 
such as museum space, an auditorium for public lectures and films, space for 
public receptions and meetings, etc. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT <Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NA"E COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

119 Big Bend Coast Taylor/Dixie 11' 676 $3,461,000 
Tract 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "Other Lands". Acquisition would protect a significant, 
relatively intact biological system. 

"ANA&ER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission with the Division of Forestry, 
Department of Agriculture cooperating. 

PURPOSED USE 
Wildlife "anagement Area. 

LOCATION 
In Taylor and Dixie Counties, along Florida's northwest coast. The project 
lies within Senate Districts 5 and 6 and House District 11. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the Suwannee River Water "anagement District and 
the North Central Florida Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is part of a larger state acquisition initiated under the Save 
Our Coast program. Together with the SOC tracts, these projects protect an 
estimated sixty miles of low energy coastline on the Gulf of Mexico. The 
project area includes the following natural community types: salt marsh, 
hydric hammock, .mesic flatwoods, sandhill, upland hardwood forest, maritime 
hammock, and coastal swamp. Much of the drier sites have been converted to 
pine plantation. The region supports excellent populations of wildlife. 
The project area directly influences the water quality of the adjacent Big 
Bend Seagrasses Aquatic Preserve. 

The project's recreational potential is somewhat limited by its 
substantially hydric character; however, the project does provide excellent 
opportunities for recration that is unhampered by wet conditions such as 
hunting, fishing and canoeing; and there are also some drier areas suitable 
for camping, hiking, photography, and nature appreciation. Maintenance of 
the tract in a natural condition offers significant protection to the 
offshore grass beds and associated sportsfishery. 

OtiNERSHIP 
The State has acquired 58,834 acres of the overall 70,630 acre environmental 
land acquisition from the Nature Conservancy through the Save Our Coast 
program. The remaining 11,676 acres consist of three major ownerships: 
Georgia Pacific Corp., St. Joe Paper Co., and K.H. MacKay. There are around 
30 smaller holdings varying from 1 to 480 acres. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
The biological and hydrological resources of this project are presently most 
threatened by the physical disruption of natural systems associated with 
timber removal, especially in hydric natural communities. This activity is 
ongoing. Although this is not a region with high development pressures, 
upland sites are susceptible to degradation resulting from residential or 
resort development. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN& 
A formal project design has not yet been conducted by the Selection 
Committee, but The Nature Conservancy <TNC), the project sponsor, develops 
preserve boundaries using very similar methodology. The Selection 
Committee, on December 14, 1988, adopted the boundary map and the project 
design with the understanding that Committee members woUld at a later date 
revise the boundary when staff completes the project design. 
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119 BIG BEND COAST TRACT 

ESTl"ATED COST 

# 

Tax assessed value is approximately $3,209,000. 

Management funds budgeted by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for 
Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
Salary OPS Exgense oco Total 
$65,494 $43,594 $141,055 $40,000 $290,143 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Salary OPS Exgense oco Total 
$88,708 t45, 000 $100,000 $10,000. $393,242 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 
1988-89. 

Salary 
$5,793 

Expense 
$6,000 

Total 
$11,793 

Funds Requested by the Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Salary Expense Total 
S5,793 $10,000 $15,793 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL 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 state conservation organizations... 0 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy orchestrated the public acquisition of the major 
ownership and will continue to coordinate and assist in the acquisition of 
at least the other large ownerships. 

"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
The 11,796 acre CARL portion of the Big Bend environmental land acquisition 
is recommended to be managed as a wildlife management area by the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission with the Division of Forestry, Department of 
Agriculture cooperating. 

The primary management objective for these tracts will be the preservation 
of existing natural communities with particular emphasis on the conservation 
of rare plant and animal species, and the protection of water quality in the 
Big Bend Seagrasses Aquatic Preserve. Some upland sites disturbed by 
previous silvicultural activities may require restoration. The project area 
can accommodate an array of multiple-use recreational activities such as: 
hunting, fishing, canoeing, camping, hiking, nature appreciation, 
photography, horseback riding, etc. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#20 South Savannas 

COUNTY· 

Hartin 
St. Lucie 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
, (Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

2,243 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$10,928,000* 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL). Acquisition of this 
project would help to protect a freshwater marsh and an associated upland 
natural commun1ty unique to southeast Florida coasts. 

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

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the South Savannas State Reserve. 

LOCATION 
In Martin and St. Lucie counties, the coastal area of southeast Florida. 
Approximately 30 miles north of West Palm Beach. This project lies w1th1n 
Florida's Senate District 27 and House District 79. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counc1l and the South 
Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project comprises the last relat1vely undisturbed example of coastal 
freshwater marsh in southeastern Florida. The project area also includes a 
small area of sand pine scrub and several other natural communit1es. These 
communities are in excellent condition and support a great divers1ty of 
wildljfe, some of which are rare and endangered 1n Florida. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 3,491 acres were purchased under the EEL program. 
Approximately 77 acres have been acquired or are under option through the 
CARL program •. Over 100 owners remaining. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Changes in water quality and quantity resulting from development by pr1vate 
interests would threaten the resource. 

Perimeter areas <especially on the west> are already scheduled for 
development. The West Jensen Development of Regional Impact <DRil 1s under 
review by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel and Martin County. 
The DRI includes an 82 acre parcel with1n the expanded (see "Acquisit1on 
Planning") project boundary. This important buffer area is classified as 
public open space in the DRI and should be left in a natural condition to 
help protect adjacent state owned lands. 

ACDUISITION PLANNING 
On June 22, 1988 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the South 
Savannas Project Design. Ten parcels and portions of three parcels totaling 
65.56 acres were deleted and 49 properties totaling 724 acres were added. 
Of this addition, 289.34 acres will likely be donated to the state. Also of 
the 1,620.12 acres of private land currently within the CARL boundary, 128.9 
acres m1ght be acquired by dedication and 181.2 acres may be able to be 
managed through a management agreement. It is recommended that the 
Department of Natural Resources coordinate land purchases with the Trust for 
Public Lands and the South Florida Water Management District when 
appropriate. The South Savannas project is complex but a number of current 
Initiatives are striving to simplify it. 

* Does not include assessed value of donation. 
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ACQUISITION PHASIN6. 
It is recommended that this project be acquired in one phase. However, the 
sand mine area should not be appraised or negotiated until the completion of 
mining activities. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $10,928,000. 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal 
Year 1988-89. 

Source Salaries OPS Exeense oco Total 
IITF $19,233 $ 1' 577 $ 5,000 -o- $25,810 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
FTE Salaries OPS Exgense oco Total 

1 $20,405 -0- $ 9,000 $2,000 $31,405 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions ••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
Letters of general support •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 92 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ••••• 19 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 9 

Note: Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
The primary goal of resource management for the EEL part of Savannas is to 
preserve and perpetuate the natural resources of the area, and secondarily 
to provide for public use of the area for activities that are compatible 
with the primary goal. 

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

Public use of the Savannas includes resource based activities that will have 
minimal impact on the environmental attributes of the area. Activities 
considered most suitable include: nature study, canoeing, fishing 
picnicking, natural scenery appreciation, and scientific research. Hunting 
has also been considered, but this use of the Reserve will require further 
study before being allowed. 

The Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources has been 
appointed to serve as lead agency for the management of the Savannas State 
Reserve. Agencies participating on a cooperative level with Reserve 
management include the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State <assistance in managing any archaeological/ historical resources> and 
the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission <assessing game resources 
and the feasibility of hunting in the Reserve). 
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COUNTY 

121 Wabasso Beach Indian River 

RECD""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under ootion) 

110* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$7,5oo,OOO 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) Acquisition. 
Acquisition 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. 

"ANA6ER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, 
perhaps in conjunction with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

PROPOSED USE 
Preservation area for threatened and endangered sea turtles with compatible 
recreational activities. 

LOCATION 
Northern Indian River County, Florida's east coast, approximately 45 miles 
south of Cape Canaveral. The project lies within Florida's Senate District 
16 and House District 78. It is also with the jurisdictions of the Treasure 
Coast Regional Planning Council and the St. Johns River Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project would consolidate several small public ownerships and add to 
them substantially, forming over three and one-half miles of contiguous, 
undeveloped Atlantic Coast shoreline. Natural communities are in good 
condition and include coastal strand and maritime hammock, but the primary 
significance of this tract is its value as sea turtle nesting habitat. One 
threatened and two endangered species of sea turtles utilize this area for 
nesting.· The tract supports approximately eight percent of all loggerhead 
turtle nesting 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 nesting activities. Possible recreational usages . 
include swimming, beach combing, fishing, surfing, picnicking and nature 
appreciation. 

ONNERSHIP 
There are approximately 12 owners in Phase I consisting of 110~ acres, and 
approximately 53 owners in Phase II, containing 250~ acres. Over 50% of 
Phase I is in one ownership. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The sensitive, changeable nature of the beach and coastal strand communities 
make them highly vulnerable to degradation resulting from human 
interference. Unfortunately, the esthetic qualities of this environment 
make it extremely endangered by residential, commercial, 'and business 
development. 

Current zoning within this project' allows densities of up to 6 units per 
acre east of AlA (beachfront) and 1 unit per 5 acres west of AlA. There are 
3 approved residential developments and 1 approved commercial/recreational 
development within the project boundary east of AlA. The county is 
currently reviewing a request for an upzoning west of AlA. 

* Phase I 
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Further development pressure will undoubtedly continue. Indian River County 
experienced a o7.BX increase in growth from 197o-19Bo, lOth among ·all 
Florida counties. 

ACDUlSlTION PLANNIN6 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the Wabasso Beach project 
design on June 22, 1988. The project design divided the project into two 
acquisition phases. 

Phase I consists of 
R39E, east of AlA. 
to the west side of 
of his property east 
should be purchased. 

parcels north of the north boundary of Section 15, T31S, 
When the ownership of any of the above parcels extends 
AlA and the owner is unwilling to sell only that portion 

of AlA, then the entire ownership east and west of AlA 

Phase II includes parcels south of the southern boundary of Section 10, 
T31S, R39E, including hammocks Al and A2, as designated by the Florida 
Natural Ar~as Inventory <FNAI>, west of AlA. It also includes hammocks A3, 
A4, and AS, also west of AlA, if these hammocks were not acquired under the 
circumstances described in the previous paragraph. Phase II should not be 
boundary mapped and appraised at this time. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase I <current project> is approximately 
f7,Soo,OOO. Tax assessed value for Phase II is approximately $17,375,000. 

Management costs have not yet been estimated. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions ........................................................... 3 
Letters of general support •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 511 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... b 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 5 

OTHER 
This project is located within the Hutchinson Island Resource Planning and 
Management Area. 

Coordination 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is considering the expansion of the 
Pelican Island National Wildlife Refuge and the creation of a Sea Turtle 
Refuge. The proposed expansion of Pellican Island National Wildlife Refuge 
includes a small part of the northernmost Phase I boundary extending west of 
AlA. The target area for the Sea Turtle Refuge is a 20 mile coastal stretch 
east of U.S. AlA to the Atlantic Ocean, beginning at the northern boundary 
of Wabasso Beach, Indian River County and ending just south of Melbourne 
Beach. The recommended Sea Turtle Refuge boundaries would encompass the 
CARL project area. State and federal acquisition agents should plan and 
work together to bring this project under public management. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
It is recommended that this project be managed by the Division of Recreation 
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources under single-use managemenf 
concepts with the primary objective of preserving the very important sea 
turtle nesting habitat and other significant natural features. The tract 
can support some recreation, but only types that are fully compatible with 
sea turtle nesting. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has expressed an interest to assist in 
the acquisition and management of this tract. State and federal efforts are -
being coordinated in this regard. 
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PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

#22 Save Our Everglades Collier 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Yet Acquired 
or under option> 

77' 769 

) 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$17,865,000 <CARL> 
($38,159,000 Total) 

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

"ANASER 
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, w1th the 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State, the Div1sion of 
Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Serv1ces, 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 Nat1onal 
Wildlife Refuge and, the Big Cypress National Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Collier County, south Florida, east of Naples. The project is north and 
south of Alligator Alley, adjacent to the Fakahatchee Strand proJect area. 
This project lies within Florida's Senate District 38 and House D1strict 75. 
It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Regional 
Planning Council and the South Florida Water Management Distr1ct. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION _ 
This project provides a very important hydrological connection with several 
significant natural areas: Big Cypress National Preserve, Fakahatchee 
Strand State Preserve and Everglades National Park. The project area serves 
as the headwaters of the largest strand swamp 1n the nation - the 
Fakahatchee Strand. Besides performing essential hydrological funct1ons for 
other significant natural areas, the Save Our Everglades project is an 
excellent natural area itself. Natural community types existing on the 
property include cypress forest, pine forest, hammock, m1xed swamp forest, 
wet and dry prairies and freshw~ter marsh. The project area is known to 
support many endangered, threatened or rare spec1es includ1ng a large 
variety of rare orchids and other epiphytes, as well as the endangered 
Florida panther. 

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed for cultural 
resource sites, it is ·believed to have good potentlal for archaeolog1cal 
investigations. 

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

ONNERSHIP 
The CARL program has participated in the acquisition of approximately 18,011 
acres <including 107± acres within Golden Gate Estates) within this project 
area !see "OTHER", "Coordination") 

Remaining ownerships to be acquired in cooperation with the Florida 
Department of Transportation and the National Park Service in the Big 
Cypress Addition, the easternmost port1on of the project area, have not been 
estimated. There are, however, over 22,000 owners in Golden Gate Estates, 
where th~ state is primarily focus~ng its acquisition efforts. 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
The ecological character and unique resources within the Save Our Everglades 
CARL project are extremely sensitive, and are vulnerable to a variety of 
activities. Drainage and other physical disruptions to the hydrology of the 
area can cause significant shifts in vegetative composition by changing 
inundation periods, fire regimes, or soil properties. Construction of 
access roads not only has the potential for changing surface sheet-flow 
patterns, but also brings a greater disturbance to wildlife and places 
greater stresses on endangered plant and animal populations. The small 
size, and limited distribution of these populations makes them particularly 
vulnerable to disturbance. 

The project area can be considered endangered by a number of human 
activities. The presence of mineral deposits such as limestone and peat 
provides incentive for exploitation of these resources. Although no 
specific plans for mining are known for the project area, such activities 
could occur possibly in association with existing limestone mines north of 
the Northern Fakahatchee Strand parcel near Copeland. Oil and gas 
exploration and development is occurring in the Big Cypress Area as a highly 
regulated activity, and. it would probably occur on the Save Our Everglades 
project whether it is acquired or not. Well-site access roads and pipelines 
have the potential for ecological damage if not sited, constructed, operated 
or removed properly. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Remaining total tax assessed value is approximately f89,647,000. Estimated 
CARL contribution is approximately $17,865,000 <see nother"). 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 34 
Letters.of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 

E"INENT DO"AIN 
The Florida Legislature has specifically provided the power of eminent 
domain for acquisition of lands within this critical area <Chapter 
380.055(7), Florida Statutes). Eminent domain authority was extended to 
1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

OTHER 
This project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. 

The Save Our Everglades Initiative was introduced by the office of the 
Governor in 1985 and has continued as a priority of the current 
administration. Reports on the status of protection efforts in the 
Everglades are issued quarterly. 

Coordination 
This acquisition is a joint endeavor of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
the National Park Service, the Florida Department of Transportation <FOOT) 
and the CARL program. The National Park Service and the FOOT in conjunction. 
with CARL have purchased or have under contract approximately 18,711 acres 
in the Big Cypress Addition, the easternmost portion of the CARL SOE project 
area. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has purchased or has under 
contract approximately 25,000 acres iA the westernmost portion of the 
project area north of SR 84 <Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge). 
Also, the recent finalization of the Collier Exchange has resulted in public 
ownership of an additional 88,189 acres within the CARL SOE project area: 
75,078± acres in the Big Cypress Addition, 5,111± acres in the westernmost 
part of the project area north of SR 84 and 8,000± acres in the east of 29 
buffer area. 

Within CARL project boundaries, it is estimated that approximately 30,148 
acres remain to be acquired in the Big Cypress Addition. At least 15,186 
acres are in the process of being condemned by the FOOT and will be acquired 
in cooperation with the Board of Trustees. This acreage will not be 
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OTHER <Continued> 
deducted from the rema1n1ng total until the suits are settled and the Board 
of Trustees offically approves release of CARL funds. It is estimated that 
the CARL fund's contribution for the acquisition of the remainder of this 
easternmost portion of the project area will be approximately $1,507,400, 
assuming the FOOT's continuing participation of approximately 507., probably 
overstated since FOOT will not be participating in acquisition of ownersh1ps 
with no access rights to SR 84. CARL's estimated contribution also assumes 
an 80/. reimbursement from the federal government pursuant to the Big Cypress 
National Preserve Addition Act, Public Law 100-301. The National Park 
Service <NPS> is also continu1ng to acquire ownerships in th1s area and any 
future CARL acquisition, other than joint FOOT purchases, should be 
coordinated with the NPS. 

Since alsmost all of the westernmost portion of the CARL project area north 
of SR 84 is or soon will be under the management of the US Fish and Wildlife 
Sevice, it is assumed that no CARL funds will be spent in this area. 

Similarly no CARL funds have been estimated for the acquisition of the east 
of SR 29 buffer, since most of the acreage is now publicly owned through the 
Collier Exchange. The NPS plans to acquire the few outstanding ownersh1ps. 

In estimating the required CARL funds to complete the SOE project, the 
possibility of the CARL fund reimbursing the federal government for 207. of 
the land value of property received in the Collier Exchange was not 
included. If reimbursement is required from the CARL fund, then the 
estimate of CARL funds needed for completion of the SOE project would be 
approximately $34,083,000 rather than $17,865,000. 

"ANA&E"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 ~f 123,937 acres located in the 
northeast corner of Collier County and is bounded along the east line and 
along the south and west by the Big Cypress National Preserve. A second 
parcel is 3b, 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 of Fakahatchee Strand State 
Preserve. This parcel 1ncludes the Golden Gate Estates subdivision. The 
fourth parcel is a one mile wide strip of approximately 8,000 acres lying 
east of State Road 29, which would join the Big Cypress National Preserve 
with the Fakahatchee Strand CARL proJect and the second parcel of this 
project. Acquisition of this project will provide buffers or additions to 
existing federal and State ownerships in the area including the Big Cypress 
Preserve and the Fakahatchee Strand State Preserve, and w1ll 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 
constdered 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 <Fakahatcheel, 
the National Park Service <Big Cypress Connection), and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service <Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge) with the Game 
and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and the Division of Historical Resources of 
the Department of State cooperating. 
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BREVARD 

PROJECT AREA 
{DISNEY SOUTH) 

COUNTY 

SAVE OUR COAST PROJECT 
(UNDER OPTION OR 
PURCHASED) 

' \ 



PROJECT 
NA"E COUNTY 

123 Brevard Turtle Beaches Brevard 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option> 

12 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

YALUE 

$2,160,000 

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

"ANA6ER 
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 ea~t central coast, approximately 
12 miles north of "elbourne. 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 "anagement District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes almost one-half mile of undisturbed beachfront on the 
Atlantic Coast. This tract supports the densest concentration of loggerhead 
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, surfing, 
picnicking, and nature appreciation. 

ONNERSHIP 
One owner -Compass Rose Corp. <Disney>. See "Other". 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
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 which 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 30.87. increase in 
population from 1980 to 1986. The county is ranked 11th in density of 
population per square mile. · 

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 PLAMMIM& 
The Brevard Turtle Beaches Project Design was approved by the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee on June 22, 1988. With the exception of 
the Disney tract, all the parcels submitted in the proposal were within the 
SOC Brevard County Beaches boundaries. Furthermore, all the parcels, with 
the exception of the Diocese of Orlando tract <in SOC's Site I>, an 
unwilling seller, have been purchased by the state or Brevard County or are 
under option for purchase. Therefore, all parcels but the Disney tract were 
deleted. 

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

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSE"EMTS 
Resolutions ••••..•.••••...•..••••..•.•......•..•.•.•.•••...•.•••...... 1 
Letters of general support •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 865 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ••. ~. 29 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 25 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy, in cooperation with the state, has the tract under 
option for resale to the state. 

"AMA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
It is recommended that this project be managed by the Division of Recreation 
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, the Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission cooperating, under single-use management concepts. An 
alternative arrangement would lease the tracts to Brevard County for 
management at county expense. The lease should pass through the Division of 
Recreation and Parks and the Game and Fresh Water Fish 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. 
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LOWER APALACHICOLA 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

STATE OWNED 

PROJECT AREA 

APPALACHICOLA RIVER AND 
BAY CARL PROJECT 



PROJECT 
NAME 

#24 Lower Apalachicola 

COUNTY 

Franklin 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
( NoJ Yet Purchased 

or under option)· 

7,400 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,886,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EELl and "other lands," since 
portions of the project would protect a floodplain, marsh, and estuary, and 
other portions would be suitable for outdoor recreat1on. 

ftANA&ER 
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 Florida, approximately 60 miles southwest of 
Tallahassee. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 3 and House 
Districts 8 and 9, It is also within the jurisdictions of the Apalachee 
Regional Planning Council and the Northwest Florida Water Management 
Oi s'tr i ct. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
There were 28, 122± acres purchased under the E_EL program. 
8,792± acres, was purchased as a separate project through 
but is managed in conjunction with the Lower Apalachicola 
There are approximately twelve remaining owners. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERftENT 

The 11. K. Ranch, 
the CARL program, 
project area. 

This entire proposal is part of a fragile and delicate balance of ecosystems 
and is extremely vulnerable. Most of the project area is inherently 
susceptible to environmental degradation by virtue of its predominantly 
floodplain/wetlands nature. Disruption of existing natural systems through 
development or indescriminate forestry management could: alter the nutrient 
load of the river and bay, introduce damag1ng amounts of sed1ment and 
agricultural chemicals into awuatic systems, change the salinity of the bay, 
or many other alterations which could be potentially detrimental to the 
delicate balanced ecosystem that drives the Apalachicola Bay estuary. 

There are no known developments planned for this tract but silv1culture 1n 
the upland watershed is common. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
Project lies within the Apalachicola River and Bay Resource Planning 
Boundary, see map on page 70. See also page 69, Apalachicola River and Bay 
project summary under OTHER. 

ESTiftATED COST 
Assessed tax ~alue in 1986 was approximately $1,886,000. 

Management Funds Budgeted for Fiscal Year 
Forestry for Lower Apalachicola/11K Ranch. 
Salary Expense 
$18,000 $4,590 

Funds Requested 
Source 

for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 

CARL $ 9,277 
GR 14,901 

Salary 
$14,901 
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1988-89 by the Division of 

Expense 
$9,277 

Total 
$22,590 

Total 
$24,178 



#24 LOWER APALACHICOLA 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS* 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 
* Information in older EEL files is not included in these totals. 

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

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

The management plan for the Reserve describes the objectives, administrative 
policies, and programs developed to achieve the aforementioned goals. 
Reserve resource management will be developed and accomplished through the 
cooperative efforts of the many local, state, and federal agencies having 
vested interests in all or part of the designated area. These agencies 
include Franklin County and local resource users, the Department of Natural 
Resources, the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, the Department of 
Environmental Regulation, the Division of Forestry of the Department of 
Agriculture and Consumer Services, _the Division of Historical Resources of 
the Department of State, the Florida State University, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration. Input from each of the aforementioned agencies 
was received during development of the management plan. Each of these 
groups also has the opportun1ty to provide further input into Reserve 
management via a six member advisory Reserve Management Committee consisting 
of one representative from the Department of Natural Resources, Department 
of Environmental Regulation, Franklin County, local resource users and the 
scientific community. 

Reserve designation was conferred on the Bay·and Lower River area by the 
National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, which also awarded the Department of Natural Resources match1ng 
grants to assist in the acquisition of Reserve lands and initiate 
operations. 

The objectives of resource management and protection pertain to preserving 
the natural community associations and hydrological regime through use of 
appropriate management procedures <e.g., control burning, reseeding areas, 
exotic species control, vehicular traff1c controll, restoration techniques 
as necessary, and practical <e.g., reforestation, removal of barriers to 
water flow) and environmental monitoring (e.g., water quality), The 
scientific research program is principally concerned with ga1n1ng new 
information on the dynamic interaction of the River, Bay, and Gulf to 
e~hance management of the area. 

Currently a variety of public recreational and commercial opportunities 
occur within the Reserve area. These include, but are not limited to, 
boating, swimming, hiking, fishing, nature study, bird watching, primitive 
camping, oystering, crabbing, and shrimping. The environmental education 
program is aimed at persons interested in such opportunities in the 
sanctuary environment. Through such informative vehicles as field trips, 
brochures, and seminars, the public will gain a better understanding of the 
need for a successful management program-and the value of the i~replaceable 
resources they have. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT <Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option> VALUE 

#25 Three Lakes/Prairie Osceola 8,944 $ 5,071,000 
Lakes Addition 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered·Lands <EEL>. 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.*. 

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, ly1ng 
north and south of Lake Marion 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 tra~ts of dry prairle and mesic 
flatwoods with numerous small ponds, marshes, and cypress strands 
interspersed. Extensive shoreline on three relatively large lakes adds to 
th~ 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 Florlda, and are considered the best potential 
site for reintroduction. 

This project is considered to have moderate potential for archaeological 
investigation. 

Recreational potential is high and would include such activ1t1es 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 
Approximately 51,485 adjacent acres were acquired under the EEL program. 
Approximately 43,482 acres are managed as the Three Lakes Ranch Wildlife 
Management Area by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commiss1on; 8,003± acres 
are managed as the Prairie Lakes State Reserve by the Department of Natural 
Resources. 

There are approximately 10 owners in the revised Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 
Addition Phase I (see "Acquisition Planning"l. 

* Discussions between the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission <GFC> 
and the Department of Natural Resources indicate that the GFC will be the 
lead manager on the entire tract. 
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#25 · THREE LAKES/PRAIRIE LAKES ADDITION 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
Most of this site is currently used for cattle ranching, though at 
relatively low levels compared to most traditional farms with better 
pasture. The wildlife value of the major portions of the tract is depenoent 
upon the remaining ponds, marshes and strands and on stable land use 
patterns. The property is very vulnerable to further draining, more 
intensive ranch1ng practices, and conversion to other more detrimental uses. 

During the period 1957-1967 native range in Osceola County was reduced from 
333 1 000 acres to 127,000 acres, a tren~ which has continued over the past 20 
years. Sod farming is also an expanding industry in the immed~ate vicinity; 
a portion 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 cont1nue to encroach if further drainage and more 
mild winters coincide. The most potential damage could occur, however, from 
development of the property into residential housing and RV parks. A 
'current proposal to build an RV park on the site immediately north of Lake 
Mar1on 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 Flor1da's 67 
counties, its population growth increased 115.51. from 1976-1986, ranking it 
third in population growth for the same'period. One of the proposed routes 
for the high 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 potential for development and growth in this area 
will dramatically increase. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
The Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes Addition project design was approved by the 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee on April 1, 1988. The proJect des1·gn 
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 includeo and the 
addition of unaeveloped property northeast of Lake Marion and on the 
project's western boundary. 

Mo$t of the project, all but approximately 2,200 acres, should be protected 
by acquiring 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 unnegotiablel over Hancock and 
Latt Maxcy ownerships along western project boundary. 

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

3. Owners in undeveloped subdivisions. 

On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved a 
revision of the project design excluding the major land holding, the Adams 
ownership, from Phase I negotiations. Acquisition phasing was recommended 
as follows: 

Phase I: 
Phase· II: 

Phase III: 

Lakefront properties on Lakes Jackson, Marion, and Kissimmee. 
All other lands in original Project Design, including balance 
of Hancock, Latt Maxey and Overstreet .holdings, excluding 
Adams' l·and and inholdings in Adam·s• land. 
Adams' land and inholdings in Adams' land. 

-172-



#25 THREE LAKES/PRAIRIE LAKES ADDITION 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $5,071,000. 

Funds Budgeted by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for Fiscal Year 
1988-89 for the Three Lakes Ranch Wildlife Management Area <adjacent to 
Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 
Salary OPS . 
$40,950 $16,277 

project areal. 
Expense 
$46,5?9 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Salary OPS Expense 
$42,998 $17,000 $50,000 

oco 
$1,000 

oco 
$2,000 

Total 
$104,806 

Total 
$111,998 

Funds Budgeted by the Division of Forestry 
Three Lakes Ranch Wildlife Management Area 
Lakes project areal. 

for Fiscal Year 198B-89 for the 
(adjacent to Three Lakes/Prairie 

Salary Expense 
$28,556 $23,926 $8,500 

Funds Requested 
Source 
CARL $46,500 
GR $13,879 

for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Salary Expense 
$32,379 $28,000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Total 
$60,982 

Total 
$60,379 

Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support .•....••..••...•..••.•.....•......•......... 14 
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 should be managed with the primary objective of maintaining or 
enhancing biological diversity, with particular emphasis on special spectes. 
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 lying 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 <GFWFCl. 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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PROJECT 
NAME 

#26 Andrews Tract 

COUNTY 

Levy 

RECD""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option> 

1,200* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$242,000. 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL>. 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 Divis1on of Forestry of the Department of 
Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Division of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources, and the Suwannee River Water Management 
District cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area and State Park. 

LOCATION 
In Levy County, northwest Florida, between Fanning.Springs and Manatee 
Springs. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 6 and House 
District 11. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee 
Regional Planning Council and the Suwannee River Water Management Distr1ct. 

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, cont1guous areas 
of old growth hardwoods remaining. It is an excellent example of a Flor1da 
"hammock" with four Florida Champ1on 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 invest1gations is good. 

The A~drews Tract provides excellent opportunities for recreation 1n a near 
wilderness environment. The property can support hunting, f1shing, hiking, 
camping, canoeing, backpacking and other similar activit1es that do not 
degrade the wilderness character of the project. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,844 acres have been acquired under CARL, including two small 
donations. The Suwannee River Water Management District has purchased 
approximately 550 acres. The 1,200 acres remaining to be acquired in Phase 
one (see "Acquisition Planning") include two property owners. An eighty 
acre parcel in the southeast corner 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 ilminent along the platted, northern end of the tract 
closest to Fanning Springs. Timber cutting and road construction, however, 
are the most impending threats. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
This project was modified through a project design analysis which was 
approved.by the Land Acquisition Selection Committee in June 1988. The 
project design adds anotber 1,220 acres to the ~riginal project and 

* Phase 1 
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150 ANDREWS TRACT 

ACIUISITION PHASIN& <Continued) 
divides the enlarged project into two acquisition phases. The addition 
joins the Andrews Wildlife Management Area with Manatee Springs 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 original project for a cumulative 
total of 1,200 acres. Approximately four hundred acres remain in the second 
phase. Only phase one is being placed on the acquisition list at this time. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Assessed value for for Phase I is approximately $242,000. 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for 
Fiscal Year 1988-89. 

Source 
CARL 

Salaries 
$28,090 

OPS 
$8,000 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1988-89. 

Expenses 
$28,624 

Salaries OPS Expenses 
$29,495 S8,500 $30,000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

oco 
$10,000 

oco 
$5,000 

Total 
$74,714 

Total 
$64,495 

Resolutions........................................................... 1 
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 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
A multiple-use concept of management is being employed due to the varied 
potential of the tract. Its use is best suited for a high quality, resource 
based natural area where wild plants and animals are the feature attraction. 
Due to the close proximity of river, floodplain, and upland forest, there is 
a choice of management options. 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 Resources of the Department of State, 
and the Suwannee River Water Management District cooperating. The following 
is an outline of recommended activities and objectives for management of the 
Andrews tract. 

1. The project will be managed to maintain water quality, restore natural 
hydroperiods, and to retain the high-quality wildlife habitat. 

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

3. Consumptive uses will include sport hunting of game animals with an 
emphasis on an overall quality experience. Quota and other restrictions 
will be necessary to maintain the present level of hunting quality. 

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

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

6. Archaeological and historic sites will be conserved and protected from 
destruction through other management activities or vandalism. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

127 Wacissa and Aucilla Jefferson 7,080 $ 319,000 
River Sinks Taylor 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Lands already purchased protect a natural 
floodplain, preserv1ng a very significant number of archaeological sites and 
ten maJor natural communities. Acquisition of the remainder of the s1te 
will protect a springhead, other portions of an undeveloped river corridor, 
wetlands, and an area already in use by the public for recreation. 

nANAGER 
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. Certa1n s1tes may 
also be developed into interpretive archaeological sites. 

