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ABSnOCT 

The 1990 Conservation and Recreaticn Lands (CARL) Annual R^)ort was pr^^ared 
pursuant to Rule 18-8, Florida Administrative Code, and Chapter 259, Florida 
Statutes. It inclxades the 1990 CARL Annual Priority List of 60 projects and a 
synopsis of program activities vAiidi occurred between January 1, 1989, and 
December 31, 1989. Ihe Land Acquisition Advisory Council added thirteen (13) 
new projects to the 1990 CARL Annual Priority List, moved one (1) project frcm 
the 1989 Reserve Pool to the 1990 Priority List, moved eleven (11) projects 
from the 1989 Priority List to the 1990 Reserve Pool to be reconsidered at the 
nesct ranking of the CARL list, and removed six (6) former projects frcm 
oonsideraticn including two \diich were ccnpleted. Ihe land Acquisition 
Advisory Council eilso modified the boundaries or acquisition phasing of ei^t 
(8) existing CARL projects. 

Brief summaries of all 60 projects en the 1990 CARL Annual Priority List are 
included in the Annual Report. Descriptions of past program accoiplishments, 
CAEIL program procedures, activities of the Board, the Legislature, the 
Advisory Council and the D^artment of Natural Resources during 1989, and other 
CARL matters are also included in the 1990 CARL Annual Report. 
This r^xjrt was prepared by the Land Acquisition Planning Section, Office of 
Land Use Planning and Biological Services, D^artment of Natural Resources, 
under the guidance of the Land Acquisition Advisory Council, and Mr. Nevin 
Smith. The CARL liaison stciff and the Division of State Lands, Department of 
Natural Resources also provided invaluable assistance in preparing this r^xsrt. 

Ill 
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mmoDocTiaN 
As caie of the fastest growing states in the nation, Florida is experiencing 
many of the side effects that accompany re^id population growth. Most 
inportantly, the state's unique and diverse natural resources, vAiich attract 
millions of visitors annueilly, are disappearing at an alarming rate as more 
and more areas are being developed t:o acccramodate the growing population. The 
State of Florida, however, is strongly committed to conserving its natural 
heritage and has instituted several major land acquisiticai programs for that 
purpose. 

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

1. Contained naturally occurring and relatively \maltered flora or fauna, 
representing a natxaral area unique t o , or scarce within, a region of 
Florida or larger geogrc^iiic area; 

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

3. Contained an unusual, outstanding, or unique geologic feature. 

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

1. For xise and protection as natural flooc^lain, marsh or estuary, if the 
protection and conservation of such lands are necessary to enhance or 
protect water qualily or quantity or to protect fish or wildlife habitat 
vdiich cannot adequately be acccnplished throu^ 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 cdtered ecosystems to correct environmental damage 
that has cilready occurred; or 

4. For preservation of significant archaeologiccil or historical sites. 

A major ccnponent of the 1979 CARL legislation was the separation of powers, 
responsibilities and duties for administering the CARL program among three 
public entities: the Land Acquisiid.on Advisory Council, the Board of Trustees 
of the Intemcil liiprovement Trust Fund, and the Division of State Lands of the 
Department of Naturcil Resources. Generally, the Advisory Council identifies 
the properties to be acquired, the Division of State lands negotiates the 
acquisitions, and the Board of Trustees oversees the activities taking place 
vinder the CARL program and allocates money from the CARL Trust Fund. 

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

- E)fficutive Director of the Department of Natural Resources 
- Secretary of the Department of Environmental Regulation 
- Director of the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture 

and Consumer Services 
- Executive Director of the Game and Fresh Water Fish Ccmmission 
- Director of the Division of Historical Resources of the D^artmait of 

State 
- Secretary of the Department of Community Affairs 

The Advisory Council, with the assistance of staff (Table 1), annually reviews 
all CARL acquisition proposals, decides vMch proposeds ̂ lould receive further 
evaluation throu^ the pr^aration of detciiled resource assessments, 
determines the fined project boundaries throu^ the project design process, 
and establishes the priority ranking of CARL projects (See pages 1-12 to 
1-17). 

file:///maltered


The Governor and Cabinet, as the Board of Trustees of the Internal Inprovement 
Trust Rind, are responsible for approving, in whole or in part, the list of 
acquisition projects in the order of priority in ̂ Aiich such projects are 
presented. In other words, the Board can strike individual projects frcm the 
Advisory Council's list, but they can neither add projects to the list nor 
change a project's priority ranking. The Board also controls all allocations 
frcm the CARL Trust Fund, including funding for boundary waps and ̂ praisals, 
as well as payments for option contracts or purchase agreements. They also 
have iiLtima1:e oversi^t on leases and management plans for lands purchased 
throu^ the CARL program, as well as CLLI administrative rules vMch govern the 
program. 

The Division of State lands provides primary staff support t o the CARL 
program. They prepare or obtedn boundary mc^s, title work and ĉ praiscLLs for 
all CARL projects and are charged with negotiating their purchase on behalf of 
the Board. The Division eilso provides staff support for administering all 
leases and management plans for lands acqiiired throu^ the CARL program. 



Table 1: land Acquisition Advisory Council Members and CARL Liaison Staff 
Mernbers 

lAND AOQUISrnCN ADVISCRY 
COUNCIL MEMBERS 

Chair 1989 Eveiluation Cycle 
Mr. George Percy, Director 
Division of Historical Resources 
Department of State 
R.A. Gray Building, Room 305 
500 South Bronou^ Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250 
Hione: (904)488-1480 

Chair 1990 Evalviation Cycle 
Mr. Tcm Pelham, Secretary 
Department of Community Affairs 
The Rhyne Building, Room 106 
2740 Centerview Drive 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Rione: (904)488-8466 

T.TAT.cyTM STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Robert C. Taylor 
Division of Historical Resources 
Department of State 
R.A. Gray Building, Room 423 
500 South Bronoui^ Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250 
Rione: (904)487-2333 

Mr. Dcile Twachtanann, Secretary 
D^artment of Environmental Regulation 
Twin Towers Office Building, Room 626 
2600 Blcdr Stone Road 
Tcillahassee, Florida 32399-2400 
ihone: (904)488-4805 

Mr. Tcm Gardner, Executive Director 
Mr. Don Duden, designee 
D^artment of Natural Resources 
Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Ccramonwecilth Boulevard, Rm lOllCA 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Rione: (904)488-1554 

Mr. Harold Mikell 
Division of Forestry 
D^artment of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services 

Administration Building, Rocm 229 
3125 Conner Boulevard 
Tcdlahassee, Florida 32399-1650 
Fhcne: (904)488-4274 

Colonel Robert M. Brantly 
Executive Director 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
Farris Bryant Building, Rocm 101 
620 South Meridian 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600 
Fhone: (904)488-2975 

Mr. James Farr 
D^artment of Coraraunity Affairs 
The Rhyne Building, Rocm 247 
2740 Centerview Drive 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Fhone: (904)488-4925 

Mr. Mickey Bryant (Mr.Ruark L. Cleary) 
Department of Environmental Regulation 
Twin Towers Office Building, Rocm 524F 
2600 Blair Stone Road 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 
Rione: (904)487-2477 

Dr. O. Greg Brock 
Environmental Administrator 
D^artroent of Natural Resources 
Suite B114, Box 77 
2639 North Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
Hione: (904)487-1750 

Mr. Jim Grubbs 
Division of Forestry 
D^artment of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services 

Administration Building, Room 269 
3125 Conner Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1650 
Ehone: (904)488-8180 

Mr. Doug Bailey 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Ccmmission 
Farris Bryant Building, Rocm 235 
620 South Meridian 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1600 
Fhone: (904)488-6661 

Additional CARL Staff Members 
Mr. Jim Muller, Coordinator 
Florida Natural Areas Inventory 
1018 Thcmasville Road, Suite 200-C 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
Ihone: (904)224-8207 

Mr. David Buchanan 
Division of Recreation and Parks 
D^artment of Natural Resources 
Douglas Building, Rocm 506 
3900 Coramonweedth Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 
Fhone: f904M88-1416 

Ms. Donna Rufftier 
and 

Mr. Gary Khi^t 
Land Acquisition Planning 
Department of Natural 
Resources 

Suite B114, Mailbox 77 
2639 North Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
Fhone: (904)488-1750 
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Jjma afrpiTsitiOOSt 1980-1989 

On December 16, 1980, the Board of Trustees approved the first CARL priority 
list of 27 projects submitted ky the Advisory Council. Subsequently, the Board 
has approved twelve CARL priority lists. Ei^t of these were submitted with 
CARL Annual Reports, vAiile four priorily lists were submitted with CARL Interim 
Reports (Table 2). The first CARL priority list and the ei^t annual CARL 
priority lists that were ̂ proved by the Board frcm 1980 throu^ 1989 are 
presented in Addendum I. 
Table 2: Dates that I>revious CARL Priority Lists were Submitted to and 

Approved by the Board 
First Report 
Annual Report 
Annucd Report 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 
Interim Report 
Annual Report 
Annual Report 
Int:erim Report 
Annual Report 
Annual Report 

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 
2-16-89 

The acquisitions frcm 1980 throu^ 1989 under the CARL program are iirpressive 
(Tables 3, 4, 5, and 6; Addendum VII). It incliades such unique areas as 
Mahogany Hammock on North Key Largo in Monroe County, 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). Nearly 160,000 acres of Florida's diminishing natural 
areas, forests, wetlands, fish and wildlife habitat, endangered and threatened 
species habitat, springs, and historic and archaeologic sites have been 
acquired with nearly $264 million from the CARL Trust Fund (Table 3). The 
Board also c^proved several option contracts viiich have not yet closed. When 
these option contracts close, nearly 14,200 additional acres worth nearly $31 
million will have been acquired (Tables 4 and 8). 

Tab le 3 : CARL and EEL Acouisit iOTis Summarv 1 1 Closincfs: 1 1 Year Acreaoe* CARL** EEL*** 1 
1972-79 370,382 - 0 - $175,033,408 II 

1980 65 - 0 - $ 697,500 II 
1981 106 $ 354,966 - 0 - II 
1982 5,196 $ 12 ,117,267 $ 2 ,766 ,256 II 
1983 28 ,985 $ 8 ,035,209 $ 21 ,502 ,836 H H 
1984 54,686 $ 40 ,707,974 -0- M l 
1985 15,760 $ 36 ,888,109 -0- I I I 1986 16,879 $ 43 ,448 ,277 -0- I I I 1987 17,209 $ 35 ,085,457 -0- ' I I I 
1988 22,843 $ 64,084,224 -rO- I I I 
1989 5 .961 $ 23 .278 .451 - 0 -

S u b t o t a l 538.072 $263,999,934 $200,000,000 
O u t s t a n d m a O o t i o n s : 
p r i o r t o L989 10,302 $ 13 ,078 ,465 - 0 -

1989 3.876 $ 17 .833 .316 - 0 -
S u b t o t a l 14.178 $ 30 .911 .781 - 0 -
TOTAL 552,250 $ ?94 ,911 ,715 $200,000,000 _ 

* * 

* * * 

Includes both CARL and EEL acreages acquired. The acreages for txacts 
v*iich were purchased via two or more option payments are generally 
included in the year that the first option payment was made. 

Generally excludes incidental expenses (e.g., a^raisal & mapping costs) 
unless these costs were included with the final purchase price. 

EEL eĵ Jenditures for 1972-79 was determined ty subtracting esqienditures 
during 1980 throu^ 1983 frcm the total $200 million bond issue. 



When you add projects purcheised thrco^ CARL's predecessor, the $200 million 
Environmentcdly Endangered Lands (EEL) bond fund, the list of acconplishments 
is even more iitpressive (Table 3). i^proximatiely 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 F>reserve, Cayo 
Costa State Park and Cape St. George State Reserve (Tables 5 and 6, Figure 1). 

Table 4: CMtstandma Ootions/Aareements Authorized bv Board prior to 1989 
Proiect Name* Date Authorized Acreaqe Amount 
Cayo Costa Island 06/11/88 .16 $ 19,250 
Cayo Costa Island 06/14/88 .32 8,050 
Cayo Costa Island 10/25/88 .16 4,025 
Cayo Costa Island 11/10/88 .32 7,500 
Cayo Costa Island (3) 12/06/88 1.92 35,400 
Coi;5)on Bi^t 03/22/88 .69 9,350 
Coupon Bi^t 04/26/88 .67 47,760 
Estf»ro Bay 12/15/87 4,518.00 5,000,000 
Est^ro Bay 03/08/88 660.00 3,474,750 
Fakahatchee Strand 10/07/86 700.00 500,000 
Eakahatchee Strand (2) 12/15/87 3.80 1,702 
Fakahatchee Strand (4) 01/26/88 10.09 4,541 
Fakahatxhee Strand (5) 04/12/88 7.82 3,516 
Fakahatchee Strand 08/09/88 2.50 1,125 
Fakahatchee Strand 09/13/88 2.50 1,125 
Fakahatchee Strand (2) 10/25/88 3.75 1,687 
North Key Largo Hammock (3) 09/13/88 41.54 444,598 
Roteriberger 10/06/87 10.00 4,500 
Rotenberger (3) 01/26/88 17.50 7,876 
Rotenberger (2) ' 05/24/88 3.75 1,687 
Save Our Everglades (2)** 10/25/88 4208.95 3,018,275 
SOE/Golden Gate (4) 05/10/88 17.96 8,592 
SOE/Golden Gate 06/28/88 1.14 598 
SOE/Golden Gate 08/09/88 1.64 1,394 
SOE/Golden Gate 09/13/88 2.27 1,192 
SOE/Golden Gate 10/25/88 2.73 3,754 
SOE/Golden Gate (3) 11/22/88 6.13 4,854 
South Savannas 12/16/86 3.60 9,500 
South Savannas 01/26/88 8.50 32,300 
Spring Hammock 12/02/86 .69 10,700 
Spring Hammock 02/17/87 3.75 30,600 
Spring Hammock 06/02/87 5.00 46,464 
Spring Hammock 12/15/87 19.60 69,000 
Spring Hammock 03/08/88 19.72 69,000 
Sorincj Hammock 08/09/88 15.05 193.800 

TOTAL 10.302.22 $13,078,465 

Numbers in parenthesis indicates number of cptions/agreements authorized 
v̂ ien more than one on that date. 

** Pursuant to the Intjeragency Joint Participation Agreement between the 
Florida Department of Transportation and the Board of Trustees to purchase 
property within the 1-75 ri^t-of-way corridor within the Save Our 
Everglades CAE?L project. 
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Table 5: Current CARL Proiects l»ider Acouisition 
Map Funds Acreage*** 
No. Proiect County Expended* Acquired 
1. Paynes Prairie State Preserve Alachua $ 1,418,000.00** 434.60 
2. San Felasco Hammock St.I>res. Alachua 10,718,343.25 5,968.00 
3. Charlotte Harbor State Res. Charlotte 8,070,838.00 18,077.51 
4. Crystal River (+ Stoney Lane) Citrus 9,615,241.00 3,813.42 
5. Fakahatchee Strand St. Pres. Collier 13,087,503.00 47,067.67 
6. Rookery Bay NEKK Collier 7,927,646.00 27,395.80 
7. Save Our Everglades Collier 19,670,813.00 19,035.00 
8. East Everglades (Aerojet) Dade 10,574,560.00 17,280.00 
9. Deering Hammock Dade 19,210,675.00 347.22 
10. Fort George Island Duval 10,134,849.00 580.26 
11. Lower ĵ }cdachicola(4li.K. Ranch) Franklin 12,643,179.00 42,835.10 
12. ^^alach.Riv.S Bay(+St.Geo.Is.) Franklin 1,834,892.00 109.80 
13. Chassahcwitzka Swairp WMA Hernando 3,461,190.00 15,947.90 
14. Wacissa/Aucilla River Sinks Jefferson 4,637,536.00 13,179.00 
61. B.M.K. Ranch Lake/Orange 12,021,992.00 3,335.49 
15. Cayo Costa Is. (+ N.Captiva) Lee 18,829,034.57 1,563.61 
16. Andrews Tract WMA Levy 4,839,000.00 2,843.50 
17. Silver River State Park Iferion 8,982,896.00 2,241.02 
18. Cot̂ jon Bi^t/Big Pine Key Monroe 662,761.00 114.37 
19. North Key Largo Hammocks Monroe 44,138,277.00 i,581.90 
20. Three lakes WMA Osceola 20,439,386.88 51,485.00 
21. Rpteriberger/Holey Land Palm Beach 9,206,216.50 14,988.654-
22. South Savannas Sta1:e Reserve St.Luc/Martir I 5.767.582.40 3.736.92 
Table s 6: 90% or More Coraolete CART- arrf FFT. Proiects 
23. River Rise State I>reserve Alach/Colimi $ 4,598,957.00 4,182.00 
24. Tosohatchee SR + Canaveral Pk. Brevard 16,839,842.00 30,666.00 
25. WesUake Broward 11,945,395.00 1,177.84 
26. Pine Island Ridge Broward 3,663,340.00 99.80 
27. Homosassa Springs St.Wldlf.Fk. Citrus 3,449,600.00 150.00 
28. Barefoot Beach Collier 3,910,000.00** 156.45 
29. Big Cypress Ntnl. Preserve Collier 40,000,000.00** 134,822.22 
30. Gables By The Sea Dade 5,628,397.73 180.00 
31. riT Hammock Dade 6,111,500.00 692.32 
32. Escambia Bay Bliif f s Escambia 394,250.00 16.10 
33. Perdido Key St.Rec.Area Escambia 8,057,800.00 247.03 
34. Cape St. George St. Res. Franklin 8,838,000.00 2,294.59 
35. BrcwiVBig Shoals St. For./WMA Hamilton 4,871,342.00 . 2,683.00 
36. Bower Tract Hillsborou!^ 5,491,500.00 1,596.00 
37. Weeden Island State Preserve Hillsborou^ 6,000,000.00 616.03 
38. Lower Wekiva River St. Res. lake 3,749,927.20 4,531.70 
39. Estero Bay Aquatic I>reserve+-f Lee 8,474,750.00 5,494.00 
40. Josslyn Island Lee 144,000.00 9.30 
41. DeSoto Site Leon 1,400,000.00 4.83 
42. Fort San Tnis Leon 1,025,000.00 49.72 
43. The Grove Leon 2,285,000.00 10.35 
44. Cedar Key Scrub St.Res./WMA++ Levy 1,543,604.00 4,988.00 
45. Windley Key Quarry SGS Monroe 2,225,000.00 28.00 
46. Nassau Valley State Reserve Nassau 232,524.25 639.50 
47. Consolidated Ranch (Rock Sp.Run) Orange 7,632,115.00 8,735.99 
48. Little Gator Creek WMA Pasco 1,175,000.00 565.00 
49. Gateway Pinellas 1,533,162.00 725.84 
50. lake Artouckle St.Forest/WMA Polk 8,849,820.00 13,746.00 
51. Guana River WMA/St. Park St. Jdins 25,000,000.00** 4,800.00 
52. Spring Baramock-H- Seminole 5,611,980.00 709.27 
53. WithlamnrhPiP! RKTrH- Sumter 2,150,000.00 10,228.18 
54. Carlton Half-^foon Ranch WMA++ Smitjpr 4,911,832.00 4,414.40 
55. Peacock Slou^ State Park++ Suwannee 738,517.00 280.00 
56. North Peninsula State Park Volusia 14,320,741.00 1,583.43 
57. Stark Tract (Blue Spng.S.P.) Volusia 3,003,900.00 719.44 
58. Volusia Water Recharge Area Volxjsia 3,743,800.00 6,665.00 
59. Wakulla Springs State Park-H- Wakulla 7,150,000.00 2,902.00 
60. Gravton IXmes St. Rec. Area Walton 2,375,250.00** 800.19 

** 

Including options appioved but not yet closed (as of Dec. 31, 1989). Also 
incltides EEL funds spent. Does not include funds spent for boundary maps 
and c^raisals unless they were included in the closing. 
Does not inclxxie lATF, SOC, WMD, local government, or Federal Funds spent 
or to be spent. 

*** Including most donations and exchanges. 
+ Not including Holey land township and adjacent sections within project area 

vMch have never been conveyed. 
4+ Ranked below 60 (see page 1-31), not necessarily 90% conplete. 



CMOi Aoauisitions/ODtiQn Agreements; January 1 . 1989 to Deoeniber 31. 1989 

The list of aoccraplishments vinder the CARL program during 1989 included the 
acquisition of approximately 5,961 acres that cost approximately $23.3 million 
(Table 7). Major acquisitions closed during 1989 included the Carlton Half-Moon 
Ranch in Sumter County, Port George Island in Duval County, Josslyn Island in 
Lee County, and several parcels within Cayo Costa, Cot^xai Bi^t, Spring Hammock, 
Rotenberger, Save Our Everglades and Fakahatchee Strand. Additionally, the 
Board approved option contracts to secure over 95 additional parcels in 1989 
(Table 8). When these parcels close, the State will have purchased another 
3,876 acres for $17.8 million (Addendum VII). Thus, the sum total of CARL 
acquisitions and Board e^proved option contracts during the nine years that the 
program has operated amounts to nearly 190,000 acres at an anticipated final 
cost of nearly $295 million. 

Table 7: CART. Acquisitions Closed: Januarv 1 to December 31, 1989 
Proiect Name* Date Closed Acreaqe Cost 
i^>alachicola R. & B., Fhase I 08/09/89 34.80 757,980 
Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 08/15/89 4,414.40 4,911,832 
Cayo Costa Island 01/11/89 .16 3,900 
Cayo Costa Island 02/03/89 .16 4,600 
Cayo Costa Island (4) 02/28/89 1.53 46,125 
Cayo Costa Island 06/09/89 .31 10,000 
Cayo Costa Island . 06/16/89 .16 12,250 
Cayo Costa Island 06/30/89 .48 7,350 
Cayo Costa Island 08/30/89 .16 3,201 
Cayo Costa Island 10/10/89 .32 6,200 
Cayo Costa Island (2) 10/12/89 .48 68,600 
Cayo Costa Island (2) 10/17/89 .32 21,025 
Cayo Costa Island (2) 10/18/89 .45 11,350 
Cayo Costa Island 10/31/89 .16 5,000 
Cayo Costa Island 11/01/89 .32 18,400 
Cayo Costa Island 11/10/89 .80 14,000 
Cayo Costa Island 12/15/89 .32 8,050 
Cayo Costa Island 12/28/89 .16 12,600 
Cayo Costa Island (4) 12/29/89 3.84 84,012 
Coî xan Bi^t (7) 01/12/89 4.64 192,029 
Coi;?x3n Bi^t (2) 03/13/89 41.72 93,222 
Caapan Bi^t 05/09/89 2.76 33,920 
Cacpan Bi^t 06/23/89 1.39 15,520 
Cajpan Bi^t (2) 08/30/89 . 1.32 57,110 
Cotton Bi^t (3) 12/29/89 .77 5,250 
Fakahatchee Strand (3) 02/28/89 21.99 9,896 
Fakahatchee Strand (14) 03/24/89 43.78 19,706 
Fakahatchee Strand 04/21/89 2.50 1,125 
Fakahatchee Strand (4) 04/28/89 10.00 4,500 
FaJcahatchee Strand (3) 05/31/89 7.53 3,380 
Fakahatchee Strand (5) 06/09/89 7.25 , 3,377 
Fakahatchee Strand (6) 06/23/89 12.51 5,628 
Fakahatchee Strand 06/30/89 3.79 1,708 
Fakahatchee Strand 12/12/89 15.00 6,750 
Ft. George Island 06/29/89 580.26 10,134,849 
Josslyn Island 06/19/89 9.30 144,000 
North Key Largo Hammock 05/31/89 14.89 277,239 
North Key Largo Hammock (2) 10/14/89 7.50 117,497 
North Peninsula (2) 05/27/89 16.00 302,760 
North Peninsula 08/17/89 12.90 153,307 
North Peninsula 11/08/89 46.68 775,895 
Rotenberger (5) 01/16/89 7.50 3,377 
Rotenberger (5) 02/08/89 10.00 4,501 
Rotenberger (2) 04/14/89 3.75 1,812 
Roteriberger (2) 05/17/89 5.00 2,250 
Rotenberger (3) 10/12/89 7.50 3,375 
Roteriberger (4) 10/17/89 15.00 7,250 
Rotenberger (2) 10/27/89 7.50 3,375 
Rotenberger (3) 11/06/89 7.50 3,375 
Rotenberger (2) 11/08/89 5.00 2,250 
Rotenberger (3) 11/17/89 7.50 3,375 
Rotenbercfer 12/02/89 2.50 1.125 

OONTINUED ON PAGE 11 
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Table 7 (Continued^: CART. Arrmisi+tionR Closed: 1/1/89 to 12/31/89 
Proiect Name* Date Closed Acreaae Cost 
Rotenberger (3) 12/08/89 15.00 6,750 
Rotenberger 12/22/89 2.50 1,125 
Roteriberger 12/27/89 2.50 1,125 
Save Our Everglades (134)** 01/10/89 474,646 
Save Our Everglades (248)** 01/30/89 911,884 
SOE/Golden Gate (7) 03/17/89 16.23 13,016 
SOE/Golden Gate (12) 03/24/89 25.34 25,027 
SOE/Golden Gate (14) 04/28/89 36.10 21,202 
SOE/Golden Gate (3) 05/31/89 8.35 6,772 
SOE/Golden Gate 06/09/89 1.59 994 
SOE/Golden Gate (13) 06/23/89 36.64 23,885 
SOE/Golden Gate 07/25/89 2.81 2,388 
SOE/Golden Gate (2) 12/12/89 3.86 2,407 
South Savannas 03/29/89 5.00 35,540 
South Savannas 06/22/89 40.00 266,000 
Spring Hammock (3) 03/08/89 29.76 167,163 
Spring Hammock 04/14/89 24,675 
Spring Hammock (2) 04/25/89 279.42 2,036,600 
Sorina Hammock 07/26/89 52.94 856.044 

TOTAL 5.960.60 $23,278,451 
^^^— »_ — ^^ ^^_ _ J— A . T ^^ ■ _ _ y-a J_ ^ t—\-

Ized by Board of Trustees Table 8: Outstanoinq Options/iwx^eineni^s ALn:iioi: Ized by Board of Trustees 
.TamwTy 1 to December 31. 1988 

Proiect Name* Date Authorized Acreaae Amount 
1 B.M.K. Ranch (2) 10/10/89 3335.49 12,021,992 

Brcwn Tract/Big Shoal 06/13/89 203,067 
Cayo Costa Island 01/24/89 .32 8,050 
Cayo Costa Island 02/16/89 .75 10,500 
Cayo Costa Island 03/28/89 .32 70,000 
Cayo Costa Island 05/11/89 2.40 22,764 

i Cayo Costa Island 06/13/89 .16 4,025 
Cayo Costa Island (2) 08/08/89 1.22 121,000 
Cayo Costa Island (2) 11/09/89 .67 30,800 
Cayo Costa Island 12/05/89 1.20 16,170 
Coipan Bi^t 08/08/89 .26 6,000 
Coupon Bi^t (2) 08/22/89 1.32 32,600 

' Coupon Bi^t (2) 09/26/89 1.45 20,900 
Coupon Bi^t 12/05/89 1.26 11,600 
Crystcd River 09/26/89 9.42 71,002 
Crystal River 10/10/89 .35 11,000 
Fakahatchee Strand 04/25/89 2.50 1,125 
Fakahatchee Strand 08/08/89 3.75 1,688 

j Fakahatchee Strand 09/14/89 2.50 1,125 
Fakahatchee Strand (2) 10/24/89 3.75 1,688 
North Key largo Hammock 03/28/89 19,222 
North Key Largo Hammock 04/11/89 6.90 43,758 
North Key largo Hammock (21) 12/05/89 1,006,514 
Roteriberger (6) 01/24/89 17.50 8,125 

i Rotenberger (5) 01/24/89 11.25 5,053 
Rotenberger (16) 08/08/89 82.47 37,112 
Roteriberger (2) 12/05/89 5.00 2,250 
SOE/Golden Gate (5) 01/14/89 97.88 66,720 
SOE/Golden Gate (2) 04/25/89 6.28 4,693 
SOE/Golden Gate 06/27/89 2.73 3,754 
SOE/Golden Gate 08/08/89 5.00 4,250 
SOE/Golden Gate 11/09/89 2.70 1,419 
South Savannas 08/08/89 168.91 300.000 

TOTAL 3.775.71 $14,169,966 

** 

Numbers in parenthesis indicates nuniber of options/agreements authorized 
vdien more than one on that date. 
Pursuant to the Interagency Joint Participation Agreement between the 
Florida Department of Transportaticai and the Board of Trustees to 
purchase property within the 1-75 ri^t-of-^way corridor within the Save 
Our Everglades CARL project. 
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CDRREWT C»RL EKXSRAM HOCEUUHES 

Several major refinements 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, vdiich was further developed during the past five years 
into vdiat is new the Resouroe Flannixig Boundazy and Project Design Process. 
This intensive method of analyzing projects proposed for acquisition helps to 
insure that significant natural resources in the vicinily of a proposed 
project are included in the fined project boundaries. It eilso attempts to 
identi:^ and solve as many technical problems as possible before boundary 
mapping, ̂ praisal, and the actual acquisition of a project occur. 

Each project is first evcLLuated by biologists, cultural resource ê ĵerts and 
land management specialists to determine the cptimum boundaries necessary to 
preserve inportant natural communities and other resource valines. At the 
same time, projects are eveiluated for their public accessibility and 
recreational opportunities. If a project continues t o receive the necessary 
sî jport frcm the land Acquisition Advisory Council then it is examined by an 
interdisciplinary team of land planners, land surveyors, real estate 
^praisers and land acquisition agents. They develop project recommendations 
vAiich consider: the resources to be protected, the projected cost of 
acquisition, existing protective regulations, the possibility of coordination 
with other public or private land acquisitic^ agencies, and the feasibility 
of protecting at least part of the project area by acquiring less than fee 
sirtple title. Finally, the project planning team makes reccramendaticns on 
the sequence of acquiring land within the project area. 

Also in 1984, as part of this increased ettphasis on project and systems 
planning and design, the Governor and Cabinet asked the Land Acquisition 
Advisory Council to develop a strategic, long-range plan for land 
conservation in Florida. This plan would include not only the CARL goals and 
criteria, but eilso those of federal programs, other State programs, and 
private sector grxx^ such as the Nature Conservancy and the Trust for Public 
Land. The fineil product, the Florida Statewide Land Acquisition Flaoi 
(FSIAP), is the second iDajor refinement of the CARL pi-ogram and was approved 
by the Governor and Cabinet on July 1, 1986. As a result, eill projects 
recommended under the CARL, Land Acquisition Tnast Fund (lATF) or Save Our 
Coast (SOC) programs are evaluated for conformance with FSIAP and the 
Statewide Catprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan. 

A summary of the FSIAP's five genereil guidelines and sixteen sp«:ific 
objectives xmder nine major resource categories (ranging from frestcMatec 
resources to historical resources) is included in Addendum IV. By thorou^y 
evaluating projects for their conformanoe with FSIAP's guidelines and 
objectives, the project selection and ranking process should avoid undue 
subjectivity. The FSIAP was utilized again this year ty the Land Acquisition 
Advisory Council to assist them in their selection and ranking decisiois. 

Another major iirprovement over the past few years has been the integration of 
the Florida ibtural Areas Inventory (EIC^) into the CARL evaluation and 
project design process. The ENAI is a cooperative effort between the State 
of Florida and The Nature Conservancy, an intemationeil nonprofit 
organization that is dedicated to preserving the world's biotic diversity. 
Funded throu^ the CARL program since 1981, the ENAI meiintains a 
catprehensive 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 ElIAI database system has three principle components: 

1. Manual files of element occurrences, research reports and related 
materieils that describe the locations 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. Coaiputer files of the most significant information for easy and 
accurate retrieval. 
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The ENAI database system is an ongoing, cumulative process in vMch 
information is continually i;piated and refined as additioned data become 
available and the status of elemaits change. It is particularly impca±ant in 
a rapidly developing state like Florida that the assessment of ecological 
resources is always current and increasingly precise. 
The information and eaqjertise provided ty the ENAI thrcu^ its contractual 
agreement with the State of Florida, Department of Natural Resources is 
indispensc±>le for identifying areas of potential state acquisition by 
analyzing their natural attributes, vulnerability and endangerment. Crucial 
tasks in tiie evaluation process that are performed in vdiole or in part ty the 
ENAI inclijde: 

1. An initied review of all CARL acquisition proposals for their natural 
resource values (e.g., Addendum V ) ; 

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

3. The pr^)arat:ion of natural resource assessments for edl acquisition 
projects assigned for full review; 

4. The developnent of initial resource planning boundaries for edl 
projects assigned for full review; 

5. AssistarK::e in designing projects and recommending acquisition 
priorities or phases; and 

6. Other natural resource evaluations for the CARL program. 
The type and quality of the unique information provided ty the ENAI is an 
invalviable tuxsl for decision makers vAien planning for the wise management of 
Florida lands. The ENAI is rapidly becoming one of the most ijtportant 
sources of biological and ecological information in the state, as reflected 
by the numerous data requests received from state and federal agencies, 
organizations, land developers, and others. The primary subject areas of 
previous information requests have included; natural resource inventories of 
all kinds, management plans for state lands. Development of Regional Inpact 
reviews and other permitting or regulatory inpact assessments, pcwer plant 
siting and transmission line corridors, hi^iway 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 throu^ these actions that the ENAI is instnmiental in protecting 
inportant natural resources without the need for state acquisition. 

Sunmary of the CftRL Evaduation* Selection and Ranking Process 
Evaluation, selection and rariking of CARL projects by the land Acquisition 
Advisory Council is governed by Rule 18-8, Florida Administrative Code. The 
Advisory Council has been in the process of revising this rule to conform 
with recent revisions in Florida Statutes. Figure 2 (page 1-14) illustrates 
the current process for evalua1:ing, selecting and ranking CURL proposals. A 
brief explanation of the steps, as identified in Figure 2, is provided below: 

1. Acquisition Proposal Fana 

Filed on form 18-lA, vMcii may be obtained from the Land Acquisition 
Planning Section, Department of Natxaral Resources, proposal forms must be 
received en or before January 31 to be considered during that year's CARL 
cycle. F>rĉ x3sal forms that are received after January 31 are considered 
during the next cycle, unless they are accepted cut-of-cycle ty an 
affirmative vote of four or more Advisory Council members. Proposeds are 
accepted frcm any source, vMch generally includes state agencies, local 
governments, conservation organizations, land cwners, realtors, etc. 
F^rcposals may be rejected if incomplete, but the sponsor is first notified 
and provided the opportunily to simply the essential information. 

2. Public Presentations 

Project sponsors or their designees are encouraged to provide oral 
testimory and visual or written materials in support of acquisition 
proposals at public meetings held in Tedlahassee. Each project sponsor is 
allowed a short presentation. Council members may request additional 
information frcm sponsors. 

13 



Figure 2: Flowchart of the CARL Program Evaluation, Selection and Ranking 
Process 
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3. First 4-Vote Meeting 

The Council votes to determine v*iich proposals will be subjected to the 
full review process eifter reviewing (a) the information provided on the 
acquisition proposed forms, (b) analysis ty the Florida Natural Areas 
Inventory, and (c) public testimony. Proposals that receive four or more 
votes are considered further. The sponsors of these proposeds are asked to 
provide additional information about ownerships on Form 18-lB. Proposals 
receiving less than four votes may be considered during a subsequent cycle 
if reconsideration is requested in writing. 

4. Resource Planning Boundary (RPB) 

Proposals voted to full review are first anedyzed for their major resource 
attributes as indicated ty the submitted materieds. A statement of each 
project's public purpose and resource-based goals is developed by the land 
Acquisition Planning Section and reviewed ty Council staff. Florida 
Natural Areas Inventory (ENAI) examines proposals, particularly maps 
shewing boundaries, to determine the need for boundary additicxis or 
deletions based upon existing information within the ENAI database, general 
tc^xography, aerial photography, and knowledgeable sources. The ENAI 
Resource Planning Boundary (RPB) and supporting documentation are then 
circulated to Council staff members and expropriate field staff for review. 
Suggested revisions to the ENAI prepared RPB are submitted by staff with 
written justification for boundary modifications. The resultant RPB 
developed ty Council staff is used to determine the project area to be 
thorou^ily assessed, ̂ ^ch generally encarpasses the maximum RPB. The RPB 
may be further modified during the assessment process. 

5. Assessment 

A written r^xsrt assessing the area within the RPB is prepared by staff to 
address the following: 

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

threatened ^)ecies, other plants and animals, forest resources, 
geologic resources, water resources, etc. 

c. Archaeological and historiced resources. 
d. Outdoor resource-based recreaticned potential. 
e. Conformance with Florida Statewide Land Acquisitiion Plan, 

Coaiprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan, and State Lands Management 
Plan. 

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

Lands, 
h. CXmership patterns and relative ease of acquisitd.on. 
i. Estimated cost with respect to aveiilability 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 virban areas. Areas of Critical State 

Concern, other public lands and political boundaries. 

Each agency represented on the Council and the ENAI is assigned lead 
re^xansibility for the conpletion of ̂ propriate portions of each 
assessment. Staff members or their designees conduct onr-site evaluations 
of each proposed project. The assessment may suggest further revisions to 
the RPB or to the proposed purpose and resource-based goeds. Assessments 
are ccsnopiled by the Land Acquisition Planning Section and then distributed 
to all Council members, staff, and the ENM for review. 

6. Council Review 

Each project assessment, including the fined RPB, is evaluated by the 
Council to determine if it accurately and adequately assesses the 
characteristics of an acquisition proposed. The Council may direct staff 
to modify the assessment or RPB for any acquisition proposed before 
approval. 
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7. Second 4-Vote Meeting 
After reviewing pertinent information, the Council votes to determine vAiidi 
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 reconsideration is requested in writing. 

8. Project Design 
The RPB approved by the Council is the starting point for the Project 
Design. The RPB is based predominantly on resource conoems, vdiile the 
Project Design analyzes ownership patterns, regulatory controls, 
alternative acquisition techniques, and related factors v*iich may affect 
boundary considerations and the ease of acquisition. The initial draft of 
the Project Design is prepared by a team ccnposed of representatives of 
three Bureaus within the Division of State Lands: Land Acquisitd.on, Surv^ 
and Mapping, and ̂ praisal, as well as a representative frcm the proposed 
management agency. Primary considerations during the Project Design 
include: 

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

b. Public and management access and related conoems. 
c. Easements, utilities, and other ̂ icunibranoes that could affect 

acq|uisit:ian or management. 
d. Sovereignty and jurisdictioned lands. 
e. Public and non-^jrofit ownerships. 
f. Information on land vise and developnent trends, including zoning 

changes, annexations, and extension of utilities. 
g. Alternative acquisition techniques and the aveiilability of other 

funding sources. 
The draft Project Design is then submitted to the ENAI, the Council staff, 
and to the proposed management agencies for final review and for 
recommendations en acquisition phasing. A tdme sequence for acquisition is 
recommended in order to acquire the most critical.parcels first, with 
primary consideration given to resource protection and management concerns 
and the OTdangerment and vulnerability of each parcel. Additionally, 
acquisitions which exceed budgetary limitations can be divided, pursuant to 
to these considerations, into phases that coincide with funding 
projections. 

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

10. Public Hearings 

Project sponsors are sent notices of forthcoming public hearings to be held 
at several locations throu^icut the state. These hearings are scheduled to 
cijtain additioned oral testimony on new project proposals, as well as 
testinoiy on projects vAiicti are currently on the CARL Priority List or are 
being reconsidered for inclusion on the list. All public hearings are 
announced at least 30 days in advance in newsp^iers of general circulation 
thrcu^out the state, and at least 7 days in advance in the Florida 
Administrative Weekly. Additionedly, notices are mailed to all 
legislators, county planning departments, and others on the CARL medling 
list that is meiintained by the Land Acquisition Planning Section. 
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11. Ranking Projects 
After the public hearings, the Council ranks projects by one of several 
means: 

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

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

c. New projects are independently ranked by each Council member. An 
average rank score is calculated for each new project to determine 
vAiere they will be inserted into the existing list of projects, and 
then the entire list is renumbered. 

d. Projects with exceptioned resouroe value, those that are especially 
endangered by development, or those providing bargain sede 
cpportuniHes may be reranked or inserted into the list at an 
^jpropriate rank by eiffirmative vote of four or more Council members. 

The Council may recommend that the Board remove one or more projects from 
the priority list for various reasons (e.g., to limit the size of the list, 
or to delete a project that has been acquired or developed). The Council 
shall approve by an affirmative vote of at least four members the priority 
list to be submitted to the Board. 

12. Submission to Board 
The Council's CAE?L Priority List is submitted to the Board of Trustees of 
the Internal ^iprovement Trust Fund (i.e., the Governor and Cabinet) as 
part of the CARL Annued Ri^»rt during the first Board meeting in February. 
The Board may approve the list or strike individual projects from the list, 
but they cannot otherwise edter the priority rariking of projects. The 
Board must act upon the Council's list within 45 days of its submission to 
them. Interim lists also may be developed at any time if requested by fcur 
or more members of the Council. Interim lists are treated in the same 
manner as the Annual CARL Priority List. 

13. Boundary M E ^ for Appraised Purposes. 
After the Board ê jproves the CARL priority list, boundary maps are prepared 
for appraisal purposes. A boundary map is a line drawing and an aeried 
photograph of t±e project area wit:h e^pproximate ownerships, encumbrances, 
sovereignty lands, and project boundaries identified. Approximate upland 
and regulatory acreages are conputed for each parcel. Boundary maps with 
accoatpanying title information r e p o r t s are prepared by a Florida 
Professional Land Surveyor and ^proved by tiie Bureau of Survey and 
Mapping. Most boundary maps and title information r^xarts are contracted 
by the Bureau of Survey and Mapping. Appraiseds based on boundary map and 
title information, are contracted by the Bureau of i^raisal. 
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SUMMARY OF ADVISORY COUNCIL ACTICN5 - 1989 EVAIDA'TTnM rvfTR 

The Land Acquisition Advisory Council held eleven (11) meetings during the 
1989 evaluation cycle (Table 9 and Addendum II). Seven (7) of tiiese meetings 
included public hearings in vAiich the general public, particularly sponsors of 
CARL proposals, were invited to speak. Pour of tiie Advisory Council meetings 
edso included State Recreation and Parks Land Acquisition Program (SOC and 
LATF) agenda items. 

Table 9: Advisorv Council Meeting Dates: March 9. 1989 to January 17. 1990 
Date 

*03^09-89 
*03-10-89 
03-31-89 
*07-14-89 
08-04-89 
*10-25-89 
*ll-06-89 
*ll-07-89 
*ll-09-89 
12-01-89 
01-17-90 

Agenda 
CARL 
CARL 
CARL 
CARL 
CARI/IATF/SOC 
CARI/LATF/SOC 
CARL 
CARL 
CARI/IATF 
CARL/LATF/SOC 
CARL 

Location 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tedlahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tedlahassee. 
Tedlahassee 
Miami 
Orlando 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 
Tallahassee 

NOTE: Meeting Summaries included in Addendum II. 
*Public hearings scheduled taj receive public testimony. 

All Advisory Council meetings were advertised in the Florida Administrative 
Weekly as required by statute. The agendas for t h e November 6, 7, and 9, 1989 
public hearings (for receiving t:estlmony on projectis being considered for 
ranking on the priority list) was also advertised in prominent newspapers 
throu^aout the state. Additionedly, all county governments, mary city 
governments, state legislators, regional planning councils, water management 
districts, conservation arganizatlais, and maiy other interested individuals 
were notified of forthcoming meetings and their agendas via a mailing list 
(more than 900 entries) which is meiintained ty the Land Acquisition Planning 
Section, Department of Natural Resources. Brief summaries of Advisory Council 
meetings are inclxjded in Addendum II, viiile voting and ranking sheets for t h e 
major Advisory Council actions are included in Addendum III. 

Three of the most inportant Advisory Council meetings, overall, occurred on 
March 31, August 4, and December 1, 1989. On Mairch 31, 1989, the Council 
reviewed 80 aquisition proposals: 41 new proposals, 10 reconsidered 
prcposcds, and 29 Save Our Coast projects >*iich were being considered for 
transfer tx> the CARL program. The sponsors of two of the new proposals 
requested to withdraw their proposeds from consideration. After granting the 
requested withdrawals, t h e Council voted to assess 20 of the 78 acquisition 
proposals considered (Table 10, Figure 3, Addenda III & V). 