LOCATION 
In Jefferson and Taylor Counties, in Florida's Panhandle, approximately 23 
miles southeast of. Tallahassee. Town of Wacissa 1s 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 
Flor1da Regional Planning Counc1ls and the Northwest Florida and Suwannee 
River Water Management Districts. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This proJect encompasses much of two river systems, a blackwater stream, the 
Aucilla, and a spring(first magnitudel-fed stream, the Wacissa. Both these 
river corridors are in good condition and are popular canoe trails. Ten 
different natural communities occur w1thin 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 surroundtng 
areas are part of a commercial timber operation, the natural resources at 
the site remain in good cond1t1on. The natural communities provtde 
excellent wildlife habitat ana support an abundance of water birds and other 
wild animals. The project boasts several unique geological features 
1ncluding the Aucilla River Sinks, an area in which the Aucilla River 
alternately flows through subterranean passageways and then reappears at the 
surface. 

There are numerous aboriginal sites along both rivers and the project offers 
excellent potential for archaeological investigations. 

The project offers excellent opportunities for recreational activities, 
especially those associated with the rivers (e.g., canoe1ng, fishing, 
swimming, nature appreciation, and picnicking. 

ONNERSHIP 
Approximately 13,179 acres representing approximately two-thirds of the 
project area have been purchased from the Nature Conservancy. There are 
three other major owners and 29 minor ones, not including those owners 
associated with the conservation easement. 
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#27 WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS 

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

The forested communities are still in good condition, even after logging, 
and no intensification of forestry practices is anticipated by th; owners. 
River frontage is always susceptible to development. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN& 
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 and project design additions included: the 
addition of the upper segment of the Wacissa River, the addition of the 
major river rises between the original project boundary and Nuttall Rise, 
the lower slave canal and wetlands connecting the western project area to 
the Aucilla River, the addit1on of undeveloped coastal hydric hammock, the 
addition of the 150 acre Goose Pasture for recreational purposes, and a six 
mile corridor along the Aucilla River. 

Less Than Fee Simple Acquisition 
Staff recommends less than fee simple acquisition for Goose Pasture. 
Buckeye is receptive to leasing this area to the State for recreational 
purposes. 

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

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

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. Buckeye ownership -original proposal. <acquired) 
Phase II. (a) Northern additions to orig1nal proposal. 

(b) Conservation easement on Aucilla. 
Phase III. 
Phase IV. 

Southern additions to original proposal. 
Yeager ownership. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
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 !Funds Budgeted and requested for fiscal years 1988-89 and 
1989-90 have not been determined>. 

Salaries Expenses OCO 
$48,056 $36,482 $158,875 $340,000 

Total 
$583,413 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 
1988-89. 
Salary 
$2,524 

Funds Requested 
Source 
CARL $2,500 
GR $2,524 

Expenses 
$1,800 

for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Salaries 
$2.524 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Total 
$4,324 

Expenses 
$2,500 

Total 
$5,024 

Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 0 
Letters.of support f~om local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 
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#27 WACISSA AND AUCILLA RIVER SINKS 

OTHER 
This project includes a Naterbody classified under the Special Waters 
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters. 

"ANASE"ENT SU""ARY 
The project area is currently heavily used for recreation. Most of it is 
within the Aucilla Wildlife Management Area. The Wacissa 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 spr1ngs, a 
privately maintained public access point at Goose Pasture, and a public boat 
ramp at Nuttall Rise. Hunting, fishing, boating, canoeing, swimming, 
hiking, camping, and just about all types of active and passive outdoor 
recreation occur 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 Nith 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 ~he 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 . 

#28 Miami Rockridge· 
Pinelands 

,• " 

COUNTY 

Dade · 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option! 

281 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 5,616,000 

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. 

ftANA&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 Owa1ssa 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 exclusively 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. 

OMNERSHIP 
There are approximately forty property owners. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERftENT 
The 14 pineland ·sites are considered upland and developable. All sites are 
zoned residential <up to six lots per acrel or agricultural <could be 
cleared for crops or one house per five acres). The trees and endemics are 
also sensitive to nearby development. Soils are thin over the rocky base 
and the root systems are sensitive to disturbance. 

The record of development in the pinelands and their consequent 
disappearance leaves no doubt as to their endangerment. Pinelands, outside 
the Everglades National Park, once totaled over 160,000 acres but have been 
reduced, by 1978, to 3,951 acres. 

In 1984 Dade County conducted a forest inventory which evaluated 
approximately 5,000 acres of pinelands and hammocks areas of two acres or 
larger.· This survey resulted in the identification of 2,737 acres of 
pinelands which qualified as environmentally sensitive. A more detait'ed 
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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VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT <Continued) 
Since l975 it has been estimated that 48 percent of the Miami Rockridge 
Pinelands have been destroyed. At this current rate of destruction, all 
privately owned pinelands in the environmentally sensitive category 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. 

AcguJSITION PLANNING 
On November 12, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
final project design for Miami Rockridge Pinelands. The project design 
deleted two sites from the project area because of extensive alterations to 
the sites. A substantial portion of another site was also deleted for the 
same reason. These modifications reduce the total acreage of the resource 
planning boundary by 43 acres and reduced the number of discrete sites to 
14. 

Recommended Phasing 
Phase 1 • Site 11 <deleted) 
Phase 2. Site 12 
Phase 3. Site 2 
Phase 4. Site 4 Cdeletedl 
Phase s. Site 6 
Phase 6. Site 15 
Phase 7. Site 14 
Phase B. Site 13 
Phase 9. Site 8 
Phase 10. Site 1 
Phase 11. Site 16 
Phase 12. Site 7 
Phase 13. Florida Natural Areas Inventory addition to Site 10 
Phase 14. Site 9 

On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
revision of the project design to delete two CSite 11 and Site 4l of the 
fourteen sites. The parcels have been or are being developed. The tax 
values and acreages were updated as well. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $5,616,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 
Dade County has been active in coordinating with the state on obtaining 
boundary maps and title work on this project. It has also assisted 1n 
preliminary negotiations, by identifying and contacting willing owners. 

The county is working with the Nature Conservancy to develop a position or 
'unit within the Dade County Parks Department to manage environmentally 
sensitive lands. 

The Florida Department of Transportation has negotiated a contract with the 
owner of Site 2 to purchase a right of way which transects the hammock. 
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"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
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 Part and Recreation Department in conformance with the State's 
Environmentally Endangered Lands Plan and State Lands Management Plan. 

It is anticipated that the subject parcels would be fenced to prohibit 
illegal dumping and uncontrolled access, vandalism and the 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 pinelan& growth and eliminate the threat of 
understory hardwoods and exotic species. 

'') 
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PROJECT 
NAHE 

129 North Fork St. Lucie 
River 

RECD""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

COUNTY 

St. Lucie 

ACREAGE 
(Not Vet Purchased 
or under option> 

1,350* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$6,006,000 

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 State Lands 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, less than 4 miles 
southeast of Ft. Pierce. The project lies within Florida's Senate Distr1ct 
27 and House District 78. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the 
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project forms a narrow, approximately eight mile long corridor along 
the North Fork St. Lucie River, The waterway has been channelized in the 
past and traces of this history are evident in some places. Natural 
communities are comprised largely of wetlands with some developable uplands 
also present. Rare and threatened plant and animal species occur within 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 withln the 
project area, the project is considered to have moderate potential for s1tes 
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. 

DNNERSHIP 
Phase I consists of one major owner, General Development Corporation <GDCl, 
and 2 minor owners. The Trust for Public Lands has recently closed on the 
GDC ownership, see "Other". 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERnENT 
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, SOC, 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 
Assessme~tl. 

* Phase I 

-193-



129 NORTH FORK ST. LUCIE RIVER 

VULNERABILITY AND £NDAN6£R"£NT <Continued) 
The population density for St. Lucie County is in the mediu• range when 
compared to other counties, ranking number 17. However, the growth rate was 
quite high between 1976 and 1986 as the population increased 66.7X, 12th 
among all Florida counties. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
The North Fork St. Lucie project design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on June 22, 1999. 

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

Phase I consists 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. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase I is approximately $6,006,000. 

"anagement funds have not yet been estiMated. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6£NERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutians •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• a•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 
Letters of general support •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••.•• 17 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 3 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The Trust for Public Lands <TPL> is an intermediary in the acquisition of 
this project and has purchased the major owner in Phase I. 

"ANA6£"ENT SU""ARY 
The majority of the project area, especially the wetlands and co111munities 
transitional to wetlands <e.g., hydric hammock>, should be managed by the 
Di~ision of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources to enhance 
the protection of the North Fork St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve. Suitable 
upland areas may be leased through the Department of Natural Resources to 
local entities for management. Passing the lease through the Department of 
Natural Resources should ensure that the primary single-use management goal 
of resource protection with compatible recreation is maintained. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

130 Rookery Bay 

. (. 

COUNTY 

Collier 

RECDnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Vet Purchased 

or under ootionl 

10,853 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$13,756,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands lEEL> and "other lands." 
Acquisition would protect estuarine and aquatic preserve systems, including 
habitat for endangered species. Acquisition would also provide recreational 
opportunities. 

nANA&ER 
The Division of State Lands 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 Bay National Estuarine Research Reserve and the 
Rookery Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Collier County, along Florida's southwest coast, approximately 25 miles 
south of Naples, including Keywadin and Canon Islands. This project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 38 and House District 75. It also lies 
within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Water Management District and 
the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council. 

I 
RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 

This project provides an outstanding example of a subtropical estuarine 
system. The natural communities associated with the estuary are relatively 
undisturbed and range from mangrove and marsh to flatwoods and maritime 
hammock. As part of the nattonal estuarine research reserve system, Rookery 
Bay is representative of the West Indian biogeographic type. 

Although the area has not been extensively surveyed, it 1s believed to nave 
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 fishing, beach related activities, 
nature study, and boating. 

OWNERSHIP 
Eleven parcels have been acquired, including two donations, totaling 
approximately 1,166 acres. Approximately 200 parcels remain to be acquired. 
The state has recently closed on a substantial portion of Canon Island. 

Approximately 1,611 acres, forming the nucleus of the estuarine sanctuary, 
are un~er lease to the Department of Natural Resources from the Collier 
Conservancy, Inc., the Audubon Society, and others. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ERnENT 
Mangrove shoreline systems are partially protected by dredge and fill 
regulation but are very susceptible to human activity. 

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

) 

A significant portion of Keewadin Island is under option from the 6aynors by 
a developer who is now seeking approval ffom local regulatory and planning 
agencies·to build a high scale residential development of approximately 75 
houses· on the northern part of the island. Discussions on sewer line and 
legality of existing utility line ongoing. 
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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 crossing the Collier Development Corporation DRI has 
not yet been final1zed. 

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

Phase • I. 

Phase II. 

Phase III. 

Phase IV. 

Phase V. 

ESTinATED COST 

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

Canon Island, Johnson Island. <Canon Island acquired.) 

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

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

Other lands added in project design, but not approved in 
July ·1985; except lands in Sections 22 and 27, Township 50 
South, Range 25 East, which had not been 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 Fiscal Year 1987-88. 
OPS Expense 

State* <DNRUl $7,046 $ 8,273 
Federal 9,680 26,482 

oco 
$3,000 
8,000 

Total 
$18,315 
44,162 

Management Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1988-89 - 5% increase <Funds 
requested for ffiscal year 1989-90 were not submitted). 

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

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEnENTS* 
Resolut1ons........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support ••••••.• , •••••••..••••••. , .••••.•••••••••... 348 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 3 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 17 
* Older EEL files are not included in this total. 

EHINENT DO"AIN 
Reauthorized and extended by 1987 Legislature, but does not include 1985 or 
1986 project design additions. 

"ANAGE"ENT SUHHARY 
Pursuant to the purposes of its designation as a National Estuarine Research 
Reserve, the primary management goal for Rookery Bay is to preserve and 
promote the natural estuarine system as a site for coastal ecosystem 
research and environmental education projects. A secondary goal of 
management is to identify and encourage public recreational activities in 
the Reserve which are compatible with the primary goal. Management 
activities will be in conformance with the philosophies of state lands 
management and the National Estuarine R~search Reserve program. 
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"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY <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., controlled burning>, environmental monitoring <e.g., water 
qualityl, and restoration, where necessary and practical. The objectives of 
the scientific research program concern identification of subjects needing 
Investigation, encouraging professional scientists to conduct studies In the 
Reserve, and integrating new information into the resource management and 
education programs. The objectives of the environmental education program 
are to inform the public and governmental agencies, through field trips, 
lecfures, and brochures, of the dynamic, but fragile, interrelationships of 
coastal ecosystems to promote their wise use and protection. Resource 
compatible recreational activities are also encouraged. These activities 
presently include fishing, 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 various 
recreational activities such as nature trails; successful resource 
management maintains the site for research, education, and recreation. 

Management and administration of the Reserve are under the superviSlon of 
the Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. Input 
into Reserve management and policy direction is provided by a three member 
Reserve-management board consisting of representatives of the Department ?f 
Natural Resources, The Conservancy, Inc., and the National Audubon Society. 
The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State cooperates 
in Research Reserve efforts to protect and preserve archaeological and 
historical reso~rces within Reserve boundaries. The National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management 
also provides input into Reserve management as coordinator of activities in 
the Nat1onal Estuarine Research Reserve program. The National ·oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration has also awarded the Department of Natural 
Resources match1ng grants to assist in Reserve land acquisit1on, inlti~te 
operations, initiate monitoring program, and develop education activ1ties. 

-199-



•,''•' 

-?00-



', - " - - . ', 
! :. 

131 COCKROACH BAY ISLANDS 

-201-



:I: -r 
(;; 
~ 

ttl 
0 ~ 

() 

:u 

0 
0 

c 
(i) () 
% :A 

\t..j 

t!f 
n 
8 ~. 

::0 

)I 
..... ~ 

:u 
Ill 

t!f 
rn n 

I 
)I 

lD 
-4 • ~ 

8 c 
z 
~ 

/ 
/ 

/ 
/ 

' ; 

I 
N 

t 

c ... ""'"' 

t..llll• Cochro,..,-•BIF"' 
•lilhl 

J 

' .' jj .. 
\ i 

. ~ - ~ ~~ I·. . . i . ,.. ·,,. ·-:> :~1 ... 
" ··r;' l, ... , 

IJ1g Co<bu1uh ''f.• .. &~O~ti· '* ·l ~· .1 : 

~, ·1. ·-l· ' 
\ '- ~' -o' • . • ·: • ' • . 4' • - t'' \' ~- '• f •' ,. • '.-•1 ' .• 1110 • , lj ,. · • •. ., ' ~ ' . , . , .. 

/luuf ,,, , • ': I, ' . ''./ -~ Sholl Snoo Point 

~ 
·1• . .... 

·y 

,~ '_, Holloluloh I , ~'Kov Q ' 'l J ')' 
B<oouM/'n" ' ,, Kovo ·, -" --,,_ u" ,· ~·' 

' 

' ••• ~ • . ' ,. . ._ c II I ;.' 
, 0 St•r ·':. ·. ; . : ';• .'. ·' i ~ ~o A -/-:--- ": ·,r'bl~ 

~'·- ,.~ ~: . \-~-.-;~~::-~.-.'~ <:~):~·/:: ·:···r:~·.~/f 
-t="A' •. : . ',• • '- ~··,'f r f "','"~·'·~ -:.'\·~ ~ .. ,\. 

t r. , . , ·.: lu. 3 ,\, •• ,.; . .:s.~ ~· "' I ~- 1 •,• 1 - 1 ·.~p•,.·1.~•··'~.&outho .. a,. ,,~t''"'rf'!i 
I 

I , " • • ; •' I ; ~, • .. j .; ;1• •, H•od I-., 1 I,••·:J. '1 L:. ·, ' • ' ' , 't - • I • ,' ' , I 1.' f ,, . f .I. \...._ '• }.' 4"tf J. .... .' .., ~ ', 
.' • ' .• ' '. :I ·~ r! ~ > I, l \p t J· i ... It• : • "~r.... .. / 

I 1 • ~ • "'•.: ,• '- ': ~ .l -;• • ,.. ' ,,,, ,f. ~ • f., ... •' 

.:j 
-18-- ' : ,·.·.~s·. 

• ' tll
1
11/JV -- ' 11• ' 'I 1'•>J.""· ...... ' ····-H.=:l~'·l ··~ ., '••rt~~<~p 

lo ' •..:'~\ ~-* .. ~11 1·~-.. '-, 
.. .1'\1' I !I'll 

POf,j ' 

\:) 

.-;. -~Gl., ~ /_. __ ,(-~ ... .... ., -· _:_· L~. : .. j.'<i~· ... r..... '-l : ::· r ... ::- l I: : ~ 
• - _...!i ·.:: • : !i' ! !· 

I' --"'I' . u;_ t ~1 
· ···.-r · I · ' I - I ~· , . ' 

:o: J I . ) I . 

y t4· 
. - . 1\ 
!I H 

L.:.. 

I ,;._ 

.~_ffj..~. 
I 

,•r~.if'~':~. :-4 

f 
If' ·l-!!1')'·~ w 
'-'~' .Y,'fl\) lfi,(~~t 

' .:'-' ·~~\~\ 
,,... - ....-:... , 

"' --- ~ 't ;-•) ' ... \,fi:$:i 
., .. --.J 'P";' ..... ;._,. ~ . :--' . . . ?::~4' . 

··l: \;': ,..,~;-~ •. ~..~,~~1 ~--: 
.·:: l • ..,. . i I l ~ A; . 

i '.,;- ',, ,'t :. 'Ii\ l ' • •, I• • • . -. ....., s.b·· .. :"-t>· t ·- .J'-.1~- r-!_--=;n-
.. ·I· r;:.~~~~-;-::~ 

\ r··· ... ' - • 1• 0 

ll f'' 24 - .. - ·--·-· 

'1/ I'' ' ~ -, ~ .. • 
\ _,."'! 
,. J I . ..-{' ~- t-:'" 

--------C .. ~.- / 
L,.:.L z I ~- • / I ' 

' . ,:. ;o'"'"''i r~ ~---·__!__. 
'-+l. ?.-:· ' J 
- "' '~~-/ ' . ~~- - I . ·t~· - .. z:~ J -·-·. ,;, 

~: . ~I I ~ :><; : ~ - -·· 



• .! 

'I· . ·.· ..... 
I' 

'' 
: j 

PROJECT 
NA"E COUNTY 

131 Cockroach Bay Islands Hillsborough 

RECORREIDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

730 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$233,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL). Acquisition would 
protect a relatively naturally occurring and unaltered biological system. 
Acquisition would also help protect habitat for endangered and threatened 
species as well as preserve significant archaeological sites. 

RANA&ER 
Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. Parts of 
the project area, however, could be appropriately managed by Hillsborough 
County. 

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

LOCATION 
Southwest Hillsborough County, near Ruskin. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 72 and house District 62. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council and the Southwest 
Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes a group of small-to-medium sized islands in the mouth 
of the Little Manatee River and extending to Cockroach Bay. It also 
includes a mainland fringe that directly fronts the bay. "ost of the 
islands and mainland fringe are vegetated with mangroves and are subject to 
periodic tidal wash; slightly elevated areas are comprised of coastal berm, 
maritime hammock, and shell mound natural communities; and an upland portion 
of Goat Island was created by spoil deposition. This project is one oi few 
intact natural shorelines in the Tampa Bay area. The project area supports 
good populations of many bird species, including several that are considered 
rare or endangered. The surrounding offshore area is undisturbed, highly 
productive marine habitat. Waters adjacent to the project are within the 
Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

There are two documented archaeological sites within the project. These 
sites represent the northernmost communities of an extremely large 
prehistoric Indian population significantly different from other cultural 
groups of the Tampa Bay area. The presence of these sites is considered 
very important archaeologically. 

Recreation potential within the project is limited due to the lack of upland 
sites. The landward edge of the mainland portion of the project could be 
developed for educational activities and possible recreation such as 
camping, picnicking, nature study and photography. Goat Island, although 
isolated from the mainland, is also suitable for these kinds of recreational 
activities. The mangrove islands and shoreline provide opportunities for 
birdwatching and snorkeling in the adjacent estuary. The primary 
recreational significance of this project, hoNever, lies in its ecological 
value in relation to t~e extensively utilized fishery. Detrital input, and 
buffer and filtration functions enhance the water quality and productivity 
of this system. 

OIINERSHIP 
There are two major owners. The Leiseys own the •ainland portion of the 
tract. The Whitikers own most of the islands. Cockroach Island <Indian 
Key), the location of the primary archaeological site, is owned by Symmes. 
The Whitikers and Leiseys are willing sellers. Symmes has not been 
contacted recently. He was an unwilling seller when the Cockroach Island 
was previously on the CARL list in 1981 and 19B2, which was the reason for 
its removal from the list in 1983. The Tampa Bay Port Authority owns all 
the submerged land in Hillsborough County. 
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#31 COCKROACH BAY 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
The wetlands associated with this project on the mainland and the islands 
would be severely impacted by dredging and filling activities and probably 
affected as well by development on immediately adjacent uplands. The 
primary archaeological site on Indian Key <Cockroach Island> is very 
vulnerable to human disturbance and vandalism. Other areas within the 
project are also susceptible to degradation from human occupation, and are 
sensitive to invasion of exotic vegetation. 

A plan to develop the mainland portion of this project with a marina and 
residential and commercial units was denied, but zoning does permit low 
density res1dential development on at least one of the islands with 
substantial uplands <Goat Island). It likely would be difficult to obta1n 
permits, however, for access, construction, water treatment and other 
activities related to development on most of the islands because of the lack 
of sufficient uplands and because of the proximity to Outstanding Flor1da 
Waters <OFW> and the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

Although the Cockroach Shell Mound on Indian Key is isolated from the 
mainland, the middens are being destroyed by treasure collectors. Well 
traveled trails are established to the mount summit. Other islands with a 
small beach are frequented by boaters and a few non-substantlal buildings 
have been constructed as fish camps, but no significant impact is apparent. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
The project design for the Cockroach Bay project was approved by the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee on November 19, 1987. The final boundar1es 
included the mainland mangrove fringe but excluded the upland portions of 
the Leisey Tract, disturbed with borrow lakes and spoil, with the except1on 
of the unexcavated archaeological site. 

The recommended acquisition phasing is as follows: 
Phase I. Islands 
Phase II. Mainland ownership<s> 
Phase III. Uplands associated with unexcavated archaeolog1cal s1te. 

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

Management costs have not yet been estimated. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

OTHER 
Project is within and adjacent to the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve, wh1ch 
was extended by the 1988 legislature to include a new western boundary at 
2,000 feet beyond the mean high water <mhw) 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 in the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve Management Plan 
approved by the Governor and Cabinet. 

Coordination 
Hillsborough County has committed at least Sl million towards the 
acquisition of this project. 
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#31 COCKROACH BAY 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This p~oject 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 with the primary objectives of (ll protecting the water quality of 
the aquatic preserve by maintaining the project area in a substantially 
natural condition, and (2) preserving the significant archaeological sites 
for professional investigation . 
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#32 Lochloosa Wildlife 

COUNTY 

Alachua 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Vet Purchased 

or under option) 

5,272 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

• 1,469,000 

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. 

"ANAGER 
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 w1thin 
Florid~'s Senate District 6 and House District 23. It is also with1n the 
jurisdictions of the North Central Florida Regional Planning Council and the 
St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Approximately sixty-two percent of the entire project area and thirty-three 
percent of Phase I is comprised of commercial p1ne plantation. A general 
est1mate of the pineland's potential for income production 1ndicates that 
the tract has the ability to pay its own management costs. The remainder of 
the tract is 1n natural condition, and the biological communities are in 
good health. The area is an excellent wildlife habitat and extensively 
utilized by a wide array of wildlife including numerous rare and endangered 
plant and animal species <e.g., there are sixteen active bald eagle nests 1n 
the project>. The project is an important watershed; most of the shore of 
Lochloosa Lake and several small streams are included in the project area. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 17 private owners within the entire project 
boundary. Phase I, the current project area (see "OTHER"> consis~s of a 
portion of the Great Northern !Nekoosa) Timber Company ownership, formally 
property of Owens-Illinois. 
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#32 LOCHLOOSA WILDLIFE 

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

Owen-Illinois, the previous largest single landowner, had plans to develop a 
major poition 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 based on 1984 tax parcel information for Phase I parcels is 
approximately $1,469,000. 

Management Funds for Phase I Requested by the Division of Forestry for 
Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Source Salaries Exgenses oco Total 
CARL -o- $4,604 $6,856 $21,300 $32,760 
GR $32,760 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 4 
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 acquisition and preservation through passing a bonding referendum. 
This could mean that the County may be able to assist financially with the 
acquisition of this project. 

On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved 
modification of the Lochloosa project to include only a portion of the Great 
Northern <Nekoosa) ownership within the Phase I boundary. According to the 
boundary map, there are 7,360 acres in Phase I parcels, however 2,089 of 
those acres are considered to be sovereign, leaving 5,272 acres to be 
acquired in Phase I. 

"ANA&E"ENT 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 Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission's Wildlife 
Management Area Program. Under State ownership, a wider variety of multiple 
uses, both active and passive, could be allowed. Twelve archaeological and 
historical sites have also been recorded within the project boundaries and 
potential exists for the occurrence of many more unrecorded sites. 

The Lochloosa Tract should be managed with the goal of providing maximum 
multiple-use benefits for the public while simultaneously protecting any 
rare, fragile, or sensitive resources. Potential exists for a variety of 
consumptive and nonconsumptive activities, including wildlife management and 
hunting, timber management, fishing, camping, bird watching, boating, 
canoeing, picnicking, nature photography, and hiking. 
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"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY <Continued) 
It is recoa~ended that this parcel be managed as a multiple-use project with 
the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services as lead agency with the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish 
Commission, Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources, and the Division of Historical Resources of the Dep~rtment of 
State as cooperating managers. 
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COUNTY 

133 St. Martins River Citrus 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

'I'' 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

11, 068* 

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 plan~ and animal species. 

"ANASER 
Division of State Lands of the Depart~ent of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Managed as part of the St. "artins 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 
Flo~da 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 excellent condition and support healthy 
population~ of wildlife, inciuding 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. "artins "arsh Aquatic 
Preserve. · 

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

This project provides excellent recreational opportunities which could 
include boating, fishing, camping, swimming, picnicking, nature study, and 
photography. 

OIINERSHIP 
There are approximately 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 ENDANSER"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 exchange with the 
artesian aquifer. 

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

• Phase I 
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133 ST. MARTINS RIVER 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"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~ Hartin 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 PLANNIN6 
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 industr·ial and commercial development, 
developed subdivisions, and other substantial, habitable housing. Priority 
areas initially emphasize protection of an upland/wetland corridor between 
the Crystal River and St. Martins projects and the protection of the main 
river corridors. Only the Phase I portion of the project area should be 
boundary mapped, appraised, and acquired at this time. After successful 
completion of Priority Area 1, Priority Area 2 should be begun, then 
Priorities 3 and 4. 

Acquisition Priorities: 

1. Large ownerships, L 40 acres, within Area I. 
2. Other ownerships within Area I and large ownerships, L 40 acres, within 

Area I I. 
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 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
.Resolutions........................................................... 1 
Letters of gen~ral support ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 1685 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
The St. M~rtins 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 Harsh 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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COUNTY . 

134 Pine Island .Ridge Broward 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

-. :::·' 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option> 

111 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$2,165,000 

Qualifies as "other lands". Acquisition would primarily protect significant 
archaeolo~ical and historical resources. 

ftANA&ER 
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 maximum height of 
twenty-nine feet above sea level. The site has a long history o~ 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. 

DNNERSHIP 
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 ENDAN&ERftENT 
The Broward County Land Use Plan (1977> 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 
Concern. 

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 ~esignation. A rezoning 
request has been approved which will allow the planned residential 
development and implementation of the comprehensive plan amendments. 
Approximately 251 of the project area will retain the older zoning of one 
unit per acre. 
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134 PINE ISLAND RIDGE 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT <Continued) 
Residential development occurs an three sides of the Sea Ranch property; 
and, with its new zoning, the property immediately adjacent to Pine Island 
Ridge could be developed within the near future. 

Although the population growth rate in Broward County was relatively slow 
between 1980 and 1986, when compared to other counties, Broward is one of 
the most densely populated counties in the state ranking second behind 
Pinellas County. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
The Pine Island Ridge Project Design Mas approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee 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-ridge land 
Mas added to the project area. 

ESTlftATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $2,165,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSEftENTS Resolutions........................................................... 3 
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. 3 

ftANA&EftENT SU""ARY 
The Pine Island Ridge project will be leased to Broward County for 
management at county expense. The lease should pass through the Division of 
Recreation 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 Mith the primary goal of preservation of 
significant cultural and natural resources; however, recreational activities 
that are fully compatible with this preservation goal should be allowed. 
The presence of an adjacent 250 acre county park <Tree Tops Park) adds to 
the value of this project in terms of access, maintenance, and recreational 
potential. The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
should advise the Division of Recreation and Parks in developing the 
pass-through lease regarding archaeological and historical resources. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

135 Paynes Prairie 

COUNTY 

Alachua 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

.· . ~ 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under ootion> 

b,390 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 7,b24,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL>. Acquisition of the 
remaining ownerships is important for protection of the water resources and 
endangered and threatened species of the wet prairie/marsh ecosystem. 
Acquisition is also essential for the application of proper management 
techniques to the adjacent State Preserve and may provide additional 
recreational .opportunities. 

ftANA&ER 
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 b and House District 24. It is also 
within the jurisdictio~s of the North Central Florida Regional Planning 
Council and the St. Jonns 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 
(e.g., bald eagle, woodstork and sandhill crane>. 

There are numerous aboriginal sites located on this project and the area 1s 

considered to have excellent potential for archaeological investigations. 

The project area can support a variety of recreational activities that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition obJective of natural resource 
protection. 

DNNERSHIP 
Approximately 18,02b acres were purchased from 1970 to 1974 with EEL, LATF, 
and LWCF funds. 

There are 103 parcels in 73 ownerships within the project area remaining to 
be acquired. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERftENT 
This area is critical to the water quality and quantity of the adjacent 
State Preserve and is easily disturbed by human activity. 

Development pressure in rapidly growing Alachua County is increasing, upland 
portions of these tracts are prime areas for development and will probably 
be sold to a private developer if not purchased by the State. 

The 2b acre Hunt Club parcel, part of an approved planned unit development 
<PUD> is under imminent threat of development. Appraisals by the state are 
underway. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
This project was reevaluated in Spring 1988 to determine the optimum project 
area. The project design analysis, which was approved by the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee in June 1988, combined and expanded upon the 
original Paynes Prairie project and the 1987 Prairie Creek proposal. The 
enlarged project area addresses current and foreseeable land needs for the 
maintenance and protection of Paynes Prairie State Preserve. 

ESTIItATED COST 
Tax assessed value is S7,b24,329. 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Division 
existing Paynes Prairie State Preserve for 
Source Salaries Expenses OPS 
SPTF $290,497 $108,052 $ 8 1 000 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 

of Recreation and Parks 
Fiscal Year 1988-89. 

for the 

OCO FCO 
$22,103 -0-

Total 
$428,652 

FTE Salary Expenses Qf.§. OCO Total 
12 $299,212 $111,294 $ 8,240 $22,7bb $441,512 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDDRSEitENTS 
Resolutions ........... -................................................ 2 
Letters of general support............................................ 6 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 6 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

ltANA&EitENT SUitltARY 
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. Th1s property is within the optimum boundaries of the preserve 
and will add significantly to the State's ability to manage the prairie 
basin's ecosystem, as well as providing recreational opportunities and a 
buffer to the basin. Management practices will be in conformance with the 
Paynes Prairie State Preserve Management Plan. 

No interim management costs are anticipated from the CARL program fund since 
Paynes Prairie State Preserve is currently staffed, funded, and open to the 
public. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

136 Spring Hammock 

COUNTY 

Seminole 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
!Not Vet Purchased 

or under option) 

225 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 2,147,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands !EELl, and as "other lands." 
Acquisition Nill help protect sensitive wetlands associated with a lake. 
The project will also provide outdoor recreational opportunities for a maJor 

• urban area. 

"ANA&ER 
Seminole County through a sublease with the Division of Recreation and Parks 
of the Department of Natural Resources Nith the.Department of State 
cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
Nature Preserve. 

LOCATION 
In Seminole County, east central Florida, between Sanford and Orlando, 
approximately eight miles east of Wekiva Springs State Park. Adjacent to 
Lake Jessup. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 17 and 
House District 35. 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 remains in 
Seminole County. The swamp and hammock provide valuable hydrological 
functions that help protect the Nater resources of Lake Jessup. The sotls 
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 1t flows from the surrounding urban area to Lake Jessup. 

A preliminary historic and archaeological survey of this area was completed 
by the Central Florida Anthropological Society. There were four sites 
reported. A very early !Suwannee> projectile 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 ownership of the hammock would 
complement the existing county environmental center. 