Table 10: Acquisition Proposeds Reviewed Itoder tiie CARL 
During the 1989 Evauluation Cycle 

Program 

A. Approved for Full Review (Assessment) 
Map No.* Name Proiect No. 

1. San Felasco Hammock Addition 890115-01-1 
2. Sebastian Creek 890131-05-1 
3. Gold Head Branch Addition 800616-10-1 
4. Î jper Black Creek 890131-10-1 
5. Dog Island 810701-38-1 
6. St. Joseph Bay Buffer 871119-23-1 
7. Wekiva-Ocala Connector 881115-35-1 
8. Levy County Forest 890131-38-1 
9. Levy County Sandhills 890131-38-2 
10. Heather Island 890131-42-3 
11. Catfish Creeik 890131-53-1 
12. Reecfy Creek Scrub 890131-53-2 
13. Caravelle Ranch 810406-54-1 
14. Twelve Mile Swaitp 881117-55-1 
15. Blackwater-Eglin Connector 890131-57-1 
16. Blackwater River Addition 890131-57-2 
17. Oscar Scherer Addition 881224-58-1 
18. Wekiva River Buffers 881115-59-1 

County 
Alachua 
Brevard 
Clay 
Clay 
Franklin 
Gulf 
Lake 
Levy 
Levy 
Marion 
Polk 
Polk 
Putnam 
St. Johns 
Santa Rosa 
Santa Rosa 
Sarasota 
Seminole 

CCWnNUED ON PAGE 1 - 2 1 
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Figure 3 

ACQUISITION PROPOSALS REVEIWED 
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Table 10 (Continued from page 1-19): Acquisition Proposals Reviewed 
IftTder the CARL Program During the 1989 Evauluation Cycle 

A. Anoroved for Full Review (Assessment) 
Map No.* Name 

19. Spruce Creek 
20. Florida Trail Corridors 

Proiect No. 
890131-64-1 
890126-00-1 

County 
Volusia 
Multi-County 

B. Not Approved for Full Review 
21. Mexico Beach Tract 871119-03-1 
22. Santa Clara et al Tract 871119-03-2 
23. Shell Island 871119-03-3 
24. Brevard County Beaches 871119-05-2 
25. Cherie Down Park Addition 890125-05-1 
26. mdiatlantic Beach Addition 871119-05-3 
27. Sebastian Inlet Addition 871119-05-1 
28. North Beach Addition 871119-06-1 
29. Posner Tract 871119-06-2 
30. Turtle Run 890131-06-1 
31. Don Pedro Island 871119-08-1 
32. Lemon Bay 890131-08-1 
33. Barefoot Beach 871119-11-1 
34. Clam Pass 871119-11-2 
35. Ichetucknee Addition North 881103-12-1 
36. North Shore Openspace 871119-13-1 
37. Oleta River 840827-13-1 
38. Permsuco Parcel 871002-13-1 
39. Cedar Point 860801-16-1 
40. Washington Oaks Addition 871119-18-1 
41. Ward Ridge 890131-23-1 
42. Suwannee Trails 890207-24-1 
43. Chassahcwitzka & Weeki Wachee 860730-27-1 
44. Fisheating Creek Tract 870729-28-1 
45. Tairpa Union Station 890131-29-1 
46. Sebastian Inlet Addition South 871119-31-1 
47. Lake Louise Addition 890131-35-1 
48. Charlotte Harbor South 880622-36-1 
49. Gasparilla Island Addition 871119-36-1 
50. Lake Jackson Tackle Shop 890131-37-1 
51. Cedar Key Parcel 890131-38-1 
52. Waccasassa Bay Iriholding 890128-38-1 
53. Lake Weir Properly 870731-42-1 
54. Orange Springs 890131-42-1 
55. Orange Springs Historic Site 890131-42-2 
56. Alex's Beach 871119-43-1 
57. Fletcher Beach 871119-43-2 
58. Matecumbe Beach 871119-44-1 
59. Rodriques Key 821116-44-1 
60. American Beach 890131-45-1 
61. Eagle Bay Marsh 890131-47-1 
62. Okeechobee Battlefield 870803-47-1 
63. Jt?)iter Ridge 890131-50-1 
64. Ben Pilot Point 890127-51-1 
65. Anastasia State Park Addition 890131-55-1 
66. Guana River 871119-55-2 
67. Avalon Tract 871119-56-2 
68. Ft. Pierce Inlet Addition 871119-56-3 
69. Ft. Pierce South Addition 871119-56-4 
70. Hutchinson Is. (Blini Creek) 871119-56-1 
71. Hutchinson Is. (Gm. Turtle Bch) 871119-56-5 
72. Surf side Addition 871119-56-6 
73. Great Blue Heron Rookery 890131-57-3 
74. Lake George Southeast 890117-64-1 
75. Li^thcuse Point 871119-64-1 
76. St. Marks Historical Site Add. 880721-65-1 
77. Grayton Beach East Addition 871119-66-2 
78. Gravton Dunes 810929-66-1 

Bay 
Bay 
Bay 
Brevard 
Brevard 
Brevard 
Brevcu:d 
Broward 
Brcweird 
Broward 
Charlotte 
Charlotte 
Collier 
Collier 
Oolxmabia 
Dade 
Dade 
Dade 
Duval 
Flagler 
Gulf 
Hamilton 
Hernando 
Hi^ilands 
Hillsboroo^ 
Indian River 
lake 
lee 
lee 
Leon 
Levy 
Levy 
Marion 
Marion 
Marion 
Martin 
Martin 
Monroe 
Monroe 
Nassau 
Okeechobee 
Okeechobee 
Palm Beach 
Pasco 
St. Johns 
St. Johns 
St. Lucie 
St. Lucie 
St. Lucie 
St. Lucie 
St. Lucie 
St. Lucie 
Santa Rosa 
Volusia 
Volusia 
Wakulla 
Walton 
Walton 

C. Acquisition Proposals Withdrawn 
79. 
80. 

Walker Ranch 890228-49-1 
Ichetudoy^ Arfrfii-if«i vit̂ czt- 871119-61-1 

Osceola 
Suwannee 

* Numbers correspond to Figure 3. 
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Figure 4 
PROJECTS ASSESSED IN 1989 
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On August 4, 1989, the Advisory Council reviewed and adc^jted the twenty CARL 
assessments prepared by staff (Table 11, Figure 4, Addendum III). The Council 
voted to prepare project designs for sixteen of these prc^xasals. They further 
directed staff to consider corabining the two Levy County proposals into a 
single project. The Dog Island proposed was subsequently withdrawn frcm 
consideration ty the Council's revoca1d.on of their prior approval vote. 

Table 11: Project Assessments Pr^ared and Reviewed by the land Acquisition 
Advisory Council During the 1989 Eveiluation Cycle 
A. Proiect Assessments Approved for Proiect Designs 

Map* Date 
Nos. Proiect Name County ADoroved 
1. San Felasco Hammock Addition Alachua 08-04-89 
2. Sebastian Creek Brevard 08-04-89 
3. + Gold Head Brandi Addition Clay 08-04-89 
4. Upper Black Creek Clay 08-04-89 
5. ** Dog Island Franklin 08-04-89 
6. + St. Joseph Bay Buffer Gulf 08-04-89 
7. Wekiva-Ocala Connector Lake 08-04-89 
8. Levy County Forest Levy 08-04-89 
9. Levy County Sandhills Levy 08-04-89 
10. Heather Island Marion 08-04-89 
11. Catfish Creek Rjlk 08-04-89 
12. Caravelle Ranch Putnam 08-04-89 
13. Blackwater River Addition Santa Rosa 08-04-89 
14. Oscar Scherer Addition Sarasota 08-04-89 
15. Wekiva River Buffers Seminole 08-04-89 
16. Spruce Creek Volusia 08-04-89 

B. Proiect Assessments NOT Voted to Proiect Design 
17. Reedy CreeQc Scrub Polk 08-04-89 
18. Blackwater-Eglin Connector Santa Rosa 08-04-89 
19. Florida Trail Corridors Lake/Multi Co. 08-04-89 
20. Twelve Mile Swairp St. Johns 08-04-89 

+ LATF/SOC projects proposed for transfer to the CARL program. 
* Numbers correspond to Figure 4. 
** Affirmative vote to prepare project design was revoked by the Council 

during their Decenber 1, 1989 meeting. 
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Figure 5 
PROJECTS DESIGNED OR MODIFIED IN 1989 
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On December 1, 1989, the Advisory Council approved twelve project designs 
prepared by the Division of State Lands (Table 12A). One of these, the project 
design for the Levy County Forest/Sandhills, ccambined two CARL project 
assessments into a single project. Three project designs assigned ty the 
Council (Dog Island, Wekiva River Buffers, and Wekiva-Ocala Connector) were 
incomplete vAien the Council first considered the 1989 CARL project designs. 
The Dog Island project proposed was withdrawn from project design consideration 
by the Council's decision to revoke their prior approval vote; thus, a project 
design will not be prepared for this project proposal (Table 12D). The Council 
afproved the Wekiva River Buffers and the Wekiva-Ocala Connector projects for 
ranking with the contingency that these projects would be included on the 
priority list only if the Council adopted a project design prior to sutmitteil 
of the list to the Board. The project design for the Wekiva-Ocala Connector 
was carpleted and adopted by the Council on January 17, 1990. The project 
design for the Wekiva River Buffers was not canopleted; however, it was ranked 
below 60 and was not included on the priority list being submitted to the 
Board. The Wekiva River Buffers project design will be prepared for review by 
the Council in 1990. Three other CARL projects eilso have project designs that 
have been deferred pending actions by local government, water management 
district, or Council staff (Table 12C). 

The Advisory Council also considered twelve proposals to modi^ the project 
designs or boundaries for eleven projects (Table 12B & D). Nine of these 
prĉ xaseils were approved ty the Council, including two distinct actions on Lower 
Econlockhatchee River. The boundaries of five projects were e^qanded (Tropical 
Hammocks, Lower Apalach., Wabasso Beach, Wacissa/Aucilla, & Silver River), 
vAiile one project was reduced (JulingtoaVDurbin), and one was corrected (Icwer 
Econ.). The project design phasing was modified for two projects (Lcwer Econ. 
& Hi^ilands Hammock Add.). TVro proposed boundary ejqansions were rejected (N. 
Key Largo Add. & Ft. Geo. Is. Add.), and a third was withdrawn (ITT Hammock 
E)cih.). 

Table 12: Proiect Designs Approved/Modified/Deferred-1989 Evalxaation Cvcle 
A. Proiect Designs Anproved by the Advisory Council 

Map No. Project Name County Date 
1. San Fela.sco Hammock Addition Alachua 12-01-89 
2. Sebastian Creek Brevard 12-01-89 
3. Gold Head Branch Addition Clay 12-01-89 
4. l̂ jper Black Creek Clay 12-01-89 
5. St. Jos^ah Bay Buffer Gulf 12-01-89 
6. WekLva-Ocala Connector Lake 01-17-90 
7. Levy County Forest/Sandhills Levy 12-01-89 
8. Heather Island Marion 12-01-89 
9. Catfish Creek Polk 12-01-89 
10. Caravelle Ranch Putnam 12-01-89 
11. Blackwater River Addition Santa Rosa 12-01-89 
12. Oscar Scherer Addition Sarasota 12-01-89 
13. Soruoe Creek Volusians 12-01-89 

B. Proiect Designs Modified bv the Advisory Council 
14. Tropiceil Hanmocks Dade 10-25-89 
15. JiiLingtorVIXirbin Creeks Duval 12-01-89 
16. lcwer ̂ ^alachicola River Franklin 08-04-89 
17. Hi^iLands Hammock Addition Hi^ilands 10-25-89 
18. Wabasso Beach Indian River 08-04-89 

01-17-90 
19. Wacissa/Aucilla River sinks Jefferson/Taylor 12-01-89 
20. Silver River Marion 12-01-89 
21. Lcwer Econlockhatchee River Seminole 08-04-89 

01-17-90 
C: Proiect Design Inccraolete or Final Action Deferred or Pending 

22. Apalachicola HiFtjoric Waterfront Franklin 05-11-87 
23. Yamato Scrub Palm Beach 02-12-88 
24. Wekiva River Buffers Seminole 12-01-89 
25. SOE/Golden Gate Estates Collier 08-04-89 

12-01-89 
D. Proiect Designs or Boundarv Modifications Reiected or Withdrawn 

^ I T T Hammock Exchange Dade 08-04-89 
^^Ft. George Island Addition Duval 12-01-89 
o.'̂ Dog Island Franklin 12-01-89 
Qv'̂  North Key Largo Addition Monroe 08-04-89 

^ Numbers correspond to Figure 5. 
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Figure 6 
PROJECTS ADDED TO THE PRORITY LIST 
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On December 1, 1989, the Advisory Council ranked 95 CARL projects in priority 
order: 60 listed projects + 21 reconsidered projects + 14 new projects. Six of 
these were subsequently recommended for removeil from the list because they had 
been acgiiired, or they had been developed and were no longer available for 
acquisition (Table 14A & B). As they had done for the 1989 priority list, the 
Council agreed to limit the 1990 list to the 1:qp 60 projects. Thirteen of the 
60 projects on the 1990 CAEIL priority list are new projects, v*iile a fourteenth 
is an older project that had been on the 1988 priority list but was removed 
from the 1989 list (Table 13, Figure 6). 

Table 13 : Proiects Added to the CARL Prioritv List since Februarv 1989 
A: 1989 CARL Acquisition Proposals 

Mao No.* Proiect Name 1990 Rank County Date 

1. San Felasco Hammock Addition 45 Alachua 12-01-89 
2. Sebastian Creek 15 Brevard/Ind. River 12-01-89 
3. Goldhead Branch Addition 35 day 12-01-89 
4. UjExper Black Creek 37 Clay 12-01-89 
5. St. Joseph Bay Buffer 23 Gulf 12-01-89 
6. Wekiva-Oceila Connector 36 Lake 12-01-89 
7. Levy County Forest/Sandhills 16 Levy 12-01-89 
8. Ifeather Island 24 Marion 12-01-89 
9. Catfish Creek 9 Polk 12-01-89 
10. Caravelle Ranch 55 Putnam 12-01-89 
11. Blackwater River Addition 12 Santa Rosa 12-01-89 
12. Oscar Scherer Addition 25 Sarasota 12-01-89 
13. Spruce Creek 28 Volusia 12-01-89 

B. Reconsidered 1988 Proiect 
14. Barnacle Addition 56 Dade 12-01-89 

* Numbers correspond to Figure 6. 
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Two projects on the 1989 CARL priority list were coirpletely acquired (Table 
15A), vAiile four projects had been or were being developed and were no longer 
available for acquisition (Table 15B). These six projects are recommended to 
be removed from further consideration by the Council. Eleven other projects 
that were included on the 1989 CARL priority list were ranked below 60 and, 
therefore, esmluded frcm the Council's 1990 recommended priority list (Table 
15C). These eleven projects will be reconsidered by the Council during the 
next ranking of the CARL list. 

Table 14: Proiects Removed from the 1989 Priority List 
A: Completed Proiects f90% or more acouired) 

Rank ** 
Map No .* Proiect Name 1989 1990 County 

1. Pine Island Ridge 34 — Broward 
2. Josslyn Island 52 ^^ TPP 

B. Developed Proiects 
3. Iforr's Island 76 Collier 
4. Gait Island 81 — Lee 
5. Warm Mineral Springs 54 Sarasota 
6. Vol\asia ERT. Addition 73 —— Volusia 

C: 1988 Proiects to be Reconsidered in 1990 
7. Lochloosa Wildlife 32 67 Alachua 
8. Brevard Turtle Beach 23 72 Brevard 
9. Beild Point Road Tract 57 73 Franklin 
10. Ybor City Addition 18 82 Hillsborou^ 
11. St. Johns River 50 64 Lake 
12. Estero Bay 58 62 Lee 
13. Spring Hammock 36 70 Seminole 
14. Carlton Half-^foon Ranch 5 69 Sumter 
15. Wil-hlarvvv+i*^*. FRT. Arfrtil-inn 53 66 Sumter 
16. Peacock Slcu^ 49 63 Suwannee 
17. Wakulla Springs 42 75 Wakulla 

* Numbers correspond to Figure 7. 

** 1989 Rank ̂ proved by Board on February 16, 1989; 1990 Rank developed by 
the Land Acquisition Advisory Council on December 1, 1989 - projects ranked 
below 60 were not included on the Council's recommended priority list. 
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Figure 8 
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Twenty-nine projects were ranked below 60 by the Council and are not included 
on the 1990 CARL priority list (Table 15, Figure 8). One of the 29 projects 
ranked below 60 was a new project, vAiile three were Save Our Coast (SOC) 
projects. Two of the SOC projects were being considered for transfer to the 
CARL program, and the other (Bedd Point) was included on the 1989 CARL priority 
list. The two being considered for transfer are still included on the 1990 SOC 
priority list, but Bald Point had been removed as required by Chapter 259, 
Florida Statutes. Thus, Bald Point is included on neither the SOC nor the CARL 
priority lists. It will be reconsidered with the other projects during the 
next rariking of the CAEIL priority list. 

Table 15: Projects Queili^ing for Inclusion on 
will be Reconsidered During the Next 

the CARL Priority List that 
Ranking. 

Map No.* 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 

* * 

+ 

Proiect Name 
Julington/Durbin Creeks 
Estero Bay 
Peacock Slou^ 
St. Johns River 
Mullet Creek Islands 
Withlacoochee 
Lochloosa Wildlife 
Sugarlocif Hammock 
Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 
Spring Hammock 
Cedar Key Scrub 
Brevard Turtle Beaches 
Bald Point Road 
Deer Lake Peircel 
Wakulla Springs 
CSiio Key South 
Wekiva River Buffers 
St. Augustine Beach 
Tree-of-Life Tract 
St. Michaels Landing 
Holmes Avenue Scrvib 
Ybor City Addition 
Silver Glen Springs 
Emeralda Marsh 
Princess Place 
El Destino 
Old Leon Moss Ranch 
Canaveral Industrial Park 
Key West Salt Ponds 

Countv 1990 Ranking 
Euval 61 
Lee 62 
Suwannee 63 
Lake 64 
Brevard 65 
Sumter 66 
Alachua 67 
Ifonroe 68 
Sxmiter 69 
Seminole 70 
Levy 71 
Brevard 72 
Franklin 73 
Walton 74 
Wakulla 75 
Monroe 76 
Seminole 77 
St. Johns 78 
Monroe 79 
Bay 80 
Highlands 81 
Hillsboroui^ 82 
Lake/Marion 83 
Lake 84 
Flagler 85 
Jefferson 86 
Palm Beach 87 
Brevard 88 
Monroe 89 

* Numbers correspond to Figure 8. 
** SOC transfer projects. 
+ 1989 CARL proposal. 
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EUIURE OF THE CARL PROGRAM 
Many activities of the Board of Trustees, the Advisory Council, the D^artment 
of Natural Resources, and the Florida Legislature will have or have had a 
pronounoed effect on the CARL program. Seme of these activities were discussed 
previously (e.g., see pages 1-6 to 1-13 and pages 1-19 to 1-31). The following 
represents a synopsis of the major legislation. Board and Council actions, and 
the Department of Natural Resources and the Division of State Lands policies 
and procedures vMch eiffeet the CARL program. 

Major Actions of the Legislature During Brier Years 
- The 1986 Legislature amended subsection 253.023(10) to require that 10% of 

the moneys annually credited to the CARL Trust Fund be reserved for 
management, meiintenance, and coital ijiprovements. For Fiscal Year 1989-90, 
the Legislature appropriated nearly $3.3 million frcm the CARL Trtist Fund 
for management, administrat:ion, and related purposes (see Table 20). Other 
state, federal and loced revenue sources (e.g.. General Revenue, Land 
Acquisition Trust Fund, Incidentea Trust Fund, and State Game Trust Fund) 
SL^plemented the CARL funds or ccaistituted the primary management funds. 
Estimated management costs for FRT. and CARL projects are r^»rted in Table 
17 and are more thorou^ily itemized in the individual project summaries. 

- Probably the most inportant action in recent years was the 1987 legislation 
to restructure the CARL funding base to provide a more stable and increasing 
funding source. For the.first ei^it years the CARL Trust Fund derived its 
income from excise taxes on the severance of minerals (primarily phosphate, 
but eLLso oil, gas, and sulfur). With the recent decline in Florida's 
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. The 1987 Legislatxare changed the 
funding structure for the CARL Trust Fund such that it new receives the 
following proceeds: 

- 9.2 percent of the excise tax on documents as defined in Chapter 201, 
Florida Statutes (F.S.). 

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

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 this fiscal year (Table 16). 

Table 16: Forecast of Contritutians to CARL Trust Fund rMillions of Dollars^ 
FISCAL Documentary Ehosfiiate Projection 
YEAR Stamp Tax Severance Tax Total 
1989-90 40.7 10.0 50.7 
1990-91 44.5 10.0 54.5 
1991-92 48.1 10.0 58.1 
1992-93 52.6 10.0 62.6 
1993-94 57.8 10.0 67.8 
1994-95 61.7 10.0 71.7 
1995-96 66.4 10.0 76.4 
1996-97 74,4 10.0 84.4 
1997-98 81.4 10.0 91.4 
1998-99 84.4 10.0 94.4 
1999-2000 86.7 10.0 96.7 

Based on Januarv 2. 1990 Revenue Estimating Conference 
- Another very important action taken by the 1986 and 1987 Legislatures was to 

amend chapiters 253 and 375, F.S., to allow bonding of CARL funds. Banding 
cillcws the State to acquire lands today that may not be available in the 
future. Ifrider the provisions of paragre^ 253.023(2) (b), F.S., vp to $20 
million of the CARL Trust FUnd may be used annually t o pay debt service and 
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fable 171 EstimatBd I1anaqe«ent Costs for Ac quired or Partially Acquired CARL and EEL Projec ts 
A: Projects On the 1990 CARL Priority List 

Managing Projected Manaq ;ment Budget 
Hap N D . ) « 

1. 
Project Name (iounty 

Alachua 
Agency 
DNR 

FY-1989-90 
* 517,192 

FY-1990-91 Hap N D . ) « 
1. Paynes Prairie State Preserve 

(iounty 
Alachua 

Agency 
DNR 

FY-1989-90 
* 517,192 $ 655,052 

2. San Felasco Hamiock St. Pres, Alachua DNR 122.223 128.334 
; 3. . Charlotte Harbor State Reserve Charlotte DNR 21,536 27,936 

4. Crystal River SR (+ Stoney Lane) Citrus DNR 22.675 28,020 
5. Fakahatchee Strand St. Preserve Collier DNR 214,172 224.880 
i. Rookery Bay NERR Collier DNR 434,089 891,256 
7. Save Our Everglades Collier NPS NA NA 
8. East Everglades WEA (Aerojet) Dade GFC 0 0 
9. Deering Haamock Dade COUNTY NA NA 
10. Fort George Island Duval DNR — 105,634 
11, Lower Apalachicola WEA (+MK Ranch) Franklin/Gulf GFC/DOF/DNR 468.563 749.061 
12. Apalach.Riv.i Bay (+ St.Geo.Is.#4) Franklin DNR (Lower Apala ihicolat) 
13, ■ ChassahoMitzka (Swamp) WMA Hernando GFC/DOF 74,384 49,000 
14. (Wacissa) Aucilla WMA Jefferson GFC/DOF 1,910 3,000 
hi B.M.K. Ranch Lake/Orange DNR/GFC/DOF — 105,634 
15. Cayo Costa State Park Lee DNR 272,107 233,212 
16. Andrews (Tract) WMA Levy • GFC 60,500 71.900 

; 17- Silver River State Park Marion DNR 66,049 1,335,351 
18. Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Monroe DNR 26,096 32.699 
19. North Key Largo Haminocks SBS Monroe DNR 77,809 81,699 
20. Three Lakes Wildlife Mgnt. Area Osceola GFC/DOF 227,050 ■173,200 
21. Rotenberger WMA/Holey Land WMA Palm Beach GFC 52,330 26,00y 
22. South Savannas State Reserve St. Lucie/Martin DNR 49.544 51.964 
— Bio Bend (4 WMAs) Taylor/Diiiie GFC/DOF 256.643 253^000 

Bi Projects NOT On the 1990 [ ARL Priority List 
Alachua/Columbia DNR (O'Leno Sta 23. River Rise State Preserve 

ARL Priority List 
Alachua/Columbia DNR (O'Leno Sta te Park»i 

24. Tosohatchee SR/WMA & Canaveral Pk. Brevard GFC/DNR 217,592 236.167 
25. Westlake Broward COUNTY NA NA 
26, Pine Island Ridge Broward COUNTY NA NA 
27. Hoiosassa Springs St.Wildlife Pk. Citrus DNR NA NA 
28. Barefoot Beach Collier DNR (Delnor-Wiggins Pass St.Rec.Area^ 
29. Big Cypress National Preserve Collier NPS NA NA 
30, Gables By The Sea Dade COUNTY ■ NA HA 
31. ITT Hamuock Dade COUNTY NA NA 
32. EscaAbia Bay Bluffs Escambia PENSACOLA NA NA 
33. Perdido Key State Rec. Area Escambia DNR (Big Lagoon SRAt) , 
34. Cape St. George State Reserve Franklin DNR 34.301 34.3«;»1 
35. (Brown) Big Shoals St.Forest/WMA Hamilton DOF/GFC 31,489 74,2='' 
36. Bower Tract Hillsborough COUNTY NA NA 
37. Weeden Island State Preserve Hillsborough DNR 131,730 1,441,316 
33, Lower Wekiva River State Reserve Lake DNR 50,840 53,382 
39. Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Lee DNR NA NA 
40. Josslyn Island Lee DNR (Charlotte Harbor State Reserven 
41. Hernando DeSoto St.Historic Site Leon DNR/DHR 32,932 34,579 
42, Fort San Luis St.Historic Site Leon DHR 338,519 245,977 
43. The Grove Leon DHR 59,440 24,422 ' 
44. Cedar Key Scrub St.Res./WMA Levy DNR/GFC 40.454 42.021 
45. Windley Key Quarry St.Geol.Site Monroe DNR (J. Pennekamp Coral Reef State ParU 
46. Nassau Valley State Reserve Nassau DNR 14,805 (i 
47. Rock Springs Run SR/WMA Orange DNR/GFC/DOF 120,000 113.266 
48. Little Gator Creek WEA Pasco GFC 156,438 23.000 
49. - Gateway Pinellas COUNTY NA NA 
50. Lake Arbuckle St.Forest/WMA Polk DOF/GFC/DNR 61,193 215,309 
51. Guana River WMA/State Park St. Johns GFC/DNR/DOF 289,469 301,457 -

52. Spring Hasnock Seminole COUNTY NA NA 
53. Withlacoochee SF (Juuper Ck.WMA) Sumter DOF/GFC 25,636 155,409 
54. (Carlton) Half-Moon (Ranch) WMA Sumter GFC 13,345 104.420 
55. Peacock (Slough) Springs SRA Suwannee DNR 75,781 196,570 
56. North Peninsula State Park Volusia DNR (Flagler Beach SRAt) 
57. Stark Tract Volusia DNR (Blue Spring State Park!) 
58. Tiger Bay SF/WMA (Volusia WRA) Volusia DOF/GFC 18,124 13,800 
59. Wakulla Springs State Park Wakulla DNR 1,202,129 719,135 
60. Grayton (Dunes) Beach SRA Walton DNR 30.728 32.265 
NA - Not Available 
DOF - Division of Forestry, Department of Agriculture 
DHR - Division of Historical Resources, Department of State 
t CARL/EEL acguisition managed as part of a larger unit. 

DNR - Department of Natural Resources 
GFC - Game and Fresh Mater Fish Commission 
NPS - National Park Service 
»» - See Figure 1, page 8 



related costs for bonds to acquire lands on the CARL priority list. The 
first series of CARL Bonds, Series A, was issued in 1988 for e^ipraximately 
$35 million. These funds were used to acquire Port Bougainville within the 
North Key Largo project, and much of the remainder was authorized ty the 
Board to be used to acquire two parcels within the Estero Bay project. 

The 1987 Legislature extended the expiration date to September 1, 1993, for 
exercising eminent domeiin for several CKKL projects (Table 18), while the 
Board directed the Department of Natural Resources to proceed with 
condemnation of lands within the Rotenberger project and, via the Florida 
Department of Transportation, the Save Our Everglades project. The 1989 
Legislature provided eminent domain condemnation authority for two 
additional CARL projects, and they authorized the Board the power to condemn 
properties (see review of Chapters 89-276 & 89-331 on pages 1-38). 

Table 18: CARL Proiects with Legislative Condemnation Authoritv 
Rank Project Name County Fla. Law 
65 Miaiet Creek Brevard 89-331 
50 Charlotte Harbor Charlotte/Lse 87-28 
4 Fakahatchee Strand Collier 87-28 
32 Rookery Bay* Collier 87-28 
21 Save Our Everglades Collier 87-323** 
56 Barnacle Addition Dade 87-323 
61 JulingtorVDurbin Creeks Duval 87-28 
53 Cayo Costa/North Captiva Lee 87-28 
62 Estero Bay*** Lee 87-28 
UR Josslyn Island Lee 87-28 
2 North Key Largo Hammocks Monroe 89-331 
58 Rotenberger Palm Beach/Broward 87-28 
UR Ccxspers Point Pinellas 87-28 
UR North Peninsula Tract Volusia 87-323 
Note: Proiects ranked below 60 were not included on 1990 CARL list. 

UR Project tM?anked because it was removed frcm CARL list. 
* Except 1985 and 1986 project design additions. 
** Authority eilso granted under 380.055(7), F.S. 
*** Mound Key State Archaeological Site only. _̂  

The 1988 Legislature took several actions that affected the CARL program. 
Among the most inportant actions were the following: 

- They amended subsection 253.023 (8), F.S., to allow CARL projects that 
are 90% complete (i.e., at least 90% of the acreage of a project has been 
purchased) to be removed from the CARL priority list. The remedning 
acreage within the project boundary may ccaitinue to be purchased pursuant 
to Chapter 253, F.S., without the project being on the CARL priority 
list. 

- Amended paragraph 253.025(8) (e), F.S., to allow exceptions to the maximum 
state purchasing price Vihen: (a) negotiations over a period of two years 
have been \ansucc»ssful, Mid (b) the parcel is within the top five 
projects on a priority list and either includes substaiitial ipland 
habitat of endangered or threatened species o r 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 125% of the state e^praised valiae and must be approved by at least 
five members of the Board. 

- Amended subsection 253.025(8) (e), F.S., to limit to 150% of the state 
appraised value the maximimi purchase price of parcels acquired via a 
joint acquisition by a state agency and a local government or other 
entity apart frcm the state. 

- Inserted a new paragraph (b) in subsection 253.025(8), F.S., to allow the 
Board or any state agency to contract for real estate acquisition 
services, including but not limited to contracts for real estate 
ccmmission fees. 
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Amended subsection 253.03(13), F.S., to allow the Board to retain title 
to lands obtained \:inder the Florida Racketeer Influenced and Com^jt 
Organizations (RICO) Act (Chapter 895, F.S.) if these lands protect or 
enhance flooc^leiins, marshes, estuaries, lakes, rivers, wilderness areas, 
wildlife areas, wildlife habitat or other sensitive natural areas or 
ecosystems; or if they contain significant archaeologiceil or historical 
sites. Property obtained vinder this provision would be controlled, 
managed and di^xised of in accordance with Chapter 253, F.S.. 

Created the Emergency Archaeological Prĉ jerty Acquisition Act of 1988 
(Section 253.027, F.S.) establishing a program to protect archaeological 
properties of major statewide significance from destruction as a result 
of imminent developnent, vandeilism, or natural events. This program 
provides a rapid method of acquisition for a limited number of 
specificeilly designated properties, annually sets aside $2 million of the 
CARL Trust Fund for the purposes of emergency archaeological 
acquisitions, and allows vp to $100,000 to be spent annueilly to inventory 
and evaluate archaeological and historical resources on properties 
purchased or proposed for purchase. 

Adopted the Wekiva River Protection Act. Inspired by the Governor's 
Executive Order and appointed Task Force, this act included a provision 
that created subsection 369.307(5), F.S., v*iich directs the Department of 
Natural Resources to proceed to negotiate the acquisition of CAEIL 
projects within the Vfekiva River Protection Area (see m ^ on page II-4). 

Major AetiCTis of the Board and the Advisory Council Purina Prior Yeaus 

As directed by the Board in 1984, the Department of Natural Resources and 
the Advisory Council have continued to refine and standardize the project 
assessment and project design processes. The method of assessing CARL 
proposals was revised so that each agency, including the Florida Natural 
Areas Inventory (ENAI), is assigned to independently evaluate their 
respective areas of esqpertise for each CARL proposal assessed. Thus, each 
project assessment, including the resource planning boundary, has become a 
ccjiposite analysis of all the agencies r^resented on the Council and the 
ENAI. Similarly, the method of pr^aring project designs was modified t:o 
increase interagency and intradepartmental involvement (see pages 1-12 to 
1-17). 

In 1984 the Board also diirected the Advisory Council to develop a long-term, 
strategic plan for land acquisition throu^iout the state. Consequently, the 
Florida Statewide land Acquisition Plan (FSIAP) was developed by the Council 
and ^proved by the Board on July 1, 1986. The FSIAP establishes a set of 
goals and objectives to guide the CARL program and, thereby, encourages 
ccarprehensive, ecosystems analysis of project boundaries. The ecosystems 
approach to evalxiating and designing CARL projects has resulted in a more 
holistic view of statewide conservation needs. This is illxjstrated in the 
project maps thrcui^iout this report and, more specifically, in the ecosystem 
maps of inportant areas of the state (see pages II-4, 20, 44A, 72, & 112A). 

On November 5, 1985, the Board approved a policy that would effectively 
suspend the State's acquisition efforts for projects in vAiich a governmental 
action (e.g., a zoning change or permit approval) inflated the value of that 
prcperty if such action occurred subsequent t:o the projects placement on a 
state acquisition list. Acquisition efforts may resume if the property 
owner agrees that appraisals will be based on the hi^iest and best use of 
the property at the time the project was placed on the acquisition list. 
The Department of Natural Resources was directed by the Board on May 20, 
1986, to formally advise them of activities of this nature. 
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- In 1988 and again in 1989 the Council evaluated SOC projects to determine 
viiich should be transferred to the CARL program. Five SOC projects have 
been transferred to the CARL program during this period,, v*iile two other SOC 
projects qualify for the CARL list but have yet to be included in the top 60 
on the CKRL priority list and, therefore, have not been removed from the SOC 
priority list (Table 19). The Beild Point SOC paroject was removed from the 
SOC list and transferred to the CARL list in 1989, having been ranked nuiriber 
57. It was reranked number 73 ty the Council en December 1, 1989, and was 
not included on the 1990 priority list. Thus, the Bead Point project 
currently is included on neither the CARL nor the SOC priority lists. The 
boundaries of most of the SOC projects were modified scmesdiat during the 
CARL resource planning boundary and project design processes. The boundary 
of the St. Joseph Peninsula SOC project was altered to the extent that the 
CARL project does not include any of the original SOC project. Thus, the 
name for this project was changed to more aptly describe its present 
purpose. 

Table 19: SOC Projects Transferred or Oualifving for Transfer to CARL 
Pro-iect Name 1990 Rank County 

St. Michaels landing 80** Bay 
Bald Point (Road Track) 73** Franklin 
St Joseph (Peninsula) Bay Buffer 23 Gulf 
Gills Tract 42 Pasco 
St. Augustine Beach (Fleeman Tract) 78** St. Johns 
Big Bend Coast (Tract) 22 Taylor/Dixie 
TODSail Hill 17 Walton 
* Project still included on the 1990 SOC priority list. 
** Proiect ranked below 60 and not included on the 1990 CARL priority list. 

Depairtaent of Natural RBsources Activities During Prior Yeais 

Better coordination with local governments was established over the past few 
years by including county commissions, county planning departments, regional 
planning councils, water management districts, state legislators and Florida 
congressioneil delegates on the CARL mailing list viiich is maintained by the 
Land Acquisition Planning Section. Mail list recipients are notified about 
fc3rthcoming Advisory Council meeting agendas and related CARL matters. . To 
achieve better coordination with State agencies, field offices of the 
D^artment of Natural Resources (ENR), the D^artment of Environmental 
Regulation, the Florida Department of Transportation (FDCfl) were also 
included on the CARL medling list. 

In addition, the ENR steiff has continued close coordination with the FDCT to 
acquire parcels within the Save Our Everglades CARL project, and to develop 
mitdgation plans for highway proposeils affecting CARL projects in the Wekiva 
Basin, the Chassahcwitzka Swanp, and other areas of the state. Coordinaticai 
with FOOT and other tran^xsrtation planning agencies will continue so that 
solutions to transportation problems are developed, to the greatest degree 
possible, to be ccBcpatible with the State's conservation and recreation 
gcals and objectives. 

In 1987 the CNR developed and implemented "negotiations criteria" to direct 
staff mapping, appraisal and acquisition efforts towards the top priority 
projects, unless project lands could be purchased at a state bargain or 
queili^ under one of the other exeaipticaTS (Addendum VI). The CNR also 
adopted criteria for recommending the removal of certain projects from the 
CARL priority list, and established policies to sî jport as a member of the 
Land Acquisition Advisory Council. 
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Major Actions of the 1989 Legislature 

Five bills that directly influence the CARL program and at least two bills that 
may indirectly influence the CAEIL program were promulgated by the 1989 
Legislature and signed into law by Govemcar Martinez: 
Genereil Appropriations Act: 
_ The 1989 General Appropriations Act, as signed ty the Governor, expropriates 

frcm the CARL Trust Fund over $48.2 million for land acquisition and over 
$3.3 million for management, administration, and related costs (Table 20). 

Table 20: General Appropriations from CARL 
Description Amount 

Stat:e Lands (Salaries and Benefit:s) $ 34,970 
State Lands (E}$)enses) 24,671 
State Lands (Natural Areas Inventory) 510,633 
Transfer to CHR (Archaeological Inventories & Î m̂t.) 86,613 
Transfer t o CHR (San Tuis Fort and Mission) 204,364 
Transfer to DOF (Incidented Trust Fund) 141,771 
Transfer to GFC (Management of CARL lands) 1,127,490 
Recreation and Parks (Salaries and Benefits) 786,724 
Recreation and Parks (Esq̂ enses) 389,485 
State lands (Fixed Ce^ital Outlay, Land Acquisition) 45,000,000 
Transfer to lATF for CARL Bond Debt Service 3.229.343 

SUBKflKL (Management, etc.) $ 3,306,721 
SUBTOTAL (Land AcquigiHnm) $ 48.229.343 

TOTAL CARL Trust E\3nd Appropriations $ 51.536.064 ^ 

Chapter 89-276 fCS/SB 302^ Aoguisition of Public Lands: 
- Amends subsection 253.023(9), F.S., to authorize state agencies to include 

in state lands management plans the transfer of leasehold or fee simple 
interests of state lands to ccsnservation organizations as designated by Land 
Management Advisory Committee (IMAC). 

- Amends subsection 253.025(1), F.S., to authorize the Board to use Federal 
appraisals if lands to be acquired ty the Board are to be sold, conveyed, or 
transferred to the Federal Government according to a joint state and federal 
acquisition project (see edso Chap t e r 89-174, laws of Florida [SB 330]). 

- Amends subsection 253.025(6), F.S., to raise the limit frcm $5,000 to 
$10,000 or less for vihen the Board may waive the requirement that a 
landowner provide evidence of marketable title. 

- Amends subsections 253.025(7) and (8), F.S., to revise the state e^praisal 
procedures as follows: 
- Requires DSL to adopt rules for selecting quedified appredsers and for 

determining minimum criteria, techniques and methods to be vised in the 
preparation of appredsed reports. Deletes language describing details to 
be included in appraised reports. 

- Deletes language identi^ing examples of approved appraisal organizations 
and adds language speci^ing that appraisals shall be prepared by a 
member of an approved ^predsal organization or by a state certified 
appraiser as defined in section 475.501, F.S., 1988 Si^plement. Section 
475.501 describes new state system of certi^ing real estate e^jpredsers. 

- Authorizes DSL to disclose appraisal information to local governments or 
non-profit conservation organizations vAien joint acquisitions are 
contemplated. DSL may also use, as its own, appraisals obtained by loced 
governments or non-profits, if the ̂ praiser is selected from DSL's 
approved list and if the ̂ ^praisal is approved by DSL. 
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- Requires CNR to instruct ̂ ipraisers to consider the number of dwelling 
units ĉ jproved for development in a development order that has been 
affirmed by a decision of the Florida Sv?)reme Court or an appropriate 
federal court, regardless of the location of the jurisdictional line of 
any state or regional agency. 

- Adds a new subsection (12) to 253.025, F.S., authorizing the Board, by 
unanimous vote, to direct CNR to exercise eminent domain (pursuant to 
Chaptprs 73 or 74, F.S.) to acquire quali^ing properties on either of the 
acquisition lists prepared by the Advisory Council and e^proved by the 
Board. Criteria for eminent domeiin include: (1) state must have made at 
least 2 bona fide offers and an inpasse reached; wTd (2) the land is of 
specied importance because: (a) it involves endangered or natural resources 
and it is in imminent danger of development; (b) it is of unique value and 
failure to acqvdre it will result in irreparable loss to the state; or (c) 
fedlure to acquire it will seriously iitpair the state's ability to manage 
other state-cwned lands. In addition, CNR is authorized, pursuant to this 
section, to exercise eminent domain directly or to contract with the FDOT or 
a water management district to provide the service vising their legedly 
approved methods. 

Chapter 89-331 fHB 1157) Emin^it Domain for Two CARL Proiects: 
- Authorizes CNR to acquire Mullet Creek Islands (Brevard County) and North 

K ^ largo Hammocks (Monroe County) CARL projects by eminent domain 
provisions in Che^jters 73 or 74, F.S., providing owner(s) have been offered 
comopensation according to 253.025, and providing that CNR files a petition 
to ecercise such power before September 1, 1993. The eminent domain 
authority for North Key Largo does Qot extend to any property owner within 
the CARL project who determines to withdraw his property frcm the project 
boundary before September 1, 1993. 

Chapter 89-116 fSB 472) Natural Resources 
- Amends chapter 259, subsections 253.023(1) and (2), subsection 369.307(5), 

and subsection 380.0666(13), F.S., to change the name of the Land 
Acquisition Selection Committee to the land Acquisition Advisory Council. 
Also extends the time until October 1, 1999, for the repeal of section 
259.035, F.S., which creates the Land Acquisiticai Advisory Council; and 
creates a new subsection 259.035(3) vddch authorizes members of the council 
to receive reimbursement by their respective agencies for per diem and 
travel expenses. 

- Repeals section 177.505, F.S., vddch provides for an advisory board of 
private, professional land surveyors within CNR. 

- Repeals the State Wilderness System Act (chê jter 258, part II, F.S.), vMch 
established a system of wilderness areas to be set aside as permanent 
preserves, forever off limits to inconpatible human activity. 

- Amends section 375.021, F.S., to delete language authorizing an Outdoor 
Recreation Advisory Committee, but adds language requiring the CNR to 
coordinate with the Departments of Agriculture, Transportation, and 
Commerce, and with the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and the 
water management districts in preparing the ccnprehensive, multipurpose, 
outdoor recreation plan. Also adds language speci^ing purpose of the plan. 

m 

Chapter 89-174 (SB 330) State larais: 

- Amends 253.034, 253.04, 253.111, 253.115, 260.015, 253.03(8), 193.085(3), 
375.031, 253.025(1), F.S. , regarding the sede and use of Trtistees lands. I t 
edso authorizes s t a te t o use appraisals obtained by the Federal Government, 
v*ien the s t a t e acgvdres land t o be sold, conveyed or transferred t o the 
Federal Government as par t of a jo in t s t a te and federal acquisition project 
[Note: This i s equivalent t o language in ch^Jter 89-276, Laws of Flcarida.]. 
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Chapter 89-175 (CS/CS/SB 481) Environmental Resources: 
- Creates part III of Chapter 380, the "Florida Communities Trust Act" within 

the DCA, establishing a nonregulatory agency to assist loced governments in 
implementing the conservation, recreation, open space and coastal elements 
of their catprehensive plans. More specifically, the Trust would assist in: 
(1) redevelopment projects; (2) resource enhancement projects; (3) public 
access projects; (4) urtjan waterfront restoration projects; and (5) site 
restoration. 

- Governing bo(^ of the "Trust" will consist of: (1) the Secretary of DCA; 
(2) Executive Director of the CNR; and (3) three public members appointed 
by the Governor consisting of an elected officied of a loced govemmait, 
a representative of a non-profit conservation organization and a 
representative of the development industry. 

- The agency will be funded throu^ the Florida Ccraraunit:ies Trust Fund. 
Source of funds will be: (1) revenue from the cperation, management, 
sale, lease, or other disposition of land, water areas, related resources 
and the facilities acquired or constructed under this section; (2) moneys 
accruing to any agency for the purposes listed in this part; (3) proceeds 
from the sede of environmental license plates (authorized in Section 
320.0805, F.S.; (4) proceeds from the sede of personalized prestige 
license plates (authorized in 320.0805, F,S.), and (5) other moneys the 
legislature authorizes. 

Chapter 89-342 (CS/HB 1479) Critical State Concern 
- Amends subsection 380.0552(4), F.S., to delay until July 15, 1990, vdien the 

D^artment of Ccramunity Affairs is to reccraraend to the Administration 
Ccmmission, under certeiin circumstances, the removal of the "Area of 
Critical State Concern" designatiion from the Florida Keys. 

Board of Trustees Activities; 1989 

In addition to the contract closings, option agreements and other CARL matters 
involving the Board that were discussed previously (pages 1-6 to I-ll & 1-35), 
the Board of Trustees of the Internal litprovement Trust Fund also participated 
in severed other activities that significantly affect the CARL program: 
- On January 24, J^ril 25, August 22, and November 21, 1989, the Board 

reviewed the current status of the Save Our Everglades program. On June 13, 
1989, they directed the Department to include the East Everglades CARL 
project vinder the Save Our Everglades umbrella of projects that the 
Department should acquire, v*iile on S^jtember 14, 1989, the Board ^proved a 
Memorandum of Understanding with the National Park Service to use up to $1.5 
million of CAECL funds to acquire lands in the Big Cypress Addition. The 
Federal Government subsequently agreed to ejqand the Everglades Nationed 
Park boundary to inclxjde the East Everglades CARL project, and they agreed 
to assist the State in other acquisitiions within the Everglades ecosystem. 

- On August 8, 1989, the Board accepted the D^artment's status rqport on the 
acquisition of CARL projects within the Wekiva River Protection Area. 
Included in this report were recommendations for ejqjediting the acquisition 
of CARL projects within the Protection Area. 

- On November 15, 1989, the Suwannee River Task Force sutmitted their report 
to the Governor as required by the Governor's Executive Order # 88-246. The 
Task Force recommended that state, regional, and loced government agencies 
establish joint participation in land acquisition programs and encourage the 
development of altemat:ive funding sources for land acquisitJ.on and 
management in the Suwannee basin. Furthermore, they recommended that 
existing funding sources of land acquisition need to be augmented to the 
greatest extent practicable. 
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On Deceniber 5, 1989, the Board e^proved the Department's ffematee Inpact 
Report, ̂ *dch included a reccramenda1:ion that the Department be authorized to 
acquire projects en the CARL list that are identified by the Division of 
Marine Resources as providing h i ^ or medium manatee resouroe protection. 
In 1988 the Governor established the Commission on the Future of Florida's 
Environment and directed it t o prepare a r^xart with reccramendations for 
legislative and executive initiatives to protect, restore, and manage 
Florida's environmental and nat:ural resources into the next centxjry . 
Althot*^ the final report is not due until February 1990, indications are 
that enhanced funding for the state's major land acquisition programs will 
be a major exophasis of the report. 
In 1989 the Governor urged Congress to establish the Archie Carr National 
Sea Turtle Refuge along 20.5 miles of Florida's Atlantic coast beach. The 
Congress approved legislation for this designation but failed tx> provide 
funding for the necessary land acquisitions. The Refuge includes two CARL 
project areas: Wabasso Beach (Indian River County) and Brevard Turtle Beach 
(Brevard County). 

General Activities of the Advisorv Council; 1989 

In addition to Advisory Council activities presented on pages 1-19 to 31 & 
1-36, the Advisory Council has edso been involved with several other CARL 
related activities. Three of the most inportant activities were: 
- CARL application form 18-lA was revised by Council staff so that the 

information received will correspond more closely with the Florida Statewide 
Land Acquisition Plan objectives and guidelines. These revisions, vAien 
approved, will also require applicants to sutmit the essentied information 
required for thorou^ evaluation of proposeds and for the eventual 
preparation of project designs. Once implemented, these revisions should 
increase substantially the efficiency and accuracy of the CAI?L evaluation 
and selection process. 

- On October 25, 1989, the Advisory Council held a public hearing at the 
Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building to discuss the Department of Natural 
Resources negotiations policies for CARL projects. The Department delegated 
to the Advisory Council the power to revise the Department's negotiations 
policies. The Advisory Council adopted the current policy, but they 
directed the Department to schedule another workshop in 1990 to determine if 
the acquisition criteria need to be further revised. 

- On August 4, 1989, the Advisory Council directed staff to prepare a project 
design for the Lcwer Apalachicola CARL project and tU3 revise the project 
design fear the Wabasso Beach CARL project. On December 1, 1989, they also 
directed staff to complete the project design for the Wekiva River Buffers 
CARL project. Several other project designs had previously been assigned by 
the Advisory Council or requested by members of the Cbuncil (Table 21). 

Table 21: Proiect Designs Assigned for 1990 _ 
Proiect Name County 

i^alachicola River & Bay, Ehase II Calhcun/FrankliiVGadsderv/ 
Gulf/Jackscn/Lil^erty 

Save Our Everglades (Golden Gate Estates) Collier 
i^alachicola Historic Working Waterfront Franklin 
lower i^alachicola Franklin 
Wabasso Beach Indian River 
Wacissa/Aucilla River Sinks JeffersoiVTaylor 
Yamato Scrub Palm Beach 
Wekiva River Buffers Seminole 
Peacock Slcu^ Suwannee 
Big Bend ^ Tavlor/Dixie 

40 



Department of Natural Resouroes Activities; 1989 

In addition to acquisition. Board, and Advisory Council activities described 
previously, the Department of Natural Resources (CNR) has also been involved 
with several other CARL related activities: 

- The CNR prepared legislative proposals to substantiedly increase the funding 
for the CARL program. The funding would be increased e^proximately 250% to 
300% of the current amount and would be derived from the following sources: 

- $ 76.7 million frcm the excise tax on documents (Section 201.15, F.S.): 
includes $46.4 million in projected revenues for CARL's 9.2% + a 
projected $30.3 million redistributed frcm the 6.0% credited to the State 
Infrastructure Trust Fund, for a toted of 15.2% of documentary stamp tax 
revenues. [NOTE: The projected doccaseantary stanp tax revenues were 
readjusted downward since CNR's initial budget request was made.] 

- $ 10.0 million from the severance tax on phosfiiate minerals (Section 
211.3103, F.S.). 

- $ 5.0 million from the increased sede of surplus state lands (Section 
253.034, F.S.). 

- $ 45.0 million from General Revenue [NOTE: No CARL funds are currently 
derived fitxm this source. ] 

- $ 0.5 million from interest earnings from the CARL Trust Fund (Section 
253.023, F.S.). 

- At the request of the Board, the D^artment provided staff st̂ jport for the 
Appraisal Review Committee, a seven member committee appointed by the Board. 
The committee held severed meetings in late 1988 and early 1989 to review 
the Division of State land's procedures for appraising lands. The 
Committee's recommendations were largely incorporated in the Department's 
legislative proposals for revisions to section 253.025, F.S. (see pages 1-37 
& 38). 

- The CNR continued to refine its procedures for evaluating, selecting and 
ranking CARL projects. The CNR CARL advisory committee (ccnposed of the 
Assistant Executive Director, the two Deputy Assistant Executive Directors, 
the Director of the Divisions of State Lands, and the Director of the 
Division of Recreation and Parks) met severed times to discuss CAI^ issues 
and to recommend CNR positions, policies and votes as a menber of the Land 
Acquisition Advisory Council. The CARL evaluation matrix (Addendum IV), the 
Florida Natural Areas Inventory evaluation matrix (Addendum V) and other 
pertinent information were used to guide the CNR advisory committee throu^ 
the CARL decision making processes. 

- The Bureau of land Aoguisition, Division of State Lands continued to develop 
and vpiate conputer databases for routinely tracking all steps in the 
evaluation, selection, mapping, appraisal, and acquisitican processes. The 
use of these databases should substantiedly increase the efficiency of the 
CAE?L program and the accuracy of the informatican disseminated. 

- The Division of Recreation and Parks develc^aed management donc^xts for three 
inportant river systems: Myakka, Icxahatchee, and Suwannee. Under the 
proposals, these three rivers would be managed as units of the State Park 
System. Budgetary requests to accomplish these goeds have been submitted to 
the Governor's Office. 
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OQNCLDSIOM 

The State of Florida has one of the most aggressive conservation and recareation 
land acquisition programs in the ISiited States of America. In the past twenty 
years Florida has spent over $1 billion to conserve over a million acres of 
lands for environmented, recreationed and related purposes. Florida has 
accCTpplished this admirable feat throu^ several programs, including the 
Environmentally Endangered lands. Outdoor Recreaticai, Save Our Coasts, Save Our 
Rivers, and Conservation and Recreation Lands (CARL) programs. The CARL 
program edcsne is responsible for the acquisition of nearly 190,000 acres at a 
ocast of nearly $295 million since 1980. The vivid success of the CARL program 
can be seen throu^icut Florida in such areas as North Key largo Hammocks, Cayo 
Costa Island, Lake AriDuckle, Crystal River, Guana River, Fort San Luis, and 
Escambia Bay Bluffs, to name only a few. 

The CARL program has evolved substantially since its inc^jtion in 1979. In 
general, it has grown much more ccnplex in order t o equitably consider and 
evaluate the numerous CARL explications and proposeds received annually. The 
necessity for further land acquisition, and especially acquisition on such a 
hi^xLy selective basis, confronts Florida's CARL program with two major 
problems. First is the matter of cost: virtually edl land in Florida today is 
ejq>aTsive, and the long-range cost trend will ccantinue to be v^ward. Moreover, 
the areas in vihich land acquisition is most urgently needed are often the more 
heavily peculated parts of the State - viiere the real estate market is more 
active, and vhere land prices are edreac^ at a premium. The second problem is 
that of conpetition for these choice lands. It is closely related to the first 
problem, as other land uses and land speculation generally increase property 
values. UcMever, the problem of conpetition for lands is even more critical 
than that of cost, because the results eure visually irrevocable - once a prime 
conservation area is developed for residential, industrial, or ccramercial uses, 
it is effectively lost forever as a possible conservation and recreation land. 

The increased funding that was authorized ty the 1987 Florida Legislature and 
the i RsuanoR of $35 million in CARL bonds ty the Board of Trustees of the 
Internal Inprovement Trust E\jnd in 1988 are clear indic:ations of their 
cxaimitment to the acquisition of ccanservaticn and recreation lands. These 
commitments, albeit admirable, will be iradequate, as the 1990 CARL list 
includes properties vhose cumulative tax vedue is nearly $350 millicMi. This 
amount could easily translate into three-quarters to $1 billion in real estate 
an the 1990 CNSL list. Another 29 projects qualify for inclusion on the CARL 
priority list but were excluded primarily because there are insufficient funds 
to feasibly acquire them in a timely manner. These 29 projects have a 
cumulative tax vedue of over $100 million, vMch could translate into $170-300 
million in real estate value. Additionally, the Save Our Coast (SOC) program 
funds are nearly e^diausted. Five SOC projects haye alreac^ been transferred to 
the CARL program; yet, 24 projects remain on the SOC priority list. Many of 
these projects are extremely expensive because of their coastal location. 
Thus, another $50-100 million in tax value or $100-300 million or more in real 
estate should be acquired but are not included on the CARL list largely because 
of limited funds. With an average projected income of $73.9 nallicai annually 
over the next ten years, some of v*dch will be used for land management and 
other expenses, the demands for CARL funds will far e x x e d the sv^ply, and many 
worthy CARL projects will be lost forever to other uses because of insufficient 
funds. 

The inprovements in the CARL program that were initiated ty the legislature, 
the Board, the Advisory Council, and the Department of Natural Resources are 
clear indications of the need to continually reevaluate the State's immediate 
concerns and procedures fear conserving its dwindling natural and cultured 
resouroes. The development pressures under vhich these resources are 
continually subjected are intensifying, as the population within the State of 
Florida continues to grew at an alarming rate of over 1,000 new residents each 
day. The CARL program, edone, can not ccnpete with these ever increasing 
pressures. Thus, the concerted efforts of state, federal and local 
governments, and of non-profit conservation organizaticans, such as The Nature 
conservancy and the Trust for Public lands, are required in order to acccnplish 
the goals and objectives of the CARL program. 
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'X MR 1 SEHINOLE SPRIN6S/HD0DS "^i4,B57 $16,671,000 $16,671,000 14,857,-^ 
" i ^2 NORTH KEY LflRBO HflUHOCK Honroe 1,679 $T4,16l70b0~ ̂  $30,832,000— 16,536 

m x 3 B.H.K. RANCH ^^ 
.\ SOE 4 FAKAHATCHEE STRANDIJJ 
V 5 SADDLE BLANKET LAKES SCRUB 

Lake/Orange 3,855 $4,884,000 $35,716,000 20,391 m x 3 B.H.K. RANCH ^^ 
.\ SOE 4 FAKAHATCHEE STRANDIJJ 
V 5 SADDLE BLANKET LAKES SCRUB 

Collier 27,307 $10,922,000 $46,636,000 47,696 
m x 3 B.H.K. RANCH ^^ 

.\ SOE 4 FAKAHATCHEE STRANDIJJ 
V 5 SADDLE BLANKET LAKES SCRUB Polk 870 $411,000 $47,049,000 46,568 
\ 6 HACCASASSA FLATS Gilchrist 44,846 $6,183,000 $53,232,000 93,414 

H ^7 ST. HARTINS RIVER Citrus 11,068 $5,270,000 $58,502,000 104,482 
' t B RAINBOH RIVER Harion 1,473 $2,918,000 $61,420,000 105,955 
' 9 CATFISH CREEK Polk 5,951 $1,327,000 $62,747,000 110,906 

i/iO COUPON BI6HT 
1 

Honroe 5B0 $1,085,000 $63,832,000 112,466 
1 A \ CURRY HAmOCK Honroe 390 $5,196,000 $69,028,000 112,876 
1 12 BLACKHATER RIVER ADDITION Santa Rosa 2,606 $1,677,000 $70,705,000 115,462 
1 13 HIGHLANDS HAHHDCK Highlands 5j571 $1,956,000 $72,663,000 121,053 

' ; ^14 APALACHICOLA RIVER,! BAY, PHASE I Franklin 556 $4,231,000 $76,894,000 121,609 
' H 15 SEBASTIAN CREEK 2 ) Brevard 4,213 $3,257,000 $80,151,000 125,622 

, ' 16 LEVY COUNTY FOREST/SANDHILLS 
/ / 1 7 TOPSAIL HILL .̂ . 

Levy 54,544 $16,524,000 $96,675,000 180,366 , ' 16 LEVY COUNTY FOREST/SANDHILLS 
/ / 1 7 TOPSAIL HILL .̂ . Halton 1,460 $17,450,000 $114,125,000 ' 181,626 
•/ IB HACISSA k AUCILLA RIVER SINKS [ ^ Jefferson 7,400 $399,000 $114,524,000 169,226 

19 LETCHHDRTH HOUNDS Jefferson 463 $379,000 $114,903,000 169,689 
1/20 HABASSO BEACH Indian River 153 $9,946,000 $124,849,000 189,642 

tSOE 21 SAVE OUR EVER6LADES Collier 75,566 $17,710,000 $142,559,000 265,406 
70X A l DIG BEND COAST TRACT Taylor/Dixie 11,676 $3,461,000 $146,020,000 277,064 

/^3 ST. JOSEPH BAY BUFFER Gulf 3,363 $6,318,000 $152,336,000 280,467 
** 24 HEATHER ISLAND Harion 9,958 $13,997,000 $166,335,000 290,425 
** p OSCAR SCHERER ADDITION 
1 ^26 EHERSON POINT 

Sarasota B92 $2,172,000 $168,507,000 291,317 ** p OSCAR SCHERER ADDITION 
1 ^26 EHERSON POINT Manatee 360 $2,844,000 $171,351,000 291,677 
t 27 HIAHI R0CKRID6E PINELANDS Dade 290 $5,616,000 $176,967,000 291,967 

+H 28 SPRUCE CREEK Volusia 1,718 $2,675,000 $179,642,000 293,665 
t 29 NORTH FORK ST. LUCIE St. Lucie 1,350 $6,006,000 $165,648,000 295,035 

$702 30 SOUTH SAVANNAS St. Lucie/Martin 2.243 $10,928,000 $196,576,000 297.276 
m 31 THREE LAKES/PRAIRIE LAKES Osceola 8,944 $5,071,000 $201,647,000 302,349 
H /32 ROOKERY BAY Collier 10,853 $13,756,000 $215,403,000 313,202 
+ ^33 COCKROACH BAY ^ 

m ^34 LONER APALACHICOLA . 
t 35 BOLDHEAD BRANCH ADDITION v < 

Hillsborough 730 $233,000 $215,636,000 313,932 + ^33 COCKROACH BAY ^ 
m ^34 LONER APALACHICOLA . 

t 35 BOLDHEAD BRANCH ADDITION v < 
Franklin 7,431 $1,902,000 $217,538,000 321,363 

+ ^33 COCKROACH BAY ^ 
m ^34 LONER APALACHICOLA . 

t 35 BOLDHEAD BRANCH ADDITION v < Clay 405 $607,000 $218,145,000 321,768 
HtNR 36 HEKIVA-OCALA CONNECTOR / 

37 UPPER BLACK CREEK ^ 
Lake J 12,070 $10,686,000 $226,633,000 333,838 HtNR 36 HEKIVA-OCALA CONNECTOR / 

37 UPPER BLACK CREEK ^ Clay 8,052 $12,235,000 $241,068,000 341,690 
m 38 ANDREHS TRACT Levy 1,200 $242,000 $241,310,000 343,090 

+ 3 9 LONER ECONLOCKHATCHEE v / Seeinole 15,168 $16,653,000 $257,963,000 356,256 
V i 9 6ARC0N POINT 

H70X V41 CHASSAHOHITZKA SNAHP 
+ \/42 GILLS TRACT 

Santa Rosa 2,560 $1,600,000 $259,763,000 360,816 V i 9 6ARC0N POINT 
H70X V41 CHASSAHOHITZKA SNAHP 

+ \/42 GILLS TRACT 
Hernando 6,700 $4,632,000 $264,395,000 367,516 

V i 9 6ARC0N POINT 
H70X V41 CHASSAHOHITZKA SNAHP 

+ \/42 GILLS TRACT Pasca 101 $2,644,000 $267,039,000 367,619 
SOE 43 EAST EVERGLADES Dade 71,920 $14,384,000 $261,428,000 439,536 
IN 44 SEABRANCH Q J Martin 910 $7,458,000 $286,861,000 440,449 

70X 45 SAN FELASCO HAHNOCK ADDITION Alachua 1,454 $2,646,000 $291,527,000 441,903 
* 46 DEERING ESTATE ADDITION Dade 27 $571,000 $292,098,000 441,930 
« /47-CRYSTAL RIVER ® Citrus 5,103 $4,686,000 $296,964,000 447,003 

v^B NORTH LAYTON HAHHOCK 
Ht70X ̂ 9 FORT GEORGE ISLAND ^ 

Monroe 
Duval 

94 
302 

$747,000 
$2,386,000 

$297,731,000 
$300,117,000 

447,127 
447,429 

m i v/50„CHARL0fTE_HARB0R7 Charlotte 5,356 $2,302,000 $302,419,000 452,765 
* ^ l NETSTONEySERKOVITZ Pasco 3,460 $3,228,000 $305,647,000 456,245 

70X 52 SILVER RIVER Marion 902 $13,294,000 $318,941,000 457,147 
H70Z ^ 5 3 CAYO COSTA ISLAND Lee 369 $5,641,000 $324,782,000 457,516 
70X 54 PAYNES PRAIRIE Alachua 6,232 $7,491,000 $332,273,000 463,748 

i + 5 5 CARAVELLE RANCH Putnae 6,037 $3,372,000 $335,645,000 469,765 
+ v/56 IHE BARNACLE ADDITION^) Dade 7 $3,463,000 $339,106,000 469,792 
t 57 TROPICAL HANHDCKS OF THE REDLANDS Dade 215 $4,433,000 $343,541,000 470,007 

; SDE SB ROTENBERGER/SEHINDLE INDIAN LAND Pall Bch/BroHard 20,005 $4,441,000 $347,982,000 490,012 
59 GADSDEN COUNTY BLADES Gadsden 1,B00 $456,000 $346,438,000 491,612 

H+ 60 GDLDY AND BELLENEAD t / Volusia 716 $445,000 $346,883,000 492,528 

' ^ ' ^ 
SOE - Everglades negotiation exenptjon. 

WR - Hekiva River Projects. 
m - Project is at least 70X acquired. 

II - Manatee protection area. 
X - Partial fund expended or conmtted f r o i other sources (federal, local, HMD, e tc ) 
+ - Bargain sale, at least 507. of estmated costs (or acreage! coaisitted by resolution or written agreeeent froe 

other sources. 
++ - Bargain sale anticipated, resolution or Nritten agreement pending. 
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Figure 9 

PROJECTS ON THE 1990 PRIORITY LIST 
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1990 CCMSER\^ATICN AND RECREATICN LANDS fCARL) FKTQRTTy T.TST 

1. Seminole Springs/Vfoods (lake County) 49 
2. Ncsrth Key Largo Hananock (Monroe Ccxjnty) 55 
3 . B.M.K. Ranch (lake/Qrange Counties) 61 
4 . F^akahatchee Strand (Col l ie r County) 65 
5. Saddle Blanket Scrub (Polk County) 71 
6. Waccasassa P l a t s (Gi lchr i s t County) 77 
7. S t . Martins River (Ci tn is County) 81 
8. Rainbow River (Jferion County) 85 
9. Catf ish Creek (Polk County) c 2 ^ 

10. Coi^xan B i i ^ t (Manroe-'County) (95> 
11. Curry Hammock (Monroe County) 103 
12. Blackwater River Addition (Santa Rosa County) 107 
13. Hi^ilands Hammock (Hi^ilands County) Ill 
14. ^jalachicola River & Bay, Phase I (Franklin County) 115 
15. Sebastian Creek (Breveird/Indian River Counties) 125 
16. Levy County Forest/Sandhills (Levy County) 129 
17. Topsail Hill (Wilton County) 133 
18. Wacissa & Aucilla River Sinks (JeffersoiVTaylor Counties) 137 
19. Letxhworth Mounds (Jefferson County) 143 
20. Wabasso Beach (Indian River County) 147 
21. Save Our Everglades (Collier County) 151 
22. Big Bend Coast Tract (Taylor/Dixie Counties) 159 
23. St. Joseph Bay Buffer (Gulf County) 167 
24. Heather Island (Marion County) 173 
25. Oscar Scherer Addition (Sarasota County) 179 
26. Emerson Point (Manatee County) 183 
27. Miami Rockridge Pinelands (Dade County) 187 
28. Sprvice Creek (Volusia County) 193 
29. North Fork St. Lucie River (St. Lucie County) 197 
30. South Savannas (St. Lucie/Martin Counties) 201 
31. Three Lakes/Prairie Lakes (Osceola County) 207 
32. Rookery Bay (Collier County) 213 
33. Cockroach Bay (Hillsborou^ County) 219 
34. Lcwer ̂ jalactiicola (Franklin County) CJ252v 
35. Gold Head Branch Addition (Clay County) 231 
36. Wekiva-Ocala Connector (Lake/Volusia Counties) 235 
37. l̂ :per Black Creek (Clay County) 241 
38. Andrews Tract (Levy County) 245 
39. Lower Eccailocikhatchee (Seminole County) 249 
40. Garcc3n Point (Santa Rosa County) 253 
41. Chassahowitzka Swanp (Hernando County) 257 
42. Gills Tract (Pasco County) 263 
43. East Everglades (Dade County) 267 
44. Seabranch (Ifartin County) 273 
45. San Felasco Hammock Addition (Alachua County) 277 
46. Deering Estate Addition (Dade County) 281 
47. Crystal River (Citrus County) 285 
48. North iaytxn Hammock (Monroe County) 291 
49. Fort George Island (Duval County) 295 
50. Charlotte Harbor (Charlotte/Lee Counties) 301 
51. Wetstcne/Berkovitz (Pasco County) 307 
^52. Silver River (Marion County) 311 
53. Cayo Costa Island (Lee County) 315 
54. Paynes Prairie (Alachua County) 321 
55. Caravelle Ranch (Putnam County) 325 
56. Ihe Barnacle Addition (Dade County) 329 
57. Tropiceil Hammocdcs of the Redlands (Dade County) 333 
58. Rotenberger/Seminole Indian lands (Palm Beach/Broward Counties)... 341 
59. Gadsden County Glades (Gadsden County) 345 
60. Gol(fy/Bellemead (Voliisia County) 349 
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PROJECT SUMMARIES 

Ihe following project analyses summarize the information that is detailed more 
fully in the assessments and project designs for those projects vMch were 
recanmended by the land Acquisition Advisory Council for the 1989 Conservatd.on 
and Recreation lands (CARL) Priority List. Each project summary contedns: 
project name, county, acreage, tax assessed veiltae, and mi^. Ihe summaries also 
list or briefly describe each project's: (1) proposed public purpose for 
acquisition, (2) proposed management agaxy, (3) proposed use, (4) general 
locatd.on, (5) description of resources, (6) ownership, (7) vulnerability and 
endangerment, (8) acquisition planning, (9) estimated costs, (10) local and 
general si^jport, and (11) a summary of proposed management practJ.ces. 
Additionally, some project summaries include categories entitled "Eminent 
Domain" and "Other" for projects vdiich have legislative authority for 
conderanatiion and for those with significant additioned informatiai, 
respectively. Ihe following represents a brief explanatican of each of the 
cat:egories contained in the project aneilyses: 

Acreaae - is the number of acres remeiining in the project area vAiich have been 
boundary mapped but are not yet purchased or under option to be purchased. 

Tax Assessed Valije - reflects the county's tax assessed value of the acreage 
not yet purchased or vinder option to be purchased. Most veilues are the 
most recent tax assessed values. Values for larger acreage tracts and 
those with numerous owners and recorded and xmrecorded subdivisions are 
sanetimes estimates. Ihese estimates of tax valvies are based on 
information from county property e^jpraisers and from average per acre and 
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 within the project 
boundary vMch is State owned, and property within the boundary vMch is 

. \jnder option for State acquisition. Property within, adjacent, or near 
the project area which is owned by another public agency or non-profit 
organization is eilso shewn. 

Reccanmtended Public Purpose - explains vAiich of the two major CKRL acquisition 
categories (see Introduction, page 1-3) are applicable and the primary 
reason for acguisition. 

Manager - lists the lead and cooperating Sliate or Icxal agencies designat:ed to 
manage the tract if acquired. 

Proposed Use - lists the designation under vAiich the project will be managed. 
CARL projects may be managed as: State Parks, State Preserves, State 
Reserves, State Aquatic Preserves, State Botaniceil or Geological Sites, 
State RecreatJ.on Areas, State Archaeological or Historical Sit:es, Wildlife 
Maragement Areas, Wildlife Refuges, and State Forests. Under certain 
circumstances, they may edso be managed as a County or City Nature Park, 
Environmental Education Center, etc. 

Location - lists the county and general geographic region in v*iich the project 
is situated, the distance frcm the nearest metrc^xDlitan area, the 
appropriate Florida Senate and Ifouse districts, and Water Management 
Districts and Regioneil Planning Council jurisdictions. 

Resource Description - contedns a iarief s j fxspsis of the significant resources 
on the tract, including natural communities, endangered species, 
archaeological or historiced sites, game and nongame species, hydrological 
systems, recreat:ioned and tiniber management pcstential, etc. 

Ownership - lists the number of acres acquired by the State and other public 
and nonprofit orgardzations, and the nunber of remaining cwners. 

Vulnerability and Endangerment - describe the susceptibility of the project to 
natural and man-made disturbances and the imminence or threat of such 
degradation. 
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Acquisition Planning - since the 1984-85 CARL evalxiation cycle, the Land 
Acquisition Advisory Council and its staff have engaged in preliminary 
project level planning for each project voted to be assessed, and more 
intensive-ccnprdiensive planning for those voted t o project design (See 
pages 1-12 to 1-17). 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 throu^ this planning process, the results are summarized 
under this heading. 

Estimated Costs - reiterates tax assessed value and includes, vdien aveiilable 
and relevant, tax assessed value v*ien agricultural and greeribelt 
exenoptions are considered. Past and anticipated management and 
developnent costs and requested management funds are also provided v*ien 
available. 

Local Support and General Endorsements - is a tabulation of si^port letters 
and resolutions received by the Evaluation Section of the Division of 
State Lands for each project. A few projects that were originally en the 
EnviroTinentally Endangered Lands (EEL) priority list have been included on 
the CARL priority list. Letters of support which mi^t exist in the EEL 
files were rwt counted and included in this tabulation. 

Eminent Doanain - if the Legislature has authorized acquisition of the project 
by eminent domain, it will be stated under this section. 

Other - is a section to inform the reader of useful facts about the project 
area \fdiich are not suitably included under any of the preceding sections. 

Management Summary - is a brief, preliminary ei5)lanation of proposed uses and 
management practices for the project if acquired. 
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#1 Seminole SprinJgjWoods Lake 

RECXIo!MENDED PUBLIC PORK>SE 

Acm:AGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

14,857 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$16,671,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition as "Enviromnentally Errlangered I.aOOs (EEL) 
or other I.aOOs, 11 as defined urrler Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Ccxie. Because of the uniqueness arrl sensitivity of the 
spri.n;1s arrl ravines, however, it is recarmnerrled that the project be 
purchased under the EEL catego:ry. Public acquisition would protect ten 
ma.j or ecosystens arrl would help a:>nsolidate a crucial wildlife corridor in 
the Wekiva River Basin. 

MlOO\GER 
'lbe Division of Forest:ry of the Department of Agriculture arrl Col'lSlliOOr 
Services with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
State, the Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources, arrl the Gaioo arrl Fresh Water Fish canmission cooperati.n;1. '!he 
western portion of the tract, ext:errlin;J east at least to Messant Spri.n;1 arrl 
Live oak lialmoock, ma.y be managed by the Division of Recreation arrl Parks at 
some future date. '!he Division of Forest:ry, the Division of Historical 
Resources, arrl the Gaioo arrl Fresh Water Fish camni.ssion will cooperate. 

PR:>rosED USE 
State ForestjResel:ve. Portions of the western part of the tract ma.y be 
developed as a state Park in the future. 

IDC:l\TION 
In Lake Colmty, central Florida, approximately 17 miles southwest of Dei.arrl, 
11 miles west of Sanford, 26 miles northwest of Orlarrlo arrl 22 miles east of 
Leesburg. '!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 11 arrl House 
District 46. It is also within the jurisdictions of the East Central 
Florida Regional Planni.n;1 Council arrl the st. Jahns River Water Management 
District. 

REOOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!his project has diverse types of natural ccmmmities incl\.ldinJ floodplain 
swamp, mesic flatwoods, uplarrl mixed forest, hydric hamrocx:k, sarx:lhill, scrub 
arrl spri.n;1-fed streans. '!he floodplain swamp is the m:>St extensive natural 
camrnunity on the property. Natural areas within the project are generally 
in gcx:xi corrlition, however, nxieral areas, includ.in;J fields arrl pasture, 
orarge groves, arrl planted pines, exist arrl should be reforested. '!he gcx:xi 
ecological health arrl great diversity of natural communities provides an 
envirornnent that supports a sizeable wildlife popllation. '!he region is 
likely to harbor many species of rare anima.ls. '!here are reported to be 
from 50 - 75 sprinJs of various sizes on the property. '!he largest being 
Seminole SprinJg, a secom magnitude sprinJs which produces a flow of over 
30 million gallons of water per day. A m.nnber of creeks also originate 
within or flow across the property. '!he sprin:J runs arrl blackwater creeks 
are tributaries to the st. JahnsjWekiva Rivers. 

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

'!he size arrl diversity of this project make it ideal for a variety of low to 
nroerate intensity recreational activities. SUch activities might include 
hikin:J, canoein:J, canpin:J, backpaclciiq, horseback ridi.n;1 arrl possibly 
hunti.n;1. 
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CONTIGUOUS C A.R L. PROJECTS in RELATIONSHIP to 
the WEKIVA and ST. JOHNS RIVERS 

ORANGE I SEMINOLE/ LAKE/VOLUSIA COUNTIES 
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#1 SEMINOlE WX>OO/SmiNGS 

OWNERSHIP 
strawn, the major larrlowner, sold an option on his property to an Orlarrlo 
developer, Roche, who has irrl.ica:ted a will~ to negotiate with the 
state. M. L. carter Realty Trust (R:>itras), 4,477 acres, arrl Wekiva Park 
Estates (Brumlick) , 1, 100 acres, are the two other larger, ilnportant 
ownerships. 'Ihe carter tract is ~er negotiation. 'Ihe Brumlick ownership 
is ~er federal investigation through the Racketeeri.rq Influenced Corrupt 
Ol::ganizations (RICD) act. 

vtn:mmABILI'l'Y AND ~ 
Urrler past_ ownership arrl use, m:::st of this tract has been adequately 
protected fran degradation. However, the biological, geological arrl 
hydrological resources of the property are highly susceptible to damage by 
developnent arrl this area of the state is develq>i.rq at a rapid rate. 

'Ibis property has been sold within the past year to an Orlan::lo developer, 
consequently, the tract is~ severe develc:ptVa11t pressure. Additionally, 
limited tiinber harvesti.rq has ocx::urred recently on sane portions of the 
project. 

l!.g?UISITION PIANNrm 
On November 21, 1986, the I..arrl Acquisition Advisory COUncil approved the 
project design for Seminole Spri.rqs. 'Ihe project design no:lified the 
resource plann:in} boun::1ary by excluding many of the improved residential 
tracts, squari.rq balrxlaries, ~ existi.rq corridors arrl increasi.rq the 
protection of the floodplain. Reccmrnen::Ied additions included approximately 
850 acres; recx:mnerrled deletions totaled approximately 495 acres. 

On November 15, 1988, the I..arrl Acquisition Advisory COUncil revised the 
project design balrxlaries to i..rx:lude an additional 5,657 acres, consisti.rq 
of two major ownerships, M.L. carter Realty Trust (4,477 acres), Brumlick 
( 1, 100 acres) , arrl two minor owners of 40 acre tracts - Ariegene M. carter 
arrl Henry Tanner. 

Acquisition Rlasirg was amerrled as follows: 
Fhase 1. Seminole Spri.rqs (strawn Tract) , M. L. carter, arrl Brumlick 

parcels. 
Fhase 2. connecti.rq corridors between Seminole Spri.rqs arrl BMK Ranch. 
Fhase 3. Other ownerships. 

FS1'IMM'ED CDS'!' 
Tax assessed value, approximately $16,617 ,ooo, for project area is based on 
value per acre for major ownership, strawn. · 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up cost for the Division of Forestry: 
Salaries OPS ExPenses OCD 
$ 20,906 -o- $ 8,053 $ 80,719 

IDeAL SUProRl' AND GENERAL ENOORSEMERI'S 

Total 
$109,678 

Re.sol'UtiOI'lS. • . • • . . . . . . • . • • • • . . ... . . . . . • . • • . • . . • • . • . • . . . . . • . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 5 
Letters of general support •.................•.•......•....... . .... .. .. 2372 
Letters of support fran local, state arxl federal p.lblic officials..... 14 
Letters of support fran local arxl areawide conservation organizations. 13 

OTHER 
A map on the p~ page illustrates the juxtaposition of Hontoon Islarrl 
state Park, Blue Spri.rqs state Park, I1::Mer Wekiva River state Reserve, Rock 
Spri.rqs Run state Reserve, Wekiva Spri.rqs state Park, BMK Ranc::h, Seminole 
Spri.rqs, arxl st. Jchns River. 

'Ibis project is within the area designated in the Governor's Wekiva River 
Initiative. 'Ihe Wekiva River Task Force :reccmnerrlations resulted in 1988 
legislation instructin;J the negotiations of all CARL projects in the Wekiva 
River area. Seminole Spri.rqs is one such project. 
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#1 SEMINOlE SPRINGSfiKX)OO 

MAm\GEMENr StlMMl\RY 
'!his tract has sufficient size am habitat diversity to support a variety of 
Imlltiple-use activities. It is acx::essible fran state Roads 44, 46, am 46A, 
am has an existin;J road system that would facilitate public acx::ess. 

'!he Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture ani consumer 
Services is recc:::at1lle'Xed as the lead manager for the majority of the tract. 
Cooperatin;J managers should be the Division of Recreation am Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources, the Gaire ani Fresh Water Fish Commission, 
am 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 am meet identified regional 
recreation needs. 

'!he Seminole Sprin;Js property should be managed urrler mu1 tiple-use concepts 
with special care taken to insure that any fragile or sensitive ecosystems 
are protected. COnsideration should be given to a variety of c:ampatible 
uses, includirg selective timber management, wildlife habitat ilrprovement, 
recreational activities am enviromnental education. Management emphasis 
should be placed on restoration of altered sites, am recreational 
activities should stress protection am enjoyment of natural features, 
especially the wriqueness am sensitivity of the springs am ravines. 
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#2 North Key largo 
Hanuoocks 

Monroe 

RECXJt!MENDED POBLIC PORlOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet PUrdlased 

or urrler option) 

1,679 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$14,161,000 

~ifies for state acquisition urrler the "Envirornrentally Errlanc]ered I.arrls 
(EEL) " category as defined by Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida .Administrative 
Code. Public acquisition is essential for the protection of the best 
remai.ni.n;J examples of tropical rocklam hainroc>ck in the United states am for 
the emangered plant ani animal species it hartx::>rs. Acquisition will also 
help preserve the unique offshore coral reef. 

~ 

'!he Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Depart:Jnent of Natural Resources. 

POOrosED USE 
Portions to be used as buffer for ani as an addition to John Pennekarrg;:> Coral 
Reef State Park. Other portions to be managed as a state Botanical site or 
State Preserve. 

I.OCM'ION 
In Monroe County, islam of Key largo, fran the juncture of u.s. 1 am 
County Road 905 north awroximately six miles. F.astenl bourx1ary is Atlantic 
Ocean, western bourrlary is County Road 905. Also includes Palo Alto Key am 
several smaller privately owned keys just south of the Monroe County line. 
'!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 ani House District 
120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional 
Pl~ Council ani the South Florida Water Management Districts. 

RESOURCE ~ON 
Natural cc.mmunities include tidal mangrove swamp, coastal rock barren, am 
rocklam hainroc>ck. '!he majority of this property is hainroc>ck or uplam. 

North Key largo Hanuoocks is the best ~le of tropical rocklani hainroc>ck 
that remains in the United states. '!his rapidly disappearing natural 
conununity type supports numerous plant arxi animal species that have very 
limited distributions am are considered rare am emangered. '!he project 
also has over ten miles of shoreline that directly influence the adjacent 
waters of John Pennek.an'p Coral Reef state Park. '!he preservation of the 
project area in its natural corxlition will significantly aid in the 
maintenance of high water quality that is necessary to support the livirq 
reefs of the state Park. 

amERSRIP 
Approximately 1,592 acres have been acquired, or are urrler option including 
the 44 Mahogany Hanmx::k p.n:chase arxi a 6 acre Mahogany Harnrocx::k donation. 
'!here are nore than 100 owners remai.ni.rg.- Port Bougainville, in the 
southem portion of the project area, is the laigest single purchase to 
date. '!he Knight, Bayside Properties, Ltd. (Gong), Chastain, ani 'IhCIIlpSOn 
tracts were other significant pll'Chases. Approximately one-half of the 
urrleveloped lots (Knap ovmership) in the Ocean Reef Shores (Valois) 
subdivision, in the southern part of the project area, are under contract. 

VtJimmABILITY AND ~ 
'!he relatively small area ani coastal location of this project make it 
unusually susceptible to fire, wirxl damage, ani stonn 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 11'D.llti-family housing, ani a portion of 
the project area itself is slated for a planned unit developiOOilt. Other 
portions have been identified as "developnent nodes" in the North Key largo 
Habitat Protection Plan (HCP). I::Ulrpirq of garbage ani poaching of native 
species have been damaging to this biological cc.mmunity. 
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#2 NORIH KEY l"AR30 HAMM:.X::KS 

1\Q;,)UISITION PIANNnG 
On March 21, 1986 the L:m:1 Acquisition Adviso:ry Council approved the project 
design for North Key I.argo Hal'luooc:ks Addition arrl also voted to combine the 
exist~ North Key I.argo HamnYJcks project with the North Key I.argo Hanurocks 
Addition. 

Acquisition Ibasing 
'!he follow~ recanu.nenJations on acquisition Ifuls~ were approved by the 
L:m:1 Acquisition Adviso:ry COUncil as part of the project design for North 
Key !argo H.an'm¥:x::ks Addition. 

Blase I. All parcels in previous project area before project 
design additions ( ilx::l~ Gorq, Driscoll, Key I.al:go 
Foumation arrl ~ino) • 

Blase II. All contiguous tracts ext:e.rrli.rq frcm the southen1 
bourrla:ry of the current North Key !argo Hanuncx::ks CARL 
project (Dilworth ownership) southward to the Gulf Stream 
Shores outparcel. It is recarnmerrled that acquisition staff 
pursue contiguous ownerships in a north-south direction, 
such that the northern IIDst of these parcels (Knight tract) 
is a~ first, arrl the southern IIDst (adjacent to Gulf 
stream Shores) is a~ last. 

'!he Florida Natural Areas Invento:ry also reco:mmerrls that 
special attention be given to acquisition of mature rocklarrl 
hanm::x:ks in the foll~ groups of parcels, ranked in order 
of their E!CX)lcgical value. 

a) Parcels #47 thralgh 52 (#49 arrl #52 urrler option) 
b) Parcels #54 through 56 (#54 urrler option) 
c) Parcels #60 arrl #61 
d) Parcels #19 through 46 (#19 ~' #44 & #45 urrler 

cption) 

Blase III. Islan:is at the northern en:l of Key I.argo, with Palo 
Alto Key be~ the largest arrl E!CX)lcgically IOC>St valuable. 

Blase IV. SUl:xrerged tracts. (Webster tract un:ier option) 

Blase v. Port Bougainville/Garden cave. (area~) 

FSl'lMM'ED a::>sT 
Remaining estimated tax assessed value is approximately $14,161,000. 

Management fun:1s l::u:igeted by the Division of Recreation arrl Parks for ·Fiscal 
Year 1989-90: 
Salaries 

$ 67,809 
Expenses 
$ 10,000 

ocn 
-o-

Total 
$ 77,809 

Managemant fun:1s requested by the Division of Recreation arrl Parks for 
Fiscal Year 1990-91: 

Salaries 
$ 71,199 

Expenses 
$ 10,500 

ocn 
-o-

Total 
$ 81,699 

Resoll.lt.ioilS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 
Letters of general support .•.•...••..........• . • ... .•....•.....••..•.. 759 
Letters of support frcm local, state ard federal p.lblic officials..... 7 
Letters of support fran local ard areawide conserro.tion organizations. 53 

Ol'HER 
'!his project is within a Chapter 380 area of critical state Concern. It is 
also adjacent to a waterl:xxly classified un:ier the Special Waters C'atego:ry of 
OUt.st:arrlin:J Florida Waters. 
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#2 NORIH KEY I..ARGO lWM)CKS 

~ StJMl.mRY 
'lhe prqposed project contains nost of the un::li.sturbe:i natural shore arrl 
harnm:x::k on North Key Iargo. Not only will the acquisition presave the 
unusual natural resources arrl rnnnerous ermrqered species of plants arrl 
animals, it will also enhance the protection of the marine envirornnent of 
John Pennekamp Coral Reef state Park fran potential pollution by uplarrls 
developnent. '!he disturl:)ed area is relatively small in cc:nrparison to the 
entire project. 'Ihese areas could be rehabilitated arrl returned to a 
natural system or used. for recreational facilities. 

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

'!he proposed tract of property Vo'OUl.d 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 larrls already purchased and designated to 
be managed as a State Botanical Site. Portions of the remainder of the 
unpurchased larrls should therefore be managed by the Division of Recreation 
arrl 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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#3 B.M.K. RAlDI 
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P.RaJECI' 
NAME 

#3 B.M.K. Ranch lake 
Oran:Je 

RECX::I!MENDEI) PUBLIC PORllOSE 

Ac:m:AGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or under option) 

3,855 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 4,884,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition under the "Environmentally Endangered I..an:ls 
(EEL) " category, as defined under Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Code. Public acquisition of this project would help create a 
wildlife corridor in the Wekiva River Basin, preserve habitat for ~ered 
arrl threatened species, aid in management of existing state owned larrls, arrl 
in the preservation of the water quality of a major river system. 

M100\GER 
'Ihe Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Departlrent of Natural Resources, 
with the Division of Historical Resources, the Game arrl Fresh Water Fi sh 
Conun.ission, the Division of Forestry, arrl the st. Johns River Water 
Management District as cooperating managers. 

PR:>rosED USE 
Addition to Roc:k Springs Run State Resel:ve. 

IDeATION 
In lake arrl Oran:Je counties in ceritral Florida, near Orlarrlo. This project 
lies within Florida's Senate District 11 arrl House District 46. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the East Central Florida Reg'ional Plannin:J 
Council arrl the st. Johns River Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'Ihis project contains a variety of uplarrl arrl wetlarrl natural cammuni.ties, 
includirq hydric harnnY::x:k, pine flatwoods , sarrlhill , depression marsh, arrl 
scrub. 'Ihese wetlarrl arrl uplarrl camumity associations provide natural 
habitat for such rare arrl threatened species as the Florida black bear, 
Florida scrub jay, Shennan's fox squirrel, Florida scrub lizard arrl gopher 
tortoise. 'Ihroughout the year, Florida sarrlhill cranes arrl woodstorks 
utilize the marshes arrl grassy poms on this tract. 'Ihe floodplain swamps 
arrl hydric h.arm'ocx::ks alon;J the Wekiva River provide wetlarrl habitat for such 
species of birds as the white ibis, little blue heron, great egret, 
tricolored heron, arrl li.npkin. 'n1ese camumities are relatively undistw::becl 
arrl in very good ecological health. '!he project also includes excellent 
aquatic resources includirq river frontage on Roc:k Springs Run (1.5 miles) 
arrl the Wekiva River (0. 75 miles) . 'Ihe maintenance of the project area in a 
natural corx:lition will preserve the remainin;J watershed of Rock Sprin;Js Run, 
arrl help maintain the high water quality of both of these streams. 

'Ihis project provides excellent recreational opportunities in a rapidly 
growi.n'J metropolitan region. Recreational acti vities might include 
canoein;J, swi.Iranin;J, campin;J, fi.shin;J , hiJcinJ, horseback ridin;J and possibly 
huntin;J. 

OWNERSHIP 
'Ihere are approximately 50 owners. B.M.K. Ranch, the largest ownership, and 
the M.K. Citrus tract c:cmbined acreage of 3,335+, are both under contract. 

VUI..NERABILITY AND ~ 
'!he aburrlant water resources are susceptible to degradation by develop.nent 
near aquatic systems. Uplarrl develcptent would have a detrimental effect on 
many wildlife species. Timber renova1. is another possible threat. 

Developnent pressures are very high near the urban center of Orlarrlo, 
especially in such desirable locations as those provided by the B.M. K. 
Ranch. A portion of this project is within the Wekiva Falls Developnent of 
Reg'ional Inpact (Im). 
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#3 B.M.K. RANCli 

1\CXlUISITION PIANNnG 
'lhe I.ani Acquisition Advisory Council approved the B.M. K. Ranch project 
design on March 21, 1986. 'lhe resource planni!Y;J bc:lunjaryjproject design 
process expanied ani refined the original proposal by including additional 
floodplain wetlanis ani oontiguous, unieveloped uplanis. Ilnproved parcels, 
exclusion of which would create no significant :i.nholdings, and an unreco:rded 
subdivision were deleted. 

on November 15, 1988, the I.ani Acquisition Advisory Council revised the 
project desi gn bourrlaries to include an additional 1,483+ acres oonsisting 
primarily of the STS I.ani Asscx::iates, Ltd (Hollywood Mall, Inc. ) c::MnerShip. 
Two other minor CMnerS were added. Approximately 138 publicly owned acres, 
were excluded in the estimate of project acreage. 

Acqgisition Phasing 
Fhase I. large un:i.Irproved parcels oontiguous to existing state 

owned lani. 
Fhase II. other inproved parcels. 
Fhase III. Inproved parcels. 

ESTIMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $4,884, 000. 

:Management furrls requested by the Division of State Lanis 
1990-91: 
Salaries 
$ 41,138 

arHER 

Expenses 
$ 5 , 974 

OCX) 

$ 58,522 

for Fiscal Year 

Total 
$105,634 

Acquisition of B.M.K. Ranch would ca:rplement other existing and proposed 
EEl/CARL lanis in the vicinity. 'Ihe map on page g_, illustrates the 
juxta:p:::>Sition of Hontoon Islam state Park, Blue Springs State Park, I.awer 
Wekiva River State Reserve, Rock Springs Run state Reserve, Wekiva Springs 
State Park, ani the B.M.K. Ranch, Seminole Springs, ani st. Johns River CARL 
projects. 

'Ihis project is within the area designated in the Governor's Wekiva River 
Initiative. 'Ihe Wekiva River Task Force recanunen:1ations resulted in 1988 
legislation instructing the negotiations of all CARL projects in the Wekiva 
River area. B.M.K. is one such project. 

MANl\GEMENT SUMMARY 
Acquisition of the B.M.K. Ranch would enhance the protection of the Wekiva 
River (an outstarxi.\n;J Florida Water) ani provide habitat for the 
perpetuation of threatened or en::1an3'ered. species. 'Ihe Conceptual :Management 
Plan recamnerrls that management responsibility for this property be assigned 
to the Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources as part of the Rock Springs Run State Reserve. 'Ihe Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of state, Game ani Fresh Water Fish 
Commission, the Di visi on of Forestry of the Depart:m:mt of Agriculture ani 
Col1S\.IIOOr Sel:Vices, ani St. Johns River Water :Management District will also 
have cooperative management roles. 