ONNERSHIP 
Seminole County acquired 330 acres in 1980. Approximately 709 acres have 
been acquired by the CARL program or are under option. An additional 40! 
areas have been donated. Approximately 26 owners and 225± acres are left to 
acquire. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
Delicate ecosystem; highly vulnerable to alteration in water quality and 
quantity, and in its function as a natural, viable Natershed. 

No known development planned at this time. However, the hammock is In an 
area of rapid groNth and is experiencing pressure from developers. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $2,147,000. 

County management costs have not been submitted. 
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL 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 

OTHER 
Coordination 
This project has recently been added to the St. Johns River Water Management 
District's Five Year Acquisition Plan. 

Seminole County acquired 330 acres of this project in 1980 and has been very 
supportive of the state's acquisition efforts. It manages an environmental 
education program interpreting the significance of the property, a youth 
program, and provides for park maintenance. 

"ANA6E"ENT 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 management agencies for the Spring Hammock 
Environmentally Endangered Lands Preserve are the Seminole County Board of 
County Commissioners and the Division of Historical Resources of the 
Department of State. 

The Spring Hammock tract should be managed by Seminole County as a nature 
preserve. The primary management goal should be to protect the resource 
values of the hydri~ 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 complement 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. 

-228-



; ' ' ~' ,!'' ' 

137 CAYO COSTA ISLAND 

-229-



N 

To Be 

U.S. Fish & 

Service 

CAYO COSTA- BUCK KEY ADDITION 

LEE COUNTY 



AAAAAAAAA 
AAAAAAAAA N 
AAAAAAAAA 
AAAAAAAAA 
AAAAAAAAA 

AAAAAAAA 
AAAAAAAA 
AAAAAAAAI\ 
AAAAAAAAA 
AAAAAAAAA 

AAAAAAAAAA 

~ 
~ 

P""'7'/t L.AND T 0 8 E 
~PURCHASED 

r---1 L.AND EXCLUDED FROM 
l---JPROJECT BOUNDARY 

~ STATE OWNED 
(COUNTY DONATION TO STATE) 
INCLUDES: 
NORTHERN TIP OF ISLAND 

0 2600 

FEET 

LEE COUNTY 



-232-



,. 

PROJECT· 
NAME 

-, ,.c;', > < 

137 Cayo Costa Island 

' 

., '_ 

COUNTY 

Lee 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

436 

I," 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 6,017,000 

Qualifies 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. 

ftANA&ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
As an addit1on 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 Gasparilla Island and Fort Myers. 
Includes the barrier island of Cayo Costa and portions of ~orth Captiva and 
Buck Key. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 2~ and House 
District 74. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida 
Regional Plann1ng council and the South Florida Water Management Distr1ct. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Cayo Costa and North Captiva Islands are part of a small chain of barr1er 
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 1n a natural condition 
would provide significant additional protection for the bay. The·natural 
communities, some of which are unique to these islands, are in excellent 
condition and exhi~it good species diversity, including some very unusual 
spec1es for Florida. 

This project contains several archaeological and historical sites, and has 
fa1r potential for archaeological investigations. 

The proJect could provide excellent recreational opportunities associated 
with the beach; e.g., sw1mm1ng, fishing, and boating. Also, the total 
acreage is large enough to allow hiking, camping, and nature appreciat1on. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 1,560 acres acquired under EEL and CARL programs; more than 
400 owners remain. Lee County has donated 655 acres on the northernmost 
section of Cayo Costa to the State. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERftENT 
Coastal barrier islands are highly vulnerable to impacts from storm activity 
but are mostly degraded by human disturbance. Because of the esthet1c 
quality and recreational opportunities of the Charlotte Harbor area, Cayo 
Costa is highly desirable for residential development. Even though the 
island is only accessible by boat, most of the remaining privately owned 
acreage is subdivided into lots and small acreage tracts which are still 
being permitted and built upon. 

Lee County is the 12th most densely populated county. The growth rate for 
1976-1986 was 68.67., the 9th most rapidly growing county in the state. 
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#37 CAVO COSTA ISLAND 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Assessed value is approximately $6,017,000. 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Department of Natural Resources for 
Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
Source Salary Exgenses OPS oco Total 
SPTF $100,546 $55,598 $4,300 $3,100 $163,544 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
FTE Salaries Exgenses OPS oco Total 
5 $103,563 $57,266 $4,429 $3,193 $168,450 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
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. 11 
• Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

E"INENT DO"AIN 
Reauthorized and extended to 1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

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

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
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 comprising Cayo Costa State Park, while simultaneously providing for 
public uses compatible with resource management. 

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

Public uses of the Park are limited to resource based actlvities that have 
minimal impact on the environmental attributes of the Park. Included are: 
outdoor recreation activities <i.e., nature study, hiking, primitive 
camping, swimming, and picnicking>; scientific research which will aid in 
the preservation of the biological and cultural values of the Park; 
education programs designed to enhance public knowledge of the resources of 
the Park <i.e., guided nature tours, exhibits, informational materials, and 
public presentations). 

Management of Cayo Costa State Park has been assigned to the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. The Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State participates in 
management of the cultural resources in the Park. 
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PROJECT 
NAI'IE 

#38 Garcon Point 

COUNTY 

Santa Rosa 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Vet Purchased 
or under option> 

2,560 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$1,800,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands !EEL>. Acquisition would 
protect a rare and unique natural community and its associated component 
species. 

"ANA&ER 
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 with1n 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 pl~nts !Sarraceria leucophyllal, State listed as 
endangered. The tract harbors several other rare plant species as well. 
The project is adjacent to Yellow River Marsh Aquatic Preserve. 

At least four areas of archaeological and historical significance have been 
reported within the project area. Ev1dence suggests that th1s 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 
c o u 1 d sup p or t h 1 k i n g , p i c n i c k i n g , f i s h i n g , b i r d - w at c h i n g·, n at u r e s t u d y , an d 
photography while simultaneously protecting the sensitive biolog~cal 
resources. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 21 owners. The major owner, First American Bank and 
Trust, 1s a willing seller. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"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 more 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 these areas have not been considered jurisdictional under the 
state's non-binding permitting reviews, the extent of sovereign lands of the 
state in this project area has not been formally determined by the 
Department of Natural Resources. These wetlands are under federal wetland 
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#38 GARCON POINT 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT <Continued> 
jurisdiction. A permit has recently been recommended for issuance by the 
Army Corp of Engineers for development over the objections. of other federal 
agencies on a s1te in this peninsula area that reportedly includes pitcher 
plant prairie. The entire area has since been recommended for a federal 
pre-assessment 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 1s nearby <15 miles by road) and the Garcon Point area is 
experiencing an 1ncrease in the development of small subd1visions. A study 
is currently be1ng conducted to determine if construct1on of a toll bridge, 
which would make landfall at Garcon Point, is feasible. 

ACgUJSITION 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 cons1der the timber value of this addition. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $1,800,000. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
I 

Resol ut 1 ons ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Letters of general support ••••••.•••••.•••••••••••.••••••••••••.••..•. 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ••.•• 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy <TNC> is interested in purchasing this project and 
has paid for· the boundary mapping. When the sovereign lands 1ssue 1s 
resolved, TNC will acquire the project for resale to the State. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 

0 
2 
3 
4 

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 S1te. 
The primary management object1ve will be the ma1ntenance and preservat1on of 
the natural communit1es, especially the frag1le wet pra1rie. 

The ecological integrity of wet prairie is strongly influenced by hydrology 
and fire. No management activ1ties should be allowed that disrupt the 
natural hydrology of the wet pra1rie system. Maintenance of this natural 
community will also requ1re prescribed burns to prevent invasion by woody 
species and to release essential nutrients. 

The project will be able to support limited recreation that is compat1ole 
with the sensitive biological resources. The northeast corner of the 
project includes a graded area with paved and dirt roads that would most 
appropriately accommodate visitor parki~g and any recreational facilit1es. 
A narrow beach berm is found most of the length of the shoreline. The 
construction of several small bridges to span tidal creeks would allow users 
to hike the entire per1meter of the project. 

The project area has long been used for educational and research act1vit1es; 
these uses should continue to be allowed where appropriate. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

139 Charlotte Harbor 

COUNTY 

Charlotte 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

'~' -

ACREAGE 
!Not. Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

5,356 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 2,302,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EELl. It completes the land 
acquisition prqject begun under the EEL program and adds an upland buffer 
for the environmental interpretation of one of the most biologically 
productive estuaries i~ Florida. 

"ANASER 
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 is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Regionil 
Planning Council and the Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

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

The project area contains two recorded archaeological.sites. 

This proJect can provide a variety of recreational opportunities that are 
compattbl~ with tne primary acquisition objective of natural resource 
protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 16,299 acres were acquired under the EEL program, and 1,106 
acres under CARL includ1ng a 414 acre donation. Twenty-five property owners 
remain, ntne of which were added in a June 1988 project design !see 
"Acquisition Planning"), 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"ENT 
The proJect lands are moderately vulnerable compared with other types of 
ecosystems in the State. They are vulnerable to nearby dredging, 
Interference with the flow of water and nutrients from adjacent uplands, 
and, of course, bulkheading and filling. 

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

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
The Charlotte Harbor project was reevaluated in the spring of 1988 to 
enhance its manageability by modifying the project boundary. A project 
design, approved by the Land Acquisition Selection Committee <LASCl in June 
1988, retained sixteen 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 cumulative total of 5,356 acres. The project design 
primarily included estuarine wetlands that are considered critical to the 
ecological integrity of the Charlotte Harbor estuarine system, as well as 
other lands intended to improve the protection and recreational value of 
existing state owned lands. 
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#39 CHARLOTTE HARBOR 

ACQUISITION PHANNIN6 <Continued! 
The LASC did not approve recommended Lee County additions, but directed 
staff to develop a separate lee County project design for the Charlotte 
Harbor area. 

ESTiftATED COST 
Tax assessed value was approximately $2,302,000. 

Funds Budgeted by the Department of Natural Resources 
for Fiscal Year 1988-89. 

Source 
I ITF 

Salaries 
$16,348 

Expense 
$9,000 

oco 
-0-

Management Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Salary Expense OCO OPS 
$16,838 $9,000 $1,000 -0-

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEftENTS* 

Total 
$25,348 

Total 
$26,838 

Resolutions........................................................... 5 
Letters of general support •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 22 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 8 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 10 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

EftiNENT DOftAIN 
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 unaer the 
EEL program. 

Coordination 
The Trust for Public Lands has been an intermediary in the state's 
acquisition of two large tracts within this project and 1s a cont1nu1ng 
participant in its planning and acquisition. 

ftANA6EftENT SUftftARY 
The Charlotte Harbor State Reserve, bought with EEL funds, is located with1n 
or adjacent to the boundaries of the Gasparilla Sound/Charlotte Harbor, Cape 
Haze, and Matlacha Pass Aquatic Preserves. Therefore, management of the 
State Reserve will coincide with the management obJectives and pol1cies 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 protect1on and preservation of th~ wetland resources of the 
adjacent Aquatic Preserve; to protect and preserve naturally occurring plant 
and animal species and th~ir 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 <e.g., nature study, hiking, 
primitive camping, swimming, fishing, and picnicking!; scientific research 
that will aid in the preservation of the biological and cultural values of 
the Reserve; education programs designed to enhance public knowledge of the 
resources. 
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#39 CHARLOTTE HARBOR 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY <Continued> 
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 
NAHE COUNTY 

140 North Layton Hammock Honroe 

RECONNENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
CNot Yet Purchased 
or under option> 

94 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$747,000 

' : 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands CEEL>. ·Acquisition would 
protect a native, relatively unaltered biological system including rare and 
endangered plant and animal species. 

NANA&ER 
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 on the 
preservation of the botanical resources. 

LOCATION 
Monroe County, Florida Keys, on Long Key, across the road and adjacent to 
Long Key State Recreation Area. It is also adjacent to the incorporated 
city of Layton. 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 QESCRIPTION 
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 CCereus robinii). 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 most 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 Happing, however, indicates that most of the land south of U.S. 
is state owned 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. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERNENT 
Current county zoning would allow one dwelling unit per acre within the 
project area. With the high demand for residential and commercial property 
in the Florida Keys, development pre~sures on upland hammocks become very 
intense. There are no known development plans the project area at this 
time. 

Although the population density in Monroe County is only in the medium 
range, almost all that population is in the Keys. The growth rate for the 
county between 1976 - 1986 was 14.57.. 
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140 NORTH LAYTON HAMMOCK 

ACQUISITION PLANNIM6 
The North Layton Hammock Project Design was approved by the Land Acquisition 
Selection Committee on June 22, 1988. Modifications to the resource 
planning boundary included additions to take in all of the major ownership 
north of U.S. 1, and the deletion of a two parcel five acre tract on the 
eastern boundary, also north of U.S. 1. 

Less than fee-simple 
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. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Acquisition of the rockland hammock and adjoining 
borrow pit north of U.S. 1; one owner, Leisure Life 
Sales, Inc. 

Acquisition of the parcels neighboring the rockland 
hammock. 

Acquisition of remaining parcels. 

Tax assessed value is approximately $747,000. 

Management costs have not yet been estimated. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS Resolutions........................................................... 1 
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. 2 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
This project will be managed by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources with the primary objective of preserving the 
rare biological resources. Limited passive recreation that is 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 in conjunction with the State Recreation Area; however, it should be 
emphasized that the management objective for North Layton Hammock stresses 
preservation more than recreation because of the exceptional value and 
sensitivity of the biological resources. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

141 Seabranch 

COUNTY 

Martin 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Vet Purchased 
or under option) 

910 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$7,458,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands. Acquisition would preserve a 
natural, relatively unaltered biological system which includes habitat for 
several rare plant and animal species. 

"ANA&ER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with 
the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

PURPOSED USE 
State Park .• 

LOCATION 
In eastern Martin County, on Florida's southeast coast, approximately 20 
miles south of Ft. Pierce. This project lies in Senate District 27 and 
House District 79. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South Florida 
Water Management District and the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is comprised of several natural communities, all of which are 
in relatively good condition. Natural communities include: scrub, scrubby 
flatwoods, hydric hammock, and estuarine tidal swamp. Particularly 
noteworthy is the sand pine scrub, which is one of few remaining scrubs of 
significant size on the southeastern coast of Florida. The project area 
harbors several rare plant and animal species. 

The fragility of the biological resources restricts the recreational 
potential of this tract to low-intensity activities such as nature 
appreciation, photography, picnicking and hiking. 

OMNERSHIP 
One major owner, Mobile Oil Sea Branch Corporation, and one minor owner of a 
3 acre parcel. The federal government appears to own 2 small parcels in the 
central portion of the tract. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
This tract is currently zoned for two residential units per upland acre with 
one unit per wetland acre transferable to uplands. Relatively recent 
development proposals have called for more intensive use; for example, a 
1987 Development of Regional Impact pre-application submitted by the Sea 
Branch Corp. suggests developing approximately 2,000 residential units, a 
golf course, country club, and commercial office space on site. Other areas 
in the vicinity of the project are already primarily developed for 
residential and commercial use. 

ACUUISITION PLANNIN& 
On November 15, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committed approved the 
project design for the Seabranch project with no significant change to the 
resource planning boundary. A YFW <Veterans of Foreign Wars> post leased 
from Sea Branch Corp. on one acre, located along Dixie-US AlA just north of 
FEC RR and AlA, should not be acquired. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $7,458,000. 

Management costs have not yet been determined. 
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141 SEABRANCH 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions.......................................................... 2 
Letters of general support •••• ,, •••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• ,....... 325 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.... 13 
Letters of support from local and state conservation organizations... 1 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The county, regional planning council and general public in the area are 
very supportive of the acquisition of this project. The Martin County 
Commission has verbally supported the recommendation of an ad hoc advisory 
committee to raise money for land acquisition through a $20 million bond 
issue. The voters will be asked to support such a referendum in March, 
1989, which could result in a significant local contribution towards this 
project's acquisition. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
The Seabranch project is recommended for management by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as an addition 
to St. Lucie Inlet State Park. The Same and Fresh Water Fish Commission is 
recommended as a cooperating managing agency. 

The primary management objective should be the preservation of the 
significant biological resources. The nature of these resources restricts 
the potential recreational use of the tract to passive activities. The 
tract is ideal for nature appreciation, photography, hiking, and picnicking. 

Maintenance of the tract in a substantially natural condition will enhance 
the protection of water quality in the adjacent Jensen Beach to Jupiter 
Inlet Aquatic Preserve. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#42 Wakulla Springs 

COUNTY 

Wakulla 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

$ 

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 t~e remainder of the 
project area will protect a primary tributary of the river, its assoc1ated 
cave system, and an endangered species. The recommended conservation 
easement will help preserve the wetland habitat of the remaining river 
corridor. 

nANA&ER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State, tne 
Division 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, in the northwest Florida Panhandle, approximately 15 
miles south of Tallahassee on State Road 61. This project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 3 and House District 11. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Apalachee Regional Planning Council and the Northwest 
Florida Water Ma~agement District. · 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project is rich in natural resources. Almost all of the area is 
forested with communities that have oeen essentially und1sturbed for 50 
years. Six types of natural communities are present: aquatic cave, spr1ng 
run stream, floodplain swamp, floodplain forest, upland hardwood forest, ano 
upland mixed forest. This diversity of natural communities supports an 
abundance of wildlife, especially along the r1ver corridor. This first 
magnitude spr1ng is considered the largest and deepest in the world. The 
water quality of the spring and run 1s excellent. 

There are three archaeological/historical sites on the property. The most 
significant site on the property is the ma1n spr1ng and assoc1ated build1ng 
complex. The spring itself has been recognized as a major paleontological 
site. One nearly complete mastodon skeleton has been recovered from the 
spring. The lodge is historically significant because of its attractive 
arch1tecture and deta1l1ng. 

Wakulla Springs prov1des an outstanding array of recreational opportunities. 
Guided boat tours provid~ a colorful and educational introduction to the 
wildlife of the springs and river corridor offering excellent opportunities 
to view and photograph wildlife. Swimming, hik1ng, camping, picnicking, and 
nature appreciation are other available recreat1onal activities. The lodge 
will continue to provide lodging and meals. 

ONNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,900 acres were acquired with the assistance of the Northwest 
Florida Water Management District <NFWMDI and the Nature Conservancy <TNCl 
from the Nemours Foundation. The State took title and assumed management 
respons1bility on September 30, 1986. 

* Does not.include acreage associated with conservation easement. 
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OMNERSHIP (Continued) 
There are two remaining owners in the McBride Slough area. The river 
corridor, to be protected through acquiring conservation easements, has not 
yet been boundary mapped. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERftENT 
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. 

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

ACIUISITION PLANNING 
On January 10, 1986 the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
final project design for Wakulla Springs. The project design process added 
a buffer area of approximately 90 acres, which is part of the purchase 
agreement with Nemours and is under State management east and adjacent to 
the McBride Slough addition. A conservation easement along the river 
corridor linking Wakulla Springs State Park and the St. Marks River National 
Wildlife Refuge was also approved. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. Nemours Foundation lands north of or bordering County 

Road 36:5/U.S. 319. <acquired) 

Phase II. 

Phase II I. 

ESTiftATED COST 

Conservation Easement, Wakulla River frontage between 
County Road 36:5/U.S. 319 and U.S. 90. 

Conservation Easement, Wakulla River frontage between 
U.S. 98 and•'the Shell Island on the ea~t bank and the St. 
Marks National Wildlife Refuge on the west bank. 

Tax assessed values for the two rema1n1ng owners <not including the owners 
associated with the conservation easement) for 1986 was approximately 
$282,120. 

"anagement Funds Budgeted by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal 
Year 1988-89. 
Salary 
S409,369 

OPS 
$18,000 

Expenses 
$147,152 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 

!KQ.. 
$9,025 

FTE Salary OPS Expense OCO FCO 
21 $524,434 $18,540 $165,440 $42,053 $873,449 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSEftENTS 

Total 
$583,546 

Total 
$1,,623,916 

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

OTHER 
This project is adjacent to a waterbody classified under the Special Waters 
Category of Outstanding Florida Waters. 
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"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
Present recreational use of the tract is confined to the spring, an adjacent 
20 acres of partly cleared high land, and a proximal segment of the Wakulla 
River. Several hundred acres around the south 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 utilitation 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 comprom1s1ng 
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 facility. 

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 dini~g 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 design should confine principal park development to a zone 
centered in the area of present development south of the spring. It might 
use wooded land in the designated zone but outside the present sphere of 
development for campsites of the conventional kind and for any suitable 
increase of improvement of p~cnicking 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 
i•mediate 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 
regulation averting diminution of the wildlife element. Interpretive 
programs consistent with that policy could operate to reach almost any area. 

"anagement of the tract by the Division of Recreation and Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources as a State Park is recommended with the 
Divisio~ 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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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT <Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NA"E COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

143 Gadsden County Gadsden 1,800 $ 456,000 
Glades 

RECO""ENDED PUBliC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. Acquisition would 
protect at least four natural communities, two of which are among the rarer 
and more endangered in Florida, and associated endemic and disjunct plant 
species. 

"ANA6ER 
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, north of 1-10 and just 
southwest of Chattahoochee immediately east of Apalachicola River 
floodplain. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 2 and House 
District 8. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Apalachee Regional 
Planning Council and the Northwest Florida Water "anagement District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project comprises much of the known Florida ~ccurrence of the upland 
glade natural community type. The project also includes some excellent 
examples of other upland mesit 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 taxifolia>. 

Although no systematic archaeological survey has ever been conducted for the 
project area, surveys in the general area suggest a fairly heavy site 
density. 

Recreational opportunities would be limited to low intensity activities to 
preserve the unique character of the project area <e.g., hiking, 
photography, and nature appreciation>. 

OMNERSHIP 
Five owners of large pa1cels and about six owners of small parcels. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The Gadsden County Glades are highly susceptible to man-induced degradation.­
Yehicular 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 singlej unscrupulous or unknowing plant collector could ! 
eliminate a species from Florida. Timber removal has been conducted without 
knowledge of the other hatural resources on the site, resulting in i 
clear-cutting and subse~uent erosion of some very high quality Seepage / 
Slopes and Upland Glade~. The relative maturity of the forests on the si~e 
and the dependence of the rare plants and Natural. Communities on a specifi~ 
set of hydrological, ge~logical, and microclimat~logical conditions rende~ 
the entire system highlr endangered and vulnerable. i 

' 
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YULNERAilllTY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT <Continued) 
Siven the relatively mature state of the timber, and the increased rate at 
Nhich timber harvest and conversion to pine plantations has recently 
progressed in the area, it is al•ost certain that the natural resources will 
be significantly degraded in the very near future. Some development at the 
southern city limit of Chattahoochee is occurring just north of the proposed 
project boundary. 

Acquisition Planning 
This project was included Nithin the overall Apalachicola River and Bay 
resource planning boundary. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is $456,000. 

Management costs have not yet been estimated. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areaNide conservation organizations. 0 

"ANA&E"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 Mill 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 basically self-maintaining; however, controlled burning or 
hand -removal of hardwoods may be necessary to prevent the sur_rounding forest 
from encroaching into the open spaces of the glades. The vulnerability of 
the natural communities necessitates that recreational activities be 
strictly regulated to avoid excessively disturbing the site. Activities 
that should be permitted include scientific research, hiking, photography, 
and nature appreciation. More intensive activities should be carefully 
evaluated to determine if they are appropriate before being allowed. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

144 Lower Econlockhatchee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

COUNTY 

Seminole+ 

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

2,110* $4,020,000* 

Qualifies as "Other Lands". Acquisition would protect a natural floodplain 
of a biackwater stream and habitat for several rare plant and animal 
species, and would enable restoration of altered uplands associated with the 
system. 

HANA6ER 
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agricultu~e with the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

PURPOSED USE 
State Forest. 

LOCATION 
In Seminole County, east central Florida, just south of Lake Harvey, 
approximately 10 miles north of Orlando. This project lies within Senate 
Districts 10 and 15, and House District 34. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the St. Johns River Water Management District and the East 
Central Florida Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes a sizeable segment of a blackwater stream system. 
Hydric hammock, floodplain swamp and floodplain marsh border the stream. 
These natural communities are generally in good condition, although heavy 
grazing by cattle has diminished the diversity of herbaceous ground cover 1n · 
some areas. Wetland communities grade into mesic flatwoods or upland mixed 
forests with small strand swamps and dome swamps interspersed. Much of the 
uplands, however, have been convert2d to improved pasture. The proJect 
supports a variety of wildlife including several species that are cons1dered. 
rare. I 

Five archaeological sites which date from 8500 B.C. to the 19th century are 
recorded from the project area. There is good potential for other cultural 
sites to be found in the project area also. 

This project can support many types of recreational activities. The scenic 
nature of the river makes for excellent boating, canoeing, and fishing. 
Horseback riding, hiking, camping, photography, -and nature appreciat1on are 
also possible recreational activities. Recreation associated with the 
uplands will be enhanced by restoration of the pastureland into a more 
natural condition. 

OIIINERSHIP 
Phase I: One owner, Demetree, a willing seller <see "Other"), There are 
approximately 14 other owners in the remainder of the project area. Only 
Phase I should be boundary mapped initially. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
Much of the surrounding agricultural lands are being converted to 
residential housing. The project area is currently zoned at a density of 
one dwelling unit per five acres. The Seminole County Comprehensive Plan 
designates acceptable land use for the project area as: below the 100 year 
floodplain - Conservation; above the 100 year floodplain - General Rural an 
Suburban Estates, which would allow low density residential development. 

* Phase One 

+ Parts of later phases of the project are also in Volusia County. 
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ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
Lower Econlockhatchee project design. Developed parcels along the northern 
and southeastern boundaries were deleted as was a partially developed 
subdivision south of the river, east of and adjacent to Snow Hill Road. 
Phase I includes only the Demetree parcels, on of the three largest 
ownerships. Other phases will be brought to the Committee for approval when 
Phase I is acquired or under option. The St. Johns River Water Management 
District is a participant in this project (see "Other"). 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value for Phase I (current project> is approximately 
$4,020,000. 

Tax assessed value for the reaminder of the project is $12,633,000. 

Management costs have not yet been determined. 

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

OTHER 
Coordination 
The St. Johns River Water Management District is a participant in the 
acquisition of this project. It has assisted in development of the project 
design, has contracted for appraisals on the Demetree ownership, and is very 
interested in coordinating the phasing and purchase of the remaining tracts. 

Seminole County and a representative of the local chapters of the Native 
Plant Society and Sierr~ Club have also contributed in a very significant 
way in the planning and development of this project. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
The Lower Econlockhatchee project is recommended to be managed by the 
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture with the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. The project is to be managed as a 
state forest with the primary objective of providing multiple-use recreation 
in a natural setting while simutaneously preserving any significant natural 
features. 

Much of the uplands has been converted into pasture and should be restored 
to a more natural condition. Pinelands would be managed using appropriate 
silvicultural techniques to offset operational costs. 
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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 

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

10. Madden's Hammock 



ACQUISITION PLANNING <Continued> 
Acquisition 
Phase 1. 
Phase 2. 
Phase 3. 
Phase 4. 
Phase 5. 
Phase b. 
Phase 7. 
Phase 8. 
Phase 9. 
Phase 1 o. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Phasing 
Silver Palm 
Castellaw Extension 
Loveland 
Big & Little George 
Meissner 
Ross 
Southwest Island 
Holiday 
Lucille 
Madden's Hammock 

' . ' 

145 TROPICAL HAMMOCKS OF THE REDLANDS 

Assessed value is approximately $7,991,000. Tax assessed value, tak1ng into 
consideration agricultural exemptions, is approx1mately $3,884,000. 

Management costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions ........................ :.................................. 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 27 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public offlcials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 2 

OTHER 
Project boundaries were revised by the Land Acquisition Selection Comm1ttee 
in November, 198b, to include the Madden's Hammock CARL project. 

Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy has purchased two <Cooper and Cunneganl of the three 
parcels of the Silver Palm Hammock site, with the intent of reselling to the 
State. 

Dade County has participated in all phases of project development and nas 
paid for boundary mapping and title work on all the hammocks. It 1s also 
working with The Nature Conservancy to develop a special unit or position 
within the Dade County Parks Department respons1ble for and knowledgeable 
about managing environmentally sensitive lands. 

nANA&EnENT SU"nARY 
Ten individual hammocks, compr1s1ng 140± acres of endangered tropical 
hammocks represent the best of what remains in Dade County and conta1n a 
variety of rare and endangered plants and animals. Due to the unique 
character1stics 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 w1ll 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 pr1mary focus of the proposed management plan will be to reduce 
unauthorized intrusion, vandalism and the removal of endemic species and to 
prov1de limited access for interpretive uses. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#45 Tropical Hammocks 
of the Redlands 

COUNTY 

Dade 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option> 

213 

TAr 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 7,991,000 

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

"ANA&ER 
Dade County. 

PROPOSED USE 
Preserve or Botanical Site. 

LOCATION 
In Dade County, south Florida. All of the sites are located in the greater 
Miami/Homestead area. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 
and House Districts 119 and 120. It also lies within the jurisdictions of 
t.he South Florida Regional Planning Council and the South Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes some of the most outstanding eMamples of rockland 
hammock that remain in Florida. The ten sites in the project were selected 
specifically to preserve a broad array of plants and animals typical of this 
natural 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 activities would be limited to preserve the character of these 
sites. Possible recreational activities would include nature appreciation 
and photography. 

ONNERSHIP 
There are 24 owners and 10 discrete hammocks. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
The relatively small size (10 to 30 acres> of the parcels allows minor 
disturbances to have major impacts upon the integrity of the natural 
systems. Envaision by eMetics is also a possible threat. 

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

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On March 21, 1986, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
project design for Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands. The project design 
process only slightly altered the resource planning boundaries of two of the 
hammock areas. An addition was made to improve ~ss for management 
purposes and a deletion was made which removed disturbed acreage. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

t4b East Everglades 

-. . ~ 

COUNTY 

Dade 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

71,920 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$14,384,000 

-------------------------------------------1 
RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

i 
! 

Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition will help protect the 
and quantity of two bay systems. Acquisition will also enable 
restoration of traditional South Florida drainage patterns and 
Everglades National Park. 

water quality): 
the 
help protect 

"ANA&ER 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, South Florida Water Management 
District, the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural 1 

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 primary goal of restoration of biological 
and hydrological resources. 

1 

LOCATION 
In western Dade County, adjacent to and east of the Everglades National 
Park. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 40 and House 
District 120. 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 I 
approximately 100,563 acres in western Dade County. The project is divided 

Jinto two separate areas: a northern area comprising approximately 70,000 : 
I 

acres, and a southern area comprising approximately 30,563 acres <see map,: 
part 2l. Both areas border the Everglades national Park and are considere~ 
critical to the park's ecosystems. East Everglades serves as a water 1 

storage area. The water storage capacity helps to prevent excessive i 
flooding, and serves as a recharge area for well fields in south Dade 
County. The project area encompasses the habitats of numerous rare and 
endangered species. 

Although the project area has not been systematically surveyed for cultural 

I 

I 
resource sites, it is considered to have potential for archaeological ' 
investigations. 

The primary public purpose of restoring natural hydrological and-biologic~! 
systems takes precedence over intensive recreational use. The area can · 
support hunting, fishing, camping, hiking, nature study, and photography. 

ONNERSHIP 
There are well over 100 owners in the project area. The South Florida Wa~er 

I 

Management District has purchased 26,643 acres to date in the southernmost 
area, the C111 canal basin, and has under option another 2,000 acres. I 
Approximately 1,920 acres remain to be acquired in the C111 basin. i 

The Aerojet Wildlife Management Area, between the northern and southern 
parts of the project area, was a joint state, water management district 
<WMDl acquisition consisting of approximately 34,572 acres. The WMD, 
including its most recent purchase from Senior Corporation, has purchased/ 
17,292 .acres. The state has purchased 17,280 acres under the EEL and CARL 

I 
I 

There have been no public acquisitions in the northernmost 70,000 acres. I 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
The Everglades natural communities are extremely sensitive to disruption by 
man. Artificial manipulation of ~ater levels can be devastating to natural 
systems in and out of the project area. 

Acquisition priority based in part on endangerment have been recommended by 
an East Everglades technical committee. The highest development pressures 
(residential and agricultural) are adjacent to those areas that have already 
been developed. 

ESTiftATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $14,384,000. 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for 
the Aerojet WMA for Fiscal Year "1988-89. 