Public use of this property is anticipated ani will be encouraged to the 
extent that it does not oonflict with the maintenance of natural ani 
cultural values which are of primary influence in the acquisiti on of this 
property. Specific uses of the property could include fishing, hunting, 
canoeing, camping (primitive), horseback riding, hiking, and nature study. 
Acquisi tion is expected to have l i ttle inpact upon the traditional 
camrnercial uses of the adjacent waters of the Wekiva River, which 
specifically include canoeing ani recreational fishing. 
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#4 Fakahatchee Strarrl Collier 

RECD!MENDED POBLIC PURiam 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or urrler option) 

27,307 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$10,922,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition as "Environmentally Errlangered. I..ards (EEL)" 
catego:ry as defined in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. 
J?ublic acquisition 'WO..lld preserve the unique ani irreplaceable biological 
resources of the Strarrl which could be of critical importance to the supply 
of fresh water for danestic use in saith Florida ani for its natural · 
syst:ens. Acquisition will also provide additional habitat for ~ered 
species. 

MMmGER 
'lhe Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Depar't:Jrent of Natural Resources. 

ProlUSED USE 
Addition to the Fakahatchee Strarrl State Preserve. 

IDeATION 
In Collier County, southeast Florida, approxilnately 25 miles east of Naples, 
stretc.hirq from State Road 84 (Alligator Alley) south to U.S. 41 (Tarniami 
Trail). Big Cypress National Preserve ani the CARL Save OUr Everglades 
project fonn the eastern ani western boun::1aries. '!his project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 38 ani House District 75 . It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the sa.tthwest Florida Regional Planni.rq Council ani the 
South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
Fakahatchee Strarrl is probably the best example of strarrl swamp fourx:l in the 
United states. Strarrl swarnp is a shallow, forested depression that 
accumulates starrlir:g water; it is usually linear to oblong in shape, ani is 
characteristically daninat.ed by cypress trees. 'lhe unique physical 
character of the Fakahatdlee Strarrl creates a habitat that supports profuse 
populations of rare plant species, many of which are fourrl nowhere else in 
this count:ry. 'lhe Strarrl harbors the largest concentration and the greatest 
diversity of native orchids in North America. 'lhe area also supports 
several rare ani e.njarqered animal species, ani is the core of the current 
range of the Florida panther. 'lhe Fakahatchee Strarrl is linked. 
hydrologically to the Everglades system ani is particularly important to the 
estuarine ecosystem of the Ten 'lhousarxi Islarrls area. 

'lhe Fakahatchee Strarrl has several archaeological sites ani has excellent 
potential for future archaeological investigations. 

'Ibis project can su;wort a variety of recreational activities that are 
compatible with the prilnary acquisition objective of resource protection. 

amERSHIP 
Approxilnately 34,727 acres, rDil managed. as the Fakahatchee State Preserve, 
were p.rrchased urx1er the EEL program; approxilnately 12,340 acres have been 
acquired or are urrler qrt:.i.on urx:ler CARL. Best est.ilnate of the number of 
remai.ni.n] owners is approxilnately 8,800. 

VUINERABILI'l'Y AND ~ 
Ve:ry vulnerable to cl'lanJes in water levels ani inappropriate public use. 

Problems of pieceneal p.lblic ownership create e.n:Iarqerment from current 
unmanaged. uses within the Strarrl. 
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#4 FAKAHAT<liEE STRAND 

.N:X)UISITION PIANNnG 
Although no fonnal project design has been initiated for the Fakahatchee 
strarx:l project, priority areas have been identified. 'lhe acquisition staff 
is concentratirg on acquirirg the lots alonq Janes Scenic Drive, lots along 
the old loggirg trams, arx:i on negotiatirg with willirg sellers. 

FS1'IMM'ED CDST 
Value of $10, 922, 000 is an estimate based on the 1986 tax assessed values 
for average sized parcels within the project area. 

Managena1t F\1nJs Budgeted by the Depart:Irent of Natural Resources for 
Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
Salary OPS Expense <XlJ Total 
$117,873 $4,000 $66,699 $25,600 $214,172 

F\1nJs Requested for Fiscal Year 1990- 91: 
Salary OPS Expense <XlJ 
$123,766 $4,200 $70,034 $26,880 

Total 
$224,880 

Resol ut.iol1S . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 
letters of ge.Ileral ~rt. . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . 5 
letters of support fran local, state arx:i federal public officials . • . . . 1 
letters of support fran local arx:i areawide conservation organizations. 3 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

EMINENl' J:X:JmiN 
Reauthorized arx:i exterx3ed by the 1987 Legislature. 

OTHER 
On October 10, 1989, the board awroved an interagency joint participation 
agreement between the Florida Depart:Irent of Transportation and the Board of 
Trustees for the acquisition of envirornnentally sensitive areas adjacent to 
arx:i west of State Road 29 in Collier Colmty. 

With over 8,000 ownership; rema.ini.ng to be aa::pired in the entire project, 
it is estimated that CCKipletion of this project will require at least 15 to 
25 years if negotiated with current staff. Use of contracted real estate 
~ices, granted by the 1988 legislature, would greatly expedite the 
acquisition of this project. 

'lhe Save CXlr Everglades Initiative was introduced by the office of the 
Governor in 1984 arx:i has continued as a priority of the current 
administration. Reports on the · status of protection efforts in the 
Everglades are issued quarterly. 

Fakahatchee Strani is within a Olapter 380 Area of Critical State Concem. 

~ stlMfomRY 
'lhe proposed pm:hase of numercus out-parcels within Fakahatchee Strani 
State Preserve urrler the CARL program will be managed as part of the 
Preserve by the Division of Recreation arx:i Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources. 

All of the proposed pn:chases are within the optinn.nn bourrlaries of the 
Preserve, arx:i their acquisition is necessary for adequate levels of 
managena1t, protection, arx:i security to be provided to the Preserve's unique 
natural resources. 

'lhe addition of the various small (lot size) acquisitions within the Strani 
should not require additional management furrls. 
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#5 Saddle Blanket 
Lakes Scrub 

Polk 

RECXIo!MENDED PUBLIC PURRlSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or urxler option) 

870 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 411,000 

Q.lalifies for state acquisition urxler the "Envirornnentally Encl.aDJered I.arrls 
(EEL) " category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Adrninistrati ve 
Ccx:ie. Public acquisition W'Ollld preserve one of the best examples of scrub 
carnmunities remai.nin;J in Florida. 

z.mlmGER 
'!he Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
state Preserve or state Botanical Site. 

ux:::ATION 
In south-central Polk County, central Florida, approximately 15 miles north 
of Sebrin;J, between Frostproof arrl Avon Park. '!his project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 13 arrl House District 43. It also lies within the 
jurisdictions of the Central Florida Regional Plannin;J Council arrl the 
Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'Ihis project provides one of the finest exanples of scrub forest that 
remains in Florida. 'll1i.s natural carnmunity type, once aburrlant, has been 
reduCErl to scattered, isolated patches arrl is rarely four:rl in good 
ecological health. '1ll.irteen rare plants ani animals that are unique to 
scrub cx::x::::ur within the project site - a very high concentration for a single 
site. other minor CCilUll.li'lities include nesic flatwoods arrl bay swamp with a 
small seepage stream on the west side, a small depression marsh in the 
east-central area, ani two sandhill lakes near the north boundal:y. 

Recreation in this project should be limited to lCM intensity uses that will 
not disturb the cbaracter of the larxiscape (e.g., photography ani nature 
appreciation). 

OWNERSKIP 
'!he Nature Conservancy has aCXillired 595~ acres within this project. 
Approximately 21 small ownershi~ remain to be aCXillired. 

VUIBERABILITY AND ~ 
Scrub is very susceptible to degradation from developrrent. 'Ihe sensitive 
plant-life is easily damaged by off-road traffic, even heavy foot traffic 
can be hannful. 

Developnent pressure is high in this region ani scrub is oftentimes 
considered ideal for residential devel~t arrl citriculture . 

.NX>UISITION PIANNrm 
On January 10, 1986, the I.arrl Acquisition Advisory Council approved the 
project design for Sa.d:lle Blanket lakes Scrub. 'Ihe project design deleted a 
small part of the project area with :i.nprovements arrl added two pieces of 
high quality scrub. One ad:tition which was a Nature Conservancy 
acquisition. 

On December 14, 1988, the I.arrl Acquisition Advisory Council approved a 
revision of the project design to include approximately 117 additional acres 
adjacent to the western l::>ourx3a:ty. '!his addition was part of a major 
ownership within the project boun::laries. '!he owner was unwillin;J to sell 
only a portion of his parcel. '!he site is ideally situated for developnent 
of necessary support arrl inteJ:pretive facilities. 
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#5 SADDlE BlANKET lAKES S<EJB 

FSl'IMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed value is awroximately $411,000. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up cost for the Division of Recreation arrl Parks: 
salaries OPS Expenses oco 
$ 21, 559 $ 5,000 $ 3,744 $ 17,055 

arHER 
Coordination 

Total 
$ 47,358 

'!he Nature Conservancy is a facilitator in the acquisition of this project 
arrl has recently acquired additional substantial acreage within the project 
bounjary, with the intent of sellin:J to the state. 

In 1988 the Polk camty Board of Coonty Commissioners denied a request for 
upzonin:J within the project area. 

~stlMMARY 

Management responsibility for this property should be assigned to the 
Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 
Ole to its mrlque ani fragile envirornnent, it should be rranaged as a State 
Presel::ve allowin;J noncol'lSl.nlptive, passive recreation only. Activities such 
as nature aw:reciationji.nt:ell;lretation, llikinJ, ani primitive carnpin:J appear 
to be canpatible. 
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PROJEcr 
NAME 

#6 Wacx:::a.sassa Flats Gilchrist 

REXX:t!MENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or urrler option) 

44,846* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAI.IJE 

$6,183,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un::ler the "other I..arrls" category as definErl 
un::ler Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Admi.nistrati ve Code. Public 
acquisition would provide a substantial area for active ani passive 
recreation ani would provide potential for realizing incane from timber 
management. AcqUisition would also protect portions of the watersheds ani 
recharge areas of significant river systems. 

~ 

'lhe Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture ani Consumer 
Sei:vices with the Game ani Fresh Water Fish Cormnission cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Forest. 

IDCATION 
Gilchrist County, north Florida, approxilnately 30 miles west of Gainesville. 
'!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 6 ani House District 11. 
It also lies within the jurisdictions of the North Central Florida Regional 
Planning Council ani the suwannee River water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his project is p:redcminantly cc:tiprised of commercial pine plantation. Pine 
stanis are interspersed am::>rq rrumerous cypress pon::ts, depression marshes, 
hydric hanlnn:::k, ani other wetlani natural ccmmm.ities. Several relatively 
large lakes (the largest is 150 acres), small areas of uplani hardwocx:i 
forest, san:lhill, ani other natural cc::amv.mities contribute to the natural 
diversity of the project. 'lhe project area is considered to be a watershed 
of the suwannee, Santa Fe ani Waccasassa Rivers. 

'!his project has the size ani diversity to support a wide variety of active 
ani passive recreational activities. 'Ihese activities might include 
picnick::inJ, canping, fishing I hunting, boating I horseback riding 1 hiking, 
bird-wat:ch.in;J 1 nature appreciation ani Jilotography. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are two owners in Rlase I of the project area 1 the only portion of the 
project currently OOuniary mapped ani appraised. Both ownerships are un::ler 
negotiation. Fhases II ani III include an additional 41 ownerships ani 
111 204 acres. 

VUINERABrLITY AND ~ 
'!he vegetative ani hydrological resources of this parcel are highly 
susceptible to damage by residential developrrent. Site m:xlifications 
necessary for the developnent of residential or business sb:uctures would 
danage vegetation on the uplan::ts ani wetlan::ls 1 ani would adversely affect 
water quality. Develcpnent of the uplan::ts would increase runoff, would 
increase water levels in the wetlan::ts ani would contribute to the 
eut::rq;irlcation of the n\.Il'l'erOUS lakes on the tract. 

All of Rlase I of this project (44,846 acres) was fonnerly CJVJ11ed ani managed 
by rrr Rayonier as the Gilchrist Forest. '!he southern half of Rayonier's 
property was sold in 1985, as part of a general phase-out of their 
operations in the region. '!he new owners of the southern parcel apparently 
plan to market the rrerchantable timber ani sell the property for 
develcpnent. '!he northern portion of Rlase I of the project is still C1Nl1ed 
by Rayonier. 

* Fhase I only; Fhases II ani III cc:tiprise an additional 111 204 acres. 
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#6 WACCASASSA FIATS 

VUI.NERABILITY AND~ (Continued) 

Unless this property is purchased by the state, ma.j or portions of the tract 
will be converted to IOC>re intensive uses, the site's value as a watershed 
ani wetlani area will be vastly diminished ani the entire tract will be lost 
to public use (1987 Project Assessment). 

1\Q;)UISITION 'PLANNl:m 
'Ihe Waccasassa Flats project design was first approved by the I.arrl 
Acquisition Advisory Council on February 12, 1988 ani was further m::xli.fied 
on June 22, 1988. 'Ihe project design m::xli.fied the resource planning 
bouOOary by di viclirx.J the project into J:i1ases ani recc:nmnen:lin; tbat only 
!base I be immediately boun:lary rna~, appraised ani negotiated. !base I 
consists of approximately 44,846 acres ani two owners. !bases II ani III 
contain an additional 11,204 acres ani 41 owners. 'Ihe ma.pping, appraisal 
ani acquisition of !bases II ani III should be depe.rx:lant on the acquisition 
of the two major owners in !base I. 

EST'.IMM'ED CX)S'1' 

Tax assessed value for !base I, the portion of the project recommerrled for 
immediate acquisition, is approximately $6, 183, 000. Tax assessed value for 
!bases II ani III is approximately $1,937,000. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up cost for the Game ani Fresh Water Fish Commission: 
salaries OPS Expenses OC'O Total 

-o- $5,ooo $ 15,ooo -o- $ 2o,ooo 

Projected start-up cost for the Division of Forestry: 
Salaries OPS Expenses OC'O 
$ 87,865 -o- $ 74,847 $429,826 

IDC'AL SUPPORT 

Total 
$592,538 

Resolut.ioi1S •• o ••••••••••••• o •••••••••••••• o ••••• o o o •••• o o ••• o •• o •• o • • • 4 
I . .e·tte"l:S of gei'lera.l Sl.liJI?C)rt •. e •••••••••• • •• o •• o • ••••••••••••••••• • o • c •• 3655 
letters of Sl.liJI?C)rt fran local, state ani federal public officials..... 14 
letters of Sl.liJI?C)rt fran local ani areawide conservation organizations. 21 

~SOMMARY 

'Ihis project will be managed by the Division of Forestry of the I:epartloont 
of Agriculture ani Consumer Services as a State Forest. 'Ihe Game ani Fresh 
Water Fish Commission has been recammerrled as a cooperating managing agency. 
'Ihe project is of sufficient size, character, ani quality to support a 
variety of multiple use activities. '!be tract's productivity and diversity 
can be improved by thi.nn.inJ pine plantations, length~ timber rotations, 
encouragirg natural regeneration, increasirg wildlife management activities, 
ani restoring natural habitats. '!be Waccasassa Flats project is well suited 
for selective timber harvest, wildlife rnanagarent, outdoor recreation, 
educational ani scientific activities, ani resource protection. 
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#7 st. Martins River Citrus 

REXDo!MENDED POBLIC PlJRllOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or under option) 

11,068* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$5,270,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition under "Envirornrentally En::lan;Jered. I.arrls 
(EEL) " category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
h:hni.ni.strative Ccx:les. Public acquisition would protect the relatively 
undisturbed ani diverse habitats associated with three coastal sprirg-fed. 
rivers arrl numerous creeks. AcqUisition would also protect errlangered, 
rare, threatened ani unusual plant ani an.ilnal species. 

~ 

Division of state I.arrls of the Department of Natural Resources. 

ProlOSED USE 
Managed. as part of the st. Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve. 

I.OCM'ION 
citrus County, on Florida's west central coast between Crystal River ani 
HOI'OC>SaSSa Sprirgs. '!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 ani 
House District 26. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest 
Florida Water Management District ani the Withlacoochee Reg'ional Plann.in;J 
COUncil. 

RESOURCE DESCRIP!'ION 
'!his project is predc:minantly CCI11?rised of hydric halraoock, bottornlani 
forest, salt marsh, ~e islarxis, ani sprirg-run streams. 'Ihese natural 
canm.mities are in good to excellent corx:lition ani support heal thy 
popJ.lations of wildlife, includ:i.n;J sane species that are considered. rare or 
errlan:Jered (e. g., bald eagles, \«>>d storks, ani manatee). '!his project 
borders, ani has a direct influence on, the st. Martins Marsh Aquatic 
Preserve. 

Several archaeological sites are reported ·for the project area and there is 
good potential that others could be discovered through a systenatic cultural 
sw:vey. 

'!his project provides excellent :recreational opportunities which could 
include boating, fishing, camping, swilmning, picnicking, nature study, ani 
photogra{ily. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are approxi.ma.tely 18 CMl'1erS in Phase I of the project area. Ten of 
these CMl'1erS control tracts of at least 400 acres each. All but one of 
these large ownerships are urx3er li.sti.n:3' agreements authorizing sale to the 
state. A law finn has been retained to ensure that these major ownerships 
can be conveyed. to the state in one closing. '!he bol..liX3al:y map is in the 
process of CCI11?letion for ·Fhase I. 

VtJim:RABILITY AND ~ 
'!he project area lies within the J;ilysiographic region defined by Citrus 
County as Terraced Coastal I.c1.Nlarxis. '!his area is highly unsuitable for 
developnent because the fractured lllnestone shelf, underlying this area ani 
even outcropping in places, allows a1.nost immediate exdlange with the 
artesian aquifer. 

Citrus County is experierx:ing one of the fastest population growth rates 
(1311% fran 1950 to 1988) in the state, only behini Charlotte, Collier, 
Brevard ani Broward counties. '!he county has attempted to restrict rew high 
density developnent within the coastal lowlarxis west of us 19 in its 
carprehensive Plan. Scme substantial developnent permits, however, have 
been grarrlfathered, ani encroadn'celts such as housing developments arrl 

* Ihase I 
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#7 ST. MARI'INS RIVER 

vumERABILrl'Y AND ENIWm:RMENr (COntinued) 
nd:>ile hane parks :i.Irpact parts of the project area closest to US 19. 
Vacation hanes arrl fish canp:; occur alo.rq the lower reaches of the Hc:::aoosassa 
River. A power line runni..rq alarq a sizeable length of the St. Martin arrl 
Hcrrosa.ssa Rivers will probably assure the eventual developnent of 
substantial portions of this biologically productive estuarine envirornnent 
if it is not ~licly acquired. 

N:X)UISITION PLANN.DG 
'!he st. Martins River project design was approverl by the I.arrl Acquisition 
Advisory Council on Feb:ruary 12, 1988. '!he final project boundaries were 
designed with the intent to exclude i.rrlustrial arrl COl1Ul'erCial developnent, 
developed subdivisions, arrl other substantial, habitable housing. Priority 
areas initially ~ize protection of an uplarrljwetlarrl corridor between 
the Crystal River arrl st. Martins projects arrl the protection of the main 
river corridors. Only the 'Rlase I porti on of the project area should be 
bourrlary napped, appraised, arrl acquired at this tine. After successful 
completi on of Priority Area 1, Priority Area 2 should be begun, then 
Prioriti es 3 arrl 4. 

Acquisi tion Priorities: 
1. large ownerships, .? 40 acres, within Area I. 
2. other ownerships within Area I ani lcu:ge ownerships, .? 40 acres, within 

Area II . 
3 . other ownerships within Area II. 
4 . ownerships in Area III . 

FSl'IMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed value for !base I is approximately $5,270,000 . 

Managerrent Cost 
Projecterl start-up cost for the Division of state I.arrls: 
Salaries OPS Expenses ()(X) 

-o- $ 8 , 000 $ 2,000 $ 5, 000 
Total 

$ 15,000 

Resol'Ut.iollS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
Letters of general support .. . ... . ...... . .... . . . .. . . . . . .. . .. . .. .. .. . .. . 4,062 
Letters of support frcm local, state ani ferleral public officials. . . • . 4 
Letters of support frcm local ani areawide consei:Vation organizations . 3 

M100\GEMENl' StlMMARY 
'!he st. Martins River project is to be managerl by the Division of state 
Larrls of the Department of Natural Resources as an addition to the st. 
Martins Marsh Aquatic Presel:ve. '!he primary manage.rrent abjecti ve for the 
project is the preservation of the naturally occurring ani relatively 
unaltered flora arrl fatma. 'lhe preservation of the tract in a substantially 
natural con:lition will provide additional, important benefits: protection 
of habitat for enja.rqered or threatened species, protection of water quality 
in the Aquatic Presel:ve, arrl protection of significant archaeological sites. 
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FBDJECI 
NAME COUMIY 

ACREAGE TAX 
(Not Yet Purchased ASSESSED 
or under option) VAIDE 

#8 Rainbow River Marion 1,473 $2,918,000 

RECOMMENDED IPBLIC P0RP06E 
Qualifies for state acquisition \jnder "Other Lands" category as defined in 
Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Codes. Public acquisition 
would protect a unique spring and river system and provide an exceptionally 
scenic area for active and passive recreation. 

MANAi^R 
The Division of Recreation and Parks of the Department of Nat:ural Resources. 

PROPOSED QBE 
State Park. 

LOCATIQN 
Marion County, north central Florida, just northeast of the town of 
Dunnellon. This project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 and House 
District 25. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee 
Regional Planning Council and the Southwest Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESODRCE DESCRIPnOW 
This project inclvides Rednbcw Springs vdiich is the headwaters of the Rainbow 
River. Rednbow 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 edso includes xplands surrounding the 
headsprings, approximately three miles of the six mile spring run, and land 
on the east side of the river. The tract is conprised of floodplain swairp, 
flooc^lcdn forest, sandhill, and xeric uplands natural comraunities. Several 
rare animal ^secies, inclixiing bedd eagles and manatees, are reported from 
the area. 
There are three known archaeologiced sites within the project area. The 
most significant of these sites is a prehistoric (Archaic) Indian village. 
The project is considered to.be inportant archaeologically and has good 
potential for further investigations. 
This project has excellent recreational potential. The clear waters of the 
spring run and clean, viiite sand bottcm create an attractive setting in 
*̂iich to participate in numerous recreational activities that could include 
picnicking, hiking, canping, swimming, canoeing, or nature appreciation. 
Existing structured inprovements in the project, including a caiipgrcund, 
could be easily converted to state use. 

OWNERHHIP 
Rainbow Springs, Inc. and Terry Roberts are the two largest ownerships. 
Other members of the Roberts family cwn several small parcels. There are 
approximately four other minor owners. State acquisition of the pivotal 
tract. Rainbow Springs, Inc. appears imminent (see Coordination). 

VOmERaBUJTY 2aP ENCaaiGERMENT 
since the project area is very picturesque, enconpassing h i ^ bl\iffs, a 
first magnitude spring and spring run, it is highly vulnerable to human 
disturbance. The medntenance of the good to e}a:^lent water quality of the 
Rainbow River is probably dependent i;pon restricting the further, ei^ansicn 
of housing construction around the sprin^iead and the river. 

i 
The west side of the river has been developed with single family hcsotes, and 
a large residential developnent, the Rainbow Springs ilnc. W l , is underway 
to the north and west of the spring. The CRI includes the area around the 
sprin^iead and approximately the northern third of t±le river on the eastern 
side. The Florida Department of Transportation is also considering, as one 
of several options, crossing the Rainbow River with a turnpike extension 
running northwest from Wildwood to Lebanon Station, connecting to U.S. 19. 
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#8 RAINBOW RIVER 
VDmERRBTLITy M P ENPaNGERMENT (Continued) 

This particular turrpike corridor is only in the planning state. It is not 
in DOT'S tentative 5 year work plan nor have funds been requested from the 
legislatoire for construction. 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. 

ADODismcaw BUVNNIMS 
The project design for Rainbow River was approved by the land Acquisition 
Advisory Council on Nbvenber 19, 1987. Deletions 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 easesnent 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. 
A c q u i g i t - i n n T^aa inq 

Ihase I Rainbow Springs Inc. concurrent with Robert's 
c^mership above Sat:eke Village. 

Ehase II Robert's ownership below Sateke Village. 
Chase III Remaining cwners. 

On September 28, 1988, the Land Acquisition Advisory Council clarified the 
intent of the project design to include 2.5_ acres of the Rainbow River Inc. 
ownership extending edong 1,000_ foot of the western river front. 
On December 14, 1988, the land Acquisition Advisory Council ^proved the 
addition of 32.7 acres to include a private road system providing more 
desirable access from U.S. Hi^iway 41. The addition is the histx)ric 
entrance into the former attraction facilities. 

ESTDCVTED POST 
Tax assessed value is e^proximately $2,918,000. 
Ifanaqement Cost 
Projected start-^p cost for the Division of Recreation and Parks: 
Scdaries OPS Expanses OCO Total 
$151,482 $ 5,000 $ 93,324 $151,682 $401,488 

lOCMi SPPPORT 
Resolutions 12 
Letters of general si^port 500 
Letters of si^port frcm loced, state and federal public officials 24 
Letters of si?port frcm loced and areawide conservation organizations. 5 

(JVtiER 
CnoTT î n a t i o n 
Marion County and the Southwest Florida Water Management District are 
financial participants in the acquisition of the Rainbow River, Inc. txact. 

MAHaGEMEWr SDMMMCf 
The Rainbow River project will be managed by the Division of Recreation and 
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as a State Park under 
single-njse management concepts. The primary management objective will be to 
provide resource-based recreation that is fully conpatible with the 
maintenance of the exo^Jtioned natural features, vdiich are of statewide 
significance. The project will be able to support a broad range of 
recreaticnal activities, both active and passive. 
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! #8 RAINBOW RIVER 
M̂ wacraiBtiT SDMMMOT - Continued 

The ei^t buildings and other "inprovements" within the project area could 
easily be incorporated into state management of the site as a state park. 
Inprovements include an entrance building, lodge, restrooms, severed minor 
buildings, a cempground, and paved parking area. The buildings, especially 
the lodge, are architecturedly styled to ccnplement the natural 
surroundings. The lodge sits atop a h i ^ bluff overlooking the headsprings. 
The Division of State Lands of the Department of Natured Resources has 
primary management responsibili'^ for the Rednbow River Aquatic Preserve, 
which includes the spring and its nsi. 
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#9 catfish Creek Polk 

REJCX:MtiENDED PUBLIC ~ 

ACRFJ:IGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or un:ier option) 

5,951 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$1,327,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urxier the "Envirornnentally E:n::largered I.ards 
(EEL)" category as defined in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Mninistrative 
Code. PUblic acquisition would protect an unusually laige number of natural 
CCI11llDJl'li.ties, glooa.lly ilrperilled am errlan;Jered plant species, am 
threatened am eOOan;Jered animal species. Acquisition would also help 
protect the wetlam systems of a lake am creek. 

!WmGER 
'!be Division of Recreation am Parks of the Department of Natural Resources . 

PIDR:lSED USE 
State P.resei.ve. 

LOCM'ION 
In eastern Polk County, just west of the ta.m of D.lrrlee am approximately 
four miles east of Lake Wales. 'Ibis project lies within Florida's Senate 
District 12 am House District 42. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the South Florida Water Managenent District am the central Florida Regional 
Pl~ Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'Ibe catfish Creek project is cc.trprised of a diversity of high quality 
natural ccmm.m.ities. Several of these natural camnu.mi.ty types are 
considered imperilled in the state. Natural comnrunity types include: 
san:Jh.ill, scrub, scnlbby flatwoods, mesic flatwocrls, xeric hantrocx:::k, 
bottanlam hardwood forest, basin swamp, san::lhill up lam lake, wet 
flatwoods, blackwater stream, seepage slopes, am floodplain swamp. '!be 
tract harbors at least one dozen plant species state-listed as endarqered or 
threatened, am is considered a very ilrportant site for these mostly scrub 
errlemic species. '!be project is also kn<:Mn to support numerous animal 
species considered to be rare or errlangered such as bald eagle, wcx:x::l stork, 
gqiler tortoise, am scrub jay, am may potentially suppOrt many trore. 

'!be project can provide a wide array of recreational opportunities, however, 
care IIDJ.St be taken to preserve significant natural features. Potential 
recreational activities include hi.kin], canping, fishing, swinu:ning, 
picnicking, am nature study. 

OWNERSHIP 
'Ibere are approximately 43 parcels am 17 owners. Rolling Meadows, '!be 
Nature Conservancy {'INC) , arrl Palo Alto are the trost crucial ownerships to 
acquire initially. All major ownerships have indicated a willingness to 
negotiate. 

VUINEimBILITY AND ENDAmERMENI' 
Like other scrub habitat in the state, this site consists primarily of dry 
uplarrls well suited for developtV:mt. SUrroun:iing lard uses include 
citriculture, ranching, dairy farming, arrl Im.lck farming, all of which could 
be corrlucted on the project site as well. 

Most of the site is presently use:i as a private hunting area, so it is not 
in .inunediate darx}er of developnent. '!be project is less than one hour's 
drive fran Orlarrlo, however, am is adjacent to the huge Poinciana 
develq;:ment. 'Ibere are also plans to convert part of the area to 
agriculture. Part of one of the major ownerships is platted, and 
approxilnately 30 acres have been bulldozed for pasture. '!be sheer beauty of 
the sam ridges interspersed with azure lakes makes the site imminently 
susceptible to eventual developnent if not IXJblicly acquired. 
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#9 CATFISH amEK 

)DJUISl'l'ICfi PIANNDG 
rn October, 1989, the r.am Acquisition Advisory Council awroved the catfish 
Creek Project Design. '!he project design only sli ghtly mxlified the 
:resooroe plannin;J J::nm:Jary. '!he eastern J::nm:Jary was altered to follc:M a 
levee arrl the nort:hwestern 1::nm:Jary to 100re closely follc:M an ownership 
parcel. Section 2 was not reccmnen:led for ba.1mary mawin;J until J3c:1w1en, an 
i:np:>rtant ownership in Fhase II, cx:msolidates the lots. 

Acquisition Rtas:im 
Fhase I. Rollirq Meadows/INC/Palo Alto 
Fhase II. other owners exclud.irq Section 2 
Fhase III. Section 2 , when cx:msolidated by Bowen 

F.S'l'Il04'ED (X)S'l' 

Tax assessed value for entire project area is approxilnately $1,327 ,ooo. 

Projected start-up costs for the Division of Recreation arrl Parks: 
Salaries Expenses CX::O Total 
$ 41,139 $ 6,456 $ 24 , 033 $ 71,628 

Resolut.iOI'lS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
Iette:J:"S of gerlera1 5\JR)C)rt • • • •••••• • • • • • •••• o ~~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
rette:ts of 5\JR)C)rt fran local, state arxi federal public officials.. . 1 
Iette:J:"S of 5\JR)C)rt fran local arxi state conservati on organizations. . 0 

arHER. 
-Research by the :atreau of suzvey arxi Mawin;J irrlicate the Trustees aweared 

to have acquired a 145 acre parcel alorq catfish Creek (within CARL project 
bounjaries) fran the Florida Rid;Je cattle canpany arxi Devco Inc. in 1971 in 
ex~e for penuits for three navigational channels in lake Hatchineha. 
Deeds have not been lcx:::ated in Trustees' files. It is recanmerrled that the 
:atreau of Smvey arxi Mawirq investigate further, especially before the 
approval of a ba.lrrlary map arxi title infonnation showirq only private 
ownerships. 

Coordination 
'nle Nature Conservancy ('INC) is a major owner within this project arxi is 
the project sponsor. 'INC has been in dj soissions with all other inaj or 
ownerships arxi will assist in negotiations as necessary. Major owners, 
however, wish to deal directly with the state, rather than through an 
int.el:naliary. 

MNmGEMENl' stlM!tmRY . 
'!he catfish Creek project is recc:mnerrled to be managed as a state preserve 
by the Division of Recreation arxi Parks, Department of Natural Resources. 
'!he tract should be managed accordl.Iq to s~le-use principles with the 
prilnary goal of protectirq the significant natural features, but also 
allowirq compatible recreation. careful consideration must be given to the 
sitirq of any facilities; several of the natural communities, arrl the plants 
arrl anllnals which c::arcprise them, are sensitive to disturbance. For exanpl e , 
(1) sarrlh.ill uplarrl lakes cannot withstarrl active use, the oligotrophic 
waters are easily polluted by excessive nutrients, arrl shoreline vegetation 
is quickly destroyed by t:rant>lirq; (2) scrub, which hal:b:>rs nDSt of the 
project's rare plants arxi anllna.ls, is highly erodible; arrl (3) the shore of 
Lake Pierce is frequently used by bald eagles for nestirq arxi loafirq, large 
numbers of people in this region could disrupt nesting. SUch concerns were 
taken into consideration when recamnerrling a management designation as a 
state preserve instead of state park. 
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#10 Cc:qxm Bight 

REXXIotMENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

Ac:m'AGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or urxier option) 

580 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAlliE 

$ 1,085,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition \ll"rler ''Environmentally ErXIan:Jered I.arx3s 
(EEL) " categocy as defined \ll"rler Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Ccxie. Public acquisition would preserve envirornnentally 
unique arrl irreplaceable :resan:ces arrl 'WOUld protect an aquatic preserve. 

:r.mtmGER 
'!he Division of state I.arx3s of the Depart::nelt of Natural Resoorces. 'lhe 
u.s. Fish arrl Wildlife SeJ:vice has p.li"Chased arrl is currently managin;J parts 

- of the easterrnrost project area as part of the Key Deer National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

PBOR>SED USE 
Addition arrl buffer for the Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve. 

IDCM'ION 
In Monroe Comlty, Florida Keys, southeast Big Pine Key. '!his project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 39 arrl House District 120. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional Plan:r:ri.nJ Council arrl 
the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURC!E DESCRIPI'ION 
A diversity of natural cxmm.mities, both wetlarrl arrl uplarrl, are represented 
on this. parcel incl'l.ldin:J tidal swanp, coastal benn, pine rocklarrls, rocklarrl 
hamroock arrl coastal strarrl. ~ threatened arrl en:lan;Jered species of 
plants arrl a.n.imals occur on the property. '!he coastal benn is host to 
Garber's sp..u:ge (O'lamaesyce gart?eri) which is known from only a few sites in 
the "WOrld. '!his area is also utilized by the Florida key deer, an 
en:lan;Jered species. 'Ihe project is in close proximity to the Key Deer 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

'!he project can provide recreational opportunities that are CClllq?atible with 
the primary acquisition abj ective of resource protection (e.g. , nature 
appreciation arrl Ii'lotogratily) • 

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are approximately 146 remainin;J owners; approximately 66 are within 
three urxieveloped sul::xlivisions. '!he U. S. Fish and Wildlife SeJ:vice1 with 
the assistance of the Trust for Public I.arx3s 1 acquired the Strachley Tract 1 

on the eastern l::x:Jurrlary, CARL's number 1 priority. '!he adjacent ~ arrl 
Papps tracts 1 85 total acres 1 have been a~ as well as lots in Piney 
Point SUl:xtivision on the western project lx>l.li'rlary 1 arrl in Tropical Park, 
Kinercha, arrl an unrecorded su1::xlivision1 all north of the bight. 

VUINERABILITY AND ~ 
It is very unlikely that the environmental integrity of the project would be 
maintained if developed. Even limited use of certain areas would probably 
prevent Key deer from utilizin;J potential habitats. 

Developroont pressure is very high in the Florida Keys. Predictions place 
Big Pine Key within the top three carrlidates for the most populated key in 
Monroe County. Acquisition of this tract would presave a portion of this 
fast growing area. Protection of the waters of Coupon Bight Aquatic 
Preserve is another important reason for acquiring the property. 
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#10 ~ BIGHI' 

l\g)UISITIC5 PL»mmH:; 

In January 1986, the I.an:l Acquisition Adviso:cy Council aw:roved the project 
design for <hJpon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffer. 'Ihe project design 
lOOdified the resource pl~ bourrla:cy by excluding altered areas with 
substantial ilrp:rovements. Sane d.i.st:tnDed areas were left in the project 
bourrla:cy if the areas provided inp:>rtant buffer. '!he additions are minor 
adj'l.lS'tloonts to the resource pl~ bourrla:cy am added lll)re protection for 
the aquatic p:resave am dunes systems. 'lhree submerged, conveyed tracts 
-were also added to the project bourrla:cy. 

Acguisition :Alas:inq 
Rlase I. strachley Tract am Brothers Tract (original proposal) • 
Rlase II. Developable Uplams. 
Ihase III. Jurisdictional wetlams, assum:in:J adequate regulati ons of 

develcpnent by ca.mty am state regulato:cy agencies. 

on June 22, 1988, the I.an:l Acquisition Adviso:cy Council IOOdified the 
project bourrla:cy by deletin;J three sites: Munson Islarrl, an auto salvage 
yard, am five lots associated with the Seacamp facility. 

'!he Division of state I.arrls further refined acquisition ];ilasin;J as 
follows: 
Rlase I . 
Ihase II. 
Ihase III. 

FSl'IMM'ED (X)S'l' 

large acreage tracts am recorded subdivisions . 
Unrecorded sul:xlivisions. 
IIrp:roved or cxmnercial properties. 

Assessed value of $1, 085, 000, is based on average 1985 tax assessed values 
for the typically sized lots am larger acreage tracts within the project 
area. 

Management F\.lrrls Budgeted By the Division of State I..arx:ls for Fiscal Year 
1989-90: 
Salazy 
$ 16,308 

OPS 
$ 4,788 

Expense 
$ 5,000 

oco 
-o-

Management F\.lrrls Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Salazy OPS Expenses OCO 
$ 24,699 -o- $ 8,ooo -o-

IDC:!AL SOPlORl' AND GENERAL ENOORSEM:NrS 

FCX) 

-o-

FCX) 

-o-

Total 
$26,096 

Total 
$32,699 

Resol 'Ut.ions • • . • • • • • . • • • • • • . • • • • • • • . • . • • • . • • • • . • . . . . . . . . • . • . . . • . • . • • • . • 2 
Letters of general support. ..... . .... . . . ............ .. ...... . ... . ... .. 7 
Letters of support fran lcx:::al. , state arrl federal public officials. ... . 11 
Letters of support fran lcx:::al. am areawide conservation organizations. 8 

arHER 
'!his project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical state Concen1. It is 
also adjacent to a waterbody classified urrler the Special Waters categocy of 
outstan:Ii.n:J Florida Waters. 

Coordination . 
'!he U.s. Fish arrl Wildlife SeJ:vice is has included this project as desirable 
additions for the Key Deer National Wildlife Refuge. Con;JreSS appropriated 
$3 million in Fiscal Year 1988-89 to buy acreage on No Name Key, Big Pine 
Key arrl CUdjoe Key for the expansion of the refuge. us Fish am Wildlife 
also received $1 million fran the Aerojet Exchange which will be used to 
acquire additional lam for the refuge. CARL's m.nnber 1 priority within 
this project, the Strachley Tract, is already acquired am urrler such 
management by the SeJ:vice. State am federal aCXIUisition agents should 
continue to plan am work together to brin;J the rernairrler of this project 
urrler :p.lblic management. 
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#10 ~ BIGHI' 

~StlMMMY 

Management responsibility for the 735 acre project (not includin:J the 
stradll.ey tract managed by the federal govenJitelt) should be assigned to the 
Division of state I.an:ls of the Department of Natural Resa.lrces. 'nle project 
shalld be incorporated into the caJpan Bight Aquatic Presei:ve. 'nle area 
should be managed as an ecolCXJical b.rffer zone for the Aquatic Presei:ve. 
Passive recreational use consistent with the resource protection goals of 
the acquisition should be allowed. 

'1he u. s. Fish arrl Wildlife Service is managixq the Ocean Bluff/stradll.ey 
Tract as part of the adjacent Fey Deer National Wildlife Refuge. 
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#11 OJrry Hanmx:k Monroe 

RECX:Io!MENDED PVBLIC PUR1lOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or urrler option) 

390 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$5,196,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urrler the "Envirorunentally El'DaD;Jered I.arx:ls 
(EEL) " category as defined in section 18- 8 . 003 of the Florida 1!.dministra.tive 
COde. Public acquisition would protect at least two very rare natural 
CCil'lll'JJili.ties as TNel.l as several rare arrl en:3argered plant arrl animal species. 

~ 

'!he Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Deparbrent of Natural Resources. 

PID'POSED USE 
state Park or Presel:ve with eqtlasis on passive recreation. 

lOCATION 
In Monroe County, south Florida, Middle Keys, at approximately mile marker 
#55. '!his project l ies within Florida's Senate District 39 arrl House 
District 120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South Florida 
Regional Plai1l'li.n;J Council arrl the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIP!'ION 
'!he project is primarily c:x::rrprised of rocklarrl l'laimoock arrl estuarine tidal 
swant> natural ccmm.mities. Smaller ann.mts of coastal benn arrl coastal rock 
barren are present. Of particular note is the outstaniin:J exanple of palm 
l'laimoock, a type of rocklarrl hanm::x:k, which is very rare arrl :p:x:>rly 
represented in the fEM other existing localities. Unusual geological 
fonnations help create an envirorunent that supports these unique plant 
associations. Several rare ani en:3argered plant and animal species are 
known from the project area. 'Ihe project is one of fEM urrlisturbed uplarrl 
sites that remains in the Middle Keys . 

CUny Hamm::x:k is considered to have m::xlerate potential for the presence of 
significant cultural resources. Most known archaeological sites in the Keys 
have been fourrl in hamrocx::ks. 

Although the urrlisturbed hanm::x:k ccmm.mities are too sensitive to support 
active recreation, these areas do have excellent :pJtential for nore passive 
types of recreation such as bird-watching, hiking, arrl nature 
appreciation/interpretation. A di..stui:Ded area on Little crawl Key has been 
included in the project as a location for the developnent of 
recreation-ori ented facilities arrl/or a potential site for active recreation 
such as improved camping. 

CMNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of 4 owners: Lamar I.Duise CUrry - 147+ acres, School 
of the Ozarks, Inc. - 218,:! acres, Stanley W. switlik - 20+ a'Cres, ani 
Marathon Garden Club - 2+ acres. Discussions are ongoing -with Mrs. CUrry. 

VUlNERABILITY AND ~ 
'Ihe uplan::l portions of the CUrry Tract are extremely vulnerable to changes 
resulting from hmnan activities such as wcxxl collecting ani trash dumping. 
It is also vulnerable to fires . 

Although approximate! y one half of the project area is designated NA (Native 
Areas) urrler the Monroe County Ian::l Use Plan, other classifications include, 
SR (Suburtlan Residential, 00 (Offshore Islan::l District) , ani IR (Destination 
Resort). Even the restrictive NA ani 00 designations do not entirely 
elinrinate develcpnent, rut only limit it. It is estimated that 40 wocxied 
hamesites could be legally feasible in 11.74 acres on the CUny tract, two 
on the Garden Club tract, ar:prox:i.mately 36 on 13 . 5 acres of the School of 
the Ozark ownership, ani approximately 22 on 22 acres of the crawl Key site. 
Dernarrl for waterfront hamesites is very high throughout the Keys . Any 
urrleveloped uplan::l is considered en:langered. · 
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1\00tJISI'l'I:ON ~ 
'!be final project design for the Olrry Tract was approved by the I.arxi 
Acx}ui.sition Advisocy c.oorx:il on November 19, 1987. It ~ few 
c.han;Jes fran the resource plaiU'li.rg boorxlal:y. Approx:ilnately 60 acres were 
deleted to exclude develcpnent ani to fonu a manageable boorxlal:y. 

A two acre tract owned by the Marathon Garden Club is ~ for less 
than fee-s:ilrple acquisition. Acquisition Iilasing is as follows: 

Fhase I. 
Rlase II. 
Rlase III. 

ES'1'IMM'EO (X)ST 

Olrry ani Sdlool of the Ozarks tracts 
switlik tract 
Marathon Garden Club (right of first refusal) 

Tax assessed value is awroximately $5,196,000. Value for entire tract 
based on assessed value per acre for the Olrry Tract. Tax assessed value 
for curry alone is $3,221,240. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up costs for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
Salaries CPS Expenses oa:> 
$ 68,236 -o- $ 25,538 $ 99,986 

Total 
$193,760 

Resol 'Ut.iOilS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
Ie~ of gerleral ~rt. • • • . • • • • • . • • • • • • • . . . . . • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
Ie~ of ~rt fran local , state ani federal public officials. • • • • 0 
letters of SUR?Ort f:rc::m local ani areawide conservation o:rganizations. 4 

Ol'HER 
'!his project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical state Concern. It is 
also within the South Florida Regional Planning Council ani the South 
Florida Water Management District. 

Coordination 
'!he Nature ConseJ:VanCY assisted in boorxlal:y mapping ani with negotiations 
with major owners. 

~ stlMMl\RY 
It is anticipated that this project will be managed by the Division of 
Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resoorces as a State 
Presel:ve or State Park urx:ier single-use management concepts. '!he primacy 
management objective will be the preser;ation of the rare natural 
cxmmmities. Ancillacy benefits derived fran this management will be the 
protection of significant cultural resource sites ani the availability of 
resource-based recreation. Recreational Clp!X)rtunities, h<:::MeVer, ImJSt be 
cx::rcpatible with the primacy management objective of resource protection • . 
'!his restriction requires recreation in the un::listurbed natural areas to be 
less intensive, ani limited to such activities as hiking, photography, arrl 
nature appreciation. A disturbed area on Little Crawl Key provides an ideal 
location for the developnent of facilities arrl for nore active recreational 
use. 
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#12 Blackwater River 
Addition 

santa Rosa 

REC:X:'H4ENDED PUBLIC PURrosE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or UI'rler option) 

2,606 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$1,677,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition 1..U'rler the "other I.arrls" category, as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
VJOUld preserve the rema.in:irg unprotected segm:mts of a creek system, arrl · 
habitat for erx:lan;Jered arrl threatened plant arrl aniltlal. species. 

~ 

Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture arrl COnsumer se:rvices. 

PIDPOSED USE 
Addition to the Blackwater River state Forest. 

IDCM'ION . 
In Santa Rosa COlmty' in the panhan:lle' awroximately nine miles northeast 
of the tC1.t1l1 of Milton, 'Ihis project lies in Florida's Senate District 2 arrl 
House District 4 . It is also within the. jurisdictions of the Northwest 
Florida Water Management District arrl the West Florida Regional Pl~ 
Council . 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'lhe Blackwater River state Forest Addition includes approximately five miles 
of the pristine Big Juniper Creek. Natural canununities include: sanJhill, 
bottamlarrl forest, mesic flatwoods, uplarrl mixed forest, blackwater stream, 
dare swanp, arrl seepage slope. AH;>roximately fifty percent of the tract has 
been substantially disturl.Jed by road construction arrl c:x:mrercial 
silvicultural activities. '!he state-en:ian;}ered panhan:lle lily (Li.lium 
iridollae) occurs onsite, arrl the property supports many species of 
wildlife. Maintenance of the tract in a natural corrlition will help 
prese:rve the water quality of Big Juniper Creek. 

'Ihis project can provide excellent water-based recreation associated with 
Big Juniper Creek, such as canoe~, f~, and swi.mm:in;J. '!he tract can 
also supplement exist~ recreational opportunities provided in Blackwater 
River State Forest. 

CMNERSHIP 
'!he project consists of 13 parcels, one major owner -Hutton southem Timber 
(1,433± acres), a lessor owner - Fstes (784.± acres), arrl 6 other minor 
owners. '!he owner ( s) of the IOOSt critical tract, Hutton Timber, are will~ 
to negotiate. 

VUI.NERABILITY AND ~ 
'!he majority of the site is uplan::l pine habitat suitable for development. 
Portions of the site have been timbered and further logging activity could 
result in further erosion problems arrl disruption of normal surface 
drainage. 

Hutton Southem Timber has plans to construct a residential development on 
this site. Clearing arrl grading for an aa::::ess road have already created 
severe erosion problems arrl destroyed sare wildlife habitat. FUrther 
construction activity will alter natural drainage pattems and destroy 
native vegetation am wildlife habitat. 

1\CX)UISITION l'IANN1::m 
In October, 1989, the Iarrl Acquisition Mviso:r:y COuncil approved the 
Blackwater River State Forest Addition Project Design. '!he project design 
did not alter the resource plarming bourrlary. '!he Hutton ownership is the 
IOOSt critical arrl Hutton is reportedly a willing seller. 
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#12 BlACKWATER RIVER AOOITICN 

1\g)UISITION PLANNIK; (Contirrued) 
.AaJuisition !msing 

Blase I. Hutton Southern Timber catpmy 
Blase II. other CM1'lerS 

ESTIMM'ED CXlS'T 
Tax assessed value is awraximately $1,677 ,ooo. 

Manage.m:mt c:x:lSt for the Division of Forestry have not yet been determined. 

ResolutiOI'lS • •• • 0 • ••• • 0 •• Q •• • ••• 0 • •• 0 • •• 0 0 0 •• 0 • • • • 0 • • • • • 0 0 • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
I.et1:ers of g~ ~rt.. • . • • • • • . • • • • • • • . . . . . . . . . • • • . • . . . . . . • • • . • . 3 
I.et1:ers of ~rt. fran local, state arxi federal public officials. . • 0 
I.et1:ers of ~rt. fran local arxi state col"l.SeeVation organizations. . 0 

arHER 
Coordination 

'!he Northwest Florida Water Management District has offered to be an 
i.ntennedial.y in negotiations arx:l there is a possibility of its bec:c1nin:J a 
full financial partner. 

~ StlMMl\RY • 
'!his project is p~ as an addition to the Blackwater River State Forest 
arrl will be :rranaged by the Division of Forestry under the same nultiple use 
principles as the adjacent state forest. '!be primary acquisition objective 
is the protection of Big Juniper Creek; major management activities should 
reflect this goal. Big Juniper Creek fla.vs through the project for 
approxilnately five miles. It is one of four main trib.rt:aries in the 
Blackwater River system arxi is listed as a state canoe trail . '!he project 
contains the remai.nirq segments of Big Juniper Creek that are not protected 
through p.lblic ownership. Forest management practices should errphasize 
reforestation of cutover sites. Existi_nJ forest starrls should be managed 
for natural regeneration where possible. Erosion i s a serious problem in 
same areas arxi ~is should be placed on stabilizinJ these areas. Intact 
natural ccmm..mities should be maintained to protect sensitive or rare 
elements (e.g. , Li.litnn iridollae, Peltarrlra sagitti folia). 

'!he tract can provide many recreational opportunities such as canoeinJ, 
fishinJ, swinmin:J, canpinJ, arrl h:iJdn;J. 
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ACRFAGE 
IroJEX:T (Not Yet Purchased 
NAME or \Jl')jer option) 

#13 Highlan::ls Hairlri¥x::k state Highlan::ls 5' 571 
Park Addition 

RECD!MENDED PUBLIC PURlUSE 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$1,958,000 

Q.lalifies for state acquisition \Jl')jer the "Envirornnentally ~ered Iar:rls 
(EEL)" categocy as defined in section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative 
Code. Public acquisition 'WO:ll.d e:xpani the boun:laries of a state park, 
provide significant protection for errlargered species, ani WQ.I].d protect 
watershed quality. 

lOOmGER 
Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Depart:loont of Natural Resources. 

POOPOSED USE 
state Park Addition. 

IDCM'ION 
Highlan::ls County, south central Florida, approxilna.tely 4 1/2 miles southwest 
of U.S. 27 ani Sebrin;J. '!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 
13 ani House District 76 . It also lies within the jurisdictions of the 
Central Florida Re;Jional Plannin;J Collrx:il ani the Southwest Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his project is catprised of generally gocxi quality scrub, sc:rt1li:>y 
flabloods, xeric hamoock, mesic flabloods, baygall, ani basin swarrp natural 
canrnunities. 'Ihe project also inclu:les same relatively minor areas where 
the natural vegetation has been distw:bed. '!he basin swarrp is of particular 
importance because of hydrological connections with Highlarrls Hainrocx:::k State 
Park. '!he diversity of natural canrnunities supports good populations of 
wildlife, incll.ldirg several threatened species. 

'!he project area has m::xierate potential for the presence of archaeological 
sites representin;J any of the cultural periods typical of the Okeechobee 
Basin. 

'!he project would provide additional areas suitable for canpin;J, hiking, 
horseback ridin;J, nature study, ani J,ilotography. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are approximately 10 c::MnerS in the entire project area; two major 
c::MnerS, YOlll"q ani Livin:Jston. 'Ihe Trust for Public Iar:rls (TPL) has an 
option on the Livin;Jston parcels ani appraisals are catplete on the Young 
ownership. 

VUI.NERABILITY AND ~ 
'!he area, due to its fragile habitat, is susceptible to degradation by 
grazin;J ani lack of proper resource management, i.e. ecological burninJ to 
maintain plant canum.mities. '!here is also the potential for pollution of 
streams runnin:J into Highlan::ls Hamm:x::k State Park from cattle, fran 
contaminants resultin;J fran oranje groves ani, if develop:nent cx::curs, fran 
residential effluent. 

Although there is not enough data at this time to precisely predict the 
.inpact of develop:nent, the existin;J information suggests that the 
preservation of water quality in its present state would be ilrp:>rtant for 
the protection of local grourrlwater, particularly the d.iscbarge into streams 
goin;J into Highlan::ls Hairlri¥x::k state Park. 
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#13 HIGHIANOO lWMX!K STATE PARK ADDITICN 

'VOINERABIL1'l' AND ENIWm:RMENl' - (Continued) 
Because the location of the area is in close proximity to the rapidly 
expan:iin;J City of Sebrirq, it is potentially a prime area for developnent of 
private arrl c:::x:xnmarcial halsin;J. Developnent of these types are currently 
present in close proximity to the area. 

'Dle county cx:>nsidered locatin;J a larrl fill on qdj acent property in 1988 but 
witb:lrew the proposal. 

NX20ISITICif ~ 
'lhe Highlarrl Hanmx:k Project Design was awroved by the Iani Acquisition 
Advisocy eoorx::il on April 1, 1988. 'lhe resource plannin:J :ba.IOOary was 
refined by the aalition of apprax:i:mately 40 acres to the :rx:>rtheastern part 
of the project area arrl the deletion of awrax:i:mately 60 acres in the 
southeastenl part of the project. 'lhe area deleted was predaninantly 
pasture arrl citrus. 

less than fee-simple acquisition 
Iris Y~, the major owner, has in:li.cated she would prefer to keep all 
property east of <llarlie Bowlegs Creek, but that a consez:vation easement 
or life estate might be negotiable. Preferable means of protection is by 
p..lrChasin;J the fee sinple title. 

Fhasing 
1. Sections 5, 7, 18, 19, 20 
2. Sections 8, 9, 16, 17, 21 

On octd:::ler 25, 1989, the Iani Acquisition Advisocy Council m:xtified the 
Highlarrls Ha1mrDck state Park .Addition Project Design by the :reoova1 of 
acquisition ~in;J. 

ES'l'IMM'ED CDST 
Tax assessed value is awroximately $1,958,000. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up cost for the Division of Recreation arrl Parks: 
Salaries OPS Expenses CXD 
$ 62,698 -o- $ 9,168 $ 40,127 

Total 
$111,993 

Re.sol'UtiollS • •• •••••• • • • • • •••••••••••••••••••••• • ••••••• • •• • • • • • • o • • • • • 4 
Ie:tte:I-s of gerleral ~rt ••.•••.•.... . . o ............... · .. .. ..... o... . 487 
Letters of ~rt fran lc.lqal, state arrl federal public officials.. . .. 6 
Letters of ~rt fran local arrl areawide conservation organizations . 22 

OTHER 
Coordination 
'Ihe Trust for Public I.arrls (TPL) is negotiatirg with the major owners of 
Fhases I arrl II. 

~ stJMl.mRY 
'Ihe project will be managed by the Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the 
Deparbnent of Natural Resources as a contiguous addition to Highlarrls 
Hamrocx::k State Park. 'Ihe addition includes the headwaters of <llarley Bowlegs 
Creek which runs through the park. Maintenance of the tract in a 
substantially natural corrlition will ensure the continued high quality of 
water flowing into the park. 'Ihe pri.mal:y management objective is the 
presavation of significant natural features, while at the same time 
pennittirg a full program of canpatible recreational activities. 
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#14 Apalachicola River 
am Bay 

Franklin 
(Imse I) 

REC:01MENDED PUBLIC POR.roSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet PUrchased 

or un:ier option) 

521 
(Rlase I) 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 4,231,000 
(Imse I) 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ier the "Envirorunentally Ermngered I..arrls 
(EEL) 11 am as "other I..arrls " categories as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of 
the Florida Administrative Codes. 

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

~ 

Portions of lams encc:trpaSSE!d in this project will be managed un:ler the 
principles of multiple-use, while other portions will be managed un:ler 
single-use principles. Agencies involved in management include the Division 
of Recreation am Parks of the Depart:nent of Natural Resources, the Game ani 
Fresh Water Fish camnission, am the Division of Forestzy of the Depart:nent 
of Agriculture am Consumer Services. '!he Division of Historical Resources 
of the Depart:nent of state will act as a cooperating manager on tracts with 
significant historical resources. '!he Northwest Florida Water Management 
District, which has p..u:dlased or is p.Irdl.asing substantial tracts within 
this project, will also be involved in its management. 

i=hase I will be managed by the Division of state I..an::1s of the Depart:nent of 
Natural Resources. 

PmrosED USE 
'!he diversity of resources withi.ri this project encourage a varied management 
approach. Sites deperrling on the resources involved, may be appropriately 
managed as preserves, reserves, wildlife management areas, arn;or state 
parks. '!he best management practice will be rec.::omrnerrled by a multi -agency 
staff on a tract by tract basis, as parcels are acquired. 

Fhase I is propose.d ·as an addition to the Apalachicola National Estuarine 
Research Reserve. 

LOCATION 
'!he project fonns a corridor of vacying width alon;r the Apalachicola River 
in northwest Florida. · Parts of six camties (Franklin, Gulf, Liberty, 
Calhoun, Gadsden, am Jackson) are included. 

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

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

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his large and varied project contains sane of Florida's IOOSt outstarrling 
natural am historical resources. '!he project area ena::xrpasses many 
different types of natural ccrranuni.ties, sane of which are a:rron;r Florida's 
rrost threatened (e.g. , bluffs, glades, ani slope forests) . A1.Ioost all of 
these carmnunities are in excellent corrlition am, in many cases, provide the 
best remaining exairples in the State. Several geological features that are 
unique in the State of Florida are foun:i within the project boundary, i.e. , 
the bluffs, ravines am steep1eads. 'lbe project area harbors a great many 
plant am aniinal species that are considered rare and erx3arqered. in Florida, 
ani several that are erx3arqered nationally. Biologists ~ze the region 
as one of very high errlemism, ~rting plants and anllnals foun:i :I'latJhere 
else. '!he relatively pristine nature of the project area provides excellent 
wildlife habitat that helps preserve the diversity of Florida's game ani 

117 



(f) 

CD ..... 

NORTH 

~. 

MILES 

SAME SCALE AS ABOVE 

R7W 

R7W 
~- _--~~~·,-1/K- 3~ ...,., -..::.....:~...__ _ _,.. . .-. - e,. . - - .. 

-- .. - -...... 
-::;. 

CITY OF APALACHICOLA BAYFRONT 
NORTH 

+ 
R6W 

CAT POINT 

APALACHICOLA RIVER and BAY 
PHASE I 

CITY OF APALACHICOLA BAYFRONT 
AND CAT POINT PARCELS 

FRANKLIN 

DPROJECT 
AREA 

' 

COUNTY 

STATE 
OWNED 



PROJ ECT DESI GN PARCELS 

III STATE OWNED 

I+ ~ 
0 z 

APALACHICOLA RIVER and BAY 
PHASE: I 

STGEORGE ISLAND PARCELS 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 



#14 APAIAClii<X>IA RIVER AND BAY 

RESOURCE DESCRIPrl:ON (Continued) 
non:;rcure species. '!he bay-estuary at the IrOUth of the Apalachicola River 
suworts an exceptionally productive biological system that is cx::mroorcially 
inp:>rtant am provides the ecotnnic base of Franklin County. 

'nri.s project is considered very significant fran an archaeological am 
historical perspective. '!here are already dozens of sites known to exist in 
the project area, am literally hl.ll'rlreds of sites representirg a wide ran;e 
of site types could p:J:"d)ably be fcmrl through a systematic cultural resource 
survey. 

'1he project area currently provides a t.reioon:lous recreation q:p:>rb.mity am 
would be greatly exparrled through state acquisition. 

059NERSH:IP 
Portions of the entire Apalachicola River am Bay resource planni.rg bourrlary 
are already protected through acquisition by the state, the water management 
district, am '!he Nature Conserrcmcy ('INC). M.K. Ranch was purchased 
through CARL, the Torreya state Park was a pre-1963 acquisition, am 
portions of the current I.cMer Apalachicola CARL project were purchased with 
EEL am CARL furrls. '!he 1,485 acre Torreya State Park Addition was acquired 
by the state (IATF) this past year through '!he Nature Conserrcmcy. '!he 
Gadsden County Glades (also within the resource planni.rg area) is an 
unpurchased tract on the CARL list. '!he Alum Bluff Nature Presel:ve, 
Apalachicola Bay am Ravine (4,500,:! acres), the Traveler's Tract (1,450_t 
acres), am the D.lPonts Tract (358.:t acres) are owned by 'INC. '!he Northwest 
Florida water Management District has been very active in lam acquisition 
alon; the Apalachicol a River am has purchased 35,509 acres to date • 
.AJ;:proxilnately 35.:t acres have been acquired by the CARL program on eat's 
Point, part of Rlase I. 

'VUlNERABILITY AND ~ 
Most of the project area is inherently susceptible to envirornte1tal 
degradation by virtue of its flocx:lplain;wetlarrls nature. Development in 
these areas could adversely affect the water quality of the Apalachicola 
River anjjor Bay. '!he uplam sites are also sensitive to development am 
many current lam use practices. '!he bluffs am ravines area of the 
Apalachicola River are particularly sensitive to any clisturt:lances that alter 
the ·unique microcliinate which is largely responsible for the area's 
biological significance. 0\rer-develc::pnent of the coast, particularly areas 
directly frontin:J Apalachicola Bay, could reduce the biological productivity 
of this :inportant estuarine system. '!he wilderness quality of the project 
would be seriaJSly cc:atpranised by even slight development in the 100St rerrote 
areas. 

'!he project area other tllan fhase I is 100Stly :rural and is not illlmediately 
threatened by carmnercial or residential development; however, current lani 
use practices (e.g., agriculture ani silviculture) do pose a significant 
threat to sane of the rarest natural cannumi.ties such as slope forests ani 
uplam glades. Also, the coastal regions are expe.rien_9jng substantial 
development pressure. 

AO;)UISITION PIANNI:m 
In November, 1986, the I..arrl Acquisition Mvisocy Council approved the 
preliminacy bourrlary for this project (See Map, Page 314). Because of the 
large size of the area in the identified ~, the AdVisory ~il 
decided to approve only portions of the area\ in the p~~ design (called 
Fbase I) . '!he rernainin:J areas identified in the resource planni.rg bourrlary 
are to be considered for inclusion in the project design at a later date. 
On July 1, 1987, the Advisory Council approved Phase I of the Apalachicola 
River ani Bay project design. '!he following is a St..nT1IIlal:Y of recon:uoorrlations 
on acquisition P1a5ing ani techniques. 

1. Develop a system-wide management plan subject to the approval of CARL 
managin:J agencies for all state owned lams encompassed in the 
Apalachicola River am Bay I..arrls project. Cooperative management 
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#14 APAIACHIOOIA RIVER AND BAY 

~ON PUNNilG (Continued) 
agreements should be negotiated with the Water Managenent District arrl 
other plblic agencies arrl nonprofit organizations. 

2. Consider portions of the Chipola River Basin as a potential CARL project 
at sane time in the future. 

3. Fhase I priority order: 

A. Nick's Hole: fee si.nple acquisition of san:lpiper Village, Pelican 
Point arrl the ccmnercial area north of Leisure lane with the option to 
sell back with restrictions. 

B. cat Point: fee si.nple acquisition of 115 acres (34.8 acres acquired). 

c. Fast Hole: fee silrple acquisition of 25 acres. 

D. Shell Point Ba.yfront: fee si.nple acquisition of un:leveloped bayfront 
lots between existin;J state CM.nerShips. 

E. Apalachicola Ba.yfront: fee silrple acquisition of urrleveloped bayfront 
lots on Bay Avenue between Battery arrl lafayette Parks. 

F. Sike's cut: fee silrple acquisition of urrleveloped lots in Oyster Bay 
Village, Heron Bay Village, arrl lots 21 through 23 in Bay Cove 
Village. If recreation is the prilllary acquisition objective, 
acquisition should be contin;Jent upon assured public access. 

On November 15, 1988, the I.an:i Acquisition hiviso:ry Cotu1Cil awroved a 
revision to the cat Point tract. Af.proximately 28 acres were added to 
include an entire ownership. 

FSl'DmTED CDST 
Tax assessed value for Ibase I is approximately $4,231,000. 

Managenent Cost 
Managenent furxjs budgeted by the ·Division of Marine Resources 
Year 1989-90. 
Salaries 
$18,285 

OPS 
-0-

Expenses 
$16,016 

()(l) 

-o-

Managenent furxjs requested for Fiscal Year 1990- 91 . 
Salaries OPS Expenses ()(l) 

$18,285 -0- $16,016 -o-

F'<X) 

-o-

F'<X) 

-o-

for Fiscal 

Total 
$34,301 

Total 
$34,301 

ResolutiollS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 
Ie't'tel::'s of gei'le.ra.l ~rt. . • . . • . . . . • • . . . • . . . • . • • • . • . . . • . • . • . • . • . • . • . • 2 
Ie't'tel::'s of ~rt from local, state arrl federal public officials. . • • • 1 
letters of support fran local arrl areawide conservation organizations. 2 

<Jl'HER 
'Ihis project is within a Olapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It is 
also adjacent to a watertx:xiy classified urrler the Special Waters catego:ry of 
0-1~ Florida Waters. 

As grcMth arrl development have accelerated in the State of Florida, sarre 
notable regions have errerged as especially deservin;J of protection as 
natural sanctuaries. '!he Apalachicola River arrl associated natural areas is 
one of these notable regions. '!he State has had a strong ccrmni:trnent to 
preseiVe the outstarrling natural resources of the Apalachicola River system. 
A brief aa::::ount of this area's acquisition histo:ry is presented below. 

Beginnin;J in 1972 , the State acquired 1,963 acres of lard on the eastern errl 
of St. George Islarrl through the I.an:i Acquisition Trust F\lrrl. 
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#14 APAIAaiTOOIA RIVER AND BAY 

Ol'HER (Continued) 
cape st. George Islam (2,400 acres) was acquired by the state in 1977 
thrcugh the EEL program. Acx}Uisition also began on the IDwer Apalachicola 
project (29,000 acres) in 1977 thrcugh EEL. Additions to the I.Dwer 
Apalachicola project were a part of the first CARL list approved by the 
Goven10r ani cabinet in 1980. '!he additions were ranked at #2 on that 
acquisition priority list. 

'!he Goven10r ani cabinet, recognizin;:J the significance of the na.tural 
resources of the Apalachicola River system, requested in 1983 that the 
Depart:m:mt of Natural Resources develop a lcn;r- tenn acquisition plan to 
fully protect the river ani bay system. '!he plan was completed in May 1984. 

PUrsuant to the recc:m.nerrlitions cutlined in the acquisition plan, a diverse 
assemblage of staff met in June 1985 to initiate the developnent of the 
Apalachicola River ani Bay CARL project. Teclmical staff of the I..arxi 
Acquisition Advisory camcil began an exhaustive evaluation of the proposed 
project area in August 1985 after the project was formall y received into the 
CARL program. '!he project assessroont ani pi-eliminary l::lourmry 
:recc:nunerdations (resource pl~ l::lourmry) were approved by the Advisory 
Council in November, 1986. Work then immediately began on a project design. 

'!he Northwest Florida Water Mana.gement District was a participant in the 
developnent of the Apalachicola River ani Bay resource pl~ bouOOary ani 
shared extensive ownership ani mawin;:J infonnation of this area with the 
CARL staff. 'lhe District, through the Save CXlr Rivers Program has ~ 
35, 509 acres in the floodplain fran Southwest Florida Irrlustries. 

MMmGEMENr stlM!omRY 
'!he Apalachicola River ani Bay project is an eclectic assemblage of tracts 
that truly represent scme of the finest ani _JOC)St significant na.tural areas 
of Florida. '!he management of these tracts will depend upon the specifi c 
characteristics arrl resources of each site. Proposed uses include presel:Ve, 
reserves, wildlife management areas, ani state parks. Managin;:J agencies 
will include the Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the r.epa.rtrrent of 
Natural Resources, the Game arrl Fresh Water Fish Cormnission, ani the 
Division of Forestry of the r.epa.rtrrent of Agriculture arrl Consumer Services. 
'!he Division of Historical ResoUrces of the r.epa.rtrrent of State will act as 
a cooperatin;:J manager at sites of historical · significance. '!he Northwest 
Florida Water Mana.gement District will manage a large portion of the r i ver 
floodplain that is encc:arpassed by the project l::lourmry; har.rever, the lan:is 
acquired by the District are not a part of the official CARL project. 

'lhe lan:is in this project :function as a system of intricately interrelated 
parts. Because the project is a system, i t would be improper to manage 
in::lividual tracts llrleperrlently of each other. Recognizin;:J this fact, the 
I..arxi .Acquisition Advisory camcil has ~ed that a system wide 
management plan be developed for the Apalachicola River ani Bay project. 
'Ihis 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 :functionin;:J of the entire system. 

'!he management of lan::ls within fhase L conCentrates on preserving the 
buffer/filter :functions of lan:is that are so critical to the maintenance of 
high water quality in Apalachicola Bay. Basically this involves maintainin;:J 
the lam in a na.tural corrlition. Archaeological sites may of course be 
excavated to provide infonnation on the cultural resources. The bayfront 
property in the City of Apalachicola may be used in conjunction with another 
CARL project, the Apalachicola Historic Waterfront, but no ancillary uses 
may in any way degrade water quality. 

fhase I lan:is will be managed as additions to the Apalachicola Nationa.l 
Estuarine Research Reserve "l.lnier the authority of the Division of state 
I..arxis of the r.epa.rtrrent of Natural ResoUrces . 
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ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or unjer option) 

#15 sebastian Creek Brevard/Irxlian River 4,213 

RECXJo!MENDED POBLIC PORllOSE 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$3,257,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition unjer the "Envi.rornnentally Errlarqered. I.arrls" 
categocy as defined in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. 
Public acquisition would help protect significant habitat for an exrlangered. 
anbna1 species am would assist in the restoration of water quality of a 
creek system in an w:Dan area. 

M100\GER 
Bureau of Aquatic Presel:ves of the Department of Natural Resources. 
ManagE!I'OOilt may also be in conjun::tion with the U.S. Fish an:i Wildlife 
Se!:vice. (See also "Coordination".) 

PR:>POSED USE 
Part of the Irxlian River Aquatic Presel:ve. 

ID:'ATION 
In easten1 Irxlian River ani Brevard counties, approximately eleven miles 
northeast of Vero Beach. '!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 
16 ani House District 33. .It is also within the jurisdictions of the St. 
Jahns River Water Management District an:i the East Central Florida ani 
Treasure Coast Regional Pl~ ~ils. 

RF.SC>URCE ~ON 
'!he sebastian Creek project is primarily a manatee protection effort. 
-Florida's entire east coast population of manatees numbers only seven to 
nine hurrlred; as many as one hurrlred. manatees have been observed utilizing 
the Sebastian Creek system at one time. Sebastian creek is an important 
stopover p:>int for manatees in migration an:i may be used for mating ani 
calving. Natural ccmm.mities within the project include: scrubby 
flatwoods, alluvial/blackwater stream, scrub, sanftllll, d1:y prairie, xeric 
h.amroc>ck, flatwcx:x:lsjprairie lakes, an:i freshwater tidal swamps. '!his 
diversity of habitats supports m~ other wildlife species. Maintenance 
of the project area in a natural con:lition will aid efforts in ilnproving 
water quality. 

one archaeological site is recorded fran the project area. '!he location ani 
nature of the tract in:licates there is a high probability that other, 
unrecorded sites are also present. 

'!he project has gocxl recreational potential ani could support fishing, 
boating, hiking, horseback riding, bicycle riding, camping, picnicking, an:i 
nature study. However, the value of the tract as a manatee refuge would 
necessarily limit boating. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of approximately 34 parcels ani eight owners, two 
major owners. one major owner is willing to consider public fee-silnple 
acquisition, the other a first-right-of-refusal or conseiVation easement. 

vum:ERABILITY AND ~ 
Although much of the project site is wetlani, the upland areas, including 
sarre islarrls in Sebastian Creek are suitable for development. Surrounding 
lani has been altered by conversion to pasture. 

Proximity to the rapidly growin;J w:Dan areas of Brevard an:i In:lian River 
counties would suggest a high likelihocxl of development of the uplani areas. 
SUch development would not only cause hann to the significant uplani scrub 
ccmm.mity on the site, but would ultimately lead to increased boat traffic 
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#15 SEBASTIAN CREEK 

'VUIBERABILI'l'Y AND ~ (Continued) 
on the watel:way ani threaten the manatee ~ation in the area. Earth 
m:Nin:J activity, possibly san:i m:inin:J, was recently occurrirg on parcels 
adjacent to ani sa.rt:h of the sart:hemmost project area alorg the riverfront, 
by the same owner who developed the subdivision directly across the river. 
SUch di.st:u:dJance CXJUld be ~ into ani affectin:J r i verfront within 
CARL project :bourrlaries. 

¥X)UISITJ:ON P!ANN'lll; 

On December 1, 1989, the I.arrl Acquisition Advisory Col.lrx:U aw:roved the 
Sebastian Creek Project Design. It altered the resource plannirxJ boun:lal:y 
by :ilx:lui:i.rg only those parcels -west of the oorth ani sa.rt:h P:t"CCD3S of the 
Sebastian Creek ani the islan:is within the creek. 

!base I. Major C7N'l1er5, Coraci ani Corri gan 
!base II. other C7N'l1erS 

ESTIMATED OOST 
TaX assessed value is awroximately $3 , 257,000. 

Managenent costs have not yet been determined. 

Resolut..iol"lS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
Letters of general ~rt...... . .. . . .. . .. . .. .. ... .. . ...... ... . . ... 994 
letters of support fran local, state ani federal public officials. • 12 
letters of ~rt fran local ani state conserJati on organizati ons. 15 

OTHER 
Coordination 

'!he U.S. Fish ani Wildlife Service is interested in protectin:J those 
urrleveloped parcels east of the river, as furrli.n:;J ~ available, as 
part of the Pelican Islani National Wildlife Refuge. Approximately 
$1, 900, 000 was awropri ated by the U.S . Fish ani Wildlife Service in 1990 
for the aCX}Uisition of 249 acres for the refuge expansion. 

MlOO\GEMENr stJM!.mRY 
It is recommerrled that the Sebastian Creek project be managed by the 
Department of Natural Resources in ronjunction with the Malabar to Vera 
Beach (Irrlian River) Aquatic Preserve. Managenent responsibilities may also 
involve the u.s. Fish ani Wildlife Service with the proposed expansion of 
the Pelican Islani National Wildlife Refuge. 

Managenent should enq:hasize the sin:Jle-use goal of protection of the 
significant manatee pop.ll.ation that ut..ilizes the area, ani the maintenance 
ani enhancement of manatee habitat. Additionally, high quality uplani 
natural carmmmities should be maintained to enhance species diversity wi th 
special ronsideration given rare or en:lan;Jered species. 
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#16 levy County Forest; levy 
San:lhil.ls 

tm:XJ.!MENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet PUrchased 
or un:ier option) 

54,544 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$16,524,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ier both "Environmentally Errlan;Jered 
I..arrls" (EEL) an:i "other I..arrls" categories 1 as defined un:ier Section 18-8. 003 
of the Florida Administrative Code. PUblic acquisition walid protect a very 
large acreage tract of pine flabloods an:i a.rtstarxiin;J examples of an 
eOOal'xJered natural camamity 1 rare plants an:i threatened an:i eOOal'xJered 
animal species. 

loWmGER 
Division of Foresb:y of the Department of Agrio.llture an:i Consumer Services 
with the Game an:i Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission an:i the Division of Recreation 
an:i Parks of the Department of Natural Resources cooperatin:J. 

PROR>SED USE 
State Forest an:i Wildlife Management Area. 

IDCATION 
In eastenl levy County, western peninsular of Florida, approximately 30 
miles west of Ocala. 'Ihis project lies within Florida's Senate District 6 
an:i House District 11. It is also within the jurisdictions of the SUWannee 
River Water Management District an:i the Wit.hlacoochee Regional Plal'lllin:;J 
Council. 

RFS)tJRCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his project includes a large tract of mesicrto-wet flatwoods characterized 
by mature longleaf pine. '!he flatwoods are interspersed with swamps arrl 
sloughs, an:i are the headwaters of several blackwater streams. '!he tract 
also includes high quality saOOhill, a rapidly disappearin:J uplan:i natural 
cornrm.mity type. 'lhe project suworts excellent populations of wildlife 
includin:J numerous species which are rare, such as gopher tortoise, gopher 
frcq, .i.n:ligo snake, an:i :red cockaded 'WOOdpecker. 

'!his project is rec:c.tnm=n:led for lTlll.tiple-use management an:i would provide an 
array of recreational opportunities which could include: hun.tin:J, fish.i.n;J 
campin:J, canoein:J, hikin:J, an:i horseback ridin:J. 

OWNERSHIP 
'Ihis project consists of approximately 160 parcels an:i 52 owners. 'lhe major 
ownership west of CR 327 - Goethe, an:i a majority of the larger ownerships 
east of CR 327 are represented by a sin:Jle. law finn an:i have irrlicated a 
willingness to negotiate. 

VUINER1\BILITY AND ~ 
While much of the project site west of CR 327 is wet flatwoods, the majority 
of the project east an:i west of CR 327 is uplan:i mature longleaf pine 
flatwoods arrl sarnhills, both havin:J a high developm:mt potential. 

Although levy County is a relatively slow growth cotmty (33.4% from 1976 to 
1986), the sul::division, resale, an:i imminent development of two of the 
largest ownerships east of CR 327 (deleted from the project area) .i.n:licate 
the endangennent of the sarnhills. 'lhe larger acreage westenl portion of 
the project is un:ier less threat of developnent, although Goethe, the major 
owner, considered p.1ttin:J his property on the general market in 1989, but 
did not because of tax consequences. 

NX>UISITION PI.ANNDG 
In October, 1989, the I.an::l Acquisition Adviso:ry Council approved the levy 
County Forest/San:fuills Project Design. '!he project design combined the 
levy County Forest an:i levy County Sarrlhills projects with a net deletion of 
approximately 9, 000 acres. · Deletions primarily consisted of platted an:i 
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#16 IE.VY. <XXJNIY FOREST/SANIHILIS 

XOOJS:ITION PIANNnG (COntinued) 
substantially sold out subdivisions, ard small, develcp:rl ard urxievelcp:rl 
parcels. ltklst of the larger ownerships will be represented by one law finn, 
so negotiations for the IOOSt crucial tracts will be sinplified. 

Ag:nrisi tion Rlas:in:J 
Fhase I. Goethe/CI'c:1.rm/KOeWefMYerjRees 
Fhase II. other ownerships . 

ESTlMM'ED CXlS'l' 
Tax assessed value is approx:ilnately $16,624,000 . 

start-up costs projected by Game ard Fresh water Fish Ccmni.ssion: 
Salaries OPS Expenses CXD 

-o- $2,400 $ 9,000 -o-
Total 

$ 11,400 

start-up costs have not yet been detennined by the Division of ForestJ:y. 

Resolutiol'lS . • •.••••• • ••••• • •••••. • .•..••. •••.•• o • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • 0 
Letters of general support • ...•••• . ••••••• • ••• $. .. . .. . .. . .. ... .. . . . . 15 
Letters of support fran local, state ard federal p.lblic officials... 0 
Letters of support fran local ani state conservation organizations. • 5 

Ol'HER 
COordination 

'!he Nature eonservan::y, in response to the Game ard Fresh Water Fish 
Cc:mnission, made the initial contact with the major owner, Goethe, ard 
will assist the state as necessacy to cc:t1plete the project. 

~stlMMMY 
'!he levy County ForestjSaOOhills .project is :reccmmerrled for nrultiple use 
managerrent as a state forest ard wildlife managerrent area with the Divisi on 
of ForestJ:y designated as the lead manager ard the Game ard Fresh Water Fish 
Conunission actin;J in a cx:x:lperatin;J role. 

Managerrent activities should stress maintenance of natural CXJllUlllll1i.ties ard 
protection of rare or sensitive resources. Where feasible, forest 
managerrent practices should e.rtP'lasize natural regeneration ard reforestation 
to the original, native species. Pine plantations should be managed to 
develop a 100re natural ~ ard function thrcugh a series of carefully 
plarmed inproverrent thinn.in:Js . In forest starrls which exhibit old grcMth 
characteristics, managerrent activities should be carefully designed ard 
comucted to maintain these old grcMth qualities. 

'!he project has potential for a wide variety of a.rt:door activities. Urrler 
nrultiple use managerrent, the b:act could be used for such activities as 
carrpin;J, hi.king, horseback r i din;J, fishin;J, huntin;J, bird watclli.m, nature 
appreciation arrl !ilotogra{ily. 
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#17 Topsail Hill Walton 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or unier option) 

1,460 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$17,450,000 

RECX:e!ENDED PUBLIC PlJRR)SE • 

Qualifies for state acquisition unier the "Envirornnentally El'rlarl;Jered I.aOOs 
(EEL)" ca:tego:r:y as defined in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative 
Ccxle. Public acquisition wolld preseJ:Ve an~ array of north 
Florida natural CCI'lU'II.lilities which in=ludes habitat for several ermrqered 
plant am animal species. Acquisition wolld also provide excellent 
resource-based recreational q:p::>rbmities. 

Ml\Nl\GER 
'!he Division of Recreation am Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, 
with the Galle am Fresh Water Fish Ccmunission cooperatirg. 

PROFOSED USE 
state Preserle/Park. 

IDeATION 
_ In Walton County, in Florida's panharrlle, approximately 10 miles east of 

Destin. '!his project lies within Senate District 3 am House District 5. 
It is also within the jurisdictions of the West Florida Regional Plaruri.rq 
Council am the Northwest Florida Water ManageiOOilt District. 

RESOtmcE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!he project includes pertlaps the IOOSt ~ assemblage of natural 
carmnunities on the cx:ast of the Florida panharrlle. Eighteen natural 
carmnunity types as defined by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory are 

. represented on the tract. All are in gcxxi to excellent corx:lition. Included. 
are two large, pristine coastal dune lakes am mJre than three contiguous 
miles of urrlistw:bed, sarrly beach. '!he project area supports several 
threatened or ermrqered plant am animal species includirg the fed.erally 
listed red. cockaded. 'WOOdpecker am Clloctawhatchee beach IOC>Use. 

Although no culturally significant sites are recorded from the project area, 
infornation from erwirornnentally similar areas irrlicates that there is a 
high potential for archaeological sites to be located in the subject area. 

'!he beautiful beaches am rerrarkable diversity of high quality natural areas 
offer exceptional opportunities for recreation in an unspoiled. erwirOnment. 
care should be taken to balance recreational use am the associated 
facilities developnent with the desire to maintain the tract in a nost 
natural corx:lition. 

OWNERSHIP 
At the tine of the project design (December 1988), this project consisted of 
approximately seven c::M.nerShips, with st. Joe, EJ:twaralQ. Coast Inc., Vision 
Bank and its subsidiaries ani affiliates the controllirg interests. Dlrirg 
the past year, some of the property has been sold off into smaller parcels 
and the FDIC is managirg the interests of EJ:twarald Coast, Inc. 

VUlNERABILITY AND ~ 
'!he tract comprises one of the fed.eral coastal barriers resource units ani 
is included. in the OkaloosajWalton Resource Plaruri.rq and Management Area. 
'Ihese designations are interrled. to check development to acceptable levels. 
'!here are, however, no provisions in these grcMth management guidelines that 
ensure the preservation am integrity of the exceptional system-level 
natural resources of the Topsail Hill project. Fee sinlple acquisition is 
the only method presently available to preseJ:Ve the biological system at 
Topsail Hill. 
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#17 'IDPSAIL HILL 

VUINERABILITY AND ENDARZRMEN1' (Continued) 
'!he Walton County Planni.rg Camni.ssion recently awroved develc:poont of 77 
lots ( 40 feet wide) on 13 acres between canpbell Lake ani the beach. 
Continued p:rocessinJ ani awroval of develcpnent permits seems inevi table 
ani will result in the fragmentation ani piecemeal destruction of this tract 
if the state does not soan fini a way to allocate enough noney for the 
acquisition of this project. 

l4)UISITION PIANNnG 
'Ihe I.arrl Acquisition Mviso:r:y eoorx::il awroved the project design for 
Topsail Hill , prepared by the Divisi on of Recreation ani Parks, an J")?o?mber 

14, 1988 . '!he final project design rea::moen:1ations concur with those of the 
proj ect assessment. 

All tracts should be acqu.i.:red as soon as possible, although it is 
recanunerxied that negotiations initiate on the west erxi of the project area 
ani proceed east. 

ESTIMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed valUe is awrox:ilnately $171 4501 000 • 

Management costs have not yet been detennined. 

IDCrU.. SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENDORSmmNM 
Resol'Ut..iollS • •• o • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
Letters of general ~rt .. . . . .. . . . . .. . o•· · ·· · · · · · ·· o· · · · · · ·· · · · ··· · 37 
Letters of ~rt fran local, sta~ ani federal p.lbli c offi cials. ... 2 
Letters of support fran local ani state conseJ:Vation organizati ons. • • 2 

arHER 
Coordination . 
'!he federal government favors extension of the Gulf Islan:ls National 
Seashore to include the Topsail project, so cx:x::lperation between the state 
ani federal government is· a possibility. Tllni.I:q of any joint furxiirq, 
however, is still uncertain. 

'!he Nature ConseJ:Val'lCY ('INC) is ve:r:y actively involved in the negotiation 
am preservation of this project. Both 'INC am the Bureau of I.arrl 
Acquisition are coordinatin;J with the FDIC on the availability of the 
Enerald Coast ownership. 

~ stlMMl\RY 
'!he Topsail Hill project is recanunerxied to be managed by the Division of 
Recreation an:i Parks of the riepartment of Natural Resources with the Galle 
ani Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission actin;J as a cx:x::lperatin;J managin;J agency. 
'!he pr:i.Jnary management abj ective should be the preservation of natural 
carmm.mities, significant };tlysical fea'b.lres, ani rare plant an:i animal 
species. 

'!he proj ect can also provide exceptional resource-based recreational 
opportunities. A character contributin;J to the special quality of the 
recreational experience is the l.lllSpOiled nature of the resources. Extra 
care must be taken to minimize unnatural intrusions into the lan:lscape. For 
example, developirei'lt of recreational an:i support facilities (i.e., paved 
roads, park.i.n;J areas, bath houses, rarger residences, etc. ) could be 
concentrated near the peri};tle:r:y of the tract, leavin;J the interior virtually 
undisturbed. '!he interior could, with minimal development, support 
outstanding hik.i.n;J, birdwa~, ];tlotogra};tly, general nature appreciation, 
an:i primitive campin;J. Higher i.Irpact recreational activities would be 
available at . localized nodes of developnent. Also, scare special features 
such as the coastal dune lakes ani the sarrl dunes are especially fragile, 
ani can withstan:l ve:r:y little active use witha.It bein;J degraded. 

136 



137 



0 2 

MILES 
WACISSA/AUCILLA 

JEFFERSON COUNTY 

PROJECT A REA 

AUCILLA 
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT 
AREA 

STATE OWNED 



#18 Wacissa an:l Aucilla Jefferson 
River Sinks Taylor 

RECX:t!MENDED PCBLIC PURPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or umer option) 

7,400 $ 399,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition umer the "other I..arrls" catego:ry as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. I..arrls already 
p..u:chased protect a natural floodplain, a significant number of 
archaeological sites arxl ten major natural CXlTII1li'lities. Public acquisition 
of the remairrler of the site will protect a sprin;;lead, additional lan:ls 
alorq an un:leveloped river corridor, arxl an area already in recreational use 
by the p.lblic. 

!WOOER 
<:;aiOO an:l Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission an:l the Division of Recreation an:l 
Parks of the Depart:ment of Natural Resources, with the Division of Forestry 
of the Depart:ment of Agriallture an:l Consumer Services an:l the Division of 
Historical Resources of the Depa.rt:nw:mt of State cooperatirq. 

PmPOSED USE 
Continued management as a Wildlife Management Area. Parts of the project 
area are also suitable for managerrent as a state Park. Certain sites may 
also be developed into Special Feature (inteJ:pretive archaeological) sites. 

IDeATION 
In Jefferson an:l Taylor Counties, in Florida's panharrlle, approximately 23 
miles southeast of Tallahassee. Town of Wacissa is located near the head 
sprirqs, an:l the Gulf of Mexico is .three miles south of the project. '!his 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 5 an:l House District 12. It 
also lies within the jurisdictions of the Apalachee an:l North central 
Florida Regional Pl~ Councils an:l the Northwest Florida an:l suwannee 
River Water Management Districts. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'Ihis project enc:arpasSes n1.1ch of two river systems, a blackwater stream, the 
Aucilla, an:l a sprirq fed stream, the Wacissa. Both of these river 
corridors are in good corxlition an:l are pop.l.lar canoe trails. Ten different 
natural cx:mummities occur within the project creatirq a ve:ry diverse natural 
area. Some of these c::arm.mities such as aquatic caves arxl sinkholes are 
rare an:l threatened in the state. A1 tha.1gh the surrourxling areas are part 
of a camrrercial tilnber operation, the natural resources at the site renain 
in good corxlition. 'lhe natural cxmmmities provide excellent wildlife 
habitat an:l support an a.bun::1arx:::e of water birds an:l other wild animals. 'lhe 
project boasts several unique geological features incl\.ld:irq the Aucilla 
River sinks, an area in which the Aucilla River alternately flc::MS through 
subterranean passageways an:l then reappears at the surface. 

'Ihere are numerous aboriginal sites alorq both rivers and the project offers 
excellent potential for archaeological investigations. 

'Ihe project offers excellent opportunities for recreational activities, 
especially those associated with the rivers (e.g., canoeing, fishing, 
swinuning, nature appreciation, arxl picnicking. 

CMNERSHIP 
Approximately 13,179 acres, two-thirds of the project area, have been 
aa:pired from 'lhe Nature Conservancy. '!here are three other major owners 
an:l 29 minor ones, not incll.Xli.rg those owners associated with the Aucilla 
River conservation easement. 
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#18 WACISSA AND AUCILIA RIVER S~ 

~ILITYAND~ 
Mudl of the area has been logged in the past, rut only very small areas have 
been oonverted to pine plantations. Rock m:inin:J occurs in the area. '!be 
water resources are subject to degradation. Many archaeological sites have 
been di.sturl:>ed by unauthorized excavation. 

'!he .forested ccmm.mi.ties are still in good corx:tition, even after loggi.rq, 
ani no intensification of forestry practices is anticipated by the ownerse 
River frontage is always susceptible to developnent. 

1\QOUISI'l'ION PUNNim 
On March 21, 1986, the I.arrl Acquisition Advisory Council approved the loNer 
Wacissa River am Aucilla River Sinks Project Design, resul.ti.rq in a project 
area of approximately 20,258 acres. 

Resource plai1l'linJ bourxiat:y ani 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 bourxiat:y ani Nuttall Rise, 
the lower slave canal ani wetlarrls connect:i.nJ the weste.m project area to 
the Aucilla River, the addition of unjeveloped coastal hydric hamm:x::k, the 
addition of the 150 acre Goose Pasture for recreational p.rrposes, ani a six 
mile oorridor along the Aucilla River. 

On December 1, 1989, the I.arrl Acquisition Advisory council approved a 
IOCXiification of the project design to i.rx=lude an additional 320 acres in the 
northwest project area for the protection of all of the calioo Hill 
Archaeolc)3ical site. 

less '!han Fee Si.nple Aq:nrisition 
- staff recanmerrls less than fee simple acquisition for Goose Pasture. 

Buckeye is receptive to leasi.rq this area to the state for recreational 
purposes. 

- Staff recanmerrls protecti.rq the oorridor alon:J the Aucilla River by 
acquiri.rq conservation easeJOOI'lts. 

- OWner oontact agreeiOOnt for the Yeager parcel in the short term, ·with 
application of fee or less than fee acquisition in the long term. 

Acquisition !basing 
:Rlase I. Buckeye amership - original proposal. (acquired) 
Phase II. (a) Northern additions to original proposal. 

(b) Conservation easeJOOI'lt on Aucilla. 
:Rlase III. Southern additions to original proposal. 
:Rlase IV. Yeager ownership. 

ESTIMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed value of remaini.rq acreage is estimated to be $399,000. 

Fi.1rrls Budgeted ani requested by the Depart:lrent of Natural Resources for 
Fiscal Years 1989-90 ani 1990-91 have not been detennined. 

Management Fi.1rrls Budgeted by the Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 
1989-90: 
Salazy 
$ 110 

Expenses 
$1,800 

Fi.1rrls Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Source Salaries 
CARL -0-

I.De::M, SOPPORl' AND GENERAL ENOORSEMENl'S 

Total 
$1,910 

Expenses 
$3,000 

Total 
$3,000 

Resolutio!lS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 
Ie'tters of gerteral stJIJI:XJrt. • . • • . . • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • . . • . • • • • • • • • • . . . . . o 
I.e'tters of stJIJI:XJrt fran local, state arxi federal public officials.... . 2 
I.e'tters of support fran local ani areawide oonservation organizations. 1 
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#18 WACISsA AND AIJCILtA RIVER SINKS 

Ol'HER 
'nri.s project includes a watertxxiy classified un:ler the Special Waters 
category of CXItst:an:iin:J Florida waters. 

Coordination 
'!he Aucilla an:l Wacissa River Corridors are also projects of the suwannee 
River Water Management District an:l are described in the district's 1989-90 
lard Acquisition an:l Management Plan. It is recct'lll'lleired that the &lreau of 
lard Acquisition coordinate negotiations an:l acquisition activity with the 
district to expedite preservation of these inp:>rtant areas. 

~stlMtmRY 

'lhe project area is currently heavily used for recreation. lti::lst of it is 
within the Aucilla Wildlife Management Area. '!he wacissa River is a part of 
the state canoe trail system an:l the Florida Trail folla.JS the Aucilla River 
sinks through the area. 'nlere is a c:::amty park at the head sprin:Js, a 
privately maintained :p.lblic access JX>int at Goose Pasture, an:l a :p.lblic boat 
raill> at Nuttall Rise. Htmtin;J, fi.shirg, boatirg, canoeirg, swimni.rg, 
~' caiTpirg, an:l just about all types of active an:l passive outdoor 
recreation occur on the site an:l shruld continue after acquisition. A 
multiple use management JX>licy is recxm:nen:led for the project. '!be Game an:l 
Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission or the Division of Recreation an:l Parks of the 
Oepart:nelt of Natural Resa.1rces shruld be lead agency with the Division of 
Historical Resa.1rces of the Oepart:nelt of state an:l the Division of Forestry 
of the Department of Agriculture an:l Constnrer Services cooperatirg. 

Developten.t an:l management costs shruld be low. If the existirg :p.lblic 
access JX>ints to the rivers are maintained, additional river access JX>ints 
may not be needed. Uplan:l use facilities (caiTpirg, trails, road 
maintenance, etc.) shruld be all that is required. Developnent ani use 
shruld be managed so as to protect the natural resource values, especially 
the river systems. 
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#19 I.etdlworth :r.bJnjs Jefferson 

RECXHmNDED PUBLIC PURRlSE 

.ACRFM;E 

(Not Yet Purchased 
or urrler option) 

463 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 379,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urrler the "other I.anjs" categocy as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida .Mministrative Ccx:le. Public acquisition 
would protect a significant archaeological site. 

lomlmGER 
'nl.e Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, 
with the Division of Historical Resources of the Deparbnent of state 
cooperatirg. 

PROFOSED USE 
Special Feature site (archaeological interpretation). 

lOCATION 
In eastern Jefferson County, northwest Florida, app:roxllnately 25 miles east 
of Tallahassee, 8 miles west of M:>nticello. 'nl.is project lies within Senate 
District 5 ani House District 10. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the Northwest Florida Water Management District ani the Apalachee Regional 
Plai'll'lin;J Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
Much of the project area has been converted to ilrproved pasture. Natural 
vegetation is ~rised of a narrCJiil corridor of floodplain forest alorq a 
small blackwater stream, ani secorxi-growth uplani mixed forest. 

'nl.e Letchworth Mourxis site is a te.nple liD.lirl ~lex ~rised of a large 
temple 10C>UI'Xi, m.nrercos small burial or house IOClUI')js, ani an associated 
village site. 'nl.e site is relatively urx:listuJ:Ded ani is considered to have 
high archaeological value. 

'nl.e prilnacy recreational activity will be interpretation of the 
archaeological resources. Nature trails ani picnic:ki.r"g are also IX>SSible 
recreational activities, although, the large areas of open pasture will 
initially linri.t these IX>SSibilities. 

OWNERSHIP 
'IWo owners. Both are willirq to negotiate with the state. 

~ILITY AND ENilAN3ERMENT 
Most larger acreage, agriculturally zoned lani in leon County ani 
neighborirq counties is very susceptible to acquisition by developers arxi 
conversion to residential developnent. 

'nl.e owner of the 200 acre tract iimnedi.ately west of the Letchworth property 
submitted an application, approved by Jefferson County, for a low density (1 
unit per 5 acres) developrent. 'nl.e developrrent was never recbrded ani no 
action has been taken. Also, within the past two years, another potential 
developer of the sarre tract has been in discussions with Jefferson arxi Leon 
Counties arxi the Apalachee Regional Plai'll'lin;J Council regard.:Lrq a high 
density (2, 000 IOC>bile hate units) retirement developrent requirirq DRI 
review. · 

'nl.e owners within the project, however, have not irxiicated an .inunediate 
desire to develop their property. Most of the lani in the surrourxii.rq area, 
incl\.ldi.rq the project area, is in agricultural use. 

1\00UISITION PIANNIR; 

On December 14, 1988, the I..arrl Acquisition Advisocy Council approved the 
Letchworth Mourxis project design with no dlarqes to the resource plai'll'lin;J 
bourrlary. It is recc:mrerrled that both ownerships be negotiated · 
simultaneously, however, p.lrchase of the Old Field Limited tract should be 
contirqent upon purchase of the Letchworth parcel. 
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#19 ~RTH M:XJNLS 

FSl'DmTED CX)ST 

Tax assessed value is aw:roximately $3791000 . 

Projected start-up cost of the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
&U~i~ ~ an 
$ 641276 $ 241506 $ 801793 

IDCAL SUPPORl' AND GENERAL ENIXlRSDmNl.'S 

Total 
$1691575 

:Resolut.iOllS .• • • ••• •••••• • ••.•••••••••••• • • • • • ••••. • •• ••••• • • . • 0 0 ., • 0 • • 0 
I.e:tters of gerte.ra.l ~rt • ••.•.•.• •••••••. • .• ....•• •. • .. .• ••• o • • • • • • 1 
Ietters of ~rt fran local 1 state ani federal plblic officials. • • • o 
Letters of ~rt fran local ani state conservation organizatiOllS. • • 0 

~ StlMlomRY 
I.et:chworth :Mounjs is recc.mmerrled to be managed by the Division of Recreation 
ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as a Special Feature Site 
for the pmpose of p:rese.rvirg its significant archaeological resources. 'Ihe 
Division of Historical Resources of the Depart::rent of state is recanrrerxied 
as a c:x:x>peratin;} managirg agency. 

'!his project should be managed with the primary objective of protectirg 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. Arx::illary utilization of the tract for 
picniclcin;J or ~ is awropriate 1 ani c:::alld be enhanced by restoration of 
open pasture to the original vegetation. 
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#20 Wabasso Beach. In:ll.an River 

RECXJo1MENDED POBL'IC PORPOSE 

Acm:AGE 
(Not Yet Pl.lrcllased 
or 'lliXier option) 

1.53* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$9,946,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un::ier the "Envi.romnentally Errlan:}ered I.an:ls 
(EEL)" categocy as defined in Section 18-8 . 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Ccrle. Acquisition TNCW.d preserve two rare natural ccmm.mities, several rare 
plant species ani habitat for a critically enjargered animal speeies. 
Acquisition would also preserve a sizable stretch of urrlevelq?ed beadrfront. 

lmNN3ER 
Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Deparbnent of Natural Resources, 
perhaps in conjunction with the U.S. Fish ani Wildlife ~ice. 

'ProllOSED USE 
Presel:vation area for threatened ani ~ered sea turtles with c:arpatible 
recreational activities. 

IDeATION 
Northent Irrlian River County, Florida's east coast, approxilnately 45 miles 
south of cape canaveral. '!he project lies within Florida's Senate District 
16 ani House District 78. It is also with the jurisdictions of the Treasure 
Coast Regional Plannilq ca.m::il ani the st. Jahns River Water Managerrent 
District. 

RF.SOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his project TNCW.d consolidate several small p.lblic c:MnerShips ani add to 
them substantially, fo:rmin:J over three ani one-half miles of contiguous, 
un::ieveloped Atlantic Coast shoreline. Natural camm..mities are in good 
corx:lition ani include coastal strarxi ani maritime hanm::x::k, but the primary 
significance of this tract is its value as sea turtle nestinJ habitat. One 
threatened ani two ~ered species of sea turtles utilize this area for 
nestinJ. '!he tract ~rts awroxilnately eight percent of all loggernead 
turtle nestinJ in Florida. '!he project also harbors several other rare 
plant ani animal species. 

'!he project can provide excellent recreational opportunities even though 
such activities nust be carefully controlled to protect sea turtle nests ani 
to avoid disruption of nestin;J activities. Possible recreational usages 
include swi.Itun:in3, beach ccrnbin;J, fishin;J, surfin;J, picnicld.rq ani nature 
appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are approxilnately 16 owners in Fhase I consistinJ of 153± acres, ani 
approxilnately 53 owners in Fhase II, containin;J 250± acres. OVer 50% of 
Rlase I is in one CMI"lerShip. 

VUI.NERABILITY AND ~ 
'!he sensitive, dynamic nature of the beach ani coastal strarxi camnn.mities 
make them highly vulnerable to danage resultin;J fran human interference. 
Unfortunately, the esthetic qualities of this envi.romnent make it extrerrely 
susceptible to residential, ccmrercial, ani business development. 

Orrrent zoni.rq within this project allows densities of up to 6 units per 
acre east of A1A (beachfront) ani 1 unit per 5 acres west of AlA. '1hree 
approved residential developnents ani one approved ccmrercialjrecreational 
development are within the project boun:1ary east of AlA. 

Further developnent pressure will un::ioubtedly continue. Irrlian River Coonty 
experienced a 67.8% increase in growth fran 1976-1986, lOth highest ano~ 
all Florida counties. 

* Rlase I 
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~ BEAOi ch project 
#20 itCNed. tne waPaSSO ~ into two 
mmsn:tON ~tion "kN~r:'f ~).l ~irm divi.d.ed tne \)to)ect 

'l'be I.ard 1>.CqllS "'\"'\ 1.988. ~ -pl:O)edc. ~ . ...,.. 
design on ;June ~~' 
acqrl.sition ~· 

Blase I consists of parcels rorth of the rorth 'rnlr&ri of Section lS r 'n1S 1 
R39E, east of AlA. When the ownership of any of the above parcels exterils 
to the west side of AlA an:l the owner is unwillin;J to sell only that porti on 
of his property east of AlA, then the entire ownership east an:l west of AlA 
should be p.u:dlased. 

:Rlase II ird.udes parcels sart:h of the so.ltheJ:n bourrlal:y of Section 10, 
T31S, R39E, includ:in;J hanmx:ks A1 an:l A2, as designated by the Florida 
Natural Areas Inventory (FNAI) , west of AlA. It also includes hanmx:ks A3 , 
A4, arrl A5, also west of AlA, if these hanmx:ks were not acquired urrler the 
circumstances described in the previoos paragra};h. Rlase II should not be 
bourrlal:y ~ ani awraised at this tiloo. 

on AugUst 4, 1989, the I.an:l AcqUisition Advisory Council approved an 43 a~ 
addition to :Rlase I of the Wabasso Beach Project Design. '!he addition 
exterxied the shoreline frontage of priloo sea turtle nestin;J beach by 
approximately 1,495 feet north of the original :Rlase I bourrlal:y. It 
included eight (8) additional parcels an:l four (4) ownerships. 

FSriMM'ED OOST 
TaX assessed value for Rlase I (current project) is approximately 
$9,946,000. TaX assessed value for Rlase II is approximately $17,375, 000. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up cost for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
Salaries OPS Expenses ocn 
$151,483 $ 10,000 $ 92,292 $231,514 

Total 
$485,289 

Res,olut.iol'lS: . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 3 
Letters of general support •• • • • • • . . • . ..... . .•••• • • • ..•. . ..•..••• • ••••. 511 
Letters of support fran local, state an:l federal public officials. • • . • 6 
Letters of support fran local an:l areawide conservation organizations. 5 

OTHER 
'!his project is located within the Hutchinson Islan:l Resource Plannin;J an:l 
Management Area. 

coordination 
'!he u.s. Fish an:l Wildlife Service has appropriated $1,900,000 for Fiscal 
Year 1990 for the acquisition of 249 acres to ~ Pelican Islan:l National 
Wildlife Refuge an:l is proposin::J the creation of Archie carr National 
Wildlife Refuge. '!he expansion of Pelican Islan:l National Wildlife Refuge 
will include a small part of the northernm:JSt R1ase I bourrlal:y ~ 
west of AlA. '!he target area for the Sea '1.\utle Refuge is a 20 mile coastal 
stretch east of U.S. AlA to the Atlantic Ocean, beginning at the northen1 
bourrlaJ:y of Wabasso Beach, Inlian River County arxi errli.n;J just south of 
Melbotlme Beach. '!he reccamnerx:led Archie carr Refuge bourrlaries would 
encc::t'l'paSS the CARL project area. state arxi federal acquisition agents 
should plan arxi work together to brin::J this project urxier public management. 

~SUMMARY 

It is recarnrrvarrled that this project be managed by the Division of Recreation 
arxi Parks of the Department of Natural Resources urrler sin::jle-use management 
concepts with the primary abj ective of preservin::J the very iirp::)rtant sea 
turtle nestin;J habitat arxi other significant natural features. '!he tract 
can support sane recreation, rut only types that are fully compatible with 
sea turtle nestin::j. 

'!he U.s. Fish arxi Wildlife Service has expressed an interest to assist in 
the acquisition arxi managerrent of this tract. State arxi federal efforts are 
bein::J coordinated in this regard. 
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PROJECl' 
NAME 

#21 Save rur Everglades COllier 

RBX't!MENDED POBLIC l"'RroBE 

ACRFMiE 
(Not Yet Acquired 
or urxler option) 

74,469 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$17,640,000 (CARL) 
($36,526,000 Total) 

Qualifies for state acquisition umer the "Envirol1l'0011tally ~ered I.arrls 
(EEL) n categocy as defined in section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Mnini.strati ve 
COde. Public acquisition of this project will help protect the water 
resources ani the rmique biological cxmrunities of the Florida Everglades -
Big cypress Ecosystem, in=llXi:in;J the headwaters of Fakahatchee strarxi. 

MMmGER 
'lbe National Park Service an:i the U.S. Fish an:i Wildlife Service, with the 
Division of Historical Resources of the Deparbnent of state, the Division of 
Forestry of the Department of Agriculture an:i Consumer Services, the Gaire 
an:i Fresh water Fish Ccmni.ssion. 

PR:l!OSED USE 
Additions to the Fakahatchee state Presel:ve, the Florida Panther National 
Wildlife Refuge an:i, the Big cypress National Presel:ve. 

IDeATION 
In Collier County, south Florida, east of Naples. ~ project is north an:i 
south of Alligator Alley, adjacent to the Fakahatchee strarxi project area. 
'lhi.s project lies within Florida's Senate District 38 an:i House District 75. 
It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Regional 
Planni.rg Council an:i the South Florida Water Managerre.nt District. 

RESOtmcE DESCRIPriON 
'Ibis project provides a very inp::>rtant hydrological connection with several 
significant natural areas: Big cypress National Presel:ve, Fakahatchee 
strarxi State Presel:ve an:i Everglades National Park. 'lbe project area serves 
as the headwaters of the largest stran:i swarrp in the nation - the 
Fakahatchee strarxi. Besides perfonni.n;J essential hydrological functions for 
other significant natural areas, the Save OUr Everglades project is an 
excellent natural area itself. Natural ccmm.m.ity types existin:;J on the 
property include cypress forest, pine forest, hanm:x::k, mixed swarrp forest, 
wet an:i d!:y prairies an:i freshwater marsh. 'lbe project area is :known to 
support many ~ered, threatened or rare species includin:;J a large 
.variety of rare orchids an:i other epi}:ilytes, as well as the · ~ered 
Florida panther. 

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

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

OWNERSHIP 
'lbe CARL program has participated in the acquisition of approximately 19, 035 
acres within this project area, including 277+ acres within Golden Gate 
Estates (see "OIHER", "Coordination"). -

Re:mainin:;J ownerships to be acquired in cooperation with the Florida 
Deparbnent of Transportation an:i the National Park Service in the Big 
cypress Addition, the eastenmcst portion of the project area, have not been 
estimated. 'lbere are, however, over 22, 000 owners in Golden Gate Estates, 
where the state is primarily fcx:usin:;J its acquisition efforts. 
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#21 SAVE OOR E.VERGIADFS 

vuumlmBILrl'Y AND ~ 
'lhe ecological character am tmique resoo:rces within the Save CX1r Everglades 
CARL project are extremely sensitive, am are vulnerable to a variety of 
activities. Drainage am other }:ilysical disruptions to the hydrology of the 
area can cause significant shifts in vegetative catp:)Sition by dlan;Jin;J 
:i.nurx2tion periods, fire regimes, or soil prq;>erties. Construction of 
acx:::ess roads not only has the potential for changin;J surface sheet-flaw 
patterns I but alSO brin;Js a greater di.st:u:rbarre to Wildlife am places 
greater stresses on errlan;Jered plant am animal pop.llations. '!he small 
size, am limited distrib.Ition of these pcp.llations makes them particularly 
vulnerable to di.st:u:rbarre. 

'!he project area can be considered ~ered by a number of human 
activities. '!he pre.sen:::=e of mineral deposits such as limestone am peat 
provides incentive for exploi tation of these resources. Although no 
specific plans for minin:;J are knc1Nn for the project area, such activities 
could cxx::ur possibl y in association with existin;J limestone mines north of 
the Northern Fakahatchee stram parcel near Copelam. Oil am gas 
expl oration am developnent is occurrin;J in the Big Cypress Area as a highly 
regulated activity, am it would prd;)ably occur on the Save OUr Everglades 
project whether it is acquired or not. Well -site acx:::ess roads am pipelines 
have the potential for ecolcX]ical damage if not sited, constructed, operated 
or rem::wed properly. 

FSl'IMM'ED CDS'!' 
Remainin;J total tax assessed value is awrox:imately $37,071,000. Fstilnated 
CARL contribution is approxilnately $17,710,000 (see "other") . 

Mana.gerrent furx1s budgeted by the Game am Fresh Water Fish Ccmm.ission for 
Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
·Salaries 

-o-
Expenses 
$ 65,000 

CXX> 
-o-

Managerrent furx1s requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Salaries Expenses CXX> 

-o- $ 65,ooo -o-

IDCAL SUPFORl' AND GENERAL ENOORSEMEN.l'S 

Total 
$ 65,000 

Total 
$ 65,000 

Res,ol\Itiol"lS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 
Letters of general sqpport •.... . .. ....... . ..•...•.••••.••..••.. ••••• .. 34 
letters of sqpport fran local, state am federal IXJblic officials.... . 2 
letters of sqpport fran local am areawide conservation organizations. 1 

EMINENl' J:X:I.miN 
'!he Florida Legislature has specifically provided the power of eminent 
domain for acquisition of lams within this critical area (<llapter 
380.055(7), Florida Statutes). Eminent domain authority was ext:errled to 
1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

C1l'HER 
'!his project is within a Chapter 380 area of Critical state ConceJ:n. 

'!he Save OUr Everglades Initiative was intro:iuced by the office of the 
Governor in 1983 an::i has continued as a priority of the current 
administration. Reports on the status of protection efforts in the 
Everglades are issued quarterly. 

Coordination 
'!his acquisition is a joint enieavor of the U.S. Fish arrl Wildlife Service, 
the National Park Service, the Florida Department of Transportation (FOOl'} 
arrl the CARL program. '!he National Park Service am the FOOl' in conjunction 
with CARL have purchased or have urxier contract approximately 21,841 acres* 
in the Big Cypress Addition, the easten"lit¥JSt portion of the CARL SOE project 

* Actual acreage acquired is greater. Joint FOOI'/r::NR acquisitions of l ess 
than 100 acres do not require Trustees' action or approval, arrl are not 
included in Bureau of I.an:l Acquisition's status report of acreage 
acquired. 
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01'HER (Continued) 
area. '!he u.s. Fish arrl Wildlife service has p.rrchased or has urrler 
contract approximately 25, ooo acres in the westenmw;:)st p:::>rtion of the 
project area north of SR. 84 (Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge) . 
Also, the finalization of the Collier Exch.an:Je has resulted in p.lblic 
a.mershi.p of an additional 88,189 acres within the CARL SOE project area: 
75, 078 _ acres in the Big cypress Addi:qon, 5, 111 + acres in the west:errm¥:>st 
part of the project area north of SR. 84 arrl 8, 000+ acres in the east of 29 
buffer area. 

Within CARL project brun::laries, it is estimated that approximately 27,018 
acres remain to be acquired in the Big cypress Addition. It is estimated 
that the CARL :fun:i's contril::ution for the acquisition of the :re.ma.inJer of 
this ea.st:errnoost p:::>rtion of the project area will be approximately 
$1,350,900 , assurn:irq the FOOI''s cont~ participation of approximately 
50%, which is probably overstated since FOOl' will not be participatinq in 
acquisition of a.mershi.ps with no acx:ess rights to SR. 84. CARL's estimated 
contribution also assumes an 80% reiinburseire.n from the federal goverrnnent 
pursuant to the Big cypress National Presel:ve Addition Act, Public law 
100-301. '!he National Park savice (NPS) is also continuing to acquire 
ownerships in this area arrl arrt future CARL acquisition, other than joint 
FOOl' purchases, should be coo:rdi.na.ted with the NPS. 

Since al1rost all of the west:errm¥:>st portion of the CARL project area north 
of SR. 84 is urrler the management of the US Fish arrl Wildlife serJice as the 
Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge, it is assumed that no CARL furrls 
will be spent in this area .• 

Similarly no CARL funis have been estimated for the acquisition of the east 
of SR. 29 buffer, since nost of the acreage is ncM publicly avned through the 
Collier Exchange. '!he NPS plans to acquire the few out:st.arrlin] a.mershi.ps. 

'!his will reduce remaininq acreage to be acquired in the Big cypress 
Addition arrl the Golden Gate area. At least 15,186 acres are in the process 
of beinq corrlemned by the FOOl' arrl will be acquired in cooperation with the 
Board of Trustees. '!his acreage will not be deducted from the remaininq 
total until the suits are settled arrl the Board of Trustees officially 
approves release of CARL funis. 

In estimati.rg the required CARL funis to ccttplete the SOE project, the 
possibility of the CARL :fun:i rei.mbursi.rg the federal goverrnnent for 20% of 
the larrl value of property received in the Collier Exchange was not 
included. If rei.mbursement is required from the CARL fum., then the 
estimate of CARL :fun::ls needed for ccttpletion of the SOE project would be 
approximately $27,130,000 rather than $17,640,000. 

on December 13, 1989, the President signed legislation exparrli.rg the 
Everglades National Park by the inclusion of the East Everglades area, an 
expansion of approximately 107,000 acres. '!he National Park Sel:vice (NPS) 
has requested $5 million for Fli?cal Year 1990-91 beginninq October 1990, for 
acquisition within the Big cypress addition arrl $7.5 million for 
acquisitions within East Everglades. It is recamrnen::led that the Bureau of 
I..arxi Acquisition coordinate closely with the NPS on acquisition of the 
entire SOE area. 

~ StJMltmRY 
'Ihe Save OUr Everglades project is located in Collier County arrl consists of 
four parcels totalinq approximately 209,000 acres. 'Ihe eastem-nost parcel, 
the "Big cypress Connection," consists of 123,937 acres located in the 
northeast corner of Collier County arrl is 'boun:1erl alorg the east line arrl 
along the south arrl west by the Big cypress National Presel:ve. A seconi 
parcel is 36, 139 acres arrl is located in the northern Fakahatchee Strarrl 
north of State Road 84 arrl west of the Big cypress Presel:ve. A third 
parcel, consistinq of approximately 41,000 acres, is located south of state 
Road 84, arrl runs along the western bourrlal:y of Fakahatchee Strand state 
Preserve. '!his parcel includes the Golden Gate Estates subdivision. 'Ih.e 
fourth parcel is a one mile wide strip of approximately 8, 000 acres lyinq 
east of state Road 29, which would join the Big cypress National Preserve 
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~ smomRY (Continued) 
with the Fakahatchee strarxi CARL project ani the secon::l parcel of this 
project. Acquisition of this project will provide b.lffers or additions to 
~ federal ani state ownerships in the area in=lu::linJ the Big cypress 
Preserve ani the Fakahatchee strarxi state Preserve, ani will provide for 
protection of the hydrological resoorces inp:>rtant to the Everglades 
National Park. Acquisitions will also becare part of the Florida Panther 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

'!he save em- Everglades project should be acquired as an Environmentally 
EOOan;Jered I.ani ani managed as a nultiple-use area with primary management 
bel..n; oriented toward :resoorce protection. Allc:Mable uses that should be 
considered in=luie hurlt:irq, fishi..n;, hiki..n;, canpi..n;, ani nature 
awreciation. Iead managers for this project should be the Division of 
Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources (Fakahatchee), 
the National Park Service (Big cypress Connection) , ani the U.S. Fish ani 
Wildlife Service (Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge) with the Game 
ani Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission, ani the Division of Historical Resources of 
the Depar'tnwant of state cooperatin;J. 
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#22 Big Berrl Coast 
Tract 

Taylor/Dixie 

RECD!MENDED PUBLIC PVR'roSE 

ACREAGE 
{Not Yet Purchased 
or 1.U'Xler option) 

11,676 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$3,461,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ier the "other Ian::fs" categocy as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
'WOUld preserve a significant· expanse of Florida's west coast, assistirg in 
the creation of a coastal habitat corridor. Acquisition 'WOUld also protect 
errlan;Jered arrl threatened animal arrl plant species, as well as ensure 
continued p.lblic recreation. 

~ 
Game arrl Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission with the Division of Forestry, 
Department of Agriculture cooperatirq. 

POOJ?OSED USE 
Wildlife Managexrent Area. 

~ON 

In Taylor arrl Dixie Counties, alo~ Florida's northwest coast. 'Ihe project 
lies within Senate Districts 5 arrl 6 arrl House District 11. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the suwannee River Water Managexrent District arrl 
the North Central Florida Regional Pl~ council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'Ihis project is part of a larger state acquisition initiated 'lll'rler the Save 
OUr Coast program. Tcqether with the soc tracts, these projects protect an 
estilnated sixty miles of lCM energy coastline on the Gulf of Mexico. 'Ihe 
project area includes the followirq natural carammity types: salt marsh, 
hydric hanuocx::k, mesic flatwoods, sclrxfuill, uplarrl hardwood forest, maritine 
hanuocx::k, arrl coastal swamp. Much of the drier sites have been converted to 
pine plantation. 'Ihe region st:gXJrts excellent populations of wildlife. 
'Ihe project area directly influences the water quality of the adjacent Big 
Ben:i Seagrasses Aquatic Preserve. 

'Ihe project's recreational potential is satiE!What limited by its 
substantial! y hydric character; hor.Yever, the project does provide excellent 
opportunities for recreation that is unhampered by wet corxiitions such as 
hliDtirq, fish.i.n;J arrl canoeirq; arrl there are also sane drier areas suitable 
for campirq, hi.kirg, };hotogra{ily, arrl nature awreciation. Maintenance of 
the tract in a natural corxiition offers significant protection to the 
offshore grass beds arrl associated sport fishery. 

OWNERSHIP 
'Ihe State has acquired 58,834 acres of the overall 70,630 acre project from 
'Ihe Nature Conservancy ('INC) through the Save OUr Coast program. 'Ihe 
remainirq 11,676 acres consist of three major ownerships: Geo:rgia Pacific 
Corp., st. Joe Paper Co. I arrl K.H. MacKay. Approximately 30 smaller 
holdirqs, varying from 1 to 480 acres also remain to be acquired.. 

VUI.NERABILITY AND ~ 
'Ihe biological arrl hydrological resources of this project are presently IroSt 
threatened. by the physical disiUption of natural systems associated with 
timber rerrxJVal, especially in hydric natural carmmmities. '!his activity is 
o~oirq. Although this is not a region with high developnent pressures, 
uplarrl sites are susceptible to degradation resulting from residential or 
resort developnent. 
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¥X>tJISITION PLANN:I!G 
A fonnal project design has not yet been con:lucted by the Advisory Council, 
but 'INC, the project sponsor, develcps preserve ba.lrrlaries for i ts 
acquisitions us~ very similar methcxlology. '!he Advisory Council, on 
December 14, 1988, adopted the bourxiary map as the project design with the 
urrlerst:arrli. that Council members 'W'all.d, at a later date, revise the 
bourxiary when staff cx:att>letes the project design. 

ES'1'IMM'ED OOST 
TaX assessed value is ag>roximately $3 , 209 , ooo . 

Management :fuOOs budgeted by the Game ard Fresh Water Fish canmission for 
Fiscal Year 1989- 90. 
Salary OPS 
$104 , 430 $22,234 

Expense 
$109,444 

F\lrrls Requested for ·Fiscal Year 1990-91. 
Salary OPS Expense 
$105,000 $23,000 $210,000 

$ 8 , 500 

()(X) 

-0-

Total 
$224,608 

Total 
$338,000 

Management F\lrrls Budgeted by the Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 
1989-90. 

Salary 
$5,490 

Expense 
$6,550 

Total 
$12,040 

F\lrrls Requested by the Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 1990-91. 
Salary Expense Total 

- o- $15,ooo $15, ooo 

Resol\lt.ioi1S . . . .... . .. . e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
Letters of general sqpport. .... . ........ . ................. ....... . .. . o 
Letters of support fran local, state arrl federal public officials. . .. 0 
Letters of support fran local arrl state conservation organizations. . . 0 

CJl'HER 
Coordination 
'lhe Nature COnservancy orchestrated the public acquisition of the major 
ownership arrl will continue to coordinate arrl assist in the acquisition of 
at least the other large ownerships as necessa:ry. 

z.mtmGEMENT stlMlomRY 
'lhe 11,796 acre CARL portion of the Big Berxi enviro:nrrental ·lard acquisition 
is recammerrled to be managed as a wildlife management area by the Game arrl 
Fresh Water Fish canmission with the Division of Forestry, Departne.nt of 
Agriculture cooperat~. 

'lhe primary management objective for these tracts will be the presex:vation 
of exist~ natural cxmnunities with particular emphasis on the conservation 
of rare plant arrl animal species, arrl the protection of water quali ty in the 
Big Berxi Seagrasses Aquatic Prese:tve. Scii:J:e uplarrl sites disturbed by 
previous silvicultural activities may require restoration. 'lhe project area 
can acconunodate an array of multiple-use recreational activities such as: 
hunt~, fishing, canoe~, camp~, hi.Jd..rq, nature appreciation, 
photography, horseback riding, etc. 

166 



f23 ST. JOSEPH BAY BW'E'ER 

167 



0 

RHW 

- ST •. JQSEI>H ·BAY 

A0UATJC·:PRESERVE 

2 

MILES 

ntgmana . ·· 
V.i··:;, ~ •.•• 

CONSTITUTION 
STATE 

GULF 

9 

-·- --_:::; =-.--

16 

.P 

N 

ST JOSEPH BAY 
UNTY 

PROJECT AREA 



#23 st. JoseJ;Xl Bay 
Buffer 

Gulf 

RECXIo!MENDED PUBLIC PORroSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or \lOOer option) 

3,383 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$6,318,000 

~ifies for state acquisition \lOOer the 11Envi.rormentally Erx:larxJered !..anjs" 

categocy as defined in Section 18- 8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. 
Public acquisition would help protect a pristine estuarine system, a 
significant archaeological site, am rare am eniargered plant am animal 
species. 

lm!mGER 
Division of Recreation am Parks am the Bureau of Aquatic Preserves of the 
Department of Natural Resources . 

PROPOSED USE 
state Preserve aOOjor Special Feature Site; the eastern bay front as part of 
the st. Joseph Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

IDeATION 
Southwestern Gulf County. '!he easterruoost project area is :inunediately south 
of the town of Port st. Joe. '!his project is within Florida's Senate 
District 3 am House District 8. it is also within the jurisdictions of the 
Northwest Florida Water Managenent District am the Apalachee Regional 
Planning Council. 

RESOURC:E DESCRIPl'ION 
'lhe st. Joseph Bay Buffer project includes: a narrow strip of uplams arrl 
wetlams which directly front the waters of St. Joseph Bay, a small area of 
privately held bay bottcm, arrl a contiguous natural system of great 
botanical significance. Natural camnunities are generally in vecy good to 
excellent corrlition arrl include: nwasic flatwcx:x:is, wet flatwoods, scrub, 
baygall, shell :rooums, saltmarsh (estuarine tidal marsh), am beach dune. A 
wet flatwoods system in the vicinity of Wards Ridge harbors nl.llTerous plant 
species state-listed as ~ered arrl threatened. 

Maintenance of the project area in a substantially natural corrlition would 
offer significant protection to the water quality of St. Jose};il Bay, an 
OUtstarx:l.i.n1 Florida Water. '!he bay supports a diverse, heal thy marine 
ecosystem of statewide significance arrl is an important nursecy g:rourxi for 
many recreationally am commercially valuable species. 

'!he project includes several archaeological/historical sites, the :rrost 
significant beirq Ricbardson Hanuto::k. Ricbardson HarrlrrDck is a shell midden 
site known to also contain htnnan burials. '!he site is representative of 
several cultural periods from ca. 500 B.C. - A.D. 1500. It is believed to 
be one of the largest arrl best preserved sites of its type on the northwest 
Florida Gulf coast. 

'Ihe project has outst.an:iirq recreational potential arrl could provide many 
recreational opportunities including fishing, canoeirq, swi.mmi.nJ, hiJcinJ, 
photography, arrl nature appreciation. Special care nrust be taken, however, 
to preserve the significant natural arrl archaeologicaljhistorical resources. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of approximately 54 parcels arrl 22 owners, seven of 
which are small lots in Fhase II. Most larger ownerships have irrlicated a 
willingness to negotiate (see also Coordination) . 

vtJUmRABILITY AND ~ 
Most of the peninsula itself is designated as a coastal barrier in the 
federal Coastal Barrier Resources Act. '!he peninsula is subject to the 
natural forces of erosion that typify coastal barriers, arrl the entire 
project, including the mainlarrl portion, is susceptible to alteration by 
severe sto:nns. 
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voumRABILI'l'Y AND ~ (continued) 
'nlere is already significant develcpnent on parts of st. Jose};il Bay Buffer, 
am this will continue on those lams rxrt: in plblic ownership. Although 
Gulf crunty as a -whole is r¥Jt eJCperien=inj significant growth ( 8. 3% fran 
1976 to 1986), coastal regions in the panhan:lle, includin;J Gulf Colmty, are 
developinj rapidly. 

'lhe Florida Department of Ccmnerce is overseeinj efforts of the Florida 
Spaceport Authority to establish a small-rocket (7-8 feet) la'Ul'lChin;J 
facility on federally owned lam, excluded fran the final project boun:3ary, 
at cape San Blas. 

~ON l'IANNim 
On December 1, 1989 I the I.arxl Acquisition Advi.soey council (IAAC) aw:roved 
the st. Joe Bay Project Design. It altered the resource plannin] boun:3ary 
by excludin:.J small developed am un:ieveloped lots fran the state park south 
to the Deal ownership in Richardson Hanmx:k am within the golf course in 
the Ward Ridge area. It also exclu:ied IOOSt cxmnercial ani business 
developnent on the eastern bayfront ani federal ownership on the southern 
boun:3ary. 'nle IAAC :resaved the right to add additional bayfront lots to 
the project boun:3ary in the future as major ownerships are acquired. 

Acquisition ~irg 
Rlase I. All ownerships except subdivision lots in Section 23 at the 

sart:hen1 project boun::iary 
Rlase II. SUbdivided lots in Section 23 

FS1'IMM'ED CDST 
Tax asses.?ed value is awroximately $6,318,000. 

Management Costs 
Projected start-up CXJSt by the Division of Recreation and Parks: 
Salaries Expenses oco 
$ 21,559 $ 2,712 $ 16,094 

Projected start-up CXJSt by the Division of State I.arxls: 
Salaries Expenses oco 
$24,699 $ 8,ooo· $ 2s,ooo 

LOCAL SUPPORT AND GENERAL ENOORSDIENI'S 

Total 
$ 40,365 

Total 
$ 57,699 

ResolociollS. . . • . • • . • • • • • • . • . • . . • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . . • • . • • • • • . • • . o 
I.e'ttel:'s of gei'lera.l ~rt. • . . . • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • 0 
I.e'ttel:'s of ~rt fran local, state ani federal public officials.. 0 
I.e'ttel:'s of ~rt fran local ani state consavation organizations. 0 

Ol'HER 
Coordination 

'nle Nature Conservancy is currently negotiatinq with Deal, or.¥l1er of one 
of the IOOSt critical parcels, ani will soon begin discussions with other 
large ownerships within the project. 

Communication should continue between the acquisition ani management 
staff ani the Departrcelt of Cctnme.rce and Space:p::>rt Authority to ensure 
protection for the bay and the historically significant cape San Blas 
Lighthouse, and to guarantee that other CARL acquisition objectives for 
this project are satisfied as much as possible. 

MMmGEMENl' SUMM1\RY 
It is ~ed that the Division of Recreation and Parks, Department of 
Natural Resources be assigned management responsibility for those :p::>rtions 
of the project m::>st suitable for inte.q>retive activities (i.e., the Ward 
Ridge Special Botanical Area ani Richardson Hammcx::k) . 'nlese areas should be 
managed un:ier single-use management concepts with the pri.J:nacy goals of 
p:resaving and protecting the significant natural ani cultural resources, 
providing a buffer to p:resave ani enhance water quality in st. Joseph Bay, 
ani providing recreational owortunities carrpatible with the resource 
protection goals. 
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#23 ST. JCSEPH BAY OOFFER 

~ StlMl-mRY {Continued) 
'lhe remai.Irler of the project should be :managed urrler single-use concepts by 
the Division of state I.arxis, Depart:Irent of Natural Resources as an addition 
to st. JCJSeib Bay Aquatic PreseJ:ve. '!he primary goals should be the 
preservation of the tracts in a natural con:lition ani the maintenance ani 
enhancement of water quality in st. JCJSeib Bay. 
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MILES 

HEATHER ISLAND 

MARION COUNTY 

~ PROJECT AREA 

~ I. CONTAINER CORP. 
~ (TO BE ACQUIRED BY CARL) 

2. OKLAWAHA FARMS INC. 
3. ST. JOE PAPER CO. 
(TO BE ACQUIRED BY THE 

ST. JOHNS Rl VER WATER MANAGEMENT) 

mm 4. CANAL AUTHORITY 
(TO BE TRANFERRED TO THE 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES) 



#24 Heather Islarrl Marion 

REXXHo!ENDED PUBLIC PORroSE 

ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet PUrchased 
or unier option) 

9,958* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$13,997,000 

Q.Jalifies for state acquisition unier the "other Ian:ls" category as defined 
by Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
would help protect arrl restore the integrity of a major river system arrl 
preserve habitat critical to enian;Jered arrl threatened plant arrl animal 
species. 

lOOmGER 
Gaire arrl Fresh Water Fish Camnission over majority of tract; the Division of 
Recreation arrl Parks over larrl ac:x:p.rlred north of Sharps Ferry Road; Marion 
County over lodge arrl intmedi.ately surroun:li.n;J acreage on Container Corp. 

· tract. '!he Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture arrl 
Consumer SeJ:vices will be a cooperatin:J manager. 

PH>IDSED USE 
Wildlife Managen-ent Area for lards ac:x:p.rlred south of Sharpes Ferry Road. 
Addition to Silver Sprin:Jg state Park for lards acquire:i north of Sharpes 
Ferry Road. 

IDCATION 
In southem Marion County aw:rox:bnately two miles east of Ocala. 'lhe 
southemi'IOSt :t:x::>un:1ary is just north of Lake Weir. '!he Ocala National Forest 
fonns I,mlch of the eastern :t:x::>un:1ary. 'lhe project is within Florida Senate 
District 4 arrl House District 25. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the St. Johns River Water Managen-ent District arrl the Withlacoochee Regional 
Plann.in;J Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!he Heather Islarrl project is c::atprised of uplard ard wetlard natural 
cornnn.mities which include: uplard mixed forest, floodplain swamp, 
bottanlard forestjhydric hanmw::x::k, mesic flatwoods, floodplain marsh, dame 
swamp, depression marsh, flatwoods lake, sarrlhill, ard xeric~. 
Approximately forty- five to fifty percent of the tract, includi.rg much of 
the Oklawaha River, has been substantially impacte:i by man's alteration of 
the natural features ard -would require restoration. '!he areas less severely 
impacte:i by man which are still considered to be natural conununities are 
generally in fair to excellent corrlition. '!he project includes an 
ou.t.stan:li.rq exarrple of old growth uplarrl mixe:i forest daminate:i by very 
large loblolly pines (Pinus tae:ia). '!he tract also hart:lors excellent 
populations of the en:largered pink:root (Spigelia lcganioides) ard the rare 
cedar elm (Ulnlus crassifolia). '!he diversity of habitats supports an 
aburrlance of wildlife which likely includes many rare species such as bald 
eagle, black bear, wood stork, gqiler tortoise, ard irrligo snake. 
Restoration arrl maintenance of the project in a natural corrlition would 
provide significant protection to the water quality of the Oklawaha River. 

'IWo cultural sites are dOCLnnente:i from this project. One, a two-sto:ry 
Colonial Revival mason:ry residence constructe:i ca. 1910, is considered to be 
potentially significant. '!he tract has not been systematically sw:veye:i for 
cultural sites, and there is gocxi potential that other sites are present. 

'!he project has very gocxi recreational potential ard could provide 
opportunities for huntin:J, fishin:J, hikin:J, campin:J, canoein:J, arrl horseback. 
ridin:J. 

* Estilnate:i acreage to be ac:x:p.rlred by CARL program. Additional acreage to be 
ac:x:p.rlred by St. Johns River Water Managen-ent District arrl Marion County. 
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#24 HEA'lliER ISIAND 

OWNERSHIP 
'!be project area targeted by the Conservation arxi Recreation I..arrls (CARL) 
program consists of awroximately 34 parcels arxi 4 owners. Container 
co:rporation is the major owner. '!he t.w other major ownerships within the 
project area, to be acquired by the st. Jahns River Water Management 
District arxi Marion County, are Okl.awaha Fanns an:i st. Joe. 'Ihe canal 
Authority also or.rms acreage within the project area which will be 
transferred to the Trustees, ~ resolution of legal technicalities. 
(See also Coordination.) 

vorm:RABILI'l'Y AND ~ 
over half the site consists of TNetl.anis arxi \toUUl.d not be suitable for 
develcpnent. '!be rema~ area consists of develc.piDle uplarrls. 

'!he site is near the Bellview am Ocala tn:i:lan areas. Marion County is one 
of the fastest growin::J areas of the state (66.4% growth from 1976 - 1986, 
ranked #13), so develc:pnent can be expected to exparrl rapidly into suitable 
areas arourrl Ocala. 

N;X>UISITION PIANNnG 
On December 1, 1989 the I..arrl Acquisition Advisory COUncil (IAAC) approved 
the Heather Islam Project Design, with only minor m:x:lifications to the 
resource plannirx} boun:ial:y. Several small parcels were deleted frcnn the 
southern boun:ial:y to s~lify title work am bourrlary mappin::J. state am 
water management district owned parcels- -were deleted from the northern 
boun:ial:y as well as a small, ~roved parcel. A ~tery was deleted frcnn 
the boun:ial:y adjacent to canal Authority I..arrls in the southwest part of the 
project. 

Acgyisition Rlas:i.rg 
Rlase I . Container Corporation 
Rlase II. Minor owners 

FSl'IMM'ED CX>ST 
Tax assessed value of CARL targeted acquisition is approximately 
$13,997,000. 

Management Cost· · 
Projected start-up costs for the Game am Fresh Water Fish Commission: 
Salaries OPS Expenses CXX> Total 

-o- $ 1,280 $ 9,ooo -o- $ 10,280 

Projected start-up costs for the Division of Forestry have not yet been 
detennined. 

Resolutioi1S. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Letters of general ~rt.......................................... 7 
letters of support from local, state an:i federal public officials. • . 3 
letters of support from local am state conservation o:rganizations. . 2 

OTHER 
Coordination 

'!he St. Johns River Water Management District and Marion County 
acquisitions, alon;J with the canal Authority lams transfer, will amount 
to a 50% match, so this is a joint acquisition project. '!he Nature 
Conservancy is assistin::J with an excbanJe with Container coipJration an:i 
will also assist with appraisals as necessacy. 
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#24 ~ISlAND 

~~ 
It is recx::mnerrled that the Division of Recreation arrl Parks, Depart:Ioont of 
Natural Resources be assigned management responsibility for the part of the 
project IX>rth of Sharpes Ferry Road. '!be property should be managed urrler 
sirgle-use cx:>neepts as an addition to Silver River state Park with the 
primal:y goals of preservirg the natural cxmmmities arrl p:rovidirg 
recreational c::g;x:>rtunities that are cx::ll'patible. '!be Division of Recreation 
arxi Parks sh.culd also have a ~tive role in the management of the 
project sa.rth of Sharpes Ferry Road for the specific plll:1X)Se of establi.shin;;J 
a trail system to be associated with Silver River state Park. 

'!hat part of the project sa.rth of Sharpes Ferry Road is reccmnenjed for use 
as a wildlife management area urrler lead management of the Game arrl Fresh 
water Fish Ccmnission, with the Division of Forestry actirg in a exx>peratirg 
role. 'As lead manager, the Game arxi Fresh Water Fish Conunission would have 
overall management responsibility. Management would follow nulltiple-use 
principles with special attention given to the protection of any rare or 
sensitive resources. ElfPla5is would be placed upon restorirg arxi 
mai.ntain:iig hydrological resources, inp:rovirg waterfowl arxi general wildlife 
habitat, peJ:petuatirg the old growth loblolly pine forest, arxi preservin:J 
habitats for rare plants arxi animals. '!be primal:y function of the Division 
of Forestry would be management of the old growth loblolly pine forest. 