Salary Exeense OPS oco Total 
$26,973 $30,000 $15,000 $4,900 $76,873 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 

Salary Exeense OPS oco Total 
S28,322 S3S,OOO $20,000 $2,000 $85,322 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSEftENTS 
Resolutions ................................. o......................... 0 
Letters of general support............................................ 9 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public·officials ••••• 11 
Letters of support from local and area~ide conservation organizations. 6 

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

Coordination 
It is also a joint project between the CARL program and the South Florida 
Water Management District <SFWMDl. The SFWMD is successfully negotiattng 
additions and inholdings in the southernmost part of the project area. 
Priority areas 1 and 2 in the northernmost part of.the project are also in 
the SFWMD's five year acquisition plan. According to the SFWMD, federal 
funds may be available in the near future to assist the state and/or 
district in the acquisition of the northernmost tract. 

ftANA&EftENT SUftftARY 
The proposed acquisition is for the purpose of furthering the objectives 

1 adopted by the Everglades National Park - East Everglades Resource Planning 
and Management Committee as set forth by the Governor on February 7, 1984. 
These objectives include: restoring as much as practicable, the natural 
sheet flow of water to the Everglades National Park through the Shark River 
Slough; ensuring that the quality of water flowing into the park and into 
the Biscayne aquifer is not degraded due to development practices in the 
East Everglades; ensuring that the quality and quantity of water entertng 
Florida Bay will allow for rejuvenation of the estuarine systems and 
restoration of their productivity; allowing for adequate flood protection 
measures for residential and agricultural areas within the East Everglades; 
and ensuring that future development in Dade County does not affect the 
viability of the natural ecosystems in the East Everglades and the 
Everglades National Park. 

Management of lands within the East Everglades will involve the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission, the South Florida Water Management District, 
the Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, 
the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services, and the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State. Management of these lands will be closely coordinated with the 
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#46 EAST EVERGLADES 
"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 

Everglades National Park and Dade County. East Everglades presents a .large 
<76,300 acresl and complex management problem. As more information is 
obtained, better resource-based management plans will be implemented and 
provide optimu~ management of this diverse region. Current management will 
be guided by the fourteen policies adopted by the Everglades National Park -
East Everglades Resource Planning and Management Committee and approved by 
the Governor and Cabinet which are: 

1. Resource management priorities for publicly-owned lands in the East 
Everglades should be compatible with restoration of sheet flow through 
the Northeast Shark River Sloug~ to the Everglades system and be 
consistent with the program. 

2. High priority should be given to protection of Dade County's water 
supply. 

3. Lands that were purchased with State or other public funds should 
managed for their natural hydrological and biological values as a 
purpose. 

be I 
primary! 

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 
sheet f 1 ow·. 

7. Fish and wildlife should be managed within the constraints of natural 
hydrological regimes and historic fish and wildlife communities. 

B. 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. 

I 
I 

11. Location and design of a new wellfield in .the East Everglades should no~ 
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. I 

I. 

12. No permanent hunting camps or structures should be allowed and existing i · 
ones should be phased out on publicly owned lands in the East Everglades 
in accordance with the management plan for the area. j 

13. The development of a management plan for the publicly owned lands in 
East Everglades should address the existing uncontrolled use of the 
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 

147 Silver River 

COUNTY 

Marion 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

~CREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under optfonl 

462 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 11,712,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. Acquisition of the 
remainder of this tract would 1nsure public protection of the springhead, 
preserve a natural community, eliminate several small inholdings, and 
provide buffer for ex1sting state owned lands. 

"ANA&ER 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with 
the Division of Historical Resources of the Dep·artment 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. i 
It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional Planning! 
Council and the St. Johns River Water Management District. 1 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The Silver River, a large spring run of renowned beauty, is an outstanding i 
natural feature of the property. Approximately 5,000 feet of river frontag~ 
are included. With the exception of the head spring, the river corridor is! 
virtually undeveloped. Although th~ Silver River is the pr1mary resource o~ 
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 xer1c hammock. The "gumbo" hardwood fores~ 
is a natural community unique to the Ocklawaha River region. The corridor ! 

along the river 1s virtually undeveloped w1th some very large cypress trees i 

on the river's shores giv1ng a wilderness quality to the r1ver. The water i 
I 

resources of this project are excellent. I 
j 

Although the project area has never been subjected to a systematic cultural! 
resource s1te survey, it is believed to have good potential for , ! 

archaeological 1nvestigations. A review of the Florida Master Site file 
1 

revealed the presence of two archaeological sites on the S1lver River tract~ 

One site, a putative mammoth kill site, is very significant archeologically! 
because it is one of the few in the United State which has demonstrated a : 
positive relationship between humans and the now extinct mammoth. The . 
mammoth and other megafauna! species extinct during the terminal Ple1stocen~ 
at the same time the Paleo-Indlans (ca. 12000 B.C. - 65000 B.C.l were 1 

thriving 1n 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 approximately 84 percent of the project, .f 
approximately 2,241 acres north and south of the river. There are four ' 
remaining owners, including the springhead addition owned by the Universit~ 
of Florida Foundation approved as an addition on December 19, 1986 by the I 
Selection Committee, and the other additions approved by the Land ! 
Acquisition Selection Committee on December 14, 1988 <see "Acquisition I 
Planning"), · 
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VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
The gumbo soil unique to portions of the Ocklawaha River basin is not 
resilient to disturbance. Archaeological sites, such as the midden have to 
be protected from pothunters. 

Growth is occurring in this region at rapid rates. Frontage on the Silver 
River is susceptible to development. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
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 Comm1ttee 
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. 

The Land Acquisition Selection Committee amended the project design boundary 
on December 19, 1986 to include a tract in area ~round the springhead and 
again on December 14, 1988 to add buffer for state owned lands and to 
increase protection for a relatively undisturbed natural community. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $11,712,000. 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Department of Natural Resources for 
the Fiscal Year 1988-89. 

Source Salaries 
$43,189 

OPS 
-0-

Expenses 
$16,041 

OCO Total 
SPTF 81 CARL $45,050 $104,280 

Management Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
FTE Salaries OPS _ Expenses OCO FCO 

2 $141,892 -0- $95,457 $146,761 $2,111,172 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Total 
$2,495,283 

Resolutions ••.••••• ,.................................................. 1 
Letters of general support ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•.•••••.. 599 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials •..•• 18 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 9 

"ANASE"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-sited and confined as appropriate. A picnic area near the river 
would be possible and very attractive to the public. The great majority of 
the land could be preserved under that management, with only the lightest 
amenities for passive uses like hiking or primitive camping in most areas. 

Development costs should be low since no major recreation facilities are 
proposed for the areas already acquired. Some pasture areas will need to be 
restored, but natural succession in the rich soil may accomplish this 
quickly. Road and facilities maintenance on the unstable soil may be a 
problem. None of the best communities are fire maintained so site 
management should be minimal. Controlling people and their use of the 
property and river will be the primary management activity. 

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

148 Deering Estate 
Addition 

COUNTY 

Dade 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

27 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$571,000 

Qualifies as both Environmentally Endangered Lands IEELl and »other lands". 
Acquisition would protect a naturally occurring and relatively unaltered 
biological system and would preserve a significant archaeological site. 

"ANA&ER 
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 1b7th Street 
and Old Cutler Road. This project is within Florida's Senate District 39 
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's vegetation is predominantly comprised of tropical rockland 
hammock and estuarine tidal swamp (mangrove). Rockland hammock is a 
threatened natural community type composed of numerous rare plant and animal 
species. Approximately 50% of the rockland hammock on site ~urned 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 old. 

Although no active recreation is envisioned for this project, pass1ve 
recreational activities such as archaeological site visitation and 
interpretation, nature trail walks, and nature appreciation are planned. 

OWNERSHIP 
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 ENDAN&ER"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 <1 to 1 1/2 acres) on the northern boundary at the 
intersection 9f Old Cutler Road and Southwest 1b7th 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 
were added to the northern project boundary, taking in that portion'of the 
project zoned BU (business!. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately S57l,OOO. 

Management costs have not yet been estimated. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions ............................................ ".............. 5 
Letters o~ general support ............................................ 3065 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials ••••• 12 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 6 

OTHER 
Coordination 
Dade County has pledged to contribute 50% to 60% of the acquisition cost. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
This project was proposed far acquisition as an addition to the state owned 
Deering Hammock which is currently being maRaged by Dade County as the 
Deering Estate County Park. The county proposed-the Deering Estate Addition 
project 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 Division of Recreation and Parks to ensure that the state's management 
objective of preserving the significant natural and cultural resources 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 regardin~ the preservation of 
cultural resources. 
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t;;:.j STATE OWNED 

PEACOCK SLOUGH 

SUWANNEE COUNTY 



PROJECT 
NAtiE 

149 Peacock Slough 

COUNTY 

Suwannee 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

580 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ . 358,000 

' ..... 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. Acquis~tion of the 
remaining parcels of this project would preserve second growth and old 
growth forests of excellent quality and would provide protection of the 
slough, a tributary of the Suwannee River. 

"A NASER 
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 D~strict 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 tppography 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 pla'nt communities combined with their relatively 
undisturbed, natural condition contributes to the overall biotic diversity 
as well as providing habitat for several species of rare plants and animals. 

The area around Peacock Springs is archaeologically rich. Artifacts 
recovered from the sites in the Peacock Springs area indicate human 
occupation dating from the Archaic period <ca. 6500 B.C. - 1000 B.C.) 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 
d1vers. 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 ENDAN&ER"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. 

-287-



- , I< If'' ~ 

#49 PEACOCK SLOUGH 

ESTinATED COST 
Tax assessed value for 1986 is approximately $198,000, but the real value 
probably exceeds $250,000. 

Funds Budgeted by the Department of Natural Resources for Fiscal Year 
1988-89. 
Source 
SPTF 8! CARL 

Salary 
$38,590 

Expenses 
$33,931 

OPS 
$3,400. 

Management Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 

oco 
$30,100 

FTE Salary Expenses OCO FCO 
2 $54,030 $63,826 $177,841 $124,631 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Total 
$106,021 

Total 
$423,830 

Resolutions ... I. I •• I ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• I 0 
Letters of general support I........................................... 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 2 
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 pursuits associated with 
~prings and sinkholes also occur. The project is proposed as a State Park 
or Pr~serve with limited recreational development, primarily cave diving, 
camping and nature appreciation. The Department of Natural Resources is 
proposed as the lead managing agency, with cooperating agencies including 
the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State, and perhaps 
the Suwannee River Water Management District. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#50 St. Johns River 

COUNTY 

~ake 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
~Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

8,290 

•';.' 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 1,022,000 

' ' ' 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL> and as "other lands." 
Acquisition will help preserve the freshwater marshes and water quality of a 
major river system; provide outdoor recreational opportunities; enhance the 
value and manageabLlity of the State's sizable 1nvestment 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. 

ftANASER 
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 Dep~rtment 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. This project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 11 and House District 30. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the East Central Florida Regional Plann1ng Council and the 
St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
The St. John's River project is a large tract of river 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. Water resources include several m1les 
of frontage on the St. Johns River, backwater sloughs and marsh, blackwater 
creeks, and a small spring. This area harbors an abundance of wildl1fe, 
including many rare and endangered species, and is a primary corridor for 
black bears migrating between the Ocala National Forest and Rock Springs Run 
State Reserve. Recent federal studies indicate that adjacent waters privide 
critical habitat and travel corridors for the endangered West Indian 
manatee. 

OMNERSHIP 
There are three remaining owners. Closing on St. Johns R1ver Forest 
Estates, 2,260 acres, has been delayed, pending meeting between staff and 
owner to resolve problems. 

YULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERftENT 
These lands are moderately vulnerable to consumptive timber practices as 
well as the effects of runoff f~om residential developments towards the 
western part of the project area. 

This tract is moderately endangered since it is located in a reg1on 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. 

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

Management costs have not yet been determined. 
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LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 1 
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 

OTHER 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee voted to combine the St. Johns 
River Forest Estates and Fechtel Ranch projects on March 21, 1986. 
Acquisition of St. Johns River Forest Estates/Fechtel Ranch would complement 
other existing and proposed EEL/CARL lands in the vicinity <See Map, Page 
56). 

"ANASEnENT SU""ARY 
The St. Johns River project should be acquired to enhance protection and 
preservation of water quality in the middle St. Johns River region and 
provide the public with recreational opportunities compatible with resource 
protection. 

Initially, management objectives will concern maintaining a natural 
hydrological regime, and evaluating the area's recreational potential. 
Access to this property appears to be only via the St. Johns River. It is 
possible that canoe or boating trails could be developed utilizing the Snake 
River and old logging canals which deeply penetrate the river swamp. Some 
of the pine islands scattered through the swamp are associated w1th logging 
canals and might be suitable for nature trails. 

Management and administration of the property should be the responsibility 
of the Department of Natural Resources. The Division of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services and the Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission are recommended as cooperative managers, lending their 
expertise in forestry and wildlife management, respectively. The Div1sion 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State will cooperate in the 
identification and protection of archae_ological and historical s1tes. 
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PROJECT 
NAI1E COUNTY 

151 Wetstone/Berkovitz Pasco 

RECOnnENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option> 

3,460 

--· ' '~ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$3,228,000 

Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL>. Acquisition would 
protect a relatively unaltered biological system representative of the 
Pasco-Hernando county Gulf coast. 

nANA&ER 
Pasco County through a pass-through lease from the Division of Recreation 
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 within 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 in good condition 
and include estuarine tidal mars~, wet flatwoods, and maritime hammock. 
Bayonet Point appears to provide important habitat for local wildlife, 
especially birds. A pair of nesting 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 becoming 
increasingly scarce in Pasco County. The tract could provide hiking, 
bird-watching, nature study, photography, and fishing opportunities. 

OMNERSHIP 
There are two major owners, Werner/Day, Trustees Wetstone and Berkovitz, and 
a few smaller parcels on the extreme northern and southern project 
boundaries. Both major owners are willing sellers. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERnENT 
Much of the original application-the Wetstone Tract is probably with1n the 
permitt1ng jurisdiction of the Department of Environmental Regulation and 
would require 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 qualificat1on for 
the hammock islands, whose development would probably entail access roads 
across the 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 action could be expected during the 100-year storm. Structures built 
on this tract, if they are to receive federal flood insurance, would need to 
be elevated on pilings above the expected 100-year storm surge. This would 
mean at least a 15-foot elevation above mean sea level for all but the 
easternmqst 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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#51 WETSTONE/BERKOVITZ 

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. ApproKimately 40 acres in section 16 on the southeastern 
boundary were deleted. The southern boundary excludes the Pasco County 
Environmental Center, approximately 10-12 acres. 

Phasing 
Phase I. 
Phase I I. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Werner/Day Trustees Wetstone and Berkovitz. 
Remaining owners. 

Estimated tax assessed value is approximately $3,228,000. 

Management costs have not yet been estimated. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions .......................................................... . 
Letters of general support ........................................... . 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 1 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservat1on organizations. 0 

OTHER 
Coordination 
Pasco County has p l_edged to contribute $500, 000 towards the ac qui sit ion of 
the orig1nal application, the Wetstone tract, and has paid for the boundary 
map for this portion of the project area. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
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 recreattonal 
opportunities is satisfied. The project is not being acquired for the 
development of ball fields, golf courses or s1milar non-resource-based 
activities that could degrade the natural resources. The limited 
development of boardwalks to Improve access should be allowed if planned to 
min1mize disturbance of the site. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

#52 Josslyn Island 

COUNTY 

Lee 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 

or under ootion) 

48 $ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

35,000 

Qualifies for purchase under "other lands" category. Acquisition of this 
project would pre~erve significant archaeological remains. Josslyn Island 
could also serve as an outdoor recreation area designed to complement the 

' prehistoric archaeological mounds and features. 

"ANA&ER 
The Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State and the 
Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Archaeological Site and State Recreation Area. 

LOCATION 
In Lee County, southeast Florida, two miles offshore from Pine Island. In 
close proximity to Boca Grande and Sanibel Island, Josslyn Island is located 
in Pine Island Sound between Cayo Costa and Pine Island. This project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 25 and ~ouse 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 aboriginal shell 
mound colonized by subtropical and tropical species. It encompasses 
approximately 367 acres, of which approximately 12 acres is "upland" 
property. Access to the island is by boat. 

The island 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 Nat1onal 
Register of Historic Places, and it is currently under consideration as a 
State "archaeological landmark." The importance of the archaeological 
remains stem from (1) the greatly undisturbed nature of the island, (2) the 
extensive physical features, such as shell mounds, terraces, canals and 
inundated courtyards, and (3) the fact that the archaeological remains 
probably range from pre-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. 

ONNERSHIP 
One owner. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERftENT 
The recreational and residential development of Pine Island Sound mark 
Jossly~ Island as a prime spot for building secluded residences or 
condominium complexes. Any development of the island would dest~oy its high 
archaeological value. 
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#52 JOSSLYN ISLAND 
I 

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 
Eminent domain authority extended by the 1987 Legislature. 
of Natural Resources has filed eminent domain proceedings. 
pending. 

OTHER 

The Department 
Sett 1 ement 

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

"ANA6E"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 stat{! 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 law enforcement authority working in the area 
should be cognizant of looting or unauthorized destruction at the site and 
take necessary action o prevent and control this 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 will be jointly shared by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources and the Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State. Management costs for 
the first year should consist only of those funds necessary to provide 
protection of the archaeological remains through routine law enforcement 
patrol. 

The Conceptual Management Plan recommends that the Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of State and the Division of Recreation and 
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources jointly manage this property. 
This management arrangement will provide professional 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'th~ managing agencies. 
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ACREAGE 
PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

#53 Withlacoochee Sumter 3,900 $ 5,604,000 

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

nANAGER 
The Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services. 1he 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 District 11 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 
The majority of this tract is comprised of freshwater wetlands; i.e., hydric 
hammocks, basin and depression marshes, and floodplain swamp. These wetlands 
provide a significant storage area for surface water and act as a buffer for 
storm waters. Higher elevations appear as islands amongst the generally 

, low, wet terrain. The natural communities of the project provide habitats 
for numerous wildlife species. 

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

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

OWNERSHIP 
There are approximately 45 owners within the project area. Approximately 
10,148 adjacent acres were purchased under the EEL program. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGERnENT 
The hydric communities found on 'the project area are extremely sensit1ve and 
vulnerable. Extensive development could alter traditional water levels, 
increase surface water runoff, decrease water quality, and increase 
downstream flooding. 

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

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

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, Township 21 South, Range 21 East, 
would be a willing seller. He has indicated, however, the possibility of 
granting or selling an easement along his existing road, providing access 
to the western portion of the tract. 

Recommended Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. 

. Phase I I. 

Phase III. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Original proposals - Mondello and Cacciatore/Jumper 
Creek and C. B. Jones tract in Section 4, Township 22 
South, Range 21 East. 

Recommended additions by the Florida Natural Areas 
Inventory 

Inholdings in Withlacoochee EEL project area. 

Tax assessed value for 1986 is approximately $5,604,000. Tax assessed 
value, taking into consideration agricultural exemptions, is approximately 
$977' 000. 

Funds Budgeted by the Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 1988-89 on the 
Withlacoochee EEL tracU. 

Salar:t Exeenses Total 
$2,524 $7,400 $9,924 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90*· 
Source Salaries Exgenses oco Total 

CARL $18,848 $4,132 $116,650 $139,630 

Funds Budgeted by Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for Fiscal"Year 
1988-89 for the Withlacoochee EEL tract (Jumper Creek WMAl. 

Sal an 
$6,300 

Exgenses 
$1' 865 

Total 
$8,165 

Funds requested by Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for Fiscal Year 
1989-90. 

Sal an 
$6,615 

Exgenses 
$2,000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Total 
$8,615 

Resolutions........................................................... 2 
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. 

NOTE: Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU"ftARY 
The Withlacoochee project area contains approximately 3,900 acres of 
inholdings and adjacent lands that are important for preservation and 
management of the existing Withlacoochee EEL Tract. The' inholdings and 
additions should be managed under multiple-use principles along with the 
existing EEL Tract. Primary emphasis should be placed on management of 
natural plant communities, recreation and wildlife management. Consumptive 
uses on the tract will primarily be limited to hunting and selective timber 
harvesting. Although restricted somewhat by high water levels, potential 
does exist for nonconsumptive uses. These activities might include hiking, 
bird watching, picnicking, camping, and canoeing. 

* includes funds requested by the Division of Forestry for Chassahowitzka WMA 
as well. 
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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 Services, with the Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of State and the Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Commission cooperating. If purchased, these parcels will be managed 
along with the Withlacoochee EEL Tract. Capital improvement may include the 
restoration of an existing access road from the Nathan Kelly parcel at a 
cost of approximately $11,560. 

The prpperty will be managed under guidance of the Withlacoochee EEL 
Management Plan, which has been approved by the Governor and Cabinet. 
Management will be in conformance with the Environmental Endangered Lands 
Management Plan and the State Lands Management Plan. 
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ACREAGE- TAX 
PROJECT (Not Yet Purch~sed ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option) VALUE 

#54 Warm Mineral Sarasota 7b $ bBO,OOO 
Springs 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would preserve a significant 
archaeological site as well as the best known example of a limited number of 
warm mineral springs found in the State. 

"ANASER 
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 
1s 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 and 
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 s1te has also 
produced aboriginal artifacts and Pleistocene faunal remains. 

Warm Mineral Springs is currently utilized as a health spa with the primary 
attraction being the reputed therapeutic effects of the warm mineral waters. 
Future recreational activities might include swimmin9, picnicking and 
interpretation of the archaeological finds. 

OWNERSHIP 
One subdivided ownership. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN6ER"ENT 
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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i54 WARM MINERAL SPRINGS 

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

ESTI"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 ENDORSE"ENTS 
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. 

"ANAGE"ENT SU""ARY 
Once acquired by the State, it is,the intent of the Sarasota County Parks 
and Recreation Department to merge the Warm Mineral Springs complex 1nto 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, upgradtng 
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 factlity 
to 1nterpret and display findings is a distinct possibility. Any 
improvements, alterations, or additions to the Springs would be made (based 
on ava1lable funds) with the 1ntegr1ty and sensitive archaeological 
significance of the area in mind. 
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PROJECT 
NAHE 

155 Gills Tract 

COUNTY 

Pasco 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

'''' 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

101 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 2,644,000 

Qualifies as "Other Lands". Acquisition would protect a coastal natural 
area and provide resource-based recreation. 

ftANA&ER 
Pasco County in coordination with the Division of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources. 

PURPOSED USE 
County nature park. 

LOCATION 
In western Pasco County, on Florida's west coast, approximately 5 miles 
south of New Port Richey and 2 miles north of Tarpon Springs. This project 
is within Senate District 4 and House District 49. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Water Hanagement District and the 
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes approximately 1,600 feet of frontage on the Gulf of 
Hexico, but has no appreciable beach. Uplands include scrub and mesic 
flatwoods which are somewhat disturbed. Wetlands on site are generally in 
good condition. The project provides good habi-tat for a diverse array of 
wildlife in a coastal environment and may support several rare animal 
species. 

-The project area includes one recorded archaeological site, a prehistoric 
lithic scatter. 

The project can provide low intensity recreational activities such as 
picnicking and general nature appreciation for which the site's user 
capacity is 400-600 persons daily. 

ONNERSHIP 
One Owner - James P. Gills 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ERftENT 
Huch of the project area is zoned for residential housing (4.6 units per 
acre). No coastal construction control line has been established for the 
tract. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN& 
On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
Gills Tract Project Design. The resource planning boundary was reduced by 
the deletion of developed parcels. The county hopes to be a participant in 
the acquisition of this project <see "Other"). 

ESTiftATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately 2,644,000. 

Hanagement costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSEftENTS 
Resolutions.......................................................... 0 
Letters of general support ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 81 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.... 0 
Letters of support from local ~nd state conservation-organizations... 2 

OTHER 
Coordination 
Pasco County is very supportive of this project and has pledged to 
contribute at least $1 million towards its acquisition. 
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"ANA6E"EMT SU""ARV 
The Gills Tract is recommended for management by Pasco County as a county 
park. The lease should pass through the Division of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources to ensure that state acquisition 
objectives are satisfied. The project should be managed to preserve high 
quality natural features while simultaneously providing compatible, 
resource-based recreational use. 
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ACREAGE TAX 
PROJECT !Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
NAME COUNTY or under option! VALUE 

156 Rotenberger Palm Beach 20,195 $ 4,537,000 
Broward 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as "other lands." Acquisition would protect a natur~l marsh and 
would facilitate the restoration of an altered ecosystem. 

nANA6ER 
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 historical'ly an integral part of the 
Everglades hydrological system. Water-control engineering and agriculture 
have disrupted this function of the project area and has consequently 
adversely impacted 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 8,515 acres have been purchased or are under option. There 
are approximately 700 owners remaining. The Rotenberger <includes Holey 
Landl acquisition area encomp~sses a total area of 79,190 acres in Palm 
Beach and Broward County. Approximately 50,495 acres have been acquired. 

VULNERABILITY AND-ENDAN&ERnENT 
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 <1l cultivation 
and other development; <2l modification of flow affecting water quantity; 
<3l modificarron··-of water quality from altered runoff. 

In February 1988, 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. 

'\_ 

-317-



.. '-,' -

'-

156 ROTENBERGER 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
In 1978 the Seminole Indian Tribe of Florida brought a lawsuit in federal 
court against the state and the South Florida Water Management District. 
The lawsuit challenged the validity of a :15,000 acre flowage easement held 
by the WMD over Seminole Indian lands. The state agreed as a part of the 
litigation settlement to obtain fee-simple title to that part of the 
seminole Indian Reservation within Water Conservation Area 3, consisting of 
14,720 acres in Broward County. Under the terms of the agreement, the WMD 
will provide the initial acquisition funds and shall be reimbursed by the 
state for half of the acquisition cost, or $1,750,000, whichever is less. 

Although no project design has been developed for the Rotenberger CARL 
project, the Selection Committee recommended the addition of the Seminole 
Indian Lands (14,720 acres> to the Rotenberger project on February 12, 1988. 

ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $4,537,000. Cost of the 14,720 acre 
addition in Broward County was determined through a court settlement to be 
$1,750,000 or half of the appraised value, whichever 1s less. The South 
Florida Water Management District will provide the remaining cost. 

Management Funds Budgeted by the Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission for 
the Fiscal Year 1988-89. 
Source 
EEL and CARL 

Salary 
$18,900 

Expense 
$14,999 

Funds Requested for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
Salary Expense 
$19,845 $17,000 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 

Total 
$36,845 

Total 
$33,899 

Resolutions........................................................... 3 
Letters of general support............................................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 0 
Letters of support from local and areawide conser~ation organizations. 

E"INENT DO"AIN 
Extended until 1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The South Florida Water Management District is a participant in the 
acquisition of the Seminole Indian Lands, a relatively recent addition to 
the Rotenberger project (see "Acquisition Planning"), The district has 
purchased the tract and is awaiting reimbursement from the state. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
The management goals of the Rotenberger acquisition project are: (ll to 
restore quantitatively and qualitatively historical water flow through the 
northernmost part of the Everglades; and (2) to restore and preserve 
original biological communities characteristic of the Everglades within the 
project area. ~An interagency agreement, under which the above goals are to 
be pursued, was approved on May 12, 1983, by the following participants: 
Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund <represented by the 
Department of Natural Resources>, Department of Environmental Regulation, 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, and South 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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PROJECT 
NAME 

157 Bald Point 

' ) 

COUNTY 

Franklin 

RECOftftENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

''• 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under ootion> 

4,673 

' . ~ '~ 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$5,182,000 

Qualifies as "other lands". Acquisition would protect a relatively intact 
biological system which includes habitat for rare plant and animal species; 
would enable restoration .of aftered lands associated with the system; and 
would provide resource-based recreational opportunities. 

ftANASER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
with the Division of Forestry, Department of Agriculture cooperating. The 
Division of For~stry will assume interim management until the Division of 
Recreation and Parks determines that there is sufficient need to develop a 
state park. 

PURPOSED USE 
State Park. 

LOCATION 
In eastern Franklin County, in Florida's Panhandle, approximately 45 miles 
south of Tallahassee. This project lies within Senate District 3 and House 
District 9. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Northwest Florida 
Water Management District and the Apalachee Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
This project includes over five miles of shoreline fronting the Gulf of 
Mexico and Ochlockonee Bay; much of this amount is sandy beach. The project 

·supports many different natural co~munity types which are largely in good to 
excellent condition; although, some areas have been recently clear-cut and 
planted in slash pine, and are suitable for silvicultural management.· The 
project area harbors several rare plant and animal species. Part of the 
tract is adjacent.to Alligator Harbor and has a direct influence on waters 
that have been designated an aquatic preserve. 

Twelve archaeological sites representing virtually all of the prehistor1c 
cultural periods of the area are recorded from within the project 
boundaries. There is high probability that other presently unrecorded s1tes 
also exist. 

The project possesses excellent recreational potential. The sandy beach is 
suitable for most kinds of beach related recreation, although the shallow 
waters offer poor opportunities for swimming. Camping, hiking, fishing, 
boating, horseback riding, birdwatching, and general nature appreciation are 
recreational activities supportable by this project. 

OWNERSHIP 
Two large ownerships - St. Joe and Mader Corp. 
comprise approximately 857. of the project area. 
of very small acreage parcels. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSERftENT 

Together these ownerships 
There are 67± minor owners 

Current zoning for the project area is Agricultural with some areas zoned 
for family residential development. Portions of the project area have been 
subdivided for residential development and larger areas are under active 
timber management. 

ACQUISITION PLANNIN6 
On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
Bald Point Road Project Design with no changes to the resource planning 
boundary. It is recommended that the entire project be boundary mapped and 

.appraised at the same time, but negotiated with concentration on the larger 
ownerships. 
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ESTl"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $5,182,000. 

"anagement costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND &ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions.......................................................... 1 
Letters of general support........................................... 3 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.... 0 
Letters of support from local and state conservation organizations ••• 

OTHER 
Coordination 
The Nature Conservancy may be willing to participate in the negotiation and 
acquisition of this project. 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
This project is reco1mended for eventual management by the Division of 
Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as a state park 
or recreation area. However, the need for a state park facility in that 
region is not immediate and interim management of the tract is recommended 
to be by the Division of Forestry with special emphasis on restoration of 
areas under past silvicultural management. The Division of Forestry should 
remain a cooperating managing agency after the Division of Recreation and 
Parks assumes primary management responsibility. 
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ACREAGE 
PROJECT 
NAME COUNTY 

<Not Vet Purchased 
or under option) 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

#58 Estero Bay Lee 6,645 $20,784,000 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 
Qualifies as Environmentally Endangered Lands <EEL>. 
protect the marine resources of an aquatic preserve. 
archaeological sites as well as bald eagle habitat. · 

Acquisition would help 
It would also protect 

"A NASER 
The Division of State Lands of the Department of Natural Resources. 

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

v 

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 flatsl. These communities provide an important nutrient input 1nto the 
bay, thus contributing substantially to the biological productivlty of the 
area. The bay area supports a diversity of wildlife including the federally 
endangered bald eagle. The wetlands in a natural condition serve to help 
maintain high water quality in the Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

There are several archaeolog1cal sites known from the project area that are 
attributed to the Calusa Indians and their prehistoric ancestors. 
Invest1gation of these sites could bring new ins1ght to the1r unique and 
complex society. 

The proJect can provide a variety of recreational opportun1ties 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 Trust property <approximately 4,518 acresl and the 
Windsor-Stevens property <approximately 660 acresl are ~oth under contract. 
Reappraisals ordered for Estero Bay Trust tract. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANSER"ENT 
The interrelated habitats in this proposal are very susceptible to human 
activities which alter water quality, quantity and natural periodicity. 

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

ACQUISITION PlANNIN& <Continued) 
The Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the final project design 
for Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer on March 21, 1986. The project 
design resulted in additions to the resource planning boundary totaling 
approximately 185 acres and deletions totaling approximately 445 acres. 
Additions were made primarily for the purpose of consolidating ownerships 
and areas which were obviously disturbed and/or developed were deleted. An 
approved DRI was also deleted from the project area. The entire 
project design area has been boundary mapped and is, therefore, eligible for 
inclusion on the CARL priority list. 

Acquisition Phasing 
Phase I. 

Phase I I. 
Phase II I. 
Phase IY. 

Original proposals, Windsor/Stevens and Estero Bay 
Trust. (under contract} 

Developable uplands from section 19 north. 
Developable uplands from section 30 south. 
Wetlands and islands. 

On June 22, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee revised the 
project design to delete approximately sao acres along the southeast project 
boundary associated with the Bonita Bay development. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

. 
Estimated tax assessed value based on 1985 assessments is approximately 
$20,784,000 • 

Management costs have not been estimated at this time. 

lOCAl SUPPORT AND &ENERAl 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 DO"AIN 
Eminent domain authority was extended until 1993 for 11ound Key, an 
archaeologically significant island within this project. 

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

"ANA&E"ENT 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 emphasis on maintaining the natural, undisturbed wilderness-like 
condition of the site. The Division of Historical Resources of the 
Department of State will have a dtrect 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 

159 Goldy/Bellemead 

COUNTY 

Vol usia 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Vet 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 recreational opportunities. 

"ANA&ER 
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 boundary of Tomoka State Park. This project is 
located within Florida's Senate District 9 and House District 28. It 1s 
also within the jurisdictions of the Northeast Florida Regional Planning 
Council and the St. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Although much of the natural area within this project has evidence of 
disturbance, the components of the natural communities remain intact. The 
natural communities within the project site include scrub, hydric hammock, 
estuarine tidal marsh, and wet flatwoods. The project area and adJacent 
waters support wildlife typical of these natural communities, including rare 
or endangered species such as wood storks and manatees (recent federal 
studies indicate that adjacent waters provide criticai manatee habitat!. 
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 hik1ng, 
picnicking, nature study and photography. The borrow lake also provides 
opportun1ties for recreation such as boating and f1shing. 

OWNERSHIP 
There are two major tracts: the Goldy parcel, contain1rg b43~-acres, and the 
Bellemead parcel, contain1ng 193~ acres. Volusia County now owns the Goldy 
property. There are two other very small parcels (1 acre each) owned by 
Flor1da Power and Light Company and Coastline Enterprises, Inc. Prelim1nary 
research 1ndicates 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 SO% of its value. Representatives of the Bellemead tract have 
indicated verbally and in writing that the owners are unw1lling sellers. 
Volusia County, however, is optimistic of its chances of forestalling 
development and acquiring the tract or of assisting the state in acqu1ring 
the tract. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDAN&ER"ENT 
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 waits for state purchase. 

If the county does not soon acquire the Bellemead Tract, which lies between 
the Tomoka State Park and the Goldy tract, it will be highly endangered by 
the probability of development. The owners of the Bellemead tract will be 
submitting, to the City of Ormond Beach, if they have not already done so, a 
preliminary development design consisting of 135 residential units. The St. 
Johns Water Management District has issued storm water and construction 
permits for the Bellemead tract and the Department of Environmental 
Regulations and Corp of Engineers have determined jurisdictional limits. 
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ACQUISITION PlANNIN6 
The Soldy/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 pr.oject 
assessment. 

Phasing 
Phase I. 
Phase II. 

ESTI"ATED COST 

Goldy Tract 
Remaining ownerships 

Tax assessed value is approximately $445,000. 

lOCAl SUPPORT AND 6ENERAl ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions........................................................... 2 
Letters of general support............................................ 2 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials..... 6 
Letters of support from local and areawide conservation organizations. 0 

"ANA&E"ENT SU""ARY 
It is recommended that this 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 simu~taneously 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 proj~ct is contiguous with 
Tomoka State Park and would most appropriately be managed as an addition to 
the park. 
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PROJECT 
NAME 

,,, 

160 Letchworth Mounds 

COUNTY 

Jefferson 

RECO""ENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
<Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

463 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VALUE 

$ 379,000 

Qualifies as "Other Lands". Acquisition would protect a significant 
archaeological site. 

"ANAGER 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
with the Divis1on of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
cooperating. 

PURPOSED USE 
Special Feature Site <Archaeological). 

LOCATION 
In eastern Jefferson County, northwest Florida, approximately 25 miles east 
of Tallahassee, 8 miles west of Monticello. This project lies within Senate 
District S and House District 10. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the Northwest Florida Water Management District and the Apalachee Regional 
Pl~nning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 
Much of the project area has been converted to improved pasture. Natural 
vegetation is comprised of a narrow corridor of floodplain forest along a 
small blackwater stream and second-growth upland mixed forest. 

The Letch~orth Mounds site is a temple mound complex comprised of a large 
temple mound, numerous small burial or house mounds, and an associated 
village site. The site is relatively undisturbed and is considered to have 
high archaeological value. 

The primary recreational activity will be interpretation of the 
archaeological resources. Nature trails and picnicking are also possible 
recreational activities; although, the large areas of open pasture will 
init1ally limit these possibilities. 

OWNERSHIP 
Two owners. Both are willing to negotiate with the state. 

VULNERABILITY AND ENDANGER"ENT 
Most larger acreage agriculturally zoned land in Leon County and its nearby 
neighboring counties is very susceptible to acquisition by developers and 
conversion to residential development. 

The owner of the 200 acre tract immediately west of the Letchworth property 
submitted an application, approved by Jefferson County, for a low density !1 
unit per S acresl development. The development was never recorded and no 
action has been taken. Recently another developer has been in discussion 
with Jefferson and Leon Counties and the Apalachee Regional Planning 
Council regarding a high density <2,000 mobile home units) retirement 
development requiring DRI designation. 

The current owners of the project area, however, have not indicated an 
immediate desire to develop their property. Most of the land in the 
surrounding area, including the project area, is in agricultural use. 

ACQUISITION PLANNING 
On December 14, 1988, the Land Acquisition Selection Committee approved the 
Letchworth Mounds project design with no changes to the resource planning 
boundary. It is recommended that both ownerships be negotiated 
simultaneously, however, purchase of the Old Field Limited tract should be 
contingent upon purchase of the Letchworth parcel. 
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ESTI"ATED COST 
Tax assessed value is approximately 379,000. 

Manage•ent costs have not yet been determined. 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND 6ENERAL ENDORSE"ENTS 
Resolutions.......................................................... 0 
Letters of general support •••••••••••••• :............................ 1 
Letters of support from local, state and federal public officials.... 0 
Letters of support from local and state conservation organizations... 0 

"ANA6E"ENT SU""ARY 
Letchworth Mounds is recommended to be managed by the Division of Recreation 
and Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as a Special Feature Site 
for the purpose of preserving its significant archaeological resources. The 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State is recommended 
as a cooperating managing agency. 

This project should be managed with the primary objective of protecting the 
archaeological resources for scientific interpretation. As information is 
gleaned from the study area, efforts should be made to facilitate public 
interpretation of the resources. Ancillary utilization of the tract for 
picnicking or hiking is appropriate, and could be enhanced by restoration of 
open pasture to the original vegetation. 
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PROPOSALS FOR WHICH ASSESSMENTS HAVE BEEN APPROVED 
BY THE LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 

FOR WHICH PROJECT DESIGNS WILL BE PREPARED 

Project 
Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront 
Yamato Scrub 

County 
Franklin 
Palm Beach 

PROJECTS QUALIFYING FOR INCLUSSION ON THE CARL PRIORITY LIST 
THAT WILL BE RECONSIDERED DURING THE NEXT RANKING 

Project 
Cedar Key Scrub, 
Sugarloaf Hammock 
Julington/Durbin Creeks 
El Destino 
Ohio Key South 
St. Augustine Beach 
Tree-of-Life 
Deer Lake Parcel 
Holmes Avenue Scrub 
Silver Glen Springs 
St. Michaels Landing 
Volusia EEL 
Mullet Creek Islands 
Key West Salt Ponds 
Horr's Island 
Canaveral Industrial Park 
Emeralda Marsh 
Princess Place 
Barnacle Addition 
Galt Island 
Old Leon Moss Ranch 
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County 
Levy 
Monroe 
Duval 
Jefferson 
Monroe 
St. Johns 
Monroe 
Walton 
Highlands 
Lake/Marion 
Bay 
Vol usia 
Brevard 
Monroe 
Collier 
Brevard 
Lake 
Flagler 
Dade 
Lee 
Palm Beach 

Page 
336 
337, 

Page 
338 
339 
340 
341 
342 
343 
344 
345 
346 
347 
348 
349 
350 
351 
352 
353 
354 
355 
356 
357 
358 
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LOT 4,5,6 RECOMMENDED DELETION (DER) 

nillillill RECOMMENDED ADDITION (DER) 
ILOT 7,8,9,10,191 

ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 

PROPOSED AREA (FNAI) 
RESOURCE PLANNING BOUNDARY 
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1980 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. Rookery Bay 
2_. Lower Apal achi col a River Addition 
3. Charlotte Harbor 
4. Cayo Costa/North Captiva 
5. I.T.T. Hammock 
b. West Lake 
7. Spring Hammock 
B. Latt Maxcy Tract 
9. St. George Island Unit 4 

10. Green Swamp 
11. South Savannas 
12. Double Branch Bay (Bower Tract> 
13. Little Gator Creek/Wood Stork Rookery 
14. Fakahatchee Strand 
15. The Grove 
16. Cockroach Key 
17. San Fel asco 
18. Three Lakes Ranch Addition 
19. Shell Island 
20. Six Mile Cypress Swamp 
21. Paynes Prairie Additions 
22. New Mahogany Hammock 
23. Josslyn Island 
24. Ponce de Leon 
25. The Oaks 
26. Horton Property 
27. Big Shoals/Suwannee River Corridor 

- -363-

< "' 



> \' 

1982 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. Rookery Bay Additions I 
2. Lower Apalachicola 
3. Charlotte Harbor 
4. Cayo Costa/North Captiva 
5. West Lake 
6. Spring Hammock 
7. St. George Island/Unit 4 
B. South Savannas 
9. Bower Tract 

10. Little Gator Creek 
11. Fakahatchee Strand 
12. The Grove 
13. Cockroach Key 
14. San Fel asco 
15. New Mahogany Hammock 
16. Ft. San Luis 
17. Consolidated Ranch/Wekiva River 
lB. North Peninsula 
19. Crystal River 
20. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
21. East Everglades 
22. MacArthur Tract 
23. M. K. Ranch 
24. Chassahowitzka Swamp 
25. Emerald Springs 
26. Beaverdam/Sweetwater Creeks 
27. Mashes Sands 
28. Grayton Dunes 
29. North Beach 
30. Josslyn Island 
31. Gateway 
32. Dog Island 
33. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
34. Windley Key 
35. Shell Island 
36. Lake Arbuckle 
37. Cedar key Additions 
38. Three Lakes Addition 
39. Withlacoochee Inholding 
40. Hutchinson Island - Blind Creek 
41. Big Shoals Corridor 
42. Rookery Bay Additions II 
43. Paynes Prairie 
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1983 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
S. Lower Apalachicola 
b. 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/Durbin Creeks 
22. Gateway 
23. Josslyn Island 
24. Lake Arbuckle 
25. St. Johns River Forrest Estates 
26. Paynes Prairie/Cook-Deconna 
27. Largo Narrows 
28. Grayton Dunes 
29. Mashes Sands 
30. Shell Island 
31. Blind Creek <Hutchinson Island) 

-365-



1984 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 

. 4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. Lower Apal achi col a 
6. Suana River 
7. The Grove 
B. South Savannahs 
9. North Key Largo Hammocks 

10. Spring Hammock 
11. North Peninsula 
12. Consolidated Ranch II 
13. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
14. Cayo Costa Island 
15. Crystal River II 
16. M. K. Ranch 
17. Chassahowitzka Swamp 
18. Emerald Springs 
19. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
20. Gateway ' 
21. Josslyn Island 
22. Lake Arbuckle 
23. St. Johns River Forrest Estates 
24. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna 
25. Withlacoochee E.E.L. Inholding 
26. Bower Tract 
27. Andrews Tract 
28. Deering Hammock 
29. Horrs Island/Barfield Bay 
30. Lochloosa Wildlife 
31. Silver River 
32. Windley Key Quarry 
33. Cooper's Point 
34. Peacock Slough 
35. Fechtel Ranch 
36. Cotee Point 
37. Goodwood 
38. Rotenberger/Holey Land 
39. Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
40. Stoney-Lane 
41. Grayton Additions 
42. Big Mound Property 
43. Largo Narrows 
44. Crystal Cove 
45. Gasparilla Island Port Property 

The following projects will be added at their assigned priorities to the list 
when their boundary maps are completed later this year. 

33. "Save Our Everglades" 
37. Tsal a Apopka Lake 
47. Owen Illinois Property 
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1985 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee Strand 
4. Charlotte Harbor 
5. Lower Apalachicola 
6. Guana River· 
7. South Savannahs 
B. 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 
lb. Emerald Springs 
17. Julington/Durbin Creeks 
lB. Gateway 
19. Josslyn Island 
20. Lake Arbuckle 
21. St. Johns River Forrest Estates 
22. Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna 
23. Withlacoochee E.E.L. Inholding 
24. Bower Tract 
25. Andrews Tract 
26. Deering Hammack 
27. Horrs Island/Barfield Bay 
28. Lochloosa Wildlife 
29. Silver River 
30. Windley Key Quarry 
31. "Save Our Everglades" 
32. Cooper's Point 
33. Peacock Slough 
34. Fechtel Ranch 
35. Tsala Apopka Lake 
36. Cotee Point 
37. Goodwood 
38. Rotenberger/Holey Land 
39. Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
40. Stoney-Lane 
41. Big Mound Property 
42. Crystal Cove 
43. Owen-Illinois Property 
44. Gasparilla Island Port Property 
45. Big Shoals Corridor/Brown Tract 
46. Lower Wacissa River and Aucilla River Sinks 
4 7. Crystal River State Rese.rve 
48. Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer 
49. Galt Island 
SO. 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 their assigned priorities 
when their boundary maps are completed later this year. 

47. North Key Largo Hammocks Addition 
48. Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffers 
50. White Belt Ranch 
51. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands 
55. Bl uehead Ranch 
SB. Mond~llo/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek 
59. Emeralda Marsh 
60. B. M. K •. Ranch 
62. Saddle Blanket 
64. Samson Point 
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2. 
3. 
4. 
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6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
1 b. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
so. 
51. 
52. 
53. 
54. 
55. 
56. 
57. 
58. 
59. 

Westlake 
Rookery Bay 
Fakahatchee Strand 
Charlotte Harbor 
Lower Apalachicola 
South Savannahs 

1986 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

North Key Largo Hammocks & Addition 
Spring Hammock 
North Peninsula 
Wakulla Springs 

/ Escambia Bay Sluffs 
Cayo Costa Island 
Crystal River II, Cove, & Reserve 
Chas'sahowi tz ka Swamp 
Emerald Springs 
Julington/Durbin Creeks 
Josslyn Island 
Lake Arbuckle 
St. Johns River Forrest Estates/Fechtel Ranch 
Paynes Prairie/Murphy-Deconna 
Withlacoochee EEL Inholding/Hondello/Cacciatore/Jumper Creek 
Bower Tract 
Andrews Tract 
Deering Hammock 
Horrs lsland/Barfield Bay 
Lochloosa Wildlife 
Silver River 
Windley Key Quarry 
"Save Our Everglades" 
Cooper's Point 
Peacock Slough 
Tsala Apopka Lake 
Cotee Point 
The Barnacle Addition 
Good wood 
Rotenberger/Holey Land 
Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
Stoney-Lane 
Big Mound Property 
Owen-Illinois Property 
Gasparilla Island Port Property 
Big Shoals Corridor/Brown Tract 
Lower Wacissa & Aucilla Rivers 
Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffers 
White Belt Ranch 
Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands 
Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer 
Galt Island 
Manatee Estech 
Bluehead Ranch 
Homosassa Springs 
Canaveral Industrial Park 
Emeralda Marsh 
Sandpiper Cove 
B.I'I.K. Ranch 
Lake Forest 
Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 
Samson Point 
East Everglades 

The following projects will be ranked and added to the list when their boundary 
maps and project designs are completed early next year. 

Mullet Creek 
Madden's Hammock 
Miami Rockridge Pinelands 
Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront 
Seminole Springs 
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1987 CARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. North Key Largo Hammocks <Monroe County) 
2. Fakahatchee Strand (Collier County> 
3. Apalachicola River ~Bay, Phase I <Franklin Countylt 
4. Lower Apalachicola <Franklin County) 
5. Cayo Costa Island <Lee County) 
b. Rookery Bay <Collier County> 
7. Crystal River <Citrus County) 
8. Char;,.lotte Harbor (Charlotte County> 
9. Wacissa and Aucilla River Sinks (Jefferson County> 

10. South Savannas <Martin/St. Lucie Counties> 
11. Stark Tract <Volusia County) 
12. Lochloosa Wildlife <Alachua County> 
13. Wakulla Springs <Wakulla County> 
14. Coupon Bight <Monroe County> 
15. Spring Hammock <Seminole County> 
lb. Tropical Hammocks of the Redlands <Dade County> 
17. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub <Polk County>, 
18. Save Our Everglades <Co~lier County> 
19. Gadsden County Glades <Gadsden Countylt 
20. Seminole Springs <Lake County> 
21. Miami Rockridge Pinelands <Dade County> 
22. Big Shoals Corridor <Columbia/Hamilton Counties) 
23. Chassahowitzka Swamp <Hernando/Citrus Counties) 
24. North Peninsula <Volusia County> 
25. Silver River O'larion County> 
2b. Carlton Half-Moon Ranch <Sumter County> 
27. St. Johns River <Lake Countyl 
28. Escambia Bay Bluffs <Escambia County> 
29. Peacock Slough <Suwannee County> 
30. Horrs Island <Collier County> 
31. Andrews Tract <Levy County) 
32. Estero Bay <Lee County> 
33. Warm Mineral Springs· <Sarasota Countyl 
34. Key West Salt Ponds <Monroe County> 
35. Withlacoochee <Sumter County) 
3b. Julington/Durbin Creeks <Duval County> 
37. The Barnacle Addition <Dade County) 
38. B.M.K. Ranch <Lake County) 
39. Josslyn Island <Lee County) 
40. Homosassa Springs <Citrus County) 
41. Bluehead Ranch <Highlands County> 
42. Rotenberger <Pal• Beach County> 
43. Mullet Creek Islands <Brevard Countyl 
44. Stoney-Lane <Citrus County> · 
45. Cedar Key Scrub <Levy County> 
4b. Emeralda Marsh <Lake County> 
47. Canaveral Industrial Park <Brevard County! 
48. Paynes Prairie <Alachua County) 
49. Woody Property IVolusia County> 
50. Manatee Estech <Manatee County> 
51. Old leon Moss Ranch <Palm Beach County! 
52. Galt Island ILee County> 
53. East Everglades <Dade County> 
54. Goodwood <Leon County> 
55. Cooper's Point <Pinellas Countyl 
5b. Emerald Springs <Bay County> 
57. Cotee Point <Pasco County> 
58. Sandpiper Cove <Lee County> 
59. Samson Point <Marion County) 

* This project will officially be added at this ranking when the boundary map 
is completed later this year. 

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

Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront <Franklin County> 
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1988 CARL PRIORITY LIST 
Seminole Springs/Woods <Lake County> 
North Key Largo Hammocks <Monroe County) 
Apalachicola River ~ Bay, Phase I <Franklin County> 
Fakahatchee Strand <Collier County) 
Curry Hammock <Monroe County) 
B.M.K. Ranch (Lake County) 
Fort George Island <Duval County) 
Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub <Polk County) 
Waccasassa Flats <Gilchrist County> 
Coupon Bight <Monroe County) 
Crystal River <Citrus County) 
Carlton Half-Moon Ranch <Sumter County> 
Rainbow River (Marion County) 
DeSoto Site <Leon County) 
Wabasso Beach <Indian River County) 
South Savannas <St. Lucie/Martin Counties> 
Cockroach Bay Islands <Hillsborough County) 
Brevard Turtle Beaches <Brevard County> 
Rookery Bay <Collier County) 
North Fork St. Lucie/North Port Marina <St. Lucie County) 
Lower Apalachicola <Franklin County> 
Lochloosa Wildlife <Alachua County> 
Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes <Osceola County) 
St. Martins River <Citrus County> 
Pine Island Ridge <Broward County) 
Save Our Everglades <Collier County> 
Highlands Hammock <Highlands County) 
Gadsden County Glades <Gadsden County) 
Miami Rockridge Pinelands <Dade County) 
Wacissa and Aucilla River Sinks <Jefferson County> 
Garcon Point <Santa Rosa County) 
El Destine <Jefferson County> 
North Layton Hammock <Monroe County> 
Tropical ~ammocks of the Redlands <Dade County) 
East Everglades <Dade County) 
Wetstone/Berkovitz <Pasco County> 
Chassahowitzka Swamp (Hernando/Citrus Counties> 
Peacock Slough <Suwannee County> 
Charlotte Harbor <Charlotte/Lee Counties> 
Cayo Costa Island <Lee County> 
Horrs Island <Collier County) 
Ohio Key South <Monroe County> 
Deering Estate Addition <Dade County> 
Princess Place <Flagler County> 
Estero Bay <Lee County> 
Withlacoochee <Sumter County> 
Wakulla Springs <Wakulla County) 
St. Johns River <Lake County> 
Goldy/Bellemead <Volusia County) 
Andrews Tract <Levy County> 
Julington/Durbin Creeks <Duval County) 
Paynes Prairie <Alachua County) 
Josslyn Island <Lee County> 
North Peninsula <Volusia County> 
Key West Salt Ponds <Monroe County) 
Warm Mineral Springs <Sarasota County> 
Spring Hammock <Seminole County) 
Silver River <Marion County> 
Rotenberger/Seminole Indian Lands <Palm Beach/Broward Counties) 
Cedar Key Scrub <Levy County> 
The'Barnacle Addition <Dade County) 
Mullet Creek Islands <Brevard County) 
Emeralda Marsh <Lake County> 
Big Shoals Corridor <Hamilton/Columbia Counties) 
Old _Leon Moss Ranch <Palm Beach County> 
Homosassa Springs (Citrus County) 
Volusi~ EEL Addition <Woody Property) <Volusia County) 
Canaveral Industrial Park <Brevard County> 
Galt Island <Lee County) 
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Summaries of Committee Meetings and Hearings 
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Summary of1Actions Taken by the Land Acquisition Selection Committee 
From July 1, 1988 to December 31, 1988 

Pleeting 
Dates 

09-28-88 

10-26-88 

11-15-88 

Plajor Actions Taken 

Considered Save Our Coast projects for transfer to the CARL 
priority list and voted to prepare CARL project assessments for 
nine projects <see voting sheet included in Addendum IIIl. 

In accordance with. the proposed revisions to Rule 18-8, F.A.C., 
voted to take no action on new CARL applications until January 
31, 1989. 

Approved project assessments for the Whitehurst, Chassahowitzka 
Swamp Addition, and Chassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee Coastal 
Wetlands CARL projects which had been delayed because of concern 
expressed regarding project boundaries. 

Directed staff to amend the BPIK Ranch project assessment to 
include all <1,800 acresl of the Hollywood Plall, Inc. ownership 
and deferred Hollywood Mall's request to remove their acreage 
<370 acresl from the existing BMK project. 

Directed staff to amend the Seminole Springs CARL project 
assessment and design to include the Carter Trust and Brumlick 
tracts. 

Directed staff to prepare an application for the Leffler Trust 
and Sabal Point properties for the 1989 evaluation cycle. 

Directed staff to conduct a systems analysis of the area between 
the Ocala National Forest and state ownerships to the south, 
with special emphasis given Florida black bears. 

Rejected the concept of adding submerged lands leases in 
Apalachicola Bay to the Apalachicola River and Bay project. 

Approved a 2.5 acre addition to the Rainbow River CARL project. 

Rejected a proposed addition to the North Peninsula CARL 
project. 

Rejected a proposed exchange regarding the Chassahowitzka Swamp 
CARL project. 

Directed staff to amend the BMK Ranch project assessment and 
design to include the addition of 1,454 acres of STS Land 
Associates ownership (formerly owned by Hollywood Mall, Inc.l. 

Approved CARL project assessments for Save Our Coast projects 
proposed for potential transfer to the CARL program. 

Accepted public testimony on CARL projects and proposals (see 
list of speakers in Addendum Ill. 

Voted to limit the 1989 recommended CARL priority list to sixty 
projects; projects ranked greater than sixty will be placed in a 
reserve pool for consideration at the next annual ranking. 

Voted to initiate project designs (first 4-votel for five of 
eleven projects <see voting sheet included in Addendum IIIl. 

Approved five project designs from the 1987-1988 evaluation 
cycle <see voting sheet includ~d in Addendum Ill). 

Rejected proposal to modify the Apalachicola River and Bay, 
Phase 1 <Sike's Cutl project boundary. 
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11-15-88 <Continued! 

12-14-88 

Approved proposal to add 28 acres to the Apalachicola River and 
Bay, Phase I <Cat Point> project area. 

Approved amended project assessment and design for Seminole 
Springs CARL project. This action brings the total recommended 
project area to, 15,648 acres. 

Approved amended project assessment and design for the BMK Ranch 
CARL project. This action brings the total recommended project 
area to 7,187 acres. 

Approved the addition of 33 acres to the Rainbow River CARL 
project. 

Approved CARL project designs for: Save Our Coast projects 
being considered for transfer to the CARL priority list <sixl, 
and remaining 1987-1988 CARL proposals (five>. 

Selected <i.e., second 4-votel sixteen of sixteen projects to be 
ranked on the 1989 CARL priority list (see voting sheet included 
in Addendum 1111. 

Ranked the 1989 CARL projects in priority order <see voting 
sheet included in Addendum III>. 

Recommended the removal from the CARL priority list of Big 
Shoals, North Peninsula, and contingent .upon closing, Homosassa 
Springs projects. 

Formally recommended the top sixty projects as the 1989 CARL 
priority list. Twenty-four projects ranked below sixty were 
placed in a reserve pool to be reconsidered at the next annual 
ra-nking. 

Removed those Save Our Coast projects which were approved for 
transfer and ranked in the top sixty on the CARL priority list 
<i.e., Big Bend, Topsail Hill, Bald Point, and the Gills Tract> 
from 'the SOC priority list. 

Approved project design modifications for the following CARL 
projects: Lochloosa Wildlife, Miami Rockridge Pinelands, Silver 
River, Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes, and Saddle Blanket Lakes 
Scrub. 

Reviewed proposed rev1s1ons to Rule 18-8, Florida Administrative 
Code, which directs the evaluation and selection of acquisition 
proposals under the CARL program. 
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PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
Land Acquisition Selection Committee Public Meeting 

September 28, 1988 
Proposal Discussed 

Apalachicola River ~ Bay, Phase I 

Bald Point Road Tract 

Wekiva River Basin 

Person(s) Making Presentation 
Leroy Hall 

Kate Brimberry 

Richard Moore 
Fred Harden 
Patricia Harden 

October 26 1988 
8.11. K. Ranch 

lndiatlantic Beach Addition 

Sebastian Inlet Addition 

Bald Point Road Tract 

Gills Tract 

Chassahowitzka Swamp/Whitehurst 

Topsai 1 Hi 11 

Big Bend Coast Tract 

Tree-of-Life Tract 

Wetstone/Berkovitz 

Frank Matthews 
Dr. Bernard Yokel 

Ed Silverhorn 

Michael Jaffe 

Kate Brimberry 

Joe 11anyan 
Commissioner Sylvia Yound 
Commissioner Ann Hildebrand 
Charles Nelson 

Jake Varn 

George Willson 
George Langstaff 

George Willson 

George Willson 

Nan Perry 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET 

Save Our Coast Projects for Transfer to C.A.R.L. 
Three Votes for Initiation of Project Assessment 

September 28, 1988 

DHR DER DCA IGFC DOF DNR TOTAL SELECTED 
COUNTY '? 

1. St. Michaels Landina d APPROVED FOR ASSESSMENT 05/29/87 
BAY 

2. Santa Clara et al Tract N N N N N N 0 NO 

3. Shell Island N N N N N N 0 NO 

4. Mexico Beach <Parker Tract) N N N N N N 0 NO 

BRE YARD COUNTY 
5. Brevard Countv Beaches N N N N N N 0 NO 

b. Indialantic Beach Addition N N N N N N 0 NO 

7. Sabastian Inlet Addition 
<North) N N N y y y 3 YES 

BRO NARD COUNTY 
a. North Beach Additio·n N N N N N N 0 NO 

9. Posner Tract N N N N N N 0 NO 

CHA RLOTTE COUNTY 
10. Don Pedro Island Complex N N N N N N 0 NO 

COL LIER COUNTY 
11. Barefoot Beach y y N N N N 2 NO . 
12. Clam Pass y N N N N N 1 NO 

j 
E COUNTY l 
13. North Shore Open Space N N N N N N I 0 NO 

DAD 

DIX IE/TAYLOR COUNTIES 
14. Bia Bend Coast Tract APPROVED FOR PROJECT DESIGN 05/29188 

' 

FLA 6LER COUNTY 
15. Washinaton Oaks Addition N N N N N N 0 NO 

FRA NKLIN COUNTY 
1 b. Bald Point Road Tract ASSESSED PREVIOUSLY 

SUL F COUNTY 
17. St. Joseoh Peninsula v N y y y N 4 YES 

IND IAN RIVER COUNTY 
18. Sabastain Inlet Addition 

<South) N N N N N N 0 NO 

LEE COUNTY 
19. Gasoarilla Island Addition N N N N N N 0 NO 

TIN COUNTY ' 

20. Alex's Beach N N N N N N 0 NO 

21. Fletcher Beach N N N N N N 0 NO 

ROE COUNTY 
22. 11atecumbe Beach N N N N N y 1 NO 

PAS CO COUNTY , 

23. Gills Tract y y y N y N 4 YES 
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SOC Voting Sheet 
September 28, 19BB 
Page 2 

ST. JOHNS COUNTY 
24. Guana River 

,_ ,~ ,. 

25. St. Augustine Beach 
<Fleeman Tract> 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
26. Avalon Tract 

27. Ft. Pierce Inlet Addition 

28. Hutchinson Island 
<Blind Creek) 

29. Hutchinson Island 
<Green Turtle> 

30. St. Pierce South Jetty Park 
Addition 

31. Surfside Addition 

VOL USIA COUNTY I 

32 o I Li Qhthouse Point 

NAL TON COUNTY 
33. Gravton Dunes 

34. Gravton Beach East Addition 

35. Topsail Hill 
/ 

DHR 

N 

y 

N 

N 

y 

N 

N 

N 

N 

y 

N 

y 
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DER DCA GFC DOF DNR TOTAL SELECTED 

N N N N N 0 NO 

Y. y y y y b YES 

N N N N N 0 NO 

N N N N y 1 NO 

y y N y N 4 YES 

N N N N N 0 NO 

N N N N N 0 NO 

N N N N N 0 NO 

N N N N N 0 NO 

N N N N N 1 NO 
I 

N N N N N 0 NO 

y y N y y 5 YES 



BAY COUNTY 
1. St. 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET 

Four Votes for Initiation of Project Design 
November 15, 1988 

DHR DER DCA GFC DOF DNR 

Michaels Land ina y y y N y y 

BRE YARD COUNTY 
2. Sebastian Inlet Addition 

(Northl y N N N y y 

FRA NKLI N COUNTY 
3. Bald Point y N y y y N 

&UL F COUNTY 
4. St. Joseoh Peninsula N N N N N N 

PAS CO COUNTY 
5. Gills Tract y y y N y N 

ST. JOHNS COUNTY 
b. St. Augustine Beach 

(Fleeman Tract) y y y y y N 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
7. Hutchinson Island 

!Blind Creekl y N y N N y 

MAL TON COUNTY 
a. . Toosai 1 Hill y y y y y y 

TOTAL SELECTED 

5 YES 

3 NO 

4 YES 

0 NO 

4 YES 

5 YES 

3 NO 

b YES 

NOTE: The Big Bend (Taylor/Dixie) Save Our Coast project was· approved for the 
project design process on May 29, 1987 • 

•••••••••••••••••••• 

HER NANDO COUNTY 
1 • Chassahowitzka Swamo Addition y N y y N N 3 NO 

2. Chassahowitzka and Weeki 
Wachee Coastal Wetlands N N N N N N 0 NO 

3. Whitehurst Pro~ertv N N N N N N 0 NO 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMM1TTEE 
C.A.~.L~ VOTING SHEET 

Final 4 Votes for 1988 Proposals 
December 14, 1988 

DHR DER DCA GFC DOF DNR TOTAL SELECTED 

COUNTY 
1. St. Michaels LandinQ BAY 

IE COUNTY 
2. Bia Bend Coast Tract 

DU 

NKLIN COU.NTY 
3. Bald P'oi nt Road 

FRA 

HLANDS COUNTY 
4. Holmes Avenue Scrub HI& 

LSBOROU&H COUNTY 
5. Ybor Citv Addition 

HIL 

FERSON COUNTY 
b. Letchworth Mounds 

JEF 

E COUNTY 
7. Silver Glen Sari nos (Marion) 

THE COMMITTEE VOTED UNANIMOUSLY, 
TO APPROVE <4-VOTEl AND RANK ALL 

AlEE COUNTY 
OF THESE PROJECTS .IN DEVELOPING 

8. Emerson Point 
THE 1989 PRIORITY LIST. 

TIN COUNTY 
ONLY THOSE WHICH WERE RANKED 1-bO 

9. Seabranch 
ARE INCLUDED ON THE.COMMITTEE'S 
RECOMMENDED PRIORITY LIST. 

LAK 

I'IAN 

I'IAR 

ROE COUNTY 
10. Suaarloaf Hammock 

I'ION 

11. Tree-Of-Life Tract 

PAS CO COUNTY 
12. G i 11 s Tract 

JOHNS COUNTY 
13. St. Auaustine Beach 

ST. 