'!he project is a joint project between the CARL program arrl the st. Jahns 
River Water Management District. '!be water management district may wish to 
act as a cooperatin;J manager with primal:y en;ilasis placed on the restoration 
arrl maintenance of hydrological resources. 
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PROJECI' 
NAME 

#25 Oscar Scherer Addition 

RECO!MENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

Sarasota 

Acm'.AGE 
(Not Yet 1?Urchased 
or unier option) 

892 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAlliE 

$2,172,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition as "other I..anjs" as defined un:ier section 
18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition would 
protect habitat critical to en:largered animal ( arxi }:X)SSibly plant) species 
arxi YJOUl.d also provide an ~rtunity to correct environmental damage to 
natural camnunities arxi a creek system. 

JmNAGER 
Division of Recreation am Parks of the Deparbnent of Natural Resources. 

PR:>:rosED USE 
Addition to Oscar Scherer State Recreation Area. 

ux:M'ION 
In Sarasota County, on the western Florida coast, adjacent to the northen1 
am eastern l:x:rumaries of the Oscar Scherer State Recreation Area, 
approximately nine miles south-southeast of the city of Sarasota. 'Ihis 
project is within Florida Senate District 25 am House District 71. It is 
also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Water Management 
District am the Tairpa Bay Regional Plarmirg Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'Ihe Oscar Scherer state Recreation Area Addition project is comprised of 
scrubby flatwoods, mesic flatwoods, bott.anlam forest, depression marsh, arrl 
blackwater stream natural camnunities. South Creek, a blackwater stream, 
flows through the tract for approximately one arrl one-half miles. 
Approximately seventy-five percent of the uplaros have been converted to 
improved pasture, South Creek has been channelized, am many of the 
depression marshes have been connected by ditches to facilitate drainage. 
'Ihe tract supports a large popllation of Florida scrub jays. other rare or 
threatened animal species known or expected to occur on site include: bald 
eagle, woodst.ork, kestrel, sardhill crane, limpkin, gopher tortoise, gopher 
frog, am in:tigo snake. 

'!his project can provide additional hi.kirxj trails arrl interpretive 
opportunities for Oscar Scherer State Recreation Area. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of approximately six parcels arrl two owners. '!he 
adjacent Oscar Scherer state Recreation Area was acquired in 1956-61 arrl is 
approximately 462 acres. 

vumERABILITY AND ~ 
'Ihe majority of the site is uplarrl arrl suitable for development or 
conversion to rangelarrl. Much of the site has been used for cattle grazing 
in the past, in:ticating its potential for such use in the future. -other 
more intense uses can also be anticipated. 

'Ihe proximity of the site to Veoice arrl Sarasota irx:licates a high likelihood 
of future development of the site. 'Ihe site is designated on the Sarasota 
Future Larrl Use Map for future tn:Dan or semi -tn:Dan use. 'Ihe zoning east of 
the railroad right-of-way allows densities of one unit per 5 acres; west -
one unit per 2 acres. Acreage west of the right-of-way is part of the 
Eagleheath Plarmed Unit Development (IUD) , ncM going through the development 
approval process. Larrl east of the right-of-way is part of the larger 
10,000 acre Palmer Ranch, the northerrnoost 5,000 acres (not within CARL 
bourx3aries) is an approved Development of Regional Impact (DRI) . 
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#i5 OSCAR S<liERER ADDITION 

NX>tJISITION PJ:ANN:Im 
On December 1, 1989 the I.arrl Acx}Uisition Advisocy Council (IAAC) approved 
the Oscar Scherer state Recreation Area Addition Project Design, leaving the 
resource planni.n;J bourrlal:y tmaltered. 

ESTIMATED OOST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $2, 172, 000., 

Projected start-up costs for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
Salaries Expenses OCD Total 
$ 60,717 $ 9,168 $ 31,011 $100,896 

ResollJ.t.iOllS e • c • o e • e • e o CD o e • o c • e e • • • e • e • • G o o o • e e • • o e c o o e e o ~ o ~ c c ., c G:~ e ~ e 

Letters of general ~rteOGeeSeOOOOOe~sGeooeOOCOGQ e ~GCOOGCSCeGoae 
Letters of support fran local, state ani federal public officials .... 
Letters of support fran local am state conservation organizations .. 

arHER 
Coordination 

Sarasota County is a joint financial participant~ It has pledged 

1 
1,117 

8 
21 

$650, 000 towards the acquisition of this project ani has irxticated it 
will provide 50% of the acquisition cost. '!he Nature Conservancy is in 
d i salSSions with CUl verhouse/Golden Eagle Sel:vice Corp. the owner east of 
the railroad right-of-way. 

~stHmRY 

'!his project is :recanmerrled to be managed by the Division o.f Recreation arrl 
Parks, Department of Natural Resources as an addition to Oscar Scherer State 
Recreation Area.. 'Ihe tract should be managed according to single-use 
principles for the primary p.rrposes of protecting the Florida Scrub jay arxi 
bald eagle, preserving intact natural areas, arxi restoring disturbed larrls 
to a natural corxtition. 'Ihe project can also provide recreational 
opportunities canpatible with these primary goals; recreational activities 
such as hiking arxi nature study can be aCCOlumodated. 
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PRQJECl' 

NAME 

#26 Emerson Point Manatee 

REXXH4ENDED PCBLIC PCRPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or unier option) 

360 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAI1JE 

$ 2,844,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urrler the "~ Iarrls" category as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
'WOUld protect significant archaeological resources, help maintain the_ water 
quality of an aquatic preserve, ani provide controlled recreational 
opporb.mities. 

Jm!mGER 
Manatee County in coordination with the Deparbnent of Natural Resources ani 
the Division of Historical Resources, Deparbnent of State. 

PR>IOSED USE 
County Nature Park. 

IDCM'ION 
In northwestern Manatee County, Florida's southwest coast, at the westenl 
errl of Snead Islarrl. '!his project lies within Senate District 24 and House 
District 67. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District ani the Tanpa Bay Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!he tract is bourrled on the north by the waters of Terra Ceia Bay, and on 
the south by the ItDUth of the Manatee River. Much of the western part of 
the point arrl 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 arrl is presently dominated by weedy, 
exotic species such as Brazilian pepper arrl Australian pine. Coastal berm 
and shell llOUl'Xi camnunities hal:i:x)r an assemblage of native plant species 
including scare very large live oaks arrl noteworthy tropical elements. 
Maintenance of the tract in a substantially natural corrlition will help 
preserve the water quality of the adjacent aquatic preserve, Terra Ceia Bay. 

'!his project has considerable cultural value as it includes the Portavant 
Temple Moun:i complex. '!he Portavant Temple Moun:i dates to 1000-1500 A.D. 
arrl exhibits similar !ilysical characteristics of same of the largest and 
IOC>St important platfonn lTOUl'rls in the United states. Numerous other 
archaeological sites are also recorded fran the project area. 

'!he extreroo westen1 errl of the site is currently used as a boat landing. 
Fishirg and crabbing are popular recreational activities in the adjacent 
waters. Educationaljintel:pretive opporb.mities should be developed to help 
increase the public's appreciation of the significant estuarine and 
archaeological resources. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!he tract is divided anong three owners in ten parcels with one major owner 
- Almardon Trust. '!he Norris family is the controlling interest in the 
Almardon Trust. Negotiations are urrlerway. 

VUlNERABILITY AND ENilAR2ERMENl' 
'Ihree acres at the southwestenl tip of the tract are the site of an 
abarrloned corrlominium project. Very little work has been completed at the 
site arrl the county declared the building pennit and wastewater treatment 
package plant pennit invalid. Urxier existing zoning designations, 1, 039 
residential units could be allowed. 
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#26 EMERSON romr 

VOIBR1\BILI'l'Y AND ~ (Continued) 
Zoning for 44 acres of the Almardon Trust tract was amen:led in 1985 to 
permit a planned developnent zoning district on the JOOSt uplarrl portion of 
the ownership surrourxli.rg the archaeological site. No site plan has yet 
been suJ::mitted.. '!he COl.IDty is currently reviewinq an application for 34 .. 6 
acre 87 lot subdivision on bayside property adjacent to the project area .. 

lPJUISITION PIANNim 
'!he project design for the Emerson Point CARL project was approved by the 
!ani Acquisition Advisory Council on November 15, 1988. !1;: did not alter 
the resource pl~ bourXIary. Acquisition phas:ln:J recanunenJs that the 
major ownership (nore than 98% of the total project area) should be acquired 
before negotiations begin for the two remainirxJ ownerships. 

FS1'IMM'ED CDST 
'!he tax assessed value for this tract is $2, 844, 000 .. 

Manatee County is to assume managenent costs for the project. 

Resol'Utions. ~ ••••••••.• 8 ••••••••••••••••• e ••• e • t) •• Cl e ••••••• e •• e • Cl • • 4 
Letters of general ~rteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeCieeeeeeeeeeeeeGCICieeeee~eee 1711 
Letters of ~rt fran local, state arrl federal public officials... 20 
Letters of ~rt fran local arrl state conservation organizations. 25 

Ol'HER 
Coordination 
Manatee County has cx:mnitted to provide at least 30% of the acquisition 
costs arrl all of the management expenses. 

~ StJM1.mRY 
'!he Emerson Point project is to be managed as a resource-based recreation 
area by Manatee County. Recreational uses, arx:i facilities development must 
be limited to presez:ve the significant archaeological features arx:i to help 
protect the aquatic preserve. Lease of the tract to Manatee County should 
pass through the Division of Recreation arrl Parks, the Department of Natural 
Resources in coordination with the Division of Historical Resources, the 
Department of State to ensure that the state's acquisition objectives are 
satisfied. 

As information is gleaned fran ·the archaeological resources of the project, 
efforts should be made to facilitate the public interpretation of these 
resources. 
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PROJECl' 
NAME 

#27 Miami Rockridge 
Pinelams 

I~.de 

RECDJMENDED PUBLIC PORlQm 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or un:ier option) 

290 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 5,616,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ier the "Envirornnentally Errlangered I.arrls 
(EEL) " categoey, as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Code. Public acquisition TNOUld protect a large number of 
rare, en::Jangered, threatened, arrl errlemic plant species arrl would also 
preserve water recllarge areas. 

!tm'tmGER 
Dade Cotmty in coordination with the Division of Forestry of the Department 
of Agriculture arrl Consumer Services. 

PROPOSED USE 
Biological Preserves. '!hose Pine Rocklams adjacent to Old CUtler Hanuoock 
Envirornnental Education center I Fuchs Hanuoock Envirornnental Study Area and 
camp owaissa Bauer would be additions to the interpretive functions of those 
areas . 

. IDCM'ION 

In Dade Cotmty, south Florida, metro Miami - Hanestead urban area. '!his 
project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 arrl House Districts 119 and 
120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional 
Pl~ Cotmcil arrl the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURC!E DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his project is comprised of the best re.mai.nl.m examples of the highly 
en::Jangered pine rocklarrl natural camnunity type. 'lhese tropical pinelands 
occur exclusively on the Miami Ridge arrl have been dramatically reduced in 
acreage by developnent. Nurrerous rare arrl en::Jangered plant species and 
several animal species - many of which ·are fourrl nowhere else - occur in the 
pinelan:ls. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are approximately 36 property owners. 

vt:JIBERABILITY AND ~ 
'!he 16 pinelarrl sites are considered uplarrl arrl developable. All sites are 
zoned residential (up to six lots per acre) or agricultural (could be 
cleared for crops or one house per five acres). '!he trees and endemics are 
also sensitive to nearby developnent. Soils are thin over the rocky base 
arrl the rcx:>t systems are sensitive to disturbance. 

'!he · record of development in the pinelan:ls and their consequent 
disappearance leaves no doubt as to their en::Jangennent. Pinelands, outside 
the Everglades National Park, once totaled over 160, ooo acres but have been 
reduced, by 1978, to 3, 951 acres. 

In 1984 Dade County corrlucted a forest inventory which evaluated 
approximately 5, ooo acres of pinelan:ls arrl hanmx:::ks areas of two acres or 
larger •. '!his sw:vey resulted in the identification of 2, 737 acres of 
pinelan:ls which qualified as envirornnentally sensitive. A more detailed 
analysis of the quality arrl manageability of the identified acreage resulted 
in the selection of the 14 subject sites which comprise 175 acres of the 
JOOSt valuable arrl threatened privately owned pinelands in Dade County. The 
largest of these is currently being developed. 
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#27 MIAMI ROCKRIOOE PINEIANm 

Vtll.NBlmB~ AND ENIWGERMENr (Continued) 
Since 1975 it has been estilna:ted that 48 percent of the Miami Rockridge 
Pinelan:is have been destroyed.. At this current rate of destruction, all 
privately owned pinelan:is in the environmentally sensitive categocy would be 
developed in the next 10 to 15 years.. '!his trerrl is not expected to slow 
down due to the uplarrl characteristics of the :rockridge sites which are 
desirable locations for- developnent activities. 'lb.us, these sites must be 
considered extremely en::lanjered. 

XX>lJISITION PLANNI!G 
On November 12, 1986, the Ian:l .Aa;pisition Advisocy Council approved the 
final project design for Miami Rockridge Pinelards. '!he project design 
deleted two sites fran the project area because of extensive alterations to 
the sites., A substantial portion of another site was also deleted for the 
sane reason., 'Ihese IOOdifications reduce the total acreage of the resource 
planning boun:1ary by 43 acres ani reduced the ntnnber of discrete sites to 
14. 

Recommended fbasinq 
:Rlase 1. Site 11 (deleted) 
Rlase 2. Site 12 
Rlase 3. Site 2 
Rlase 4. Site 4 (deleted) 
:Rlase 5. Site 6 
Phase 6. Site 15 
Rlase 7. Site 14 
Phase 8. Site 13 
Phase 9. Site 8 
Phase 10. Site 1 
Rlase 11. Site 16 
Phase 12. Site 7 
Rlase 13. Florida Natural Areas Invento:ry addition to Site 10 
Rlase 14. Site 9 

On December 14, 1988, the Iarrl Acquisition Advisocy Council approved the 
revision of the project design to delete two (Site 11 arrl Site 4) of the 
fourteen sites. '!he parcels have been or are being developed. Tile tax 
values arrl acreages were tJI:rlated as well. 

FSl'IMM'ED CDST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $5,616,000. 

Resolutions .... ~ . . . . . . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • .. . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1 
I.e.t"te.rs of gei'lera.l ~rt.. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • c • • Cl • • • • • • • • • 12 o 
I.e.t"te.rs of ~rt. fran local, state arrl federal p_lblic officials..... 0 
I.e.t"te.rs of ~rt. fran local am areawide co~tion organizations. 17 

Ol'HER 
I:ade County has been active in coordinating with the state on obtaining 
bourrlary maps arrl title work on this project. It has also assisted in 
preliminary negotiations, by identl.fying arrl contacting willing owners. 

'!he county is working with the Nature Conservancy to develop a position or 
unit within the I:ade County Parks Depart:m:mt to manage environmentally 
sensitive larrls. 

'!he Florida Depart:m:mt of Transportation has negotiated a contract with the 
owner of Site 2 to purchase a right of way which transects the hanunock. 
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#27 MIAMI ROCKRirx;E PINEIANrS 

~smomRY 

As a result of the distribution of the proposed pinelarxi preserves 
thrcughcut a wide rarge of areas in the County with diverse larxi uses, it 
has been proposed that the sites be managed at different levels of 
intensity. Sites closest to w:ban pc:pll.ations will be managed to allow 
controlled inteJ:pretive arxi limited passive recreational opportunities, 
while 100re re.n¥:rt:e pinelams will be maintained as environmentally -enjangered 
lam preserves. All of the pinelarxi sites will be managed by the Dade 
County Park arxi Recreation Deparbnent in conformance with the state's 
Envirornnentally Errlargered I..anjs Plan arxi state I..anjs Management Plan. 

It is anticipated that the subject parcels TNOU!d be fenced to prohibit 
illegal dt.mping arxi l.UlCOntrolled access, varoalism arxi the rem:wal of 
errlemic species. PUblic access 'NOUld be limited to controlled inteJ:pretive 
uses where appropriate. Likewise, steps will be taken to maintain the high 
quality arxi integrity of the pinelams by preventirg the intrusion of exotic 
species. In addition to Dade County Parks, the Division of Forestry of the 
Deparbnent of Agriculture arxi Consumer Services will be asked to help in the 
management of the pinelarxi preserves by corrlucting periodic controlled burns 
of the properties to encourage pinelarxi growth arxi eliminate the threat of 
un:lerstocy hardwoods arxi exotic species. 
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#28 Spruce Creek Vol usia 

R!X:D!MENDED PCBLIC P0RP0SE 

ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or umer option) 

1,718 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$2,675,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition as "Envirorarentally Erx:iangered I..aOOs (EEL) 11 

as defined in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public 
acquisition would help protect a creek ani bay ani associated estuarine 
tidal syste.ms, as well as significant archaeological sites. 

!m!mGER 
Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Depart:nelt of Natural Resources.* 

PROmsED USE 
State Preserve or Park, ani County Nature Park. 

IDC!M'ION 
In easten1 Volusia county, Florida's northeast.enl coast, approxilllately five 
miles south of Iaytona Beach. '!his project is within Florida's Senate 
District 10 ani House District 29. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
the st. Jahns River Water Management District ani the East Central Florida 
Regional Plannirg COUncil. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!he Spruce Creek project includes lams bordering Spruce Creek, stricklarrl 
Bay, ani Rose Bay. Most of the natural ccmm.mities on site are in gcxxi 
corrlition ani include: estuarine tidal swamp, scrub, xeric hanm:x:::k, 
maritilre halmoock, IOOSic flatwoods ani wet prairie. '!he project potentially 
supports or provides protection for nmnerous animal species that are state 
arrljor federally listed as errlan;jered or threatened. 'Ihese include bald 
eagle, wood stork, ani manatee cnoorg others. Maintenance of the tract in a 
natural corxlition would help protect water quality of the adjacent water 
l::x:xlies . 

'lWo archaeological sites are recorded fran the project area, arrl the 
location arrl nature of the tract inticate that other sites may also be 
present. 

'!he project can provide many recreational activities such as boatirg, 
canoeirg, fl.shirg, hi.kin:J, campirg, bicycle riding, arrl nature study. 
Boatirg should be restricted to protect manatees. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of approxilnately 20 parcels ani nine owners, including 
Vol usia County (see Coordination) • 

V'tliNElmBILITY AND ~ 
'!he areas alorg Spruce Creek are subject to tidal flcxxling. 'Ihese 
flcxxi-prone arrl other wet areas on site are not suitable for development of 
any great intensity. '!he uplarrl. areas could support intense development. 

land use designation of the property rarges from agricultural to residential 
developrrent. One parcel east of US 1 is canunercially zoned. '!he area is 
experiencirg significant growth (42.5% from 1976-1986), and the city limits 
of New Smyrna Beach arrl Port ()r'arge can be expected to exparrl in the future 
ani incorporate portions of the project area. As of October 1989, New 
Smyrna Beach was considerirg annexation of 300~ acres on the west side of 
Turnbull Bay South ani adjacent to parcel #8 m the project area. 

* Volusia County to manage a small (39 acre) tract adjacent to US 1. 
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#28 SPHJCE mEEK 

XX)OISITION ~ 
on December 1, 1989, the ram Acquisition Advisory Council approved the 
Spruce Creek Project Design. It IOOdified the resource planning bourrlary by 
deletirg the oates tract, parcel #2, a portion of which is state owned, the 
:remairrler Ul'Xier contract fran the COlUlty. 

Acquisition Rlas:irp 
Rlase I. Parcels owned by Vol usia County 
Fhase II. other ownerships 

ESTIMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed value of this project is estimated to be $2,675fOOO .. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up cost for the Division of Recreation arrl Parks: 
Salaries Expenses OCD Total 

$ 41,326 $ 21,559 $ 2,712 $ 17,055 

ResolutiollS . .............. C) ••••••••• 0 •••••••••• s • 0 ••• 0 •••• e e • 0 ••• &l • • 2 
Letters of general ~rt •.•••....... oooeooooooooooooeeoeeeoo~eeooo 25 
letters of ~rt fran local, state am federal public officials.... o 
Letters of ~rt fran local am state conservation organizatiollS.. o 

Ol'HER 
Coordination 

'!his project is a joint effort with Volusia County which has already 
acquired awroximately 83% of the project.. 'lhe CARL :furxi will reilnburse 
Volusia County for 50% of the acquisition costs for those parcels already 
acquired. If the state negotiates the remaining parcels, then Volusia 
County will reimburse the CARL :Eurrl 50% of the costs. 

Ml\m\GEMENl' sm.n.mRY 
Management responsibility for the Spruce Creek project is recarmnerrled to be 
split between the Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources arrl Volusia County. 'Ihe project should be managed under 
sin;Jle-use concepts with the primary goals of presei.Vin;J the significant 
natural features, am maintaining am enhancin;J water quality in adjacent 
watert:x:xlies. Recreational potential for the tract is high, however, 
recreational use must be fully canpatible with the primary goal of resource 
protection.. All recreational use should be resource-based, that is 
depen:ient on the natural quality of the tract. Resource-based recreation 
includes boatin;J, fishin;J, hik:irg, carrpirg, picnicking, arrl nature study. 
Resource-based recreation excludes such activities as tennis . or basketball. 
Facilities developnent must be carefully balanced with resource protection. 
'!he waters adjacent to the project are inportant manatee habitat. Special 
collSideration should be given to limit development which might increase 
runoff (e.g. , parkirg lots) • Vol usia County management plans should be 
reviewed by the Depart:Irent of Natural Resources to ensure that the state's 
acquisition objectives are satisfied. 
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PRQJECI' 

NAME 

#29 North Fork st. lucie st. lucie 
River 

R!XDMMENDED PUBLIC P'tJRiOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or un:ier option) 

1,350* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$6,006,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ier the "other I.arrls" category as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Codes. Public acquisition 
would enhance plblic recreational cg;x>rtunities in an area of rapid 
pcpllation growth. Acquisition would also help protect a river corridor, 
am several rare am threatened plant am animal species. 

!mNl\GER 
Division of state I.arrls of the Depart:Icent of Natural Resources. Parts of 
the project area may be subleased to the lcx::al goverrnnents. 

PRO:RlSED USE 
'!he majority of the project area, especially the wetlarns am the 
cx:mnunities transitional to uplams, should be managed to intensify 
protection of the North Fork St. lucie Aquatic ~e. SUitable upland 
areas can be managed as lcx::al recreational sites. 

IDCM'ION 
st. lucie County, Florida 1 s southeastern coast, less than 4 miles southeast 
of Ft. Pierce. '!he project lies within Florida's Senate District 27 and 
House District 78. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Treasure 
Coast Regional Planni.n;J Council arrl the South Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!his project fonns a narrow, awroximately eight mile long corridor along 
the North Fork St. lucie River. '!he waterway has been charmelized in the 
past arxi traces of this history are evident in same places. Natural 
cx:mnunities are comprised largely of wetlarns with same developable uplands 
also present. Rare arxi threatened plant arxi animal species occur within the 
project. '!he project area has a direct influence on the water quality of 
the North Fork St. Illcie River Aquatic Preserve. . 

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

'!he scenic dlaracter am close proximity of the project to a large urban 
pcpllation give it a significant recreational value. '!he project could 
support roating, fishing, camping, hi.Jcin1, bike riding, horseback riding, 
picnicking, and nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
'Ihe Trust for Public I.arrls has aa:pired the majority of Phase I from General 
Development Corporation (GOC) . 

VUlNERABILITY AND ~ 
'Ihe water quality of this portion of the North Fork St. Illcie River am the 
river's associated wetlands are very vulnerable to further development on 
adjacent uplands. 

CUrrent ·zoning designations within the project would allow low to nrrlerate 
density residential developnent on the uplarx:ts. Aerial photographs indicate 
that development is adjacent to llU.lch of the river corridor that has been 
proposed for acquisition (1987 Project Assessment) • 

* Phase I 
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#29 NORIH FURK ST. IIJCIE RIVER 

vmm:IU\B:ILI'n AND ENDMGERMENl' (Continued) 
'lhe pt:pllation density for st. Incie County is in the nali.mn range when 
cx::mpared to other counties, ran1drg number 17. However, the grc:1Nth rate was 
quite high between 1976 ani 1986 as the pt:pllation increased 66. 7%, 12th 
cm:>n:J all Florida counties. 

~ITION PIANNI!G 
'lhe North Fork st. Incie project design was approved by the I.arrl Acquisition 
Adviso:cy Council on June 22, 1988. 

'!he project design reccmnen:)ations altered the resource plannin:J l:x:>urda:ty by 
deletirg residential developoent areas zoned by the county or city for 
preservation, conservation ani recreation. '!he Sharette DRI, in the 
northern third of project area, was placed in :Rlase II. 

Rlase I consists of 1,350 acres of the GOC ownership (acquired by the Trust 
for Public I.arrls) ani 2 other minor owners. Only Phase I should be boundary 
~' appraised, ani negotiated at this tine. 

ES'l'IMM'ED OOS'1' 
Tax assessed value for Rlase I is approximately $6,006,000. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up cost for the Division of State I.arrls: 
Salaries OPS Expenses ocn 
$ 24,699 -o- $ 8,000 $ 25,000 

Total 
$ 57,699 

~l'Utioi1S .•. Cl ••••• o o • o • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
Iet"ters of gei'le-ra.l. ~rt •••••••••••••• e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 35 
letters of ~rt fran local, state arrl federal public officials....... 4 
letters of ~rt fran local ani areawide conservation organizations. 3 

Ol'HER 
Coordination 
'!he Trust for Public I.arrls (TPL) is an internatiary in the acquisition of 
this project ani has acquired the major ownership in Phase I. 

M100\GEMEN1' StlMl-mRY 
'!he majority of the project area, especially the wetlarrls ani conununities 
transitional to wetlarrls (e.g. , hydric hanm:x::k) , should be managed by the 
Division of State I.arrls of the Department of Natural Resources to enhance 
the protection of the North Fork st. Incie River Aquatic Preserve. SUitable 
uplani areas may be leased through the Department of Natural Resources to 
local entities for management. Passirg the lease through the Department of 
Natural Resources should ensure that the primary single-use management goal 
of resource protection with canpatible recreation is maintained. 
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PROJECI' 
NAME 

#30 South Savannas Martin 
st. Illcie 

REXXJt!MENDED POBLIC PCRlUSE 

~ 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or un:ier option) 

2,243* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$10,928,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urrler the "Environmentally Erx:langered Lands 
(EEL) 11 catego:ry l as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Ccrle. Public acquisition of this project would help to 
protect a freshwater marsh ard an associated uplard natural canununity unique 
to the southeast Florida coast. 

MA!mGER 
'!he Division of state I.ands of the Department of Natural Resources with the 
GaJ.te ard Fresh Water Fish canmission ard the Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of state cooperatirg. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to the South Savannas state Reserve. 

IDCM'ION 
In Martin ard St. Illcie counties, the coastal area of southeast Florida, 
approximately 30 miles north of West Palm Beach. '!his project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 27 ard House District 79. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Treasure coast Regional Planning Council and the South 
Florida Water Managenent District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!his project comprises the last relatively unlisturl:>ed example of coastal 
freshwater marsh in southeastern Florida. '!he project area also includes a 
small area of sani pine scrub and several other natural communities. 'Ihese 
canununities are in excellent conlition and supp:>rt a great diversity of 
wildlife, sane of which are rare ard el'rlanJered in Florida. 

'!his project can supp:>rt a range of recreational activities that are 
compatible with the prilnary acquisition objective of resource protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 3, 491 acres were purchased urrler the EEL program. 
Approxllnately 246 acres have been acquired or are urrler option through the 
CARL program including the 169,! acres -un:ier option from the Trust for Public 
I.ands (TPL) • *'!his acreage was not deleted from the acreage remaining to be 
purchased because it was never included on the bourrlary map as privately 
owned. over 100 owners remain. 

VUIBERABILITY AND ENilA!GERMEN'l' 
<llanges in water quality and quantity resultirg from development by private 
interests would threaten the resource. 

Perimeter areas (especially on the west) are already scheduled for 
development. '!he West Jensen Development of Regional Impact (DR!) was 
approved by the Treasure coast Regional Planning Col.mSel and Martin County. 
'!he DRI included an 82 acre parcel within the expanded (see "Acquisition 
Planning"} CARL project bourrlary which will be managed by the county. The 
provision of the DRI stipulated that the important buffer area be managed 
for recreation and open space ani that any development by the county be 
approved by the Department of camnunity Affairs (OCA} and the Department of 
Natural Resources (rnR). 

N;XlUISITION PIANNDG 
On June 22, 1988 the I.an::l Acquisition Adviso:ry Council approved the South 
Savannas Project Design. Ten parcels ani portions of three parcels totaling 
65.56 acres were deleted ani 49 properties totalirg 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 lard currently within the CARL bourrlary, 128.9 
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#30 SCUIH SAVANNAS 

lg)OISITION PIANNilG (COntinued) 
acres might be acquired by dedication arxi 181.2 acres could be managed 
through a management agreement. It is rec:xmmerxied that the Depart:lrent of 
Natural Resources coordinate lan:l p.u::chases with the Trust for Public I.arrls 
ani the South Florida Water Management District when appropriate.. '!he South 
Savannas project is complex but a rnnnber of rurrent initiatives are striving 
to sinplify it. · 

Acquisition Fhasina 
It ~ rec:xmmerxied that this project be acquired in one phase. 'nle sarrl mine 
area, however, should not be appraised or negotiated until the completion of 
m:ini.rg activities. 

ESTIMM'ED <DS'1' 
Tax assessed value is approximately $10,928,000. 

Management F\ln:1s Budgeted by the Deparbnent of Natural Resources for Fiscal 
Year 1989-90. 

Source 
IITF 

Salaries 
$18,944 

OPS 
$15,600 

F\ln:1s Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91. 
~ Salaries OPS 

1 $19,284 $17,680 

Expense 
$15,000 

Expense 
$15,000 

QO) 

-0-

()(X) 

-o-

Total 
$49,544 

Total 
$51,964 

ResollltioilS Q & e e e • e 0 e e e 0 C1 e 0 e e e e fJ 0 8 e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e CD e C ~ e 0 C e 0 e 6 e 0 8 e 0 • e e 5 
Letters of general ~rtoeeeeo•eoeeeeeeoeeeeeeeeeeGeoeooooeocee&eoeo 98 
Letters of ~rt fran local, state arxi federal public officials...... 20 
Letters of ~rt from local arxi areawide con.seJ:Vation organizations. 10 

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

lmlmGEMENl' StlMMNtY 
'!he prilnary goal of resource management for the EEL part of Savannas is to 
presez:ve arxi perpetuate the natural resources of the area, ani secondarily 
to provide for p.lblic use of the area for activities that are compatible 
with the prilnary goal. 

'!he Savannas State Reserve · Management Plan prescribes resource management 
objectives, policies, ani proca:iures designed to accomplish these goals. 
'!he major objectives for resource management include: maintenance of the 
natural hydrological regime of the freshwater marsh; protection of the plant 
camm.mities ani asscx::iated -wildlife, includ.i.n;;J errlangered, threatened, or 
species of special concern; preservation of archaeological ani historical 
sites that may be fourxl; ani preservation of the aesthetic amenities of the 
Savannas.. Management measures designed to neet these objectives include: 
regulation of drainage into ani fran the Savannas, state acquisition of 
non-state owned lanis within the Savannas, maintenance of plant and animal 
habitats through a controlled btun program, eliminating encroachments and 
abusive uses, ani removal of exotic species. 

Public use of the Savannas includes resource based activities that wiil have 
minimal inlpact on the enviroi'liOOiltal attributes of the area. Activities 
considered IOC>St suitable include: nature study, canoeing, fishing 
picnicking, natural scenery appreciation, ani scientific research. Hunting 
has also been considered, but this use of the Reserve will require further 
study before beirg allowed. 

'!he Division of State I.an:1s of the Department of Natural Resources has been 
appointed to set:Ve as lead agency for the management of the Savannas State 
Reserve. Agencies participatirg on a cooperative level with Reserve 
management include the Division of Historical Resources of the Depart:lrent of 
state (assistance in managin;J any archaeological/historical resources) and 
the Florida Game ani Fresh Water Fish Conunission (assessing game resources 
ani the feasibility of hunt~ in the Reserve). 
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PROJECl' 
NAME 

#31 'Ihree Lakes/Prairie 
Lakes Addition 

REXXHENDED POBLIC PCRPOSE 

Osceola 

ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet PUrchased 
or un:ier option) 

8,944 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 5,071,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ler the "Enviromnentally Errlangered lands 
(EEL) " categocy as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Code. Public acquisition would help protect habitat critical to eOOangered 
ani threatened animal species ani would help preserve the water quality ani 
wetlani systems of two lakes, both are part of the Upper Kissilmnee "Cllain of 
Lakes''· 

~ 
Game ani Fresh Water Fish canmission. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to 'Ihree Lakes Wildlife Management Area. 

IDCM'ION 
Osceola County, in central Florida, just east of lake Kissilmnee and west of 
Kenansville. '!he 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 ani the South Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DFJ:ICRIPI'ION 
'!his project is cx:mprised of expansive tracts of dry prairie and mesic 
flatwoods with rnnnerous small poms, marshes, ani cypress st.rarrls 
interspersed. Extensive shoreline on three relatively large lakes adds to 
the natural diversity of the project. A large percentage of this acreage is 
utilized for lOW' intensity cattle husbarrlry. '!he project area arrl adjacent 
state-owned lams support an extraordinary nl.mlber of rare and eOOangered 
animal species, incl\.ldin;J one of the densest aggregations of nesting bald 
eagles in North America. '!he project area ani adjacent state-owned lands 
have been selected as part of an international program to reintroduce the 
eOOangered whoopi.rg crane to Florida, ani are considered the best potential 
site for reintroduction. 

'!his project is considered to have lOOderate potential for archaeological 
investigation. 

Recreational potential is high ani would include such activities as camping_, 
fishirg, hunting, ·boati.rg, hik:irg, nature appreciation, arrl photography. 
Opportunities to observe ani photograph bald eagles may be unexcelled in 
Florida. All recreation must be compatible with resource protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approxinately 51,485 adjacent acres were acquired under the EEL program and 
is managed as the 'Ihree rakes Wildlife Management Area by the Game and Fresh 
Water Fish canmission. · 

'!here are approxinately 10 owners _in the revised Three lakes/Prairie rakes 
Addition Fbase I (see "Acquisition Planning"). 

VOI.NERABILITY AND ~ 
Most of this site is currently used for cattle ranching, though at 
.relatively lOW' levels canpared to nost traditional fanns with better 
pasture. '!he wildlife value of the major portions of the tract is dependent 
upon the remaining poms, marshes and st.rarrls and on stable land use 
patterns. '!he property is vecy vulnerable to further draining, more 
intensive ranching practices, ani conversion to other more detrimental uses. 
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#31 'lliREE IAKES/:mAIRIE lAKES AOOITIOO 

~AND~ (Continued) 
D.rrirg the period 1957-1967 native rarge in Osceola County was reduced from 
333,000 acres to 127,000 acres, a t.ren:i which has continued over the past 20 
years. Sod fartl\irg is also an expaniirq irx:lustry in the i.rrmetiate vicinity; 
a portion of the project was deleted fran the final 1::x:>umary because of its 
corwersion to such practices. Citrus groves dot the area arourxi the site 
ani can be expected to continue to encroach if further drainage ani IOC>re 
mild winters coincide. 'lhe JOOSt potential damage could occur, hov.Tever, from 
developnent of the property into residential housirg ani TN parks. A 
current proposal to build an IN park on the site iimnediately north of lake 
Marion has apparently been approved by the co.mty. Additional development 
is extremely likely on the shores of lake Marion arxi pertlaps Lake Jackson. 

While Osceola County is ranked 37th in population density of Florida's 67 
co.mties, its population grc:Mth increased 115.5% from 1976-1986, ranking it 
third in population grc:Mth for the same period. One of the proposed routes 
for the high speed rail system cuts through the 'Ihree 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 
bec:x:lnes an actuality, then potential for development ani grc:Mth in this area 
will dramatically increase. 

N;X>UISITION PIANNim 
'!he 'Ihree Lakes/Prairie Lakes Addition project design was approved by the 
I.an:l Acquisition Adviso:cy Council on April 1, 1988. '!he project design 
altered the resource plantri.n:] 1::x:>umary by deleting three sections on the 
northeastern 1::x:>umary which were transferred to the state by the federal 
government ani are being managed by the Game ani Fresh Water Fish 
camnissione Also deleted were approximately six sections on the eastel:n 
1::x:>umary currently beirg prepared for sod fartllirg. other :rocx:lifications 
included the deletion of state-owned property arrl the addition of 
i.lrrleveloped property northeast of Lake Marion arrl on the project's westet:n 
1::x:>umary. 

Most of the project, all but approximately 2,200 acres, should be protected 
by acquiring less than fee-s:ilnple title., 

Acquisition Phasing 
1. Conservation easements or owner contact agreements with major owners 

concurrent with 
Fee simple acquisition of the nort:hwestenl Lake Jackson buffer arrl the 
northet:n shore of Lake Marion buffer alorg with other ownerships (other 
than Adams ani Kolbegard) fronting any part of Lake Marion 

concurrent with 
Access easement (fee s:ilnple if easement unnegotiable) over Hancock and 
Iatt Maxcy ownerships alorg western project 1::x:>umary., 

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

3. OWners in urrleveloped ~visions. 

On December 14, 1988, the I.an:l Acquisition Advisory Council approved a 
revision of the project design excluding the major larrl holding, the Adams · 
ownership, from Phase I negotiations. Acquisition phasing was reconunended 
as follows: 

Phase I: I..akefront properties on Lakes Jackson, Marion, and Kissinunee. 

Phase II: All other larrls in original project design, including balance 
of Hancock, Iatt Maxey ani OVerstreet holdings, excluding 
Adams I lani ani inh0lc:ti.rgs in J\dams I lani. 

Phase III: Adams' lani ani inholc:ti.rgs in Adams' larrl. 
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#31 'lHREE IAI<ES/PRAIRIE IAI<ES ADDITION 

ES'1'IMM'ED CDST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $5, 071, 000. 

F'Urrls Budgeted by the Game ani Fresh Water Fish camrl.ssion for Fiscal Year 
1989-90 for the 'Ihree lakes Wildlife Management Area (adjacent to 'Ihree 
lakes/Prairie lakes project area) • 
Salacy OPS Expense 
$48,600 $17,106 $69,890 

F'Urrls Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91. 
Salacy OPS Expense 
$50,000 $17,200 $70,000 

OCD 
$30,000 

OCD 
$10,000 

Total 
$165,596 

Total 
$147,200 

F'Urrls Budgeted by the Division of Forestry for Fiscal Year 1989-90 for the 
'Ihree lakes Wildlife Management Area (adjacent to 'Ihree lakes/Prairie rakes 
project area) . 
Salacy 
$36,004 

Expense 
$25,450 

F'Urrls Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91. 

OCD 
-o-

Source Salary Expense 
CARL -o- $31,ooo 

Total 
$61,454 

Total 
$31,000 

Resol'Ut.iol'lS. . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . • • • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
le,ti:e:rs of gertera.l ~rt. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 14 
le,ti:e:rs of ~rt fran local, state ani federal public officials..... 4 
Le,ti:e:rs of ~rt fran local ani areawide ronservation organizations. 18 

~ fltllOD\RY 
'!his pro:lect should be managed with the primary objective of maintaining or 
enhanc~J biological diversity, with particular emphasis on special species. 
A master management plan should be developed to direct management functions 
for the project area. 

'!he projEct was designed to achieve its management goals largely through 
less than fee-simple acquisition. Only 2,200 acres have been reconunended 
for fee-simple acquisition. A master management plan should address and 
refine tl1e project design reccmnendations for less than fee-simple 
acquisition tedmiques [e.g. , ronservation easeJrents should specify 
allowablE~ uses ani quantify such uses when necessary (how many head of 
cattle p:~ acre?, etc.) ] . 

Management responsibility for this project should be divided between the 
Game ani Fresh Water Fish canmission ani the Division of Recreation and 
Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. '!he project assessment 
stipulatE:d that the part of the project lyirg south of Connty Road 523 
border~J the north shores of lake Marion ani the addition northwest of lake 
Jackson should be managed urrler sirgle-use roncepts by the Division of 
Recreation ani Parks as part of Prairie lakes State Preserve and the 
remairrler of the project should be managed for multiple-use as part of the 
'Ihree Lakes Wildlife Management Area (GFWFC) • However, a recent agreement 
between the Department of Natural Resources ani the Game and Fresh Water 
Fish Corronission has passed management responsibility of the entire tract to 
the Game ani Fresh Water Fish Conunission. 
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PROJECl' 
NAME 

#32 Rookery Bay COllier 

RECXID!ENDED POBLIC PURPOSE 

Ac::RF.AGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or 'll1'Xier option) 

10,853 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$13,756,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urrler the "Envirornrentally Errlangered lands 
(EEL) " ani "other Iands" categories as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the 
Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition would help protect a 
coastal barrier islani, estuarine ani aquatic preserve systems, arrl habitat 
for errlan;Jered plant ani animal species. Acquisition would also ensure 
conti.nuin;J recreational opportunities for the general public. 

~ 

'Ihe Division of Marine Resources of the Department of Natural Resources. 
Policy ani management direction are provided by a management conuni ttee 
consistin:j of the Department of Natural Resources; 'Ihe Conservancy, Inc. ; 
ani the National Audubon Society. 'Ihe Division of Historical Resources of 
the Department of State is a cooperatin:j manager. 

PR:>IOSED USE 
As a buffer to the Rookery Bay National Estuarine Research Reserve arrl the 
Rookery Bay Aquatic Presel:ve. 

~ON 

In Collier County, alorg Florida's southwest coast, approxllnately 25 miles 
south of Naples, including Keywadin ani canon Islaros. '!his project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 38 arrl House District 75. It also lies 
within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Water Management District and 
the Southwest Florida Regional Pl~ Council. 

RESOURC!E DESCRIPl'ION 
'!his project provides an outst:an:li.Dj example of a subtropical estuarine 
system. 'Ihe natural ccmmmities associated with the estuary are relatively 
urrlisturt:ed arrl range fran ~e arrl marsh to flatwoods arrl maritime 
harmnoc:k. As part of the national estuarine research reserve system, Rookery 
Bay is representative of the West Irrlian biogeographic type. 

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

'!his 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, ani boating. 

OWNERSHIP 
Eleven parcels have been acquired, including the donation, totaling 
approximately 1, 166 acres. 'Ihe state acquired an additional 13, 230 acres 
(primarily wetlarrls) in an excharge with Deltona. An additional 13, ooo 
acres were also acquired by excharge fran Deltona on Marco Island. 
Approxilnately 200 parcels remain to be acquired. 'Ihe state acquired a 
substantial portion of cannon Islarrl in 1988. 

Approxllnatel y 1, 611 acres, fanning the nucleus of the estuarine sanctuary, 
are under lease to the Department of Natural Resources from the Collier 
Conservancy, Inc. ; the Audubon Society; arrl others. 

vuumRABILITY AND ~ 
Mangrove shoreline systems are partially protected by dredge arrl fill 
regulation but are very susceptible to htnnan activity. 

Recent problems with a dredge ani fill applications in the area points out 
that this tract is errlangered by developnent. 
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#32 RX>KERY BAY 

'Vtlilmm\BILI'l'Y AND~ (Continued) 
A significant portion of Keewadin Islam is un:ier option from the Gaynors by 
a developer who is now seeki.r¥J awroval fran local regulatocy arrl planning 
agencies to build a high scale residential development of approximately 75 
houses on the northern part of the islam .. 

l\g)tiiSITION PI..1\NNIHl 
'lhe Rookery Bay project design was aw:roved by the Lard Acquisition Adviso:ry 
Council on November 8, 1985, am aw:roved by the Governor arrl cabinet as 
part of the January 7, 1986, Interim Report. '!he preceding map illustrates 
the project bc:Jurmry. 

Fbrtion of the bc:Jurmry cross:irg the Collier Development Corporation DRI has 
not yet been finalized. 

'!he project design recx:mnerned use of less than fee simple acquisition where 
appropriate; am the followirg acquisition phasing: 

lhlse I. 

:Rlase II. 

lhlse III. 

Rlase N. 

:Rlase v. 

FS1'IMM'ED CDST 

Option Contracts which are currently urrler negotiation 
within the Rookery Bay project approved in July 1985o 

cannon Islam, Johnson Islani. (cannon Island predominantly 
acquired.) 

UnpJrchased lams included in the Rookery Bay project as of 
July 1985. 

NOI'E: Larrls along Shell Islarxi Road in Section 15, Toonship 
51 South, Rarge 26 East should be the highest 
priority within this phase. 

other lams added in project design, but not approved in 
July 1985; except lams in Sections 22 and 27, Township 50 
South, Rarge 25 East, which had not been included as of 
July 1985. 

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

Tax assessed value is awroximately $13,756,000. 

F'l.1njs Experrled by Divis.j.on of Marine Resources for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 
OPS ()(X) Salaries 

$246,244 $ 41,804 
Expense 
$63,541 $ 82,500 

Managerrent F\mds Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Salaries OPS Expense ()(X) 

$198,304 $ 31,804 $63,541 -o-

Total 
$434,089 

FCO 
$515,214 

Total 
$891,256 

Resolutions. . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
Letters of general support ............................................ 348 
Letters of support from local, state arrl federal public officials. . . . . 3 
Letters of support from local arrl areawide conservation organizations. 17 
* Older EEL files are not included in this total. 

EMINENl' w.miN 
Reauthorized am exterxled by 1987 legislature, but does not include 1985 or 
1986 project design additions. 

~smomRY 

Pursuant to the purposes of its designation as a National Estuarine Research 
Resel:ve, the prilnary management goal for Rookery Bay is to preserve and 
prtllOOte the natural estuarine system as a site for coastal ecosystem 
research arx:l envirolliOOiltal education projects. A secorrlary goal of 
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#32 RCX>KERY BAY 

~SUMMARY (COntinued) 
managenelt is to identify arrl encourage public recreational activities in 
the Reserve which are cc::llpitible with the primary goal. Managene1t 
activities will be in confonnance with the prilosophies of state lams 
managem:mt arrl the National Fstuarine Research Reserve program. 