INOLE COUNTY 
14. Lower Econlockhatchee 

TON COUNTY 
15. Deer Lake Parcel 

MAL 

lb • Toosai 1 Hi 11 

-379-

---· ---·-



I I 
I I 

LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
RANKING SHEE T FOR THE 1989 C.A.~. L. ANNUAL PRIORITY LIST 

December 14, 1988 

ALA CHUA COUNTY 
1. Lochloosa Wildlife 122) 
2. Pa vnes Prairie 152) 

BAY COUNTY 
3 . St. Michaels Landino IURJ 

BRE VARD COUNTY 
4. Brevard Turtle Beaches I 18) 
5. Cana ve ral Industrial Park 168) 
6. Mullet Creek Isl an ds 162) 

BRO WARD COUNTY 
7 . Pine Island Ridae 125) 

CHA RLOTTE COUNTY 
8. Charlotte Harbor ( 39) 

CIT RUS COUNTY 
9 . Crystal Riv er I 1 1 ) 

10. Homosass a Spri nqs ( 66) 
11. St. Martins River I 24) 

COL LIER COUNTY 
12 . Fakahatchee Strand ( 4) 
13 . Horrs Island ( 41 ) 
14 . Rookery Bay 119) 
15 . Save Our Everolades 126) 

COL U~BIA COUNTY 
16 . Bio Shoals Corridor 164) 

DAD E COUNTY 
1 7. Deerino Estate Addition ( 43) 
1 B. East Ever alades I 35) 
19 . Miami Rockr1doe Pinelands ( 29) 
20 . The Barnacle Addit1on I 61) 
21. Tropical Hammocks of the 

Redlands ( 34) 

DIX IE COUNTY 
~? 
t.~ . 3ia Bend Coast Tract <URl 

DUV AL COUNTY 
23 . Fort Georae Island (7) 
24. Juli noton/D urbin Creeks I 51 ) 

FLA SLER COUNTY 
25 . Pr incess Place ( 4 4) 

-
FRA NKL! N COUNTY 

SAD 

GIL 

HER 

26 . Apalachicola R i~er L 3ay, 
Phase I !3 l 

?.7. Balo Point Roao \ UR l 
28 . Lo wer Apalachi co la 121) 

SDEN COUNTY 
29. Gadsden Cou nty Gla de s 128) 

CHRIST COUNTY 
30. Waccasassa Flats I 9) 

NAN DO COUNTY 
31. Chassahowitzka Swamo ( 37l 

DHR DER DCA 

35 48 44 
51 54 31 

47 70 69 

36 B 23 
77 84 61 
76 63 75 

23 36 55 

38 15 34 

15 7 17 
82 47 82 
31 18 . 45 

5 J 13 
53 73 I 71 
50 10 36 
24 21 16 

83 72 83 

39 59 56 
63 1 1 20 
32 49 29 
64 81 78 

42 5 1 i 37 

40 

' 

161 19 
I i 

1 5 I 14 
52 57 i 76 

' 
78 77 ' 73 

I ' I : 

.) 7 
,J 

28 : 71 50 
9 

I I 

60 38 : 64 
i 
I 

! 

9 6 i 24 

I 

! 1 7 'n 27 
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GFC DOF DNR TOTAL 

9 3 50 189 
28 53 8 225 

70 71 73 400 

50 21 15 153 
63 60 64 409 
58 49 BO 401 

' 
i 

36 
' I 

16 i 45 211 
I 
j 

47 6 71 39 240 

13 37 i 18 107 
75 61 i 41 388 
42 28 ' 34 198 

I 
' I 
I i 
' i I 

2 1 29 ' 4 ! 70 
67 75 69 408 
30 43 12 181 
18 54 1 9 I i52 

78 84 83 483 

1. 
38 32 1 55 279 
61 76 ! 40 271 
33 4 : 31 178 
82 1 so : 82 46 7 

I I 
I 

51 27 : 62 270 

i I ' i ! 
6 : 34 2! !36 

: ; 
I i I 
I 74 1 20 1 7 ~ 1 7 i 

56 so : 71 : 362 
I i I 

I i 
7..., ; 82 70 457l I ; 

i 

I 
I 
i 
! )I 

-I 30 :; 
. ~ . 

C.J ' 

I 64 68 C:• 
..J I 

.,.-.., 
·~ ,J i. 

I 29 45 16 156 : 

i 

62 
I 
i 20 22 

I 
266 : 

' I ' ' : 

10 1 ' 43 ' 93 

' : 
4 13 36 124 : 

RANKING 

32 
35 

72 

23 
77 
74 

34 

39 

13 
69 ' 
33 

i 
I 
; 

6 I 

76 I 

30 ; 

22 I 

' I 

82 

48 
I 
I 

46 
28 
80 ' 

I 

; 

45 

! 

! 9 

7 ! 

63 ! 

79 I 

4 

-~ f 

:4 

43 

: 
; 

11 I 
I 

16 
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December 14, 1988 - Ranking Sheet Page 2 

DHR DER DCA GFC DO F DNR TOTAL RANKING 
HIG HLANDS COUNTY 

32. Hioh l ands Hammock (27) 11 20 25 16 23 13 108 14 
33. Holmes Avenue Scrub <UR) 59 75 67 65 55 68 389 70 

HIL LSBOROUGH COUNTY 
34. Coc kro ach Bav ( 17> 21 14 54 19 42 37 187 31 
35 . Ybor City Addition ( UR l 7 28 35 23 9 29 1 31 18 

INI DAN RIVER COUNTY 
36. Wab asso Be ac h ( 15 ) 8 35 40 44 10 11 148 21 

JEF FERSON COUNTY 
37. El Des t ine (32) 45 76 63 79 35 66 364 64 
38 . Letchworth Mounds !URl 41 64 43 66 65 72 351 60 
39. Wacissa & Autilla River 

Sinks ( 30) 26 31 26 8 58 20 169 27 

LAK E COUNTY 
40. 8. M. K. Ranch ( 6) 4 9 5 11 f2 9 50 3 
41. Emeralda Marsh ( 63) 81 60 79 40 79 78 417 : 78 
42 . St. Johns River <48) 71 37 42 24 64 47 285 ; 50 
43. Seminole Sorinas/ Woods ( 1 J 14 2 2 12 2 5 37 : ., 

L 

44. Silver Glen Seas. !M ar ion> !URl 70 65 68 68 72 56 399 ' 71 

! 
LEE COUNTY ! 

45. Cava Costa Island ( 40) 29 53 33 35 66 10 226 . 37 
46 . Estero Bav !451 72 39 49 57 70 49 336 ! 58 
47. Galt Island (69) 69 78 81 80 78 81 46 7 : 8 1 
48 . Josslv n Island !53) 43 55 51 59 36 54 298 i 52 

I 
I 

Y COUNTY j 

49. Andre ws Trac t !50) 33 32 10 7 47 38 16 7 ! 26 
LEY 

50 . . Ceda r Kev Scrub (60) 75 66 65 69 56 25 356 i 61 

11AN ATEE COUNTY 
51. Emerson Point !URl 19 33 4 26 11 30 123 15 

11AR ION COUNTY 
52 . Rain bow River ( 13) 20 1 21 34 6 7 89 10 
53 . Silver River (58) 58 26 38 55 52 46 275 47 

' ; 
TIN COUNTY 

~ 54. Seabranch !URl 34 29 47 43 59 42 254 41 
11AR 

55 . South Savannas ( 16) 25 25 22 31 ' 18 27 i 48 20 

i 
110N ROE COUNTY I 

56 . Co uoon Bioht (1 0) 16 23 8 15 14 24 100 ! 12 
57. Curry Hammock !5) 12 24 6 22 15 6 85 j 9 
58 . Kev West Salt Ponds (55) 80 61 177 46 ! 77 63 404 75 I 
59 . North Kev Larao Hammock ( 2> 2 ! 4 1 3 : 25 1 36 ' 1 

60 . North Layton Hammock (33) 49 19 18 53 : 38 65 242 40 
6_1_._0 h i_Q_ K e y___S out h i 42) 54 79 ' 72 52 ! 48 77 382 65 I 

62 . Suga .- Joaf Ha~_'lloc k ! UR l 66 i 23 ! 46 i 7 4 69 6 1 I 339 62 I .. _ 
' 6 7 ! 69 ' 63 . Tree-Of - L . .L£..~__Lc_ac t <URJ . 53 

, _, 
73 5? 386 c 7 I<. . 

I ; ' 

osc 
' I EOLA COUNTY I 

I I I 
' I 

64 . Three Lakes/ Prairie I 
I I ! : 

I i Lakes ( 23) 13 : 50 . 4 l 5 . 33 .-,- 165 "'" .r:..) I L..J 

lao 

I 

I " BEACH COUNTY ! 

i 81 
I 

65 . Old Leon Moss Ranch ( 65) 84 82 81 79 487 83 
PAL 

66 . Rotenberger/Seminole Indian 
11 1 57 La nds (59) 74 46 74 48 316 56 

i 
co COUNTY I ' i 

6 7 . G i l 1 s Tract <URl ' 57 45 58 I 73 24 59 316 55 
PAS 

68. Wetstone / Ber ko vt tz <36) • 22 62 · 59 ; 25 44 I 74 286 51 
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December 14, 1988 - Ranking Sheet Page 3 

DHR DER DCA GFC DOF DNR TOTAL RANKING 
POL K COUNTY 

69. Saddle Blanket Scrub (8) 6 22 15 14 8 14 79 8 

ST. JOHNS COUNTY 
70. St. Auousti ne Beach <URI 44 56 60 76 74 75 385- bb 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
71. North Fork St. Lucie (20) 18 42 28 39 22'" 32 181 29 

SAN TA ROSA COUNTY 
72. Garcon Point ( 31) 56 41 39 32 26 33 227 38 

SAR ASOTA COUNTY 
73. Warm Mineral SDrinos <56) 46 58 57 45 46 58 310 54 

INOLE SPRINGS 
74. Lower Econlockhatchee 

<Vol usia> <UR> 61 52 48 41 31 35 268 44 
75. San no Hammack <57) 48 44 30 37 39 26 224 36 

TER COUNTY 
76. Carlton Half-l'loon Ranch ( 12) 10 13 12 1 5 28 69 5 
77. Withlac:oochee (46) 73 80 66 27 7 53 306 53 

SUM ANNEE COUNTY 
78. Peacock Slouoh (38) 68 34 7 60 51 60 280 49 

VOL USIA COUNTY 
79. Gold~ and Bellemead <49) 62 67 70 54 40 57 350 59 
80. North Peninsula (541 79 74 84 83 83 84 487. 84 
81. Vol usia EEL <671 55 83 62 84 41 76 401 73 

-
WAK ULLA COUNTY 

82. Wakulla Sg_r i nq_s ( 4 7> 30 40 32 48 62 44 256 42 
I 

TON COUNTY I 

I 83. Deer Lake Parcel <URI 65 68 52 71 63 67 386 I 68 I 

WAL 

84. Toosai 1 Hi 11 <URI 37 12 11 49 19 2 130 I 17 ! 

<URI After the project name indicates projects which are unranked. 
(#l After each project name indicates the ranking on the 1988 CARL 

Priority List. 
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Florida StateNide Land Acquisition Plan (FSLAPl 
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 assessing 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 ~intended to replace the current system 
of ranking CARL projects, but should provide a foundation on which the various 
agencies may begin to formulate their individual ranking decisions. For 
example, an agency may place greater emphasis on certain objectives, while 
employing the subjective ratings in other objectives or guidelines to influence 
their ultimate ranking decisions when two or more projects have similar 
attributes from their perspective. 

The matrix employs a subjective scale to examine each project for its degree of 
conformance with the objectives. The subjective scale for the 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 siz• of urban centers within 25 miles or 
60 miles of a proj~ct <see figure 21 in FSLAP>. Likewise, the ease of 
acquisition, the overall importance of remalning tracts, and the degree of 
local support will be subjectively rated according to quasi quantitative 
information, such as the owner's willingness to sell or the number of 
supportive letters received. 

The primary responsibilities for determining the initial degrees of conformance 
with FSLAP will be divided among the agencies as follows: 

Category 
Objectives/Guidelines 

Natural Communities 
Forest Resources 
Vascular Plants 
Fish and Wildlife 
Fresh Water Resources 
Coastal Resources 
Geological Resources 
Historic Resources 
Outdoor Recreation 
Statewide or Regional Significance 

Area of Critical State Concern 
Endangerment and Vulnerability 
Ecological Integrity 
Inholdings or Additions 
Proximity to Urban Areas 
Size 
Cost 
Importance of Acquisition 
Acquistion Ease 
Local Support 

Primary/Secondary 
Agencies 

FNAI 
DOF 
FNAI 
GFC/FNAI 
DER 
DNR/DCA 
DNR 
DHR 
DNR/GFC 
Staff 
DCA 
DNR/DCA 
FNAI 
DNR 
DNR/DCA 
ONR 
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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FLORIDA STATEWIDE LAND ACUUISITIDN PLAN 
Excerpted Objectivts, SuidelintS, and "easures 

CHAPTER Ilia ACUUISITIDN OBJECTIVES 

A. Natural CaiiUftities 

Identify, acquire, and protect exa1ples of those Natural Co11unities and their subtypes that: (ll are inadequately 
represented an protected lands in Florida, or (21 represent the best retaining ex~~ples of each of Florida's Natural 
Cottunities and their subtypes, Nith priority given to those co11unities ar subtypes Nhich are 10st endangered or 
rarest. 

B. Forest Resources 

Acquire lands to: (11 taintain representatives of the various forest or titber types, and C2l to conserve and taintain 
Florida's forests sa as to perpetuate their environ~ental, econa~ic, aesthetic and recreational values; giving special 
consideration to ~~nageible forests that have incDit producing potential, 1hich helps defray 1anage1ent casts, and to 
upland forests that help 11et the resource-based recreational needs of Florida's gra1ing papulation. 

C. Vascular Plants 

Identify, acquire, and protect sites Nhich contain rare, endangtrtd, and threatened plant species, Nith priority given 
to thast sites that are: (11 critical to their survival, ar (21 are nat critical but contain itpartant asselblages of 
rare or endangered species. 

D. Fish and Mildlife 

Acquire lands that: (1) are critical to the survival of endangered and threatened anitals, C2l represent significant 
colonial bird nesting sites, or (3) are neces~ary to taintain the state's native anita! species diversity. 

E. Fresh lliter Supplies 

1. Acquire protective buffers along the Special Mater cateqory of Outstanding Florida Mater rivers and lakes. 
-

2. Acquire areas around first •agnitude springs, including the spring run far an appropriate distance. Second 

- ;: ,' t ":. ' 

tagnitude and 11aller springs should be incorporated, Nhenever possible, into project boundaries of projects being 
purchased pritarily for other purposes. 

3. Identify and acquire protective buffers around exa1ples of the different lake types. 
' ' 

4. State assistance an specific Save Our Rivers acquisitions that have attributes desired for CARL acquisitions should 
be considered as potential cooperative acquisition projects 1ith the state's 1ater 1anageaent districts. 

F. Coastal Resources 

1. Acquire undeveloped barrier islands, spits, peninsulas, coral or literock keys, and 1ainland stashores to conserve 
their significant natural, recreational, and aesthetic attributes, 1ith priority given to projects that: 

a. Contain representative exaaples of various physiographic coastal forts. 
b. Include entire islands, long stretches of tainland beaches, tntire 1idths of coastal barriers, or include 

natural inlets. 
c. Are associated tith sensitive estuarine systeas, particularly those that are designated aquatic preserves. 

2. Acquire upland and 1etland buffers to protect the State's significant calltftial and recreational saltNater 
fisheries, particularly those fisheries thich are designated State Aquatic Preserves, National Estuarine or "arine 
Sanctuaries, Areas of Critical State Concern, Special Water category of Outstanding Florida lliter, or Departaent of 
Environ•ental Regulation CDERl Class II Miters. 

3. Acquire upland and tetland buffers to protect the State's aast significant reef ca11unities, particularly those 
areas lhich are Nithin or adjacent to designated Areas of Critical State Concern, Stat& Aquatic Preserves, State 
Parks, and National Marine or Estuarine Sanctuaries, Wildlife Refuges, Parks, or Seashorts. 
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&. &ealagic Features 

Identify, acquire, and protect exaaples of geological exposures, for•ations, and outcrops that1 11) are inadequately 
represented on public lands in Florida, or 12> represent the best exatples of those features in the state. 

Inventory and evaluate the geologic features on public and private lands. The FNAI, because of its suitable data base 
structure, should coordinate Nith the Depart11nt of Natural Resource's Bureau of &eolagy, the Soil Conservation Service, 
various speleological organizations, and others to develop an inventory of the state's 10st significant geologic 
features. 

H. Historic Resources 

Acquire 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 Narks of individuals. 

I. Outdoor Recreational Resources 

1. Acquire lands Nhich help 1eet needs identified in Florida's stateNide ca1prehensive outdoor recreation plan. 

2. Identify, acquire, and protect lands thatt 11) enhance the representational balance of natural and historic 
resources Nithin the state park and reserve systees, or 12) contain pri1e exa1ples of the state's natural and 
historic resources. 

3. Acquire lands far fish and wildlife oriented outdoor recreation, with e1phasis an the acquisition of additional 
Nildlife 1anage1ent and hunting lands in the southern half of the state. 

4. Acquire beaches and other coastal areas of greatest suitability for outdoor recreation that aeet identified outdoor 
recreation needs, 1ith etphasis on those tracts that are Nithin planning regions or near urban areas of greatest 
need as deter1ined by the co~prehensive outdoor recreation plan. 

CHAPTER IV: LAND ACQUISITION &UIDELINES AND THE PLANNIN& PROCESS 

11) Prefer projects Nith resources of state1ide or regional itportance. -

12> Prefer the 10re endangered and vulnerable projects that are in i111diate danger of loss to so1e ather use. 

13> Prefer projects Nith ecologically intact systees that havt 1ini1al disturbances and can be feasibly 1anaged to 
conserve the resource for which they are to be acquired. 

14) &ive special consideration to inholding• and other lands Nhich would enhance tanagetent or protection of 
existing state lands lith itportant resources. 

I~) Prefer projects that have significant resource values, and satisfy specific regional concerns, Nith special 
consideration given to those projects that are accessible to urban areas. 

MOTEt The foregoing represents excerpts frat the Florida Statewide Land 
Acquisition Plan IFSLAP>. Taken out of context, the precise teaning of these objectives, guidelines, and 
11asures tay be tisconstrued. Thertfore, the FSLAP and the FSLAP Technical Report and Appendices should be 
consulted for further details. 
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Category 

Project 

Natural 
C011unities 

I 2 
Nate 

I.N.Key Largo I H H 

2.Setinole Sp.l " " 
3.8,".K. Ranchl " H 

4.Apa.-Phaae II " " 
· 1 1 5.Ca.Half-"oanl L " w 

00 

~ I 6,Fakahatchee I H H 

7.Ft.6eorge Isl L L 

&.Saddle Ilk. H H 

9.Curry Hat. H H 

lO.Rainbow Riv.l " L 

11.1taccasassa I L L 

Forest 
Resources 

1 2a 2b 

" N L 

H " H 

H l H 

H " H 

" " H 
L L L 

" N " 

" L L 

H N " 

" L H 

H H H 

Evaluation "atrix for the CARL Projects IDecetber 1988) 

Vascular 
Plants 

1 2 

Fish and 
ltildlife 

1 2 3 

Fresh !tater 
Resource& 

1 2 3 4 

Coastal 
Resources 

I 2 3 

"HIHNHINNMNI" H H 

N " I H N " I N " N " I N N N 

N l I " l " I l l N l I N N N 

H H I " l H I H L N H I " H H 

N L I " N L I N L N H I N N N 

H H I H N " I N N N L I N N N 

L " I " " " I N N N N I N H H 

H H I " N " I N N " N I N N N 

L " I " N " I N N N N I " H H 

N N I L N L I " H N L I N N N 

&eo logical 
Resources 

I 2 

" " 
L L 

N l 

H H 

L L 

L L 

L L 

N N 

L L 

H " 

L L 

Historical 
Resources 

Ia lb 

H N 

H N 

l N 

H N 

" N 

H N 

H H 

L N 

" N 

H N 

H N 

Outdoor 
Recreation 

12a2b34 

Guidelines 

lca2345 

Size 
Tax 

Valuet 
Acq. Ease 

tOwner IIi 11 

L H H l l IH H " H H Nl 16901 141888,0001 100 " 

l " " " N IH N " " l Ll 148571 161671,0001 36 " 

L " H " N I" N " " l ll 71901 8,030,0001 50 " 

l " " " N IH H N H " Nl 5561 4,235,0001 100 L 

" N " " N I" N L " H Nl 9500 655,500 17 H 

L H H " N IH H " H H Nl 273331 10,935,0001 8800 H 

L L " L N IH N H " H HI 8821 41908,000 67 H 

L " " L N IH N " H N Nl 870 299,000 20 " 

L " H L L IH H " H N Nl 3851 5,196,000 4 H 

6 H 

2 H 

Local 
Support 

H 

l 

l 

L 

L 

L 

" 
L 

H 

" 
H 

Additional 
Notes 

L H H L N H N " L N Nl 14401 2,652,000 

L N L " N H N L " N -;r-;;8461 6.183,000 
I I I IN .IL·L~NH*N N N - I I I I I I . I I I I 
12.Coupan Bightl H H L N L H H """ NNNN-H H H H H L N L H H L " IH H " " H Nl 5851 1,093,0001 155 " " 
13.Crystal Riv.l " H l L l N N I H N " I " " N L I L H H " H H' N L " H " N IH N " " H Nl 51131 41911 1000 50 L H 

-------~------------~~-------~-----------L-------._--------~ 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
*Cost based on values in 1989 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. Page 1 



I 
w 
00 
1.0 
I 

Category 

Prajtc:t 
Na11 

14.Highlands Ha 

Natural 
CDIIUnities 

i 2 

H M 

Far est 
Resources 

1 2a 2b 

M L H 

Vascular 
Plants 

1 2 

L M 

Fish and 
Mildlife 

1 2 3 

M N M 

Fresh Mater 
Resources 

1 2 3 4 

N N N L 

Coastal 
Resources 

1 2 3 

N N N 

15.Eursan Pt. L N INN NIN NIMNLINNNNIN N N 

16.Chatsahawit.l M H I L L L N NIMNMINLNHIN M L 

17. Topsail Hill! . H H H L H M H I H N H I N N H N I H L L 

t8.Ybar City Adl N N I N N N N N I N N N I N N N N I N N N 

&ealagical 
Resource& 

1 2 

L· L 

L L 

L L 

H H 

N N 

19.Big Bend M M I H M M L LIMMMINNNLIH H MILL 

20.8. Savannas M H I L L L M "ILNLINNNNIN N NIL L 

21.Mabassa Bch.l I I L N L L LIMNMINNNNIH M L L L 

22.S.O.Evergldtl " M " L L M M I H L H I N N N L I N N N L L 

23.8rev.Tur.Bchl .M M I L N L M L I H N M I N N N N I H " L L L 

24.Law.Apalach.l L M I L " L I M M I L N M I L N N H IN H H H H 

25.Th.Lks/P.Lktl M M I L L M I N N I M L M I N N N N I N N N L L 

26.Andrews Trt.l M M 
" L " 

N L I L N L I L N N H I N N N N L 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 

Hist~rical 
Resources 

11 1b 

M N 

Dutdaar 
Recreation &uidelines 

1 2a 2b 3 4 11 Cl 2 3 4 5 

Size 

L H N L N IN N L M H Nl 5571 

Tax I Acq. Eatt 
Yaluet ID•ner Mill 

1,958,0001 . 10 " 

H N I L N L L L II N L L L Ll 3601 21844,445 3 H 

" N L N H M N IN N H H H Nl 67001 4,6321000 26 L 

" N H H H L H JH L H H N MJ 14601 17,450,000 7 " 

N H L M H N N IN N L N M HI 0.6 448,450 l H 

H N L M M M M IH N L " M Ll 117961 3,208,000 

N N L H H L N IN N H M H Ll 22431 10,928,0001 )100 M 

L N H H H L H IH L H H L Nl 1101 71566,000 12 " 

H N L M H H N IH H M M H NI200000IIB0,430,000I>23000 M 

N N H H H L H IH N il H M L 121 2,160,000 1 H 

H N L M H M N IH H N H H Nl 74001 11886,000 12 L 

M N L M H H N IH N M M H Nl 89441 5,071,000 10 " 

M N L N H M N IN L L M M Nl 1200 242,000 2 H 

*Cost based on values in'1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

Local 
Sup part 

H 

H 

L 

" 
H 

L 

H 

H 

L 

H 

L 

" 
L 

Additional 
Nates 

Page 2 
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I 
w 
\0 
0 
I 

0~<::..­

_q:--r;..Ay- c ') (3-e.,~ "- S.t,.._e'\..- 0 

~ P.A'!..-S""'-<.A<-4..-- _ 

I ~~>"~~-~ 
\'_./ J 

cs r.r:-c 

Category Natural 
CDIIUnities 

Forest I Vascular 
Resources Plants 

Fish and I Fresh Mater 
Mildlife Resources 

Cautal 
Resources 

&eological 
Resources 

Histariul 
Resources 

Outdoor 
Recrtatian &uidtllnes Sizt 

Tax 
Valut 

Acq. East I Local 
IDwner Mill Support 

1 2 12a2bl1 2 1 r2 3 -~ 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 2 1a 1b I 2a 2b 3 4 11 ta 2 3 4 5 

27.Macissa/Auc.l " H I H L " I II L I H N " I H H N H I N II N H H H N L H H " N IH II N " H Ill 7080 319,0001 110 L L 

28."1aei Rack. H H I H II L H H I L II L I II II N II I II N N L L I· L N II II " L N IH II H H N HI 2811 5,616,000 32 " L 

29.N.F.Bt.Luciel L L I L L L I L N I L N L I II II II L I N II N L L L N I " " " L N IL N " L " Ll 13501 6•006,0001 3 H " 
30.Raatery Bay I " H I L II L I ·11 L I " L " I N N N N I H H " N L H N I " H H L " IH N " H H Ill 108531 13,756,0001 200 L H 

31.CackrDith Bal L " L N L II L I L L L I N II N N I N H H " " H N I L L " L N I" N H H N "I 7301 233,440 3 H " 
32.LothlDDSI I L L H H H N N I " L " I " II " L I N N N N L H N I L II H " N IH II " " N Ll 52721 1,469,000 I H H 

33.Bt. "artins I L L L II L N II I " L L I N N N II I " H H L L H N I " " L " l I" II " H L Nl 110681 5,270,000 18 H H 

34.Pint Js.Rid.l N N I L N " II NILNLINNNNIN N N L L H N H H H l N I" N H L N HI 1111 2,165,000 2 H " 
35.Paynes Prai.l L " I L N L N N I " N L I N II N L I N N N L H H N I L H H L N IH N " H H Ll 63901 7,624,000 73 L L 

36.Spring Haee.l L " I " II. L I II L I L N L I N N L L I N N N L L L N L II " L N '" II H " H "' 2251 2,147,0001 14 " H 

37.Caya Casta I " " I L N " I N H I " L L I N II N N I H H " L " H N H " H L H IH L H " H Ll 4361 6,017,0001 400 " H 

38.8arcan Paint! H H I L L L L LILN"INNNNIN H HI.L L H II L " H L II IH L L H II Ill 25601 1,800,000 21 " " 
39.Char. Harbor! L L L II L II l I " L " I N N N N I II H H " " L II L " H L N IH L " " L Ll 53561 2,302,000 25 L " 
40.11.Laytan Hael " " I " II L H " I " N " I N N N N I " " H " " L N L " H L L IH H " H " II 94 747,000 16 " L 

Additional 
Nates 

~--------~------~------~----~------~------~-------L~.-----~------._ __________ ._ ________ _. __ ~~ ____ _. ________ ._ ____ ~------~ 
=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
*Cost based on values i-n 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. P.age 3 



Catlgory 

ProJKt 
Naae 

41.Seabranc:h 

Natural 
Coaaunities 

1 2 

K L 

42.Wakulla Spgal K K 

Forest 
Resources 

1 2a 2b 

K N L 

H L K 

Vasc:ular 
Plants 

1 2 

Filh and 
Wildlife 

1 2 3 

Fresh Water 
Resourc:es 

1 2 3 4 

Coa&til 
Resourc:es 

1 2 3 

L K I K N K I N N N N I L H L 

N L I H N K I H L N N I N N N 

&eologiul 
Resourc:es 

1 2 

L L 

H H 

43.8adaden Bldsl H N I H L L K H I L N K I N N N N I N N N I K H 

44.Lolltr Ec:on. L N N K K N N I K K K I N N N H I N N N L L 

45.Trop.Haaaoc:kl N H N N L K NILNLINNNNIN N Nl L L 

1 146.E.Evergladesl L 
w 
1.0 

K I L L L N N I H N H I N N N H I N N N 

I I47.Silver River! K K I K L K I K L I L N L I K N N L I N N N 

4B.Oeering Est.l K L K L L N L I N N L I N N N N I N L L 

49.Peac:oc:k Slo.l K H I K L L N L I K N L I N L N N I N N N 

50.St.aohns Rivl N L K L L N N I K N K I N N N L I N N N 

51.Netstone/Berl L L L L H N N I K N L I N N N N I N K L 

52.Josslyn 111.1 K K N N N I N L I L N L I N N N N I N L N 

53.Nithlacoqc:h.l N N I K L K N N I L N L I N N N L I N N N 

54.Nara Kin.Sp.l L K IN N N N N I L N L I N L N L I N N N 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 

N L 

K H 

L L 

H N 

N N 

" " 
L L 

L L 

H H 

Hiltoriul 
R11ourc:es 

h 1b 

L N 

L N 

" N 

H N 

Outdoor 
Rec:reation &uldelines 

1 21 2b 3 4 11 1:1 2 3 4 5 

Size 
Tax 

Val uta 

L H N L N IK N N K K Nl 9091 7,458,000 

L N H L N IN N L N L Ll 465 282,000 

L N N L N IH N K N N Nl 1800 456,000 

N L L K N IK N K K L Kl 21101 4,020,000 

" N I N N K L N IH N H K N HI 2001 2,678,000 

Ac:q. Ease 
ID11ner Will 

2 N 

2 L 

11 " 

1 H 

20 " 

'K N I L L H H N IH L N K K Kl 719201 14,384,0001 >100 K 

K N L N N L N IH N K N H Ll 4621 11,712,000 4 H 

N N N N H L N IH N N M K HI 26.5 570,640 3 N 

H N K L N L N IN L L K N Nl 580 358,00~ 
8 " 

H N L L K K N IK N K H K Nl 82901 1,022,000 
3 " 

L N I L N K L L IL N H H N Ll 34601 3,227,563 5 H 

N N N N N N N IN L H N N L 50 35,000 1 L 

" N L N K K N IK N L K H Nl 39001 5,604,000 45 L 

H N K N N L N IH L N K N N 76 680,000 1 " 

*Cost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

Loc:al 
Support 

H 

N 

L 

L 

L 

L 

H 

N 

L 

L 

L 

L 

" 
N 

Additional 
Notes 
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I 
w 
\0 
N 
I 

Category 

Project 
Na11 

55.Sills Tract 

56.Rotenberger 

37.Bald Point 

58.Estero Bay 

Natural 
COIIURitits 

1 2 

L L 

N L 

Forest 
Resources 

I 2a 2b 

L N II 

Vasc:ular 
Plants 

t 2 

N N 

Fish and f Fresh Mater 
Mildlift Resources 

I 2 3 I 1 2 3 4 

II N L rN N N N 

Coastal 
Resources 

I 2 3 

II L L 

N N N I N N I L N L I N N N L I N N N 

II H IIIII IIIL IIILNIIINNHNIH II H 

L II I N N N I N N I II L II I N N N N I N H L 

39.&oldy/Btllt.l L L N N II N NILNLINNNNIL II II 

60.Letch~arth N N L N L N N I L N L I II N N N I N N N 

61. Cedar Key II II l l II N LILNIIINNNNIII H H 

62.Sugarloaf II L L N L I II II I II L L I N N N II I H II H 

63.Jul/Durbin II L H H H I II L I l N L I N N N II I N II N 

64.£1 DeatinDo l N I H II H II NILNIIINNNNIN N N 

65.0hio Key So.J L N L N L II NIIIIILINNNNIL II H 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 

&tologiul 
Resources 

1 2 

L L 

N N 

L L 

N L 

L l 

L l 

N H 

II II 

L II 

L L 

" " 

Historical 
Resourc11 

1a 1b 

L N 

Outdoor 
Recreation &uidelin11 

1 2a 2b 3 4 11 ta 2 3 4 5 

L L L L II IL N L . L N L 

Tlx 
Size I Val uet 

1011 2.644.000 

Acq. E111 
I01ntr Mill 

2 H 

L N N N L H N Ill N L II H Nl 201951 4.537.0001 >700 II 
0 

H N H II H L H Ill N L II N Ll 46731 5.182.000 69 " 

H N L II II L N IH L H II H Ll 66451 20.784.000 85 " 

" N L II II l N Ill N H L II Ill 716 443.000 2 " 
H II L H H L N IH II L l l Ill 463 46o.ooo·· 2 H 

" N l L II II N Ill II L H II Nl 1850 684.000 
6 " 

l N I H H H L II IH H II II H Nl 25561 4.170.152 80 L 

" N I l II II II II Ill II H II N Ill 33001 2.792.000 
5 " 

H H L H H II N IH N N L N ll 4100 625.000 2 H 

L N I II H II l II Ill H II II N N 21 175.000 1 L 

*Cost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

Locll 
Support 

L 

L 

L 

H 

L 

L 

II 

L 

H 

II 

II 

Additional 
Notes 

Page 5 



Cateeory 

ProjKt 
Na11 

------·--

66.St.Aue.Bch. 

Natural 
COIIUnitits 

l 2 

" L 

67, Tree-Df-Lifel L L 

Forest 
Resaurns 

1 2a 2b 

L N ·H 

L N L 

68.Deer Lake H H I H " N 

Vascular 
Plants 

1 2 

N N 

Fish and I Fresh Mater 
Nildlift Resources 

1 2 3 I l 2 3 4 

LN"INNNN 

Coastal 
Resources 

1 2 3 

" L L 

&eoloeical 
Resources 

l 2 

L L 

"LILNLINNNNI" ""I"" 

L " I " L " I N N H L I H l L " " 
70.Hallll Ave, H "IHN "IH HI"N"INNNNIN N N 

L " 

1 •71.Silver &len I " " I " L H I H H I " N " I N H N " I N N N I H H w 
\C) 

If I72.St. "ichatlsl " H I " L " I L " I L N " I N N N N I H " " I L L 

73.Valusia EEL I N N ILH "IN NILNLINNNLIN N Nl L l 

74."ullet Creetl L N INN LIN NILNLINNNNIN H HI" L 

75.Key Nest Sa. I L " I L N L L " I " L L I N N N N I N " H I " l 

76.Harrs Jslandl H H I L N l " H I L N L I N N N N I " " L N L 

77 .Canaveral -I L " I L L " N N I " N L I N N N H I N N N N N 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 

Historical 
Resources 

Ia lb 

L N 

" N 

" N 

L N 

" N 

L N 

l N 

N N 

L . N 

H N 

L N 

Outdoor 
Recreation Sui de lines 

1 2a 2b 3 4 It ca 2 3 4 5 

H " L L H IL N " L N " 

Tax 
Size I Value 

1121 3,477,000 

" " H L L IH H " " N Nl 2431 2,203,652 

H H H L H IH L " H H Nl 18551 8,418,000 

Acq. Ease 
llhlner Mill 

l H 

3 " 

L H H L N IH N " H " Nl 9001 1,795,2201 2000 L 

H " " l N IH N L " H Nl 40201 2,385,000 

H " " L " I" N " " N "I 3621 7,253,000 l H 

L N " " N IL N " " " Ll 9801 436,800 1 " 

L N L L N IL N H L N Nl 2001 131,000 5 " 

l " " l N IL H " L L "' 4071 5,724,000 19 " 

L H H L N IH N " H H Nl 1901 7,686,000 2 L 

L " " " N I" N H " N Nl 25001 5,717,000 5 " 

*Cost based on values in· 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

Local 
Support 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

" 
H 

H 

N 

H 

Additional 
Nates 

Page 6 
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"' Cateoory I Natural I Forest I Vascular I Fish and I Fresh Mater I Coastal I &eolagical I Historical I Outdoor I I I Tax I Acq. Ease I Lacal I Additional 
1 "' Coaaunities Resources Plants Mildlife Resources Resources Resources Resources Recreation &uidelines Size Yalut IOwner Mill Support Notes 

PraJec~8!' I 1 2 I I 2a 2b I I 2 I I 2 3 I I 2 3 4 I I 2 3 I 1 2 I Ia lb I I 2a 2b 3 4 11 ca 2 3 4 5 
Nue . ~ 

7B.Eaeralda "a, L L L L L N N " L L N N N " N N N " " L N L N " " N " N " L N N 12200 tl2,118,000 100 L I L 

79.Princess Pl. L " " L H N N " N " N N N N N H L L L H H " L L L N " N L " " N 2560 2,739,200 25 " I L 

BO.Barnacle Ad. L L L N L N L N N L N N N N N L L " H " N L H H N N " N H L H H 7 3,463,0001 I " I H 

Sl.&alt Island " " L N L " H L N L N N N N N L " N N H N L H H N N " L H L N L 390 436,8001 I " I " 

1 183.0ld Leon "o, L L L L L N L L N L N N N " N N N N N " N L N L H N L N H L L N 3270 1,335,0001 4 H I H 
UJ 
~ 
~ 
I 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
*Cost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. Page 7 
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FLORIDA NATURAL AREAS' INVENTORY 

254 E. Sixth A venue Tallahassee, Florida 32303 (904) 224-8207 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Land Acquisition Selection Committee Members 
LASC Liaison Staff 

lib!! 
From: Jim Muller, FNI;J"'f F '-

Date: September 16, 1~88 

Re: Natural Resource Evaluation Matrix for Save Our Coast projects under 
consideration for transfer to the CARL list 

Attached is the Natural Resource Evaluation Matrix for the Save Our Coast projects 
proposed for transfer to the CARL list. The information in the matrix is from the 
SOC projects assessments in the November 1987 Annual Report, the FNAI data base, 
and FNAI staff comments. This matrix only addresses the unpurchased parcels of 
these SOC projects, based on the maps in the annual report. 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. An alphabetical list of the SOC projects with FNAI-suggested Ecological 
Priorities is attached for your convenience. 

Natural Communities (NCs) listed in the Natural Resource Values/Comments column 
arc based on the FNAI data base, inspection of 1972-73 aerial photographs or aerials 
in the SOC files, and information in the SOC annual report. 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 arc 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 project files CWreported"). In certain cases the location 
data for occurrences was not precise enough to determine if the occurrence was on 
the project or ncar it; these are indicated as "EOs on/near site". Nearby 
occurrences of rare/endangered species are not noted in the matrix because they 
were too numerous; however, the likelihood of nearby occurrences also being on a 
project was considered when assigning the Ecological Priority of a project. 

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) arc given with the first mention of species FNAI considers rare or 
threatened (G3, S3 or higher). Thereafter, globally or state imperiled species (G2, 
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S2 or higher) arc 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) arc enclosed in parentheses following the community or species name. 

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 
potentially should be protected through regulatory mechanisms were given lower 
priority unless they also had important upland habitats or rare species. The 
importance of a project to management of contiguous state-owned lands was also 
considered. 

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 arc sorted by Ecological Priority, then county, 
then name. One proposal received a High Ecological Priority, and four proposals 
received a medium-high priority. 

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. 

Please cail me if you have any questions concerning the information presented here. 

Abbreviations used in the matrix include: 

NC • Natural Community (based on FNAI's natural community classification) 
SA • Special Animal 
SP • Special Plant 
EO • Element Occurrence (an occurrence of an NC, SA, or SP) 
E/T spp. • Endangered or Threatened species 
sp - species (singular') 
spp • species (plural) 
ssp • subspecies 
DNR R&P • Department of Natural Resources Division of Recreation & Parks 
SRA ·State Recreation Area 
aq. pres. • aquatic preserve 
rep • report 

[jwm \carl\8889prop\evalmtx l.mem] 
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ALPHABETICAL LISTING OF SAVE OUR COAST PROJECTS 
PROPOSED FOR TRANSFER TO THE CARL LIST 

with FNAI-suggested Ecological Priorities 

Alex's Beach (MART)- Medium-low 

Avalon Tract (STLU) ·Medium-low 

Bald Point Road Tract (FRAN)· Medium 

Barefoot Beach {Lcly Add.) {COLL) ·Medium 

Clam Pass (COLL) • Low 

Don Pedro Island Complex (CHAR) • Medium 

Fletcher Beach (MART)- Medium-low 

Fort Pierce Inlet Add. (STLU)- Medium-low 

Ft. Pierce So. Jetty Park Add. (STLU) • Low 

Gasparilla Island Additions (LEEX) • Low-none 

pills Tract (PASC) • Medium-low 

Grayton Beach East Add. (WALT)· Medium 

Grayton Dunes (WALT)- Medium-low 

Guana River (STJO) • Medium-low 

September 15, 1988 

Hutchinson Isl. (Blind Creek) (STLU) ·Medium-high 

Hutchinson Island (Green Turtle Beach) (STLU) ·Medium-high 

Indialantic Beach Add. (BREV) • Low 

Lighthouse Point (VOLU) ·Medium 

Matecumbe Beach {MONR) • Low 

Mexico Beach (Parker) Tract (BA YX) - Low-none 

North Beach Additions (BROW) - Low-none 

North Shore Open Space (DADE) - Low-none 

Posner Tract (BROW) • Low-none 

St. Augustine Beach (Fleeman) Tract (STJO) -Medium 

St. Joseph Peninsula {GULF) - Medium-high 

St. Michael's Landing (BA YX) - Medium-high 

Santa Clara et al. Tract {BA YX) - None 

Sebastian Inlet Add. (North) (BREV) • Medium 

Sebastian Inlet Add. (South) (INDI) • Medium 

Shell Island (BAYX)- Medium 

Surfside Additions (STLU) • Low 

Topsail Hill (WALT)· High 

Washington Oaks Add. (FLAG)· Medium 
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Natural Resource Evaluation Matrix for the SOC Proiects Proposed for Transfer to CARL 
Prepared by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory (88/09/15) 

Pro1ect Name. county, 
I Acres unpurchased 

Mexico Beach 
(Parker) Tract 
Bay 
1 acre 

St. Michael's Landing 
Bay 
1,000 acres 

Santa Clara et al Tract 
Bay 
16 acres 

Shell Island 
Bay 
30 acres 

Natural Resource Values/Comments 

NCs: Beach Dune (FNAI-G4/S3); about 10% disturbed. 

NCs: in very good-excellent condition on south west 
side of road - Beach Dune; Coastal Grassland (FNAI­
G3/S3); Coastal Strand (FNAI-G3/S3); Scrub (FNAI­
G3/S2); Mesic Flatwoods (FNAI-G5/S5). HE side of road 
has been heavily altered by silviculture (clearcut, 
site-prep) - some small pieces of Flatwoods, Seepage 
Slope (FNAI-G4/S3) may be intact. Interior wetlands 
probably in good shape - incl. Blackwater Stream (FNAI­
G4/S2), Floodplain swamp (FNAI-G4/S4), Basin swamp? 
(FNAI-G5/S4), Bottomland Forest? (FNAI-G4/S3)). SPs 
very likely in scrub and flatwoods. Adjacent to 
Tyndall Air Force Base. 

NCs: Beach Dune; 95\ disturbed. About 1.5 mi. from St. 
~ndrews St. Rec. Area. 

NCs: Coastal Grassland, Coastal Strand, possibly Beach 
Dune. SA EO nearby: Peromyscus polionotus allophrys 
(Choctawhatchee beach mouse, FNAI-G5Tl/S1, Fed-LE; 
state-LE). SAs reported: loggerhead turtle; herons; 
various shorebirds. Project·land is interspersion of 
state owned and private lots. Surrounding land state 
or federal owned. 

Ecological 
Priority 

Low-none 

Medium-high 

',I 

None 
I 

Medium 

'tlf 

Recommended Mqmt 
(from 11/87 soc rptl 

By Town of Mexico 
Beach as part of a 
park. 

DNR R&P as st. rec. 
& park unit. 

By Bay .county as 'a · 
beach park. 

,·. 

By DNR, R&P as part~. 
of St. Andrews Rec.· 
Area. 
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Indialantic Beach Add. 
Brevard 
1 acre 

Sebastian Inlet Add. 
(North) 
Brevard 
21 acres 

North Beach Additions 
Broward 
2 acres 

Posner Tract 
Broward 
16 acres 

Don Pedro Island 
Complex (4 pieces) 
Charlotte 
108 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune; possibly Coastal Grassland; about 75t 
d~sturbed. SA EO on/near site: Caretta caretta 
(loqqerhead, FNAI-G3/S2, Fed-LT, State-LT). SPs: may 
be important to Glandularia maritima (Coastal vervain, 
FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2). Adjacent to Indialantic Beach 
Park/Town of Indialantic. 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Strand; Maritime Hammock 
(FNAI-G4/S3); Estuarine Tidal Swamp (FNAI-G3/S3); 
Scrub*?. 15t disturbed. SA EO on/near site: Caretta 
caretta* (loqqerhead)7 Drymarchon corals couperi 
(Eastern indiqo snake, FNAI-G4T3/S3, Fed-LT, State-LT). 
SP EOs on/near site: Ernodea littoralis (Beach-creeper, 
FNAI-G4/S3, state-LT·); Sophora tomentosa (Necklace pod, 
FNAI-G4/S3). Contiquous with Sebastian Inlet SRA. 

NCs: Beach Dune?; about 95\ disturbed. SA EO on/near 
site: caretta caretta* (loqqerhead) (low-ranked 
occurrence). About 1.5 mi. S of John u. Lloyd Beach 
~RA. 

NCs: none. SA EO on;near site: Caretta caretta* 
(loqqerhead) (low-ranked occurrence). About 2 mi. 
South of North Beach Additions soc project. 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Strand; Estuarine Tidal Swamp; 
Maritime Hammock? Invasion by exotic species; Southern 
parts heavily disturbed - lots of exotics - spoil 
islands included. North parcel may not be as 
disturbed. SA EOs on/near site: Trichechus manatus 
(West Indian manatee, FNAI-G2?/S2?, Fed-LE, State-LE) 
(offshore); Haliaeetus leucocephalus (Bald eaqle, FNAI­
G3/S2SJ, Fed-LE, State-LT). SAs reported: Gopherus 
polyphemus (Gopher tortoise, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2, State­
LS); brown pelican; least tern. Three south pieces 
adjacent to Don Pedro SRA. N piece across pass from 
Port Charlotte Bch SRA • 

2 

Low 

I 

Medium 

Low-none 

Low-none 

Me.dium 

f!J' 

By Town of 
Indialantic as part 
of Indialantic · 
Beach Park. 

By DNR R&P as part 
of Sebastian Inlet 
St. Rec. Area. 

Reqlonal rec. area 
by South Broward 
Park District. 

As City Rec. area 
by City of 
Hallandale. 

As a Charlotte 
County. Park by 
Charlotte County. 
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Barefoot Beach 
(Lely Add.) 
Collier 
316 acres 

Clam Pass 
Collier 
33 acres 

North Shore Open Space ' 
Dade 
6 acres 

NCs: disturbed Beach Dune; Coastal Strand; Estuarine 
Tidal swamp1 Estuarine Tidal Marsh (FNAI-G4/S4); 
Maritime Hammock? Disturbed by exotic species, some 
places probably severe, especially N part. SA EOs 
on/near site: Gopherus polyphemus* (Gopher tortoise); 
Ursus americanus floridanus (Florida black bear, FNAI­
GSTl/Sl, Fed-C2, State-LT); Trichechus manatus* (West 
Indian manatee) (offshore). SAs reported:-herons, 
egrets, ospreys, roseate spoonbill, manatees, gopher 
tortoise, loggerhead, brown pelican. Contiguous with 
Barefoot Beach SRA. Delnor-Wiggins Pass State 
Recreation Area is also to s. 

NCs:· Estuarine Tidal Marsh?; Beach Dune?; Coastal 
Strand?; heavily disturbed by exotic invasion, spoil 
deposition dredging. SA EOs on/near site: caretta 
caretta* (loggerhead), Trichechus manatus* (West Indian 
manatee) (offshore only). SAs reported: roseate 
spoonbill; Eastern brown pelican; egret and heron spp.; 
white ibis. 

NCs: essentially none - all disturbed. Native veg. 
restricted to sea grape and cabbage palm, possibly a 
few sea oats. SA EOs on/near site: Caretta caretta* 
(loggerhead) (very low quality). North Shore Open 
Space Park adjacent on N., North Shore Ocean Terrace 
Park on s. ' 

3 

Medium 

Low 

Lo~,-none 

' . 

···n 

As part of Barefoot 
Beach SRA, by DNR' 
R&P;. smaller 9 
acres managed by 
Collier Co. or DNR. 

Park and rec. 
purposes by Collier 
County. 

State rec. area 
managed by DNR, R&P 
along with existing 
North Shore Open · : 
Space Park adjacent 
on N. 



I 
~ 
0 
N 
I 

~~~\-

Big Bend Coast Tract 
Dixie/Taylor 
approx. 11,000 acres 

Washington Oaks Add. 
Flagler 
10 acres 

Bald Point Road Tract 
Franklin 
3,300 

NCs: These pertain to Big Bend Coast as a wholer most 
are probably represented on the remaining unpurchased 
tracts: Marine/Estuarine Unconsolidated Substrate 
(FNAI-G5/S5); Blackwater Stream (FNAI-G4/S2); Marine 
seagrass Beds (FNAI-G2/S2) (offshore); Marine/Estuarine 
Tidal Marsh; Mesic Flatwoods (FNAI-GS/SS); Freshwater 
Tidal swamp? (FNAI-G3/S3); Bottomland Forest? (FNAI­
G4/S3); Maritime Hammock?; Hydric Hammock? (FNAI­
G4/S3); Scrub* (Coastal). SAs: several known from 
parcels already purchased and likely to occur. SPs: 
several likely. st. Marks Natl. Wildlife Refuge (NWR) 
~ow., Lower suwannee NWR to s., plus additional 
managed areas nearby. 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Strand; Maritime Hammock; 
scrub (Coastal); Marine Consolidated Substrate (FNAI­
G3/S3). All in good-excellent condition, disturbance 
low (5-10\). SA EOs onjnear site: Gopherus• (gopher 
tortoise), Drymarchon corals couperi (Eastern indigo 
snake) (probably both low quality). SA reported: 
loggerhead. Washington Oaks State Gardens adjacent to 
site. 

NCs: Mesic Flatwoods; Sandhills (FNAI-G4/S3); Estuarine 
Tidal Marsh; Basin Marsh (FNAI-G4/S3); Maritime 
Hammock; Flatwoods Lake (FNAI-G4/S3) or Marsh Lake 
(FNAI-G4/S4); Beach Dune; approx. 30\ disturbed. SA 
EOs on site: Nerodia fasciata clarki (Gulf·salt marsh 
snake, FNAI-G~T3/S3?); Falco columbarius (Merlin, FNAI­
G4/SU). SAs reported: least tern, snowy plover, 
peregrine falcon, osprey, gopher tortoise. SP EO on 
site: Liatris provincialis (Godfrey's blazing star, 
FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2, State-LE). 

Medium 

Medium 

,I 

Medium 
(higher if 
boundary 

' expanded) 

4 
.. ,, 

Management by 
various state 
agencies. 

As part of 
Was.hington Oaks 
State Gardens by 
DNR R&P. 

state park, DNR 
R&P. 

[ .. 
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st. Joseph Peninsula 
Gulf 
278 acres 

Sebastian Inlet Add. 
(South) 
Indian River 
8 acres 

Gasparilla Island 
Additions 
Lee 
4 acres 

Alex's Beach 
Martin 
8 acres 

Fletcher Beach 
Martin 
12 acres 

.Ncs: scrub* (Coastal); Maritime Hammock; Mesic 
Flatwoods; Shell Mound (FNAI-Gl/Sl); Beach Dune; 
Coastal Grassland; Coastal Strand; Estuarine Tidal 
Marsh. Much of area within boundaries already 
developed (approx.· JOt?). What remains is excellent 
quality. SA EOs on/near site: Charadrius melodus 
(Piping plover, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LT, State-LT), Falco 
peregrinus (Peregrine falcon, FNAI-Gl/S2, Fed-LT, 
state-LE), Caretta caretta* (loggerhead), Alligator 
mississippiensis (American alligator, FNAI-G5/S4, Fed­
LTSA, state-LS). SPs: high potential. Contiguous with 
St. Joseph Pen. St. Park. 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Strand; Maritime Hammock; 
Estuarine Tidal swamp. SA EO on/near site: caretta 
caretta• (loggerhead). SAs reported: green turtle, 
least tern. Between 2 parts of Sebastian Inlet SRA. 
Contiguous with Pelican Island Aquatic Preserve. 

Ncs: heavily disturbed Beach Dune and coastal strand. 
Parcels contiguous with/near Gasparilla Island SRA. 

NCs: Beach Dune heavily altered by Australian pine; 
Coastal strand; Estuarine Tidal swamp?. SAs reported: 
loggerh~ad; green turtle. SP EOs on/near site: 
Tournefortia gnaphalodes (Sea lavender, FNAI G4/Sl, 
State-LE). 

NCs: Beach Dune?; Coastal Strand; Estuarine Tidal 
swamp; some exotics. 25%? disturbed. SAs reported: 
loggerhead; green turtles. 

Medium-high 

Medium 

Low-none 

Medium-low 

Medium-low 

5 ,, 

As part of st. 
Joseph Peninsula 
St. Park by DNR 
R&P. 

,, 

As part of 
Sebastian Inlet 
SRA, by DNR R&P. \ .•; :: 

As part of : .·-
Gasparilla Island 
SRA, by DNR R&P. 

As addn. to Alex's 
Beach and Bob 
Graham Beach by 
Martin Co. 

As Beach Park by 
Martin County. 

,f 
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Matecumbe Beach 
Monroe 
10 acres 

Gills Tract 
Pasco 
136 acres 

Guana River 
st. Johns 
20 acres 

St. Augustine Beach 
(Fleeman) Tract 
st. Johns 
113 acres 

NCs: From aerials and report apparently mostly (75t +) 
disturbed. More than half scarified, palms (and grasses 
and other exotics) planted, exotics have probably 
invaded. Groin constructed. Maybe 2 acres of Rockland 
Hammock (FNAI-G3/S2), but probably fair or poor quality 
due to siz~ and presence of exotics. SA EOs on/near 
site: Eumeces egreqius egregius (Florida Keys mole, 
skink, FNAI-G4?T2/S2, Fed-C2, State-LS). SPs: likely 
even though disturbed. 

NCs: Scrub; Meslc Flatwoods; Depression Marsh? (FNAI­
G5/S5); Estuarine Tidal Marsh?; some disturbance- lOt? 
SA EO on/near site: Trichechus manatus• (West Indian 
manatee) (offshore). SAs reported: Gopherus 
polyphemus• (gopher tortoise); "wading birds"; osprey. 

NCs: Maritime ,Hammock; Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Estuarine 
Unconsolidated Substrate (FNAI-G5/S5). Undisturbed; 
apparently in good to excellent condition. SA EO 
onjnear site: Trichechus manatus• (West Indian manatee) 
(offshore). SAs reported: wood stork, roseate 
spoonbill, herons, white ibis. Inholding in Guana 
River st. Park. Also near st. Augustine st. Lands; 
Ponte Vedra lands. 

NCs: ·Beach Dune; Coastal Grassland?; Coastal Strand; 
Maritime Hammock. Mostly (90-95\) undisturbed, good­
high quality. SAs reported: Eastern indigo snake; 
loggerhead (would be low quality occurrences); 
Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise). Near St. 
Augustine Lands; about 2 mi. S of Anastasia SRA. 

Low 

Medium-low 

Medium-low 

,I 

' ' 

' Medium 

6 
.,, 

As County Park 
managed by Monroe 
county. 

As County Park by 
Pasco County. 

As addn. to Guana 
River state Park, 
by DNR, R&P. 

As local park. by 
St. Johns County 
and City of st. 
Augustine. 
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Avalon Tract 
st. Lucie 
335 acres 

Fort Pierce Inlet Add. 
st. Lucie 
25 acres 

Ft. Pierce So. Jetty 
Park Add. 
st. Lucie 
3 acres 

Ncs: Beach DuneA; Coastal strandA; Maritime Hammockl 
Estuarine Tidal swampAi Scrub*? (A=heavily disturbed by 
exotic invasion); extensively ditched; overall, 
probably at least sot disturbed. SA EO: Trichechus 
manatus (West·Indian manatee) offshore on both sides. 
SAs reported: Green turtle and loggerhead. SP EOs 
on/near site: Chamaesyce cumulicola (Sand-dune spurge, 
FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2), Ernodea littoralis (Beach­
creeper). State owns 323 acres immediately south of 
tract. 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal strand; Scrub*?. Apparently 
disturbed by exotics and clearing. Worm Reef (FNAI­
Gl/Sl) offshore nearby. SA EOs on/near sit~: Caretta 
caretta• (loggerhead); Trichechus manatus• (West Indian 
manatee) (offshore). SA reported: Green sea turtle. 
SP EO on;near site: Sophora tomentosa (necklace pod) 
(very likely on site). Fort Pierce Inlet SRA adjacent 
to tract. Indian River Aq. Preserve nearby. 

NCs: Mostly disturbed Beach Dune and Coastal Strand. 
SA EOs on/near site: Caretta caretta* (loggerhead); 
Dermochelys coriacea (leatherback turtle, FNAI-G3/S2, 
Fed-LE, state-LE); Trichechus manatus• (West Indian 
manatee) (offshore). Near Indian River Aquatic 
Preserve. South of some city land. 

7 

Medium-low 

Medium-low 

Low 
,I 

.. ,, 

As either State 
Park by DNR R&P, or 
as a local park by 
St. Lucie Co. 

As part of Ft. 
Pierce SRA by DNR 
R&P. 

As part of city Ft• 
Pierce South Jetty 
Park. 

,, 
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Hutchinson Isl. 
(Blind Creek) 
St. Lucie 
431 acres 

Hutchinson Island 
(Green Turtle Beach) 
st. Lucie 
404 acres 

surfside Additions 
st. Lucie 
3 acres 

Lighthouse Point 
Vol usia 
30 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune; coastal Strand; Maritime Hammock; 
"approx. 45% of the uplands are dominated by Australian 
Pine and Brazilian Pepper". SA EOs on;near: Caretta 
caretta• (loggerhead); Chelonia mydas (green turtle, 
FNAI-G3/S2, Fed-LE, State-LE); Dermochelys coriacea* 
(leatherback turtle); Trichechus manatus• (West Indian 
manatee) (offshore); Pandion haliaetus (osprey, FNAI­
G5/S3S4). SP EOs on;near site: Glandularia maritima·* 
(coastal vervain); Remirea maritima (beach-star, FNAI­
GJ/Sl, State-LE); others probable. Adjacent to Jenson 
Beach to Jupiter Inlet Aq. Pres.; savannas State 
Reserve across Indian River. About 2 mi. S of Green 
Turtle Beach proposal. 

NCs: Beach Dune, but heavily disturbed by exotic spp.; 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp; ditching, diking, exotics, 
filling. SA EOs on/near site: Caretta caretta• 
(loggerhead); Dermochelys coriacea* (leatherback 
turtle); Chelonia mydas* (green turtle); Trichechus 
manatus* (West Indian manatee) (offshore). SAs 
reported: herons, brown pelican. SPs nearby and 
potentially on-site. Bear Pt. Cove included in Jensen 
Beach to Jupiter Inlet Aq. Pres. State holds undivided 
50% interest in title to the largest tract. Adjacent 
to Jensen Beach to Jupiter Inlet Aq. Preserve. About 2 
mi. N of Blind Creek proposal. 

Ncs: Beach Dune; Coastal Strand?; disturbed by beach 
"renourishment", clearing, and exotlcs. SA EOs on/near 
site: caretta caretta• (loggerhead); Dermochelys 
coriacea* (leatherback turtle); Trichechus manatus* 
(West Indian manatee) (offshore). 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Strand; Maritime Hammock. SA 
EO: Trichechus manatus• (West Indian manatee) offshore. 
SAs reported: black.skimmer; brown pelican. SP EOs 
on;near site: Chamaesyce cumulicola* (Sand-dune 
spurge). state has purchased 148 ac. on s. 

8 

Medium-high 

Medium-high 

,I 

Low 

Medium 

,,, 

~s a State Rec. 
Area by DNR R&P. 

As a state rec. 
area by DNR, R&P or 
local park by St • 
Lucie co. 

As part of surfside 
Park by city of Ft. 
Pierce. 

As public rec. area 
managed by Ponce ~e 
Leon Port 
Authority. 



I. 

I 
+>-
0 ...... 
I 

I, 

Grayton Beach 
East Add. 
Walton 
29 acres 

Grayton Dunes 
Walton 
4 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune; coastal Grassland; Mesic Flatwoods; 
somewhat disturb'ed, about 20\. SA EO on/near site: 
Gopherus* (gopher tortoise); adjacent to introduced 
population of Peroymyscus polionotus allophrys* 
(Choctawhatchee beach mouse). SP EOs on/near site: 
Chrysopsis gossypinQ ssp. cruiseana (Cruise's golden 
aster, FNAI-G3G5T2/S2, Fed-Cl, State-LE). Addition to 
Grayton Beach State Recreation Area. 

NCs: Beach Dune: Coastal Grassland; Scrub* (Coastal); 
Estuarine Tidal Harsh. SA EOs on/near site: Gopherus 
polyphemus (gopher tortoise), Sterna antillarum (least 
tern, FNAI-G4/S3, State-LT): adjacent to introduced 
population of Peromyscus polionotus allophrys* 
(Choctawhatchee beach mouse). SP EOs on site: 
Chrysopsis gossypina ssp. cruiseana* (Cruise's golden 
aster). SP EO on/near site: Chrysopsis godfrey! 
(Godfrey's golden aster, FNAI G2/S2). Inholding in 
Grayton Beach State ~ark: important to complete Park 
and for management, but as stand alone these parcels 
aren't that significant. 

9 

Medium 

Medium-low 

.,, 

As part of Grayton 
Beach St. Rec. Arec 
by DNR R&P. 

As addition to 
Grayton Beach St. 
Park, by DNR R&P. 
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Topsail Hill 
Walton 
1,530 acres 

~ 

NCs: Beach Dune; Coastal Grassland; Coastal Strand; 
Scru&•; Maritime Hammock; Shell Mound (?);Mesic 
Flatwoods; Sandhill; Coastal Dune Lake (FNAI-G2/S1)1 
Basin Marsh (?); Basin swampr Slough (FNAI-G5/S5); 
Floodplain Swamp(?); all good-excellent quality. SA 
EOs on site: Peromyscus polionotus allophrys* 
(Choctawhatchee beach mouse); Picoides borealis (Red­
cockaded woodpecker, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LE, State-LT). SP 
EOs on site: Calamovilfa curtissil (curtiss• sandgrass, 
FNAI-GlG2/SlS2, Fed-C2)7 Chrysopsis gossypina ssp. 
cruiseana* (Cruise's qolden aster); Cbrvsopsis 
godfrey!* (Godfrey's golden aster); Polygonella 
macrophylla (larqe-leaved jointweed, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed­
Cl, state-LT); Lupinus·westianus (Gulf coast lupine, 
FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-JC, State-LT); Peltandra sagittifolia 
(spoon-flower, FNAI-G?/SJ); Drosera intermedia (spoon­
leaved sundew, FNAI-G5/S3, State-LT). Bordered by 
Coffeen Nature Preserve to the west. 

·. 

High 

10 
.,, 

As State park, by 
DNR R&P. 
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Department of Natural Resources Staff Acquisition Criteria Relating to CARL 
Projects. 

Staff reso~rces to acquire projects included on the approved Land Acquisition 
List will be prioritized in the following order: 

A. The top 30 projects or $200 million in projects whichever is fewer. 

B. Save Our Everglades which includes project Sb below the $200 million 
cutoff. 

C. Projects which have al~eady been substantially acquired i.e. 707. 
complete. Staff however, will reevaluate all projects which are over 707. 
complete to determine if the project is complete enough to recommend 
removal from the C.A.R.L. list. 

D. Bargain purchases. A bargain purchase is defined as one in which DNR 
pays no more than 504 of the appraised value for any project below 
project 30 or the $200 million cutoff, whichever is less. A bargain 
purchase can be initiated by the owner or a third party willing to 
supplement DNR's payment. Conceptual approval of a bargain purchase will 
be presented to the Board of Trustees for approval. Only after 
conceptual approval, will DNR staff time and resources be invested in the 
project. If, after appraisal activities, the owner or the third party 
does not comply with their bargain commitment, DNR staff will recommend 
that the project be removed from the C.A.R.L. list. 

E. A joint purchase. A joint purchase is defined as one in which an agency 
of the federal government, or a water management d1strict established 
under Chapter 373, Florida Statutes, acquires at least 507. of the acreage 
in a CARL project, for purposes compatible with the goals of that CARL 
project, and coordinates use of the property with the state through a 
management agreement or lease. 

F. A bargain or joint purchase must include either the entire CARL project, 
or a part of the project which is by itself capable of meeting the goals 
of the project and which constitutes a manageable unit as determined by 
the proposed management agency. 

G. No entity that has acted in good faith to acquire a parcel or proJect for 
the State will be penalized because of a change in classification as 
provided above, so long as they have reasonably relied on that 
classification and the fund matching rate associated with it. 

Any land listed on the approved Land Acquisition List that is proposed to be 
acquired by exchange for some other State owned parcel, must meet the same 
requirements of these criteria. 

Department of Natural Resources Criteria to Remove Projects from the CARL List. 

A. A project has been acquired in its entirety. 

B. Significant and sufficient project area has been acquired to satisfy 
the primary acquisition objectives, and the remaining project lands are 
not available, or not significant enough to warrant continuing effort. 

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 otherwise altered so as to 
compromise the project's integrity. 

E. The Board has rejected the acquisition contract agreement and not 
direited that it be re-negotiated. 
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Department of Natural Resources Policy Directions a~ a Member of th~ Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee • 

L 

.1. Professionally evaluate projects on their individual merit based upon the 
accepted evaluation criteria. 

2. Insist that the priority list be exactly that. 

3. Work to reduce the priority list. Hopefully, get the list down to at least 
$200,000,000. 

4. Push for a Selection Committee Policy of not recommending projects for 
addition to list unless an equal number are removed from the existing list. 

5. Support "Systems" Planning. However, projects added or combined must be 
evaluated as the "whole" and re-prioritized. A low priority project should 
not be added to a high priority project and assume the high position unless 
so recommended by the Selection Committee and approved by the Board. 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JANUARY 4, 1989 

OPTION 
DATES DEPOSITS 

ENDING CASH AND INVES'IMEN'IS (Balance as of November 30, 1988) 
ANTICIPATED BALANCE OF 88/89 REVENUE: 25,261,661 
BALANCE AVAILABLE FROM CARL BOND PROCEEDES: 8,996,674 
DEDUCT FY 88/89 LEGISLATIVE TRANSFER FOR MANAGEMENT: 
DEDUCT FY 88/89 OPERATING EXPENSES : 
DEDUCT LEGISLATIVE TRANSFER FOR DEBT SERVICE: 
DEDUCT. SET ASIDE FOR ARCHELOGICAL SITES: 
DEDUCT RESERVE FOR SEMINOLE INDIAN SE'I'ILEMEN'I: 
DEDUCT ESTIMATED UNAPPRO?RIATED CASH: 

' . ' ~- ·-

AMOUNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

2,330,528 
438,645 
224,592 

2,000,000 
1,750,000 
1,263,466 

ACQUISITIONS APPROVED BY-LHE BOARD OF TRUSTEES: 
PROJECTS SUBMI'I'IED ON i/24/89 AGENDA: 

- - '39,609,905 
575,040 

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR NEGOTIATION: 

NOTES: 

(1) FUNDS APPROPRIATED FOR MANAGEMENT: 
. G&FYFC 
Division of Recreation of Parks 

APPROPRIATED FUNDS FOR MANAGEMENT TRANSFERED: 
Secretary of State 
Division of Forestry 
Division of Recreation of Parks 

1,127,490 
1,203,038 

.204,364 
141,771 
211,827 

Unallocated funds remaining for management: $1,071,558. 

(2) PLEASE SEE DETAIL IN EXHIBI'I "An A'I'IACHED 

2,330,528 

557,962 

(1) 

(2) 
(2) 

BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

34,226,239 
59,487,900 
68,484,574 
66,154,046 
65,715,401 
65,490,809 
63,_490,809 
61,740,809 
60,477,343 
20,867,418 

20,292,398 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

THE ABOVE REPORT FAIRLY REPRESENTS 'J:'HE 
OFFICIAL ACCOUNTING RECORDS AND MANAGERIAL 
REPRE ~ATIONS CONT NED THEREIN. 

'/ . 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JANUARY 4, 1989 

OPTION 
DATES 

EXHIBIT "A" 

DEPOSITS 

APPROVED ACQUISITIONS (Thru 12/20/88): 

BALANCE AVAilABLE: 

NO. PROJECT OPTION DATES 
Beker Phosphate Set~le~ent(Incidental Costs) 

40 Cayo Costa Island Varies 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Amrein)108 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Aycock) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Bassett) CLOSED 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Benveniste) 01/06/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Byrd) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Cady) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Clark-Rawsthorne) 12/30/88 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Cordell) Cl.OSED 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(C&S Bank) , Cl.OSED 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Evans) 12/30/88 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Evans-Rawsthorne) 12/30/88 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Ferrari) 02/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Fisher) CLOSED 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Guldice) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Hadden) 04/30/89 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Herberg) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Leibold) 01/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Maerz) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Mosley) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Palmer) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Peterson) Cl.OSED 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Pudsey) 10/31/88 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Sawyer) 04/15/89 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Sheppard et al) 12/31/88 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Survey Costs) 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Thornton) 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Thrasher)l04 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Vane)l05 06/01/89 
40 Cayo Costa ls.(Zinn) Cl.OSED 
39 Charlotte Harbor E.D. 
37 Chassahowitzka Swamp(lncidenta1 Costs) 
10 Coupon Bight(Burk) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bieht(Crisp) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Downing) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Eicens,A.) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Eicens,S.) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Henderson) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bieht(Hern) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Jetcha Corp.) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Paine) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Paps) 01/01/89 
10 Coupon Bight(Rowe) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Ryan) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Sauers) 12/01/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Sroka) 11/30/88 
10 Coupon Bight(Williamson) 11/30/88 
26 DOT/DNR(Parce1 1196)E.D. 
45 Estero Bay(Stardia1) 12/30/88 
4 Fakahatchee Strand VARIES 
4 Fakahatchce Strand(Aloia) 11/30/88 
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AMOUNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

100,000 
24,320 
12,600 
12,600 

9,200 
9,200 
5,000 

56,000 
4,025 
8,050 

10,000 
8,050 
8,050 
4,600 

56,000 
7,500 

17,000 
12,600 

3,900 
19,250 

8,050 
4,025 

28,000 
8,050 

10,000 
12,250 

1,925 
7,350 
2,800 

28,000 
4,025 

381,900 
23,500 
7,7~0 
9,349 
7,760 
9,350 

47,760 
47,760 

9,350 
23,880 
18,304 
76,903 
71,640 
23,880 
33,420 
15,520 
47,760 

105,600 
974,750 

79,004 
6,750 

(R) 
(R) 

(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(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 

60,477,343 



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JANUARY 4, 1989 

4 Fakahatchee Strand(!eringer) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(Coleman) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(Cusick) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(Ernst) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(Filzen) 

59 Fakahatchee Strand(Hartman) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(Hays) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(Murphy) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(NeQrich) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(Ratledge) 
4 Fakahatchee Strand(Wilson) 

59 Fakahatchee Strand/Maps 
4 Fakahatchee(!olinger) 
4 Fakahatchee(Robinson) 

59 FakahatcheejJanes Scenic Dr Cor 
66 Homosassa Springs 

Incidental Costs 
2 N.Key Largo Hmk.(l8) 
2 N.Key Largo Hmk.(44 6 45) 
2 N.Key Largo Hmk.(52) 
2 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Chastain) 

OPTION 
DATES 

11/30/88 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 
01/30/89 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 
11/30/88 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 

12/30/88 
12/30/88 
E.D. 
12/01/88 

12/30/88 
12/30/B8 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 

DEPOSITS 

2 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Incidental Costs) 
2 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Parcel 54) 11/30/88 

11/15/88 
11/30/88 
11/30/88 
05/31/89 

2 N.Key Largo(!ayside Prop.Ltd.) 
2 N.Key Largo(Fl. Nat'l Rank) 

54 N.Peninsula (Orlando Estates) 
54 N.Peninsula(Grady) 
54 N.Peninsula(Title Policy, etc.) 
54 N.Penisula(Currin) 
38 Peacock Slough(Survey) 

05/31/89 

25 Pine Island Ridge Incidental Costs(Appraisal) 
19 Rookery !ay(Cannon Is. Survey) 
59 Rotenberger 
59 Rotenberger 
59 Rotenberger (Appraisals) 
59 Rotenberger (!ergeijk) 
59 Rotenberger (Gertz) 
59 Rotenberger (Indian Lands)Title 
59 Rotenberger (Jonas) 
26 Rotenburger (13 Agreements) 
26 Rotenburger (9 Agreements) 
26 Rotenburger (Dwyer) 
26 Rotenburger (Laspin) 
59 Rotenburger (Pirozzi) 
26 SOE(Appraisals) 

E.D. 
E.D. 

09/30/88 
CLOSED 

09/30/88 
09/30/88 

VARIES 
C1s 09/30/88 
C1s 09/30/88 

09/30/88 

26 SOE(DNR share of existing contracts) 
26 SOE(DNR/DOT E.D.-Suit 112) 
26 SOE(DNR/DOT E.D.-Suit 113) 
26 SOE(DOT-!aker) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Abramowitz) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Armstrong) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Aspinall) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Bassi) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Beasley) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Benson) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-!euten) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-!1akemore) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-!onaker) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Brown) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Carlan) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Creek) 

CLOSED 
11/30/88 
10/31/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
01/30/89 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
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AMOUNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

1,125 (R) 
7,875 (R) 
1,125 (R) 

563 (R) 
1,125 (R) 
6, 1.88 (R) 
1,107 (R) 

563 (R) 
1,146 (R) 
1,125 (R) 
1,130 (R) 

14,000 (R) 
563 (R) 

1,125 (R) 
500,000 (R) 

3, 449, 600 (R) 
1,031,082 (R) 

211,750 (R) 
50,435 (R) 

182,413 (R) 
1,095,500 (R) 

44,210 (R) 
9,450 (R) 

8,331,200 (R) 
138,105 (R) 
160,150 (R) 
224,400 (R) 

3,361 (R) 
80,000 (R) 
6,700 (R) 

16,000 (R) 
30,000 (R) 
25,000 (R) 
60,000 (R) 
20,000 (R) 
1,125 (R) 
4,500 (R) 

11,000 (R) 
4,500 (R) 

16,596 (R) 
7, 313 (R) 

563 (R) 
1,125 (R) 
1,125 (R) 

100,000 (R) 
1,683,332 (R) 
1,609,375 (R) 
1,408,900 (R) 
1,576,250 (R) 

3,121 (R) 
406 (R) 

2,255 (R) 
1,394 (R) 
1, 929 (R) 

342 (R) 
4,700 (R) 
3,121 (R) 

934 (R) 
1,419 (R) 
3,754 (R) 
1,030 (R) 

BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JANUARY 4, 1989 

26 SOE(Golden Gate-DePasquale) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Dewees) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Donn) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Ericson) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Faber) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Ferry) 
26 SOE(Go1den Gate-Forrest) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Frederick) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Hart)_ 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Hime) --
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Katri)" -
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Kerns) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Marvel) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-McCowan) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Meyer) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Miller) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Moch) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Rosner) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Rzetelny) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Smith) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Smith) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Talbott) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Thompson) 
26 SOE(Golden ~ate-Vaccard) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Wineburg) 
26 SOE(Golden Gate-Zink) 
26 ·soE(Maps) 
26 SOE(Reserved for DOT/DNR acq. 
16 South Savannas(GMSG,et al) 
16 South Savannas(Goodwin) 

OPTION 
DATES 

12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
10/31/88 
11/30/88 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 
12/30/88 
01/30/89 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 
01/30/89 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 
11/30/88 
09/30/88 
11/30/88 
11/30/88 
12/30/88 
12/30/88 
11/30/88 
11/30/88 

DEPOSITS 

of I-75 Corridor) 
02/01/89 
01/30/89 

16 South Savannas(lncidenta1 Costs) 
16 South Savannas(Theakston) 02/01/89 
16 South Savannas(Ti1ton) 01/02/89 
57 Spring Hammock(Cassity-Gallagher)Survey Reimbursement 
57 Spring Hammock(Didea et al) 12/01/88 
57 Spring Hammock(Menefee)24 03/01/89 
57 Spring Hammock(Menefee)25 03/01/89 
57 Spring Hmk(Leitheuser) 01/02/89 
57 Spring ~k.(Goldberg & Bloom) 01/01/89 
57 Spring Hmk.(Licht,et al) 04/30/89 
57 Spring Hmk.(Moore et al) 11/11/88 
57 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29A 01/30/89 
57 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29B1 11/15/88 
57 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29B2 11/15/88 
57 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29B3 11/15/88 
57 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29B4 11/15/88 
57 Spring Hmk.(Overstreet)29E 12/31/88 
46 St.Johns River (B&P) 02/28/89 

Tax Certificates 

TOTAL APPROVED CARL ACQUISITIONS 

CARL BOND ISSUE: 

APPROVED ACQUISITIONS (Thru 12/20/88): 
45 Estero Bay 
45 Estero Bay(Stardia1) 

08/30/88 
C1s 04/29/88 

TOTAL APPROVED CARL BOND ACQUISITIONS: 
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AMOUNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

1,352 (R) 
477 (R) 

3,413 (R) 
3,864 (R) 

599 (R) 
1, 707. (R) 

731 (R) 
3,754 ('R) 
1,352 (R) 

342 '(R) 
1,030 (R) 
1, 706 (R) 
1,930 (R) 
2,389 (R) 
1,568 (R) 

351 (R) 
1,192 (R) 

969 (R) 
835 (R) 

1,275 (R) 
994 (R) 

2,321 (R) 
3,754 (R) 
3,121 (R) 

861 (R) 
3,864 (R) 

17,500 (R) 
2,368,115 (R) 

41,325 (R) 
32,300 (R) 

152,500 (R) 
9,500 (R) 

266,000 (R) 
1,670 (R) 

10,700 (R) 
69,000 (R) 
69,000 (R) 
30,600 (R) 

938,475 (R) 
193,800 (R) 
46,464 (R) 

1,883,650 (R) 
70,775 (R) 

152,950 (R) 
7,623 (R) 

88,594 (R) 
24,675 (R) 

881,400 (R) 
25,000 (R) 

32,109,905 

5,000,000 (R) 
2,500,000 (R) 

7,500,000 

BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

28,367,438 

20,867,438 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JANUARY 4, 1989 

OPTION 
DATES DEPOSITS 

TOTAL ACQUISITIONS APPROVED BY THE BOARD: 

AMOUNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

39,609,905 

PROPOSED ACQUISITIONS (1/24/88 AGENDA) 

53 Josslyn Island 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Proknow) 
40 Cayo Costa Is.(Villy) 

2 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Ragan)l7 
59 Rotenberger(l9 Agreements) 

E. D. 
06/01/89 
02/01/89 

06/15/89 

TOTAL PROPOSED ACQUISITIONS: 

:.. 
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200,000 
8,050 

26,000 
316,240 

24,750 

575,040 

BAlANCE 
AVAILABLE 

20,292,398 



ADDENDUft YII I 

Division of State Lands CARL Project,Status 



I 
~ 
N 
0 
I 

PRIORITY NO. 
Current **New 

1 2 

2 1 

3 4 

PROJECT 

Seminole Springs/Woods 
(Lake County) 

North Key Largo Hammocks 
(Monroe County) 

Apalachicola River & Bay 
(Franklin County) 

DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
CARL PROJECT STATUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 
BE PURCHASED 

16+ 

STATUS 

Negotiations for major ownership have been 
concluded without success. Purchase. 
is unlikely at this time. Balance of 
project being evaluated based on 
its importance to the Wekiva River System 
and the corridor to the Ocala National 
Forest. The LASC on November 15, 1988 
approved a modification to the project 
boundary to include the Carter Trust and 

, Brumlick Tracts, and two 40-acre inholdings. 

21)2+ 

25+ 

Total acreage now in the project boundary is 
14,857. 

Sixty-two percent of the project is either 
purchased or under option. Negotiations are 
under way on Phases I and II. Phases I, II 
and III encompass everything in the project 
except submerged and improved parcels. 
Appraisal reviews are complete on portions 
of Phase III and negotiations are proceeding 
as reviews are released. Gong closed 
December 7, 1988. Negotiations with 
Driscoll underway. 

Appraisal review in process for Sikes Cut 
and Cat Point. Negotiations have been 
initiated in Nick's Hole area. Title 
information for the balance of the project 
has been ordered, appraisal will follow 
receipt of title work. 

,, 

',. 

\' 
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.p. 
N ...... 
I 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

---------------....,-----·---

6 

9 

3 

7 

8 

11 

Fakahatchee Strand 
(Collier County) 

Curry Hammock 
(Honroe County) 

B.M.K. Ranch 
(Lake County) 

Fort George Island 
(Duval County) 

Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 
(Polk County) 

Waccasassa Flats 
(Gilchrist County) 

9000+ 

2 

30+ 

46+ 

18+ 

50+ 

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 &trand'State Preserve 
has been given priorrty. Initial title 
information has been ~~~ered for this area 
and is to be completed by January 6, 1989. 
Reappraisal will follow. 

The Nature Conservancy has furnished the 
boundary maps. Title information has been 
ordered. The Nature Conservancy currently 
negotiating Curry parcel. 

Appraisals due in mid-January 1989. 
Negotiations will be initiated following 
appraisal review. 

Appraisal review is complete. Negotiations 
are underway, Funds committed from the City 
of Jacksonville and the St. Johns River 
Water Management Distrtct. 

The Nature Conservancy has furnished title 
information. Appraisal in process. The 
Nature Conservancy actively negotiating 
large parcels and have acquired 80% of the 
project. A modification of the boundary to 
add 120 acres to be used for parking, an 
interpretive center, and possibly exchange, 
was approved by the LASC on December 14, 
1988. 

Funds approved-for boundary maps, title 
information and appraisals. Haps and title 
information projected to be received by end 
of March 1989. Appraisal will follow. 

., ,. 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

12 

13 

5 

10 

Coupon Bight 
(Monroe County) 

Crystal River 
(Citrus County) 

Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 
(Sumter County) 

Rainbow River 
(Marion County) 

268+ 

51+ 

17+ 

10+ 

Offers made to everyone in Phase I and 
negotiations continue. Phase I includes the 
large acreage tracts and unimproved 
subdivision lots contiguous to large acreage 
and state-owned tracts throughout the · 
project. Phase II appraisal review is 
complete and negotiations have been 
initiated. Phase II is the remaining 
recorded and unrecorded subdivision lots. 
Phase III appra1sals will be requested when 
negotiations in Phase I are substantially 
complete. Phase III contains the islands, 
the improved commercial property and 
improved subdivision lots. Seventeen lots to 
close as soon as closing documents are 
received and approved. A 40-acre parcel 
approved by the Governor and Cabinet in 
November will close in January 1989. 2.76 
acres approved for purchase by the Governor 
and Cabinet will close early in 1989. 

The Suncoast Shores property closed on 
October 31, 1988, Appraisals are being 
reviewed for all remaining ownerships in 
Phase I. The parcels included in Phase I 
are located throughout the project and are 
those properties considered to be most 
vulnerable to development; 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. 

The owner has provided title information and 
boundary maps. Appraisals were received the 
middle of December 1988 and appraisal review 
is in process. 

Boundary maps and title information for 
Phase I furnished by the owners. Phase I 
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15 21 

16 20 

17 31 

18 23 

DeSoto Site 
(Leon County) 

Wabasso Beach 
(Indian River) 

South Savannahs 
(Martin/St. Lucie Counties) 

Cockroach Bay Islands 
(Hillsborough County) 

Brevard Turtle Beaches 
(Brevard) 

1 

65 

100+ 

3+ 

1 

includes the Rainbow Springs Attraction 
property and the Roberts' ownerships along 
the river. Appraisals are due January 28, 
1989. 

This project closed September 29, 1988 and 
has been recommended for removal from the 
priority list by the LASC. 

This project was adde'd to the CARL list on 
August 9, 1988. Bourida'ry maps and title 
information expected by end of March 1989, 
Appraisal will follo~, 

.,,, 

New project design was approved by LASC on 
May 13, 1988 which removed parcels with 
improvements and added other lands. 
Negotiations are complete in Phase I. Phase 
I i~cludes 65 parcels located primarily on 
the south end, but throughout the project. 
These parcels were designated as ·critically 
needed by the Hureau of Environmental Land 
Management. Phase II is the balance of the 
project. The county is ·~upplying title work 
for Phase II. Upon receipt of the title 
work, appraisals-will be ordered. TPL is 
assisting with negdtihtions of one large 
ownership. · 

Funds approved to provide boundary maps, 
title information and appraisals. Maps and 
title information projected to be received 
by end of March 1989. Appraisal will 
follow. One million dollars committed from 
County. 

This project was added tp the CARL list on 
August 9, 1988. Boundary maps in. Title 
information expected early in 1989. 
Appraisal will follo~, The Nature 
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Rookery Bay 
(Collier County) 

North Fork St. Lucie River 
(St. I.ucie) 

Lower Apalachicola 
(Franklin County) 

Lochloosa Wildlife 
(Alachua County) 

Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes 
(Osceola) 

St. Martins River 
(Citrus County) 

---------- . ----

200+ 

3+ 

10+ 

17 

22 

18+ 

Conservancy has Disney parcel (entire 
project) under option for resale to the 
State. 

"II 

The purchase of Canon Island closed November 
15, 1988. The major owner of Key Island has 
given a purchase option to a developer, 
contingent upon rezoning. Appraisals in 
process for the balance of Key Island. 
Discussions with owner of Johnson Island 
indicate owner may b~ ~illing to sell. 
Title and appraisal to be started as soon as 
possible. 

This project was added to the CARL list on 
August 9, 1988. Boundary-maps and title 
information expected by end of March 1989. 
The Trust for Public Lands has Phase I under 
option for resale to the State . 

Updated boundary maps and title information 
have been received. Updated" appraisals are 
in review process. Negotiations will be 
initiated when appraisal review is complete. 

·' 
Negotiations underway with Nekoosa Packaging 
Corporation, current owners of major parcel 
at south end of projebt. The Nature 
Conservancy assisting in negotiations. 

This project was added to the CARL list on 
August 9, 1988. Boundary maps and title 
information expected by end of March 1989. 

Boundary maps and title information are 
projected to be received by the end of 
April 1989. No further action will be taken 
in accordance with DNR n~gotiations 
criteria, 
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28 
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*64 

40 

Pine Island Ridge 
(Broward) 

Save Our Everglades 
(Collier County) 

Highland Hammock 
(Highlands) 

Gadsden County Glades 
(Gadsden County) 

Miami Rockridge Pinelands 
(Dade County) 

Wacissa & Aucilla River Sinks 
(Jefferson County) 

Garcon Point 
(Santa Rosa County) 

El Destino 
(Jefferson County) 

North Layton Hammock 
(Monroe) 

2 

23,000+ 

10 

11+ 

18+ 

21+ 

3 

appx 16 

This project was added to the CARL list on '"" 
August 9, 1988. Boundary maps and title 
information expected by end of March 1989, 
Broward County committing matching funds. 

Acquisition continues along Alligator Alley 
under the DOT/DNR joint purchase agreement. 
Staff is also actively making offers in 
Golden Gate Estates. 

This project was added:io the CARL list on 
August 9, 1988. Boundary maps and title 
information expected by end of March 1989. 
The Trust For Public Lands is assisting in 
negotiations. 

Action is suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Dade County is preparing boundary maps and 
will help with negotiations. 

Phase I is closed. Boundary maps have been 
received for Phase II.· Appraisals for Phase 
II are under way. Phas~ III consists of two 
ownerships presently being mined. CARL 
staff reviewing this phase. 

' . 
Boundary maps and title information 
expected by the end of March 1989. The 
Nature Conservancy negotiating. No 
further action will be taken in accordance 
with DNR negotiations criteria. 

This project was ranked below number 60 by 
the LASC on December 14, 1988. 

This project was added tQ the CARL list on 
August 9, 1988. Boundary maps and title 
information to be ordered. No further 
action will be taken in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria: 1 

·I 
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49 

39 
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Tropical Hammocks of the 
Redlands (Dade County) 

East Everglades 
(Dade County) 

Wetstone/Berkovitz 
(Pasco County) 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 
(Hernando/Citrus Counties) 

Peacock Slough 
(Suwannee County) 

Charlotte Harbor 
(Charlotte County) 

Cayo Costa Island 
(Lee County) 

Horrs Island 
(Collier County) 

24+ 

3000+ 

2+ 

13+ 

5+ 

10+ 

400+ 

2 

This project fell below the $100 million cu't" 
off line on the Interim CARL Priority List 
approved by the Board of Trustees on 3-8-88. 
Therefore, further·action is suspended in 
accordance with DNR negotiation criteria, 
except for the parcel owned by The Nature 
Conservancy, for which appraisals are 
ordered. 

Discussions regardin~ joint acquisition 
underway with· South ~lb~ida Water Management 
District and National Park Service. 

Boundary maps and title information to be 
ordered. No further action will be taken in 
accordance with DNR negotiation criteria. 

Negotiations in original project 
substantially complete. The project design 
conducted to provide management access, 
round out boundaries and assure protection 
of most important reso~rces was approved by 
the LASC. The boundary maps are expected by 
end of January 1989. Appraisals and 
initiation of negotiatrons will follow. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

Negotiations virtually complete on existing 
project. New project design was approved by 
LASC on Hay 6, 1988. Updated boundary maps 
to be ordered. 

Eighty-five percent of this project is 
either purchased or under option. 
Negotiations continuing. 

Deltona sold the island December 15, 1988. 
This project was ranked below number 60 by 
the LASC on December, 14, 1988. 

I 
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58 
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Ohio Key 
(Monroe) 

Deering Estate Addition 
(Dade County) 

Princess Place 
(Flagler County) 

Estero Bay 
(Lee County) 

Withlacoochee 
(Sumter County) 

Wakulla Springs 
(Wakulla County) 

St. Johns River 
(Lake County) 

Goldy/Bellemeade 
(Volusia) 

1 

3 

3 

85+ 

45+ 

unknown 

2 

4 

This project was ranked below number 60 by · '' 
the LASC on December 14, 1988. 

Title information and boundary maps being 
furnished by Dade County. Dade County· 
providing matching funds. 

This project was ranked below number 60 by 
the LASC on December 14, 1988. 

I 

Estero Bay Trust and .st'ardial ownership 
under option at 50% of the statutory maximum. 
Negotiation on the balance of the project 
suspended in accordance with DNR negotiatio~ 
criteria. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria. 

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.' 

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 
and meeting with the owners to try to 
resolve problems. Remainder of the project 
suspended under negotiation criteria 

This project was added to the CARL list on 
August 9, 1988. Boundary maps and title 
informtion expected by end of March 1989. 
Volusia County committing matching funds. 
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35 

52 
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Andrews Tract 
(Levy County) 

Julington/Durbin Creeks 
(Duval County) 

Paynes Prairie 
(Alachua County) 

Joss]yn Is1and 

North Peninsula 
(Volusia County) 

Key West Salt Ponds 
(Monroe County) 

11+ 

5+ 

4 

1 

13 

12+ 

Currently negotiating out-parcels for which''' 
updated appraisals have been ordered. 
Additions recommended by new project design 
approved by LASC. Appraisals for the 
addition will be ordered upon receipt of 
title information and boundary maps. 

This project was ranked below number 60 by 
the LASC December 14, 1988. 

I 

The Prairie Creek area ~as added to this 
project on August 9, 1988. 
information expected by end 
Appraisals underway for the 
facing eminent development. 

Haps and title 
of March 1989. 
26 acre parcel 

Condemnation underway; settlement 
negotiations ongoing. 

Appraisals on remaining 9% 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 ~ontributing statutory 
maximum. This project was recommended for 
removal from the pri6r~ty list by the LASC. 
Based on Legislation passed in the 1988 
session, the remaining acreage will continue 
to be acquired because the project is more 
than 90% purchased. 

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 was made because of a significant 
divergency. Appraisal has been requested 
for the parcel under option agreement to 
Florida Keys Land Trust. This project was 
ranked below number SO by the LASC on 
December 14, 1988. 
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47 

56 
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Warm Mineral Springs 
(Sarasota County) 

Spring Hammock 
(Seminole County) 

Silver IHver 
(Marion County) 

Rotenberger 
(Palm Beach County) 

Cedar Key Scrub 
(Levy County) 

The Barnacle Addition 
(Dade County) 

Mullet Creek Islands 
(Brevard County) 

Emeralds Marsh 
(l"ake County) 

Big Shoals Corridor 
(Columbia/Hamilton Counties) 

1 

32+ 

5+ 

700+ 

6+ 

1 

5 

102+ 

1 

Sarasota County committed 50% matching 
funds. Appraisals are due January 14, 1989. 

This project is 83% purchased or under 
option. Negotiations continue on remainder. 
Three parcels are being reappraised. 

Appraisal review complete on four 
inholdings. Negotiations in process. Funds 
released to appraise th~ 57 acre addition 
which includes the headwaters of the spring 
and the attraction. The project boundary 
has been reviewed and modifications to 
include an additional 200 acres were 
approved by"the LASC on December 14, 1988. 

Sixty-five percent of this project has been 
purchased. Negotiations continuing on 
remainder. Eminent domain in process to 
acquire the last 35 acres in the Holey Land 
Tract. Boundary map and title information 
ordered for the Semi~ole Indian lands that 
were added to the project August 9, 1988. 

This project was ranked' below number 60 by 
the LASC on December 14, 1988. 

This project was ranked below number 60 by 
the LASC on December 14, 1988. 

" 

Appraisals received and negotiations in 
process. The county has agreed to 
contribute 50% matching funds. This project 
was ranked below number 60 by the LASC on 
December 14, 1988. 

This project was ranked below number 60 by 
the LASC on December 14,, 1988. 

Options I & II are closed. Option III to 
purchase remaining updivided interest in 165 
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65 *83 Old Leon Hoss Ranch 3 
(Palm Beach County) 

66 *69 Homosassa Springs 2 
(Citrus County) 

67 *73 Volusia EEL Addition 2 
(Volusia County) 

acres will close upon resolution of 
outstanding mineral rights issue. This 
project was recommended for removal from the 
priority list by the LASC on December 14, 
1988. Based on legislation passed in the 
1988 session, the remaining acreage will 
continue to be acquired because the project 
is more than 90% purchased. 

I 

This project wns ranked, below number 60 by 
the LASC on December 14, 1988. 

The major ownership was purchased from the 
county on December 29, 1988. This project 
was ranked below number 60 by the LASC on 
December 14, 1988. 

This project was ranked below number 60 by 
the LASC on December 14, 1988. 

"C" from SJWHD 

'" 

68 *77 Canaveral Industrial Park 4 The purchase of Parcel 

(Brevard County) closed on October 20, 1988. This project was 

69 *81 Galt Island 
(Lee County) 

1 

ranked below number 60 by the LASC on 
December 14, 1988. 

This project was ranked below number 60 by 
the LASC on December' 1',4, 1988. 

Tne following projects were added to the CARL list by the LASC on December 14, 1988 and will be recommended to 

the BTIITF on February 16, 1989: 

PRI_QRITY NO. 

15 

PROJECT 

Emerson Point 
(Hanatee County) 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 
BE PURCHASED 

3 

STATUS 

Funds requested for boundary maps, title 
information and appraisal. 

/ 

'' 

'I 

--'-~--



.. ~-- .... ,...;, ~- ~--~------ -~-

I 
~ 
w 
1-' 
I 

17 

18 

19 

41 

44 

55 

57 

60 

Topsail IIi 11 
Walton County) 

Ybor City Addition 
(Hillsborough County) 

Dig Bend Coast Tract 
(Taylor/Dixie Counties) 

Sea branch 
(Martin County) 

Lower Econlochatchee 
(Seminole County) 

Gills Tract 
(Pasco County) 

Bald Point Road 
(Franklin County) 

Letchworth Mounds 
(Jefferson County) 

\\ 
\l 

7 

1 

30 

unknown 

unknown 

1 

62+ 

1 

Funds requested for title information and '' 
appraisal. The boundary map was completed when 
project was on the SOC list. 

Funds requested for boundary maps, title 
information and appraisal. 

Boundary maps and title information were 
obtained while project was on the SOC list. 
Funds requested to appra~se the portions of the 
project not yet purchase~~· 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. · 

Funds requested for boundary maps and title 
information. 

Boundary map prepared when project was 
on SOC list. 

Boundary map prepared when project was 
on SOC list. 

Funds requested for bounda~y maps and title 
information. 

*These projects were ranked below number 60 by the LASC on December 14, 
1988; therefore, will ng~ be on the 1989 priority list recommended to the 
DTIITF on February 16, 1989. 

**New - Priorities indicated in this column represent the priority given 
the project by the LASC on December 14, 1988 and will be recommended for 
approval by the DTIITF on February 16, 1989. 
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