'!he management plan describes the objectives arrl administrative policies 
developed to achieve the aforementioned goals at Rookery Bay. '!he 
objectives of resource management arrl protection pertain to maintenance of 
natural ccmmunity associations through use of appropriate managene1t 
procedures (e.g., controlled b.nnin;J), enviromnental nv:mitoring (e.g., water 
quality), arrl restoration, where necessary arrl practical. '!he objectives of 
the scientific researdl program concent identification of subjects needing 
investigation, encouraging professional scientists to comuct studies in the 
Reserve, arrl integrating new infonnation into the resource managene1t and 
education programs. '!he objectives of the enviromnental education program 
are to infonn the public arrl governmental agencies, through field trips, 
lectures, arrl brochures, of the dynamic, but fragile, interrelationships of 
coastal ecosystems to p:raoote their wise use arrl protection. Resource 
compatible recreational activities are also encouraged. 'lhese activities 
presently include fishing, boating, bird watching, arrl nature photography. 

'!he various Research Reserve programs are not mutually exclusive; success of 
one enhances the success of the others. Infonnation from the research 
program benefits the resource management arrl education programs by producing 
new infonnation; the education program can be inco1:p0rated into various 
recreational activities such as nature trails; successful resource 
managene1t maintains the site for research, education, and recreation. 

Managene1t arrl administration of the Reserve are urxier the supervision of 
the Division of Marine Resources of the Department of Natural Resources. 
Input into Reserve managene1t arrl policy direction is provided by a three 
:nenber Reserve management board consistin:J of representatives of the 
Department of Natural Resources; '!he Conservancy, Inc. ; and the National 
Audubon Society. '!he Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
state cooperates in Research Reserve efforts to protect and preseJ:Ve 
archaeological arrl historical resources within Reserve boundaries. 'Ihe 
National OCeanic arrl AtJoosiileric Administration, Office of Ocean and Coastal 
Resource Management als6 provides inp.It into Reserve management as 
coordinator of activities in the National Fstuarine Research Reserve 
program. '!he National OCeanic ani AtJoosiileric Administration has also 
awarded the Department of Natural Resources matching grants to assist in 
Reserve larrl acquisition, initiate operations, initiate monitoring program, 
arrl develop education activities. 
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ACRFAGE 
PROJECr (Not Yet Purchased 
NAME or un:1er option) 

#33 Cockroach Bay Islams Hillsborough 730 

RECXHfENDED PCBLIC PORPOSE 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$233,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ier the "Enviromnentally Errlangered Lands 
(EEL) " category as definej in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Admini.strati ve 
Ccxle. PUblic acquisition YJOUl.d help p:rese:t:Ve highly productive marine 
habitat within an aquatic p:rese:t:Ve. Acquisition would also help protect 
habitat for en:langered arrl threatened species as well as preserve 
significant archaeolCXJical sites. 

~ 

Division of State I.ands of the Department of Natural Resources. Parts of 
the project area, however, could be appropriately manage:i by Hillsborough 
County. 

PR:>rosED USE 
Part of the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Presel:ve. 

IDCATION 
Southwest Hillsborough County, near Ruskin. '!his project lies within 
Florida's Senate District 72 an:i house District 62. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Tanq;:a Bay Regional Pl~ Council arrl the Southwest 
Florida Water Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCR.IPI'ION 
'Ibis project includes a group of small-to-medimn sized islarrls in the mouth 
of the Little Manatee River an:i e.xterx:ling to Cockroach Bay. It also 
includes a mainlan:i fringe that directly fronts the bay. Most of the 
islams an:i mainlan:i fringe are vegetated with ~es arrl are subject to 
periodic tidal wash; slightly elevated areas are comprised of coastal benn, 
maritime hanm:x:k, an:i shell 1tOl.lirl natural cammunities; arrl an uplarrl portion 
of Goat Islarrl was created by spoil deposition. 'Ibis project is one of few 
intact natural shorelines in the Tanq;:a Bay area. '!he project area supports 
good populations of many bird species, including several that are considered 
rare or en:langered. 'Ihe ~ offshore area is urrlisturbed, highly 
productive marine habitat. Waters adjacent to the project are within the 
Cockroach Bay Aquatic Presel:ve. 

· '!here are two documented archaeolCXJical sites within the project. These 
sites represent the nort:hen"lloost cammunities of an extremely large 
prehistoric Irrlian population significantly different from other cultural 
groups of the Tampa Bay area. '!he presence of these sites is considered 
very inp:>rtant archaeolCXJically. 

Recreation potential within the project is limited due to the lack of upland 
sites. '!he larrlward edge of the mainlan:i portion of the project could be 
developed for educational activities arrl possible recreation such as 
camping, picnickirg, nature study arrl photography. Goat Island, although 
isolated from the mainlan:i, is also suitable for these kinds of recreational 
activities. '!he ~e islarrls an:i shoreline provide opportunities for 
birdwatching arrl snorkeling in the adjacent estuary. The primary 
recreational significance of this project, however, lies in its ecological 
value in relation to the extensively utilized fishery. Detrital input, and 
buffer arrl filtration functions enhance the water quality arrl productivity 
of this system. 
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#33 COCI<ROA<li BAY 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of two major owners. '!he I.eiseys own the mainlani 
portion of the tract. Hillsborough COUnty has recently acquired most of the 
islan::ls fran the Whittikers. Cockroach Islani (Irxlian Key), the location of 
the prllnary archaeological site, is owned by Synlnes, who turned down a 
county offer this past fall. '!he eotmty ani Leiseys are willing sellers. 
'!he Tanpa Bay Port Authority owns all the sul:merged larrl in Hillsborough 
COUnty. 

V'tJim:lmBILrl'Y AND ~ 
'lhe wetlan:is asscx:;iated with this project on the mainlarxi ani the islarrls 
would be severely inpacted by dredgin.J ani fillin;J activities am probably 
affected as well by developnent on immediately adjacent uplarrls. !he 
prllnary archaeological site on Irxtian Key (Cockroach Islam) is very 
vulnerable to human disturbance ard vamalism. other areas within the 
project are also susceptible to degradation from human occupation, arrl are 
sensitive to invasion of exotic vegetation. 

A plan to develop the mainlani portion of this project with a marina and 
residential ani camnercial units was denied, but zoni.rg does pennit low 
density residential developnent on at least one of the islan::ls with 
substantial uplarrls (Goat Islani) . It likely would be difficult to obtain 
pennits, however, for acx::ess, constnlction, water treatment ani other 
activities related to developnent on IOOSt of the islaros because of the lack 
of sufficient uplarrls ani because of the proximity to 0-ltstan:ling Florida 
Waters (OFW) ani the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. 

Although the Cockroach Shell Mouni on Irxlian Key is isolated from the 
mainlani, the middens are beirg destroyed by treasure collectors.. Well 
traveled trails are established to the IOOUnt summit. other islands with a 
small beach are frequented by boaters an:i ·a few unsubstantial buildings have 
been constnlcted as fish camps, but no significant inpact is apparent. 

m:>UISITION PIANNllG 
'!he project design for the Cockroach Bay project was approved by the land 
Acquisition Advisory Council on November 19, 1987. '!he final bourrlaries 
included the mainlan:i mangrove fri.rge but excluded the uplarrl portions of 
the Leisey Tract, distul:bed with borrow lakes ani spoil, with the exception 
of the unexcavated archaeological site. 

'!he recamnerx:ied acquisition ~i.rg is as follows: 
Phase I. Islarrls 
Phase II. Mainlarrl. ownership ( s) 
Phase III. Uplarrls associated with unexcavated archaeological site. 

ES'1'IMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed value is app:roxinBtely $233,000. 

Management costs have not yet been estimated. 

Resol-utions. . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 
Letters of getlera.l Sllp1;)C)rt. . . . . . . . . . '. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59 
Letters of support from local, state ani federal public officials..... 4 
Letters of support from local ani areawide conservation organizations. 14 

arHER 
Project is within ani adjacent to the Cockroach Bay Aquatic PreseJ:ve, which 
was exterrled by the 1988 legislature to include a new western bourrlary at 
2, 000 feet beyorrl the mean high water (mhw) line ani a new eastern bourrlary 
to SR 301, including the whole IOOUth of the Little Manatee River. 

Acquisition of privately owned sul:merged lams ani islarrls located within 
the bourx3aries of the aquatic preseiVe, particularly those at the mouth of 
the Little Manatee River ani those along the coast of Cockroach Bay, is 
specifically erdorsed in the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Presenre Management Plan 
approved by the Governor ani Cabinet. 
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01'HER (Continued) 
Coordination 
Hillsborough County is a joint participant in the acquisition of this 
project ani has acquired the Whittiker ownership which includes IOOSt of the 
islams. On J\me 13, 1989, the board granted the Division of state I.ands 
the authority to proceed with the acquisition of this project as a bargain 
pn:chase. 

~ stJMltmRY 
'!his project will be managed by the Division of state I.ands of_ the 
Deparbnent of Natural Resources as an addition to the Cockroach Bay Aquatic 
Preserve. '!he project should be managed urxier single-use management 
concepts with the primary objectives of (1) protecting the water quality of 
the aquatic preserve by maintaining the project area in a substantially 
natural corrlition, ani (2) preserving the significant archaeological sites 
for professional investigation. 
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LOWER 

FRANKLIN 

APALACHICOLA 

COUNTY 

STATE OWNED 

PROJECT AREA 

_APALACHICOLA RIVER AND 
BAY CARL PROJECT 



-

PROJECI' 
NAME 

#34 laver Apalachicola Franklin 

R!XXH!ENDED PCBLIC PORRlSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet 1?llrd'lased 

or urrler option) 

7,400 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAllJE 

$ 1,886,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urxier the "Envirornrentally Ermngered Lands 
(EEL) " arrl "other I.an:ls" categocy as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the 
Florida Administrative Code, since portions of the project would protect a 
floodplain, marsh, arrl estuary, arrl other portions would be suitable for 
outdoor recreation. 

~ 
'!he Division of Marine Resources of the Department of Natural Resources the 
Game arrl Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission, arrl the Division of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture arrl Consumer Services. 

PR:>R>SED USE . 
Addition to arrl buffer for the Apalachicola National Estuarine Research 
Reserve arrl Aquatic Preserve, Wildlife arrl Envirornrental Area. 

IDC:M'ION 
In Franklin County, northwest Florida, approximately 60 miles southwest of 
Tallahassee. '!his 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 arrl the Northwest Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his project provides an essential addition to existing State owned lands on 
the lor.ver Apalachicola River that were acquired through the Envirornnentally 
Ermngered I.aOOs program. '!he maintenance of the marsh and floodplain in a 
natural corxlition provides significant protection to the Apalachicola 
estuary - the IrOSt productive bay/estuary in the State. 

OWNERSHIP 
28, 122_! acres were acquired urrler the EEL program; approximately 14,713 
acres urrler CARL, incll.lding the 8, 792+ acre M.K. Ranch. A 20 acre donation 
was also received as part of the M.K.-Ranch acquisition. Although the M.K. 
Ranch tract was acquired as a separate CARL project, it is managed in 
conjunction with the IDwer Apalachicola project area. Approximately twelve 
awnershi.ps remain to be acquired. 

vuumRABILITY AND ~ 
'!his entire proposal is part of a fragile arrl delicate balance of ecosystems 
ani is extremely vulnerable. Most of the project area is inherently 
susceptible to envirornrental degradation by virtue of its predominantly 
floodplain/wetlands nature. Disruption of existing natural systems through 
development or irrliscriminate forestry management could: alter the nutrient 
load of the river ani bay, introduce damaging amounts of sediment and 
agricultural chemicals into aquatic systems, change the salinity of the bay, 
or many other alterations which could be potentially detrimental to the 
delicately balanced ecosystem that drives the Apalachicola Bay estuary. 

'!here are no known developrnents planned for this tract but silviculture in 
the uplarrl watershed is corraron . 

.NX>UISITION PIANNrm . 
Project lies within the Apalachicola River arrl Bay Resource Planning 
Bourxlary, see map on page 72. See also page 73, Apalachicola River and Bay 
project sunnnary urrler OIHER. 

On August 4, 1989, the I.arxi Acquisition Advisocy Council approved the 
addition of 31± acres to the existing project ani directed staff to prepare 
a project design. 
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#34 I!lVER APAIAOIT<DIA 

ESTDmTED CXJS'l' 
Assessed tax value in 1986 was awroximately $1,886,000Q 

Management F'lliDs 
Management F'lliDs Budgeted for Fiscal Year 1989-90 by the Division of 
Forestry for lower ApalachicolajMK Ranch: 
Salary Expense 
$13,155 $4,540 

F'lliDs Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Source - Sala:ty 

CARL -o-
Expense 
$6,500 

Total 
$17,695 

Total 
$ 6,500 

Management F\n'Xls Budgeted for Fiscal Year 1989-90 by the Game arrl Fresh 
Water Fish canmission: 
Salary 
$20,520 

Expense 
$20,000 

F\n'Xls Requested for Fiscal Yeqr 1990-91: 
Salary Expense 
$21,000 $23,000 

oco 
$10,000 

Total 
$43,520 

Total 
$54,000 

Management F'lliDs Budgeted for Fiscal Year 1989-90 by the Division of Marine 
Resources: 
Salary 
$241,525 

OPS 
$ 28,082 

Expense 
$ 56,042 

F'lliDs Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Salary OPS Expense 
$386,632 $ 38,082 $ 561042 

IDeAL SUPPORl' AND GENERAL ENIX>RSEMEN'l'S* 

oco 
$ 81,699 

CXl) 

-o-

FCO 
-0-

FCO 
$2071805 

Total 
$4071348 

Total 
$6881561 

ResolutioilS e 5 1D e e e e 0 0 e e e G 1P fi c; C1 e 0 0 e e e e e e e 0 e e e e e 0 e Cl 0 e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 0 
Le't'ters of ge:Ilera.l ~rt. Cl Cll e • 0 e • 0 0 • • • Cl • 0 • • 0 • • Cl • Cl • • • • • • • • • Cl Cl • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Le't'ters of ~rt from local 1 state ani federal public officials. . . . . 0 
Le't'ters of ~rt from local ani areawide conservation organizatioilS. 0 
* Infonnation in older EEL files is not included in these totals. 

arHER 
'!his project is within a <llapter 380 area of Critical State Concern. It is 
also adjacent to a waterbody classified urrler the Special Waters Category of 
~Florida Waters arrl is within an Aquatic Preserve. 

~StlMMARY 

In accordance with its designation as a National Estuarine Research Resel:ve 1 

the primary management goals for the Apalachicola River arrl Bay are to ( 1) 
preseJ:Ve ani perpetuate the natural resources, arrl (2) promote the ReseJ:Ve 
as an ideal site for both scientific research arrl public environmental 
education p:roj ects. '!he management program will also encourage those public 
recreational ani consumptive activities in the Resel:ve which are compatible 
with the primary management goals. '!he management program will be in 
confonnance with the state lams management plan arrl National Estuarine · 
Research Resel:ve program ~licy. 

'!he management plan for the Reserve describes the objectives, administrative 
~licies, arrl programs developed to achieve the aforementioned goals. 
Reserve resource management will be developed arrl accomplished through the 
cooperative efforts of the many local 1 state, arrl federal agencies having 
vested interests in all or part of t;:he designated area. These agencies 
include Franklin County arrl local resource users, the Department of Natural 
Resources, the Game arrl Fresh Water Fish carmnission, the Department of 
Envirorunental Regulation, the Division of Forestry of the Department of 
Agriculture arrl Consumer Services, the Division of Historical Resources of 
the Department of State, the Florida state University, U.S .. Anny Corps of 
Ergineers, U.S. Fish arrl Wildlife SeJ:Vice, ani the National Oceanic arrl 
Atm::>spheric Administration. Input from each of the aforementioned agencies 
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#34 IatmR APAIAaiT<DIA 

~ StlMMl\RY (Continued) 
was received durirq developoent of the managelOOllt plan. Each of these 
groups also has the opportunity to provide further input into Reserve 
management via a six nenber advisory Reserve ManagelOOllt Committee consistirq 
of one representative fran the Deparbnent of Natural Resources, Deparbnent 
of Envirormental Regulation, Franklin County, local resource users arrl the 
scientific ccmm.mity. 

Reserve designation was conferred on the Bay arrl Lower River area by the 
National Oceanic A~eric Administration of the U.S. Deparbnent of 
Ccmnerce, which also awarded the Deparbnent of Natural Resources matching 
grants to assist in the acquisition of Reserve lan:ls arrl initiate 
operations. 

'!he objectives of resource managelOOllt arrl protection pertain to preserving 
the natural ccmnunity associations arrl hydrological regme through use of 
appropriate managelOOllt procedures (e.g. , control bunring, reseeding areas, 
exotic species control, vehicular traffic control) , restoration techniques 
as necessary, arrl practical (e.g., reforestation, removal of barriers to 
water flow) arrl environmental 100nitoring (e.g., water ~ity). '!he 
scientific research program is principally concerned with gaining new 
infornation on the dynamic interaction of the River, Bay, and Gulf to 
enhance managelOOllt of the area. 

CUrrently a variety of public recreational arrl canunercial opportunities 
occur within the Reserve area. 'lhese include, but are not limited to, 
boatirq, swi.mrnirg, hiking, fishing, nature study, bird watching, primitive 
caiTpirq, oysterirq, crabbin:J, arrl shrinpin:J. '!he environmental education 
program is ailned at persons interested in such opportunities in the 
sanctuary environment. '1hrough such infornative vehicles as field trips, 
brochures, arrl seminars, the public will gain a better understanding of the 
need for a successful managelOOllt program arrl the value of the irreplaceable 
resources they have. 
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ACQUIRED BY TNC 

COUNTY 



PROJECl' 
NAME 

#35 Gold Head Branch 
Addition 

REX:O!MENDED POBLIC PCRPOSE 

Clay 

Acm:AGE 
(Not Yet Purdlased 
or urxier option) 

405 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$607,000 

~ifies for state acquisition un:ier the "Enviromnentally Errlangered lands" 
category, as defined in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. 
Public acquisition wuuld exparxi a state park, protecting a high quality 
example of an ~ered natural ccmmmity am ~ered plant and animal 
species. 

MMmGER 
Division of Recreation am Park of the Deparbrent of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Gold Head Branch State Park. 

IDC:M'ION 
In southwestern Clay County, northeast Florida, adjacent, north and east, to 
the Goldhead Branch State Park, approxilnately eighteen miles east of 
Gainesville. '!his project is within Florida's Senate District 8 and House 
District 21. It is also within the jurisdictions of the St. Johns River 
Water Managene1t District ani the Northeast Florida Regional Planning 
Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!he Gold Head Branch Addition is c:x:mprised of sarx:lhill and scrub natural 
carmm.mities. 'lhese natural carmm.mity types are rapidly diminishing due to 
devel~t ani are considered threatened in Florida. '!he tract is known to 
support gopher tortoise arrl the Florida scrub jay. fue population of scrub 
jays is reported to be the IOOSt northern. '!he tract potentially supports 
several other rare animal species which deperrl upon scrub and sandhill 
habitat. 

'!his project could supplene1t existing hiking and nature study opportunities 
in Gold Head Branch State Park. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of three parcels ani two owners. '!he Nature 
COnseJ:VanCY recently acx;Illired approximately 150 acres within the project 
bourrlary (see also Coordination). -

vtliNERABILITY AND ENilAHERMENl' 
'!he site is almost entirely high uplani scrub and sandhill habitat ideal for 
devel~t. 

'!his portion of Clay County is not experiencing much growth at present, 
although Clay County as a whole is ranked 11th (67 .4% from 1976-1986) in 
county growth rate. '!he ma.j or property owner has developed an adjacent area 
arrl is working to develop the project area in the near future. 'Ihere is 
also some rural residential devel~t adjacent to the project. Because 
the site is dry and has highway frontage, it is an attractive site for any 
devel~t that might occur in the area. 

NX>UISITION PI.A'NNim 
On December 1, 1989, the I..an:l Acquisition Advisory Council (I.MC) approved 
the Gold Head Branch Addition Project Design. '!he project design altered 
the resource planning bourrlary by excluding developed and developing parcels 
ani by exterrling the eastern bourrlary to include all of an undeveloped 
parcel. 

Acquisition Rlasing 
Rlase I. '!he Nature COnseJ:VanCY owned parcels 
Rlase II. Remaining parcels 
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#35 GOilEFAD BRAN<li AOO~ON 

ESTIMATED CDST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $607, 000. 

Management Cost 
Proposed start-up cost for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
&U~i$ ~ ~ 
$19,580 $ 2,712 $ 6,978 

Total 
$ 29,270 

Resol\JtiOllS • e • • • • Cl • • • • e e e e • e o e; • • e c e> • e e • • • • e • • • o • • • e • • • • • • • • e • • • • • • • 1 
Letters of general ~rt •• c •••• a••••••••••••o•••••••••••o•••••e•• 30 
Letters of ~rt. fran local, state ani federal plblic officials.... 0 
Letters of ~rt fran local ani state conseJ:Vation organizations. 2 

arHER 
Coordination 

'!he Nature Conservancy ('INC) is an intennediary in the acquisition of 
this project, having already acquired 150_ acres, ani will assist as 
necessa:cy with negotiations for the remaining acreage. 

Clay County made available approxilnately $122, 000 in ruFont mitigation 
noneys ani an additional $10,000 for the 'INC acquisition. 

~ stJMt.mRY 
It is recamnerrled that the Division of Recreation ani Parks, Department of 
Natural Resources be assigned management l:'eSp:)nsibility for the Gold Head 
Branch Addition. '!he project should be managed as an addition to Gold Head 
Branch state Park urrler sinjle-use concepts with the primary goal of 
preserving the natural cc.mnuniti$, IIDSt notably the scrub. Scrub is a 
fragile natural cc.mnunity ani cannot support facilities development. '!he 
tract can provide additional recreational opportunities such as hiking and 
nature study. '!he primary purpose of the addition is to increase the 
biological diversity of the state park. 

234 



#36 WEKIVA-<X!MA OONNEC'roR 

235 



0 2 

MILES 

WEKIVA-OCALA CONNECTOR 
(EAST) 

LAKE/VOLUSIA COUNTY 

PROJECT AREA 



PRQJECI' 

NAME 

#36 Wekiva-ocala 
connector 

LakefVolusia 

REXXHmNDED PCBLIC PCR1am 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purdlased 
or un:ier option) 

12,070 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAllJE 

$10,688,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ier the "Envirornnentally Errlangered lands 
(EEL) " categocy, as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative COde. PUblic acquisition VJOUld provide a connection between 
state-owned lams arrl prop:>Sed acquisitions in the Wekiva River Basin and 
the federally owned Ocala National Forest. It would also help protect the 
-wetlarrl systems of a lake, creek, arrl major river. 

Ml\:tmGER 
Eastenl tract - Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Department of 
Natural Resources with Game arrl Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

Western tract - Division of Forestry of the Deparbnent of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services with the Game arrl Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

PROrosED USE 
Eastenl tract - State Presel:ve/Park. 
Western tract - State Forest arrl Wildlife Management Area. 

IDeATION 
In northeaStern Lake arrl western Volusia Counties, approximately 25 miles 
north of Orlarrlo. '!his project is within Florida's Senate Districts 10 and 
11 arrl House District 27. It is also within the jurisdiction of the st. 
Johns River Water Management District arrl the East Central Florida Regional 
Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!he Wekiva-ocala Connector project provides a wildlife corridor between the 
Ocala National Forest arrl the extensive state lams arrl proposed 
acquisitions along the Wekiva River. 'Ihe project was designated 
specifically to acc:amrodate the state-threatened Florida black bear, but 
would also sel:Ve many other species of wildlife. the project .is 
predominantly comprised of forested wetlarrls; natural communities include: 
bottanlarrl forest, floodplain swamp, floodplain marsh, upland mixed forest, 
nesic flatwoods, swamp lake, blackwater stream, san::Ihill, dome swamp, and 
scrub. Natural communities are -in good to excellent corrlition, especially 
the- interior, palustrine areas. 'Ihe diversity of habitats support excellent 
populations of rn.nnerous wildlife species which likely includes many rare 
species. 

'!here is one archaeological site recorded from the project area. llie 
location arrl nature of the project suggest that there is a good. probability 
that additional, _ presently unrecorded sites also exist. 

'Ihe project has excellent recreational potential arrl could provide 
opportunities for boating, fishing, hiking, camping, horseback riding, and 
nature study. 

OWNERSHIP 
'Ihis project consists of approximately 57 parcels arrl 27 owners. 

vutm!RABILITY AND ~ 
A majority of both sites consist of wetlarrls, so there is limited 
development potential on these areas. 'Ihe uplarrl areas, however, 
particularly along the state highways, are very vulnerable to development 
pressures. 

Although IroSt of the larrl in this part of Lake County is zoned agricultural, 
the county routinely grants requests for rezoning for residential 
development up to one unit per acre. lake County is experiencing increased 
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#36 WEKIVA-ocAlA cnmECroR 

vtJUmlmBILI'l'Y AND~ (COntinued) 
growth in the Wekiva River basin as Ul.'ban development IOOVes north from the 
Orlarrlo area. One parcel in Volusia County (Linkovick) has multiple zonings 
includirg B-7 {Cclnl'le:'Cial Marina) arrl B-4 (General Ccll1urercial). 

~ITION PIANNnG 
On January 17' 1990, the ram Ac:xpisition Advisot:y Council approved the 
Wekiva-ocala Connector Project Design. '!he project design altered the 
resource pl~ l:x:Jun:ial:y by emphasizin] fewer parcels arrl larger acreage 
tracts. '!he result was a net overall deletion (both tracts included) of 
approx.ilnately 6, 026 acres. 

Acxruisition Imsi.m 
Blase I - Volusia County, Ford, stetson University, I.enh.olt Fanns, 

Stein, Jtm1, arrl Hollywood Pines in eastern tract in 
con;junction with Maxwell, Hol.manjHarper, Stockley, and 
Fisch in western tract. 

Ac:xpisition of the western corridor of Fhase I is contingent on the 
acquisition of the carter Tract within the Seminole Woods CARL project, 
arrl should not proceed (l:x:Jun:ial:y map should be completed but not 
appraisal) until the carter Tract is un:ier option. 

Ac:xpisition of stetson, Ienholt in section 22 an:l 27 and the west 1/2 of 
26 an:l 23 of the eastern corridor, Fhase I, should not proceed unless 
acquisition of the st. Johns project is assured. 

However, if the st. Johns River project turns out to be unobtainable and 
the st. Johns River Water Management District protects the river and 
creek front parcels of the eastern tract through fee-simple acquisition 
or conservation easements, then the Advisocy Council reserves the right 
to reconsider the acquisition of these Il¥)re upland parcels as buffer for 
the wetlan::ls. 

Fhase II - other owners in both eastern an:l western tracts. 

FS1'IMM'ED CDS'!' 
Tax_ assessed value for ~s project is estilnated to be $10,688,000. 

Managerent Cost 
Proposed start-up costs for the Division of Recreation an:l Parks: 
Sal~ies ~ ~ Total 
$ 84,258 $ 11,880 $56,221 . $152,359 

Proposed start-up costs for the Game an:l Fresh Water Fish Conunission: 
Sal~ies Expenses ~ Total 

-o- $ 5,ooo -o- $ 5,ooo 

Proposed start-up costs for the Division of Forestry have not been 
detennined at this tine. 

Resolutions. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 
· Letters of general ~rt.......................................... 85 
Letters of ~rt from local, state an:l federal public officials... 2 
Letters of ~rt from local an:l state conservation organizations. . 17 

arHER 
Coordination 

Volusia County has already aCX}Uired a large parcel in the eastern tract. 
It is likely that the remain:ler of the project will be acquired by the 
state with the cooperation arrl assistance of I.ake and Volusia Counties, 
the St. John River Water Management District, and '!he Nature Conservancy. 
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#36 WEKIVA-ocAlA CDNNECIOR 

~StHmRY 

'nle project is divided into bJo separate units, each with its own management 
concept. 

'!he eastern connector is reccmren:ied to be managed by the Division of 
Recreation ani Parks, Deparbnent of Natural Resources in conjunction with 
Hontoon Islam ani Blue Sprirgs state Parks. '!he tract should be managed 
accord.in3 to sirgle-use principles with the prilnary goals of preserving the 
significant natural c:x:mmmities ani p:rovic:lin.;J canpatible recreation. the 
Galle an::l Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission is :recxmnerrled as a cooperating manager 
to assist in wildlife management. 

'!he western ronnector is recx:mnerxied for nultiple use management urrler the 
Division of Forestry with the Game ani Fresh Water Fish Cormnission 
cooperating., Management activities should stress maintenance of natural 
ccmnunities arrl protection of rare or sensitive resources. Where feasible, 
forest management practices should ~ize natural regeneration and 
reforestation to the original coroition. Pine plantations should be managed 
to obtain a Il¥)re natural ~ ani function through a series of 
in"provement ~- In forests that exhibit old growth characteristics, 
management activities should be carefully designed ani conducted to maintain 
these qualities. 
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PROJECl' 
NAME 

#37 ~ Black Creek 

RECXJ.!MENDED PCBLIC. PCR1USE 

Clay 

ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or urrler option) 

8,052 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$12,235,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urrler the"Envirornnentally Ernangered Lands 
(EEL) " catego:cy as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Code. PUblic acquisition TNOU!d protect a large acreage, relatively 
untisb.u:Ded tract, several natural camm.mities 1 e.OOangered am threatened 
aniroal. species, am special plant species. Acquisition would also help 
.preserve the water quality am wetlam systems of a creek ani its associated 
tributaries. 

M»mGER 
Game ani Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission, with the Division of Forest:cy of the 
Deparbnent of Agriculture am Consumer SeJ:vices cooperating. 

PROrosED USE 
Wildlife Management Area. 

IDCM'ION 
In northern Clay County, northeastern Florida, approximately ten miles 
southwest of Jacksonville. '!his project is within Florida's Senate District 
8 ani House District 21. It is also within the jurisdictions of the St. 
Johns River Water Management District am the Northeast Florida Regional 
Plannirq Council. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!he~ Black Creek project is a natural area comprised of sarrlhill, 
uplani mixed forest, mesic flatwoods, bottanlam forest, wet flatwoods, 
blackwater stream, am seepage slope. Although timber has been hal:vested 
fran :rrost of the site, the sec:x>m-growth forest is in good condition. the 
project includes over six miles of the North Fork of Black Creek and several 
of its tributaries. '!he tract supports good populations of wildlife and may 
also harbor the state e.OOangered Bartram's ixia (Salpincrostylis 
coelestinum). 

'!he relatively large size am predominantly natural character of this 
project create an envirornnent that can provide recreational opportunities 
such as l:x:atirg, fishirg, hiking, campirg, horseback riding, and hunting. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of approximately 29 parcels, arrl four owners (two of 
the same family) • 

vumERABILITY AND ~ 
Most of the project site is uplarrl arrl suitable for development. The 
presence of Black creek arrl Yellow Water creek add to the attractiveness of 
the site for residential or other development. 

'!he site is near Middleburg, an exparrling urban area in Clay County. The 
majority of the project (the Jennirgs Tract) is currently for sale and is 
beirg prcm::>ted as an opportunity to acquire developable larrl at rural 
acreage prices. '!he proximity to Jacksonville makes the site very likely to 
be developed in the near future. I.arrl surrounding the southern, 
southeastern, arrl southwestern portions of the project is being platted and 
developed. 

lKX>UISITION PUNNim 
On December 1, 1989, the I.arrl Acquisition Adviso:cy Council approved the 
Upper Black Creek Project Design. It only slightly modified the resource 
plannirq bourrlary by deleting portions of developing subdivisions on the 
eastern ani southern J::x:>urnaries. Approximately 320 acres were added to the 
northern bourrlary to ~acilitate negotiations with owners and to protect more 
of the YellO!N Water~ wetlan:i system. 

ovl 
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#37 UPPER BIACK CREEK 

NX>tJISrriON ~ (Continued) 
Acquisition Rlasi.rn 

RlaSe I. Jennirgs arrl family 
:Alase II. other ONnerS 

ESTIMM'ED OOS'l' 
Tax assessed value of this project is approximately $12,235,000. 

Management Cost 
Pl:cpcsed start-up costs for the Game am Fresh Water Fish Cormnission: 
Salaries OPS Expenses CXX> 'Ibtal 

-o- $ 2,aoo $ 12,ooo -o- $ 14,aoo 

Proposed start-up costs for the Division of Forestry have not yet been 
detennined. 

Resolllt.ions o o •• Q ••• CD •••• c • o •••• f) ••• c ••• o o •• _ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Letters of general ~rtsoeooeee•••••o•••························ 199 
Letters of ~rt fran local, state ani federal public officials. . 0 
Letters of ~rt fran local arrl state conservation organizations. o 

arHER 
Coordination 

'!he Nature Conservancy has been in discussions with the major owner. and 
will continue as an intennediary in the acquisition of this project. '!he 
sto Johns River Water Managerent District is a joint participant in the 
acquisition of this project~ 

~~ 

'Ihe Upper Black creek project is rec:xmnenied to be managed by the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission un::ler null tiple-use principles as a wildlife 
management area. '!he Division of Forestry is recanunerrled to assist in a 
cooperative role. 'Ihe project should be managed to restore and maintain 
native natural camm.mities, arrl preset:Ve rare or sensitive plant and animal 
species. Limited huntirg could be allowed, arrl other recreational pursuits 
such as hiking, camping, arrl canoeing would be appropriate. 

'Ihe property is of sufficient size to allow ecological controlled burning to 
manage natural ccmnunities, such as the sarxlhills. '!he project could be 
managed in association with the canp Blarx:ling Wildlife Management Area which 
is only a few miles to the south. 
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PROJECI' 
NAME 

#38 Arrlrews Tract 

RECXHmNDED POBLXC PORPOSE 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or urrler option) 

1,200* 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$242,000* 

Qualifies for state acquisition urrler the "Environmentally Errlangered lands 
(EEL) " catego:cy, as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Code. Public acquisition would help preserve the water 
quality of a major river am TNOU!d protect an exceptional example of 
pristine mature hardwood forest. Acquisition of this project would also 
provide many COl'lSl.II'l'ptive am nonconsumptive recreational opporbmities. 

~ 
Game am Fresh Water Fish camnission. '!he Division of Historical Resources 
of the Department of State, the Division of Forest:cy of the Department of 
Agriculture am Consumer Services, the Division .of Recreation and Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources, am the suwannee River Water Management 
District cooperating. 

PR>POSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area am state Park. 

IDeATION . 
In levy County, northwest Florida, between Farming Sprirgs am Manatee 
Sprirgs. '!his project lies within Florida Is Senate District 6 am House 
District 11. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Withlaccxx::hee 
Regional Planning Council am the suwannee River Water Management District. 

REOOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!he Arrlrews Tract probably represents the finest examples of mesic hardwood 
hanurock in Florida. It is one of very few large, contiguous areas of old 
growth hardwoods remaining. It is an excellent example of a Florida 
"hanurock" with four Florida <llampion am two National Olampion trees. The 
exceptional wildlife habitat within the site supports an abundance of 
animals. '!he project includes over five miles of suwannee River frontage. 

'!here are at least two aroriginal village sites reported on the property. 
'!he potential for archaeolCXJical investigations is good. 

'!he Arrlrews Tract provides excellent opporbmities for recreation in a near 
wilderness environment. '!he property can support hunting, fishing, hiking, 
camping, canoeing, backpack:i.n;J am other similar activities that do . not 
degrade the wilderness character of the project. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,844 acres have been acquired urrler CARL, including two small 
donations. '!he suwannee River Water Management District has purchased 
approximately 550 acres. '!he 1,200 acres remaining to be acquired in Fhase 
one (see "Acquisition Planning") include two property owners. An eighty 
acre ~1 in the southeast corner of Section 8, Township 11 South, Range 
14 East was included in the project boundal:y to facilitate negotiations of 
an 80 acre inholding in Section 12, T11, SR13, but is recommended as surplus 
in the long tenn. 

VUlNERABILITY AND ~ 
'!he flcx:x:1plain swamp is inherently sensitive to distw::bance, as is the 
virgin hardwood forest. 

Development is IOOSt innninent along the platted, northern eirl of the tract 
closest to Farming Springs in Rlase II. Timber cutting am road 
constnlction, however, are the IOOSt i.mperding threats. 

* Rlase I 
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#38 ANmE.WS rmAcr 

NDUISITICB PLUNI!n 
'!his project was IOOdified through a project design analysis which was 
approved by the I.an:i Acquisition Advisory Council in June 1988. '!he project 
design adds another 1, 220 acres to the original project arrl divides the 
enlarged project into two acquisition phases. '!he addition joins the 
Amrews Wildlife Management Area with Manatee Springs State Park, is largely 
canprised of excellent quality natural cammmities, arrl includes a mile of 
frontage on the suwannee River. Rlase one consists of 1,040 acres of the 
addition ani 160 acres within the original project for a cumulative total of 
1,200 acres. AWroximately four hun:ired acres remain in the secon:i phase. 
Only phase one is currently on the acquisition list. 

ES'1'IMld'ED CDST 
Assessed value for for Blase I is awroximately $242,000. 

Management F\1rrls Budgeted by the Game ani Fresh Water Fish Conunission for 
Fiscal Year 1989-90: 

Source Salaries 
CARL $27,900 

OPS 
$3,800 

F\1rrls Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91. 

Expenses 
$28,800 

Salaries OPS Expenses 
$28,000 $3,900 $30,000 

IDeAL SUPPORl' AND GENERAL ENOORSEMENI'S 

oco 
-o-

oco 
$10,000 

Total 
$60,500 

Total 
$71,900 

Resolutions e e e 0 f) e e e e e • e e e G e e e e e e e G 0 e e G e 4D e e e e e C e ~ e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 1 
Iet'ters of gertera.l ~rt •••• e c 0 0 e • 4D 0 • f) • $ • C> 0 •• e • • • • ••• e • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • • 0 
I.et'ters of support from local, state ani federal public officials..... o 
Letters of ~rt from local arrl areawide conservation organizations. 4 

MAm\GEMENl' SUMMARY 
A multiple-use concept of management is beirg 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. 
Ole to the close proximity of river, floodplain, and upland forest, there is 
a choice of management options. '!he Gane and Fresh Water Fish Canunission is 
reccmnerrled for lead ma.nagirg 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, 
arrl the suwannee River Water Management District cooperating. 'Ihe following 
is an outline of reccmnerrled activities arrl objectives for management of the 
An:lrews tract. 

1. '!he project will be managed to maintain water quality, restore natural 
hyd:roperiods, arrl to retain the high-quality wildlife habitat. 

2. Nonconsumpti ve uses, relating to fish arrl wildlife resources such as 
campirg, 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 
corrlition or managed for wildlife am multiple-use activities. 

5. Sm:veillance arrl rronitoring of native wildlife and ecological research 
projects shall be included in efforts to maintain the high quality plant 
and wildlife habitat. 

6. Archaeological ani historic sites will be consm:ved and protected from 
destruction through other renagement activities or vandalism. 

Additions to the project have provided continuity with Manatee Springs State 
Park.. 'Ihe Division of Recreation arrl Parks, Department of Natural Resources 
may take lead management responsibility for a part of the project to enhance 
the management of the park. 
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#39 Lower Econlockhatchee SeminolejVolusia 

RECXID!ENDED POBLIC POR1:0SE 

ACRF.AGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or urrler option) 

15,168 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$16,653,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un::ler the "other I.arx:ls" category as defined. 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
YJOUld help protect the natural floodplain of portions of a blackwater stream 
ani habitat for several ~ered aniinal species, ani would enable 
restoration of altered uplarrls associated with the river system. 

~ 

Division of Forestry of the Deparbnent of Agriculture arrl Consumer SeJ:Vices 
with the Game arrl Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

PROH>SED USE 
State Forest. 

I.OCM'ION 
In Seminole County, east central Florida, just south of Lake Hanley, 
approximately 10 miles north of Orlarrlo. '!his project lies within Senate 
Districts 10 arrl 15, arrl House District 34. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the st. Johns River Water Management District arrl the East 
Central Florida Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURC!B DESCR:IPI'ION 
'lllis project includes a sizeable segment of a blackwater stream system. 
Hydric hanuoock, floodplain swamp arrl floodplain marsh border the stream. 
'lhese natural canununities are generally in good corrlition, although heavy 
grazing by cattle has diminished. the diversity of herbaceous ground cover in 
sane areas. Wetlarrl canununities grade into mesic flatwoods or uplarrl mixed. 
forests with small strarrl swamps arrl dane swamps interspersed. Much of the 
uplarrls, however, have been converted to improved. pasture. '!he project 
supports a variety of wildlife including several species that are considered. 
rare. 

Five archaeological sites which date fran 8500 B.C. to the 19th centw:y are 
recorded. from the project area. '!here is good potential for other cultural 
sites to be fourrl in the project area also. 

'!his project can support many types of recreational activities. '!he scenic 
nature of the river makes for excellent boating, canoeing, arrl fishing. 
Horseback riding, hiking, camping, !Xlotogra};tly, arrl nature appreciation are 
also possible recreational activities. Recreation associated with the 
uplarrls will be enhanced by restoration of the pasturelarrl into a more 
natural corrlition. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of approxilnatel y 15 owners. Demetree 1 one of the 
largest ownerships 1 is currently un::ler negotiation by the st. Johns River 
Water Management District (see also Coordination) . 

vomERABILI'l'Y AND ~ 
Much of the surrourxiing agricultural lands are being converted to 
residential housing. 'lhe project area is currently zoned at a density of 
one dwelling unit per five acres. 'lhe Seminole County Comprehensive Plan 
designates acceptable larrl use for the project area as: below the 100 year 
floodplain - Conservation; alxwe the 100 year floodplain - General Rural and 
SUburban Estates, which would allow low density residential development. 

251 



1\00mSITICM PIANNIRJ 
On December 14, 1988, the I..arrl Acquisition Advisory Council approved the 
lower Econlockhatchee project design. Developed parc:els along the northern 
ard sootheastem bot.lroaries were deletEd as was a partially developed 
subdivision south of the river, east of arxi adjacent to SllOW' Hill Road. 
Rlase I included only the De.rletree parc:els, one of the three largest 
ownerships. other :(ilases were to be brought to the Council ·for approval 
when Rlase I was acquired or un:ler option. 

On Januacy 17, 1990, the I..arrl Acquisition Adviso:r.y Council toodified the 
project design by the deletion of all a~ition Plasirge 

ESTIMM'ED a:lST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $16, 653, 000 .. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up costs for the Game ard Fresh Water Fish Commission: 
Salaries OPS Expenses cx:o Total 

-o- $ 2,4oo $ 1o,ooo -o- $ 12,400 

Projected start-up costs for the Division of Forestry has not yet been 
detennined. 

Resol'Ut.iOilS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• C> ••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••• $ • • • 4 
Letters of general ~rt •• o••···············•a•o•e••··············· 4 
Letters of ~rt fran local, state arx:l federal plblic officials. . . . 0 
Letters of support fran local ard state consei.Vation organizations. . . 0 

Ol'HER 
Coordination 
'lhe st. Johns River Water Management District is a participant in the 
acquisition of this project. It has assisted in development of the project 
design, contracted for appraisals on the Demetree ownership, arrl will assist 
in the negotiations ard a~ition of the remaining tracts. 

Seminole County ard a representative of the local chapter of the Native 
Plant Society ard Sierra Club have also contributed arrl cOntinue to assist 
in a significant way in the .planning ard coordination of this project. 

'!he conclusions arrl recammenjations of the secorrl draft re~rt of the 
Econlockhatchee River Basin Natural Resources Development arrl Protection 
Plan to the St. Johns River Water Management District, by the University of 
Florida, support restriction of develcptent within the basin ard the design 
of a wildlife corridor cormecting the southern part of the Econ Basin to the 
Tosohatchee State Preserve arrl Seminole Ranch. 'lhese ard other re~rt 
recanunerrlations reinforce CARL ard water management district acquisition 
goals. 

M100\GEMENl' StlMMl\RY 
'!he Lower Econlockhatchee project is reccmnerrled to be managed by the 
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture with the Game and 
Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. '!he project is to be managed as a 
state forest with the primary objective of providing multiple-use recreation 
in a natural setting while simultaneously preserving any significant natural 
features. 

Much of the uplarrls has been converted into pasture arrl should be restored 
to a IIDre natural corxtition. Pine;I.arrls would be managed using appropriate 
silvicultural techniques to offset operational costs. 
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#40 Garcon Point Santa Rosa 

~ POBLIC PCRR>SE 

ACRE'.AGE 
(Not Yet Purc:hased 
or under option) 

2,560 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$1,800,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition under the "Envirornrentally Erxlangered Lands 
(EEL) " category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Code. PUblic acquisition YJOUld protect a rare am unique natural canmmity 
am its associated c:x::qxment species. 

lmNNmR 
Division of Recreation am Parks of the Depart:nelt of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
state Preserve. 

IDeATION 
Santa Rosa County, in the northwest Florida panharrlle, approximately 10 
miles east-northeast of Pensacola. '!his project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 2 arrl House District 4. It also lies within the 
jurisdictions of the West Florida Regional Plarming Council arrl the 
Northwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOtlRCB DESCRIPl'ION 
Natural cx:mmmities ocx::urri.rg within this project are in good to excellent 
corrlition am include wet prairie, estuarine tidal marsh, arrl wet flatwoods. 
'!he wet prairie is one of the few outstarrl.in;J examples of pitcher plant 
prairie that remains in the state. '!his prairie canmmity is 
characteristically species-rich arrl includes orchids am insectivorous 
plants such as pitcher plants, surrlews, butterworts, arrl bladderworts. 
Especially significant is the large population of white-topped pitcher 
plants (5arraceria leucophylla), state-listed as errlangered. 'Ihe tract 
harbors several other rare plant species as well. 'Ihe project is adjacent 
to YellOW" River Marsh Aquatic Preserve. . 

At least four areas of archaeological arrl historical significance have been 
reported within the project area. Evidence suggeSts tllat this area was the 
location of two Irrlian villages displaced fran the Tallahassee area by the 
British. 

'!he project has good potential for IOOStly passive recreation. '!he tract 
could support h.ikirg t picnickin;J I fishi.rg I bini-watching I nature Study I and 
photography while simultaneously protecti.rg the sensitive biological 
resources. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are approximately 21 owners. 'Ihe FDIC has recently assumed control of 
the major C1N11erShip - First Atoorican Bank arrl Trust. 

'VlJINERABILITY AND ~ 
'!his project area is very susceptible to alteration from ditching, 
unrestricted plant collecting arrl developnent. '!here is evidence of 
ditching in portions of the wet prairie, but, on the whole, the tidal marsh 
and prairie areas are tmtouched. Plant collection pressure in these types 
of areas is usually high arrl as the site becc:m'es rrore widely known it is 
likely that this pressure would increase in the prairie. Several jeep 
~ils are used to aa:ess the site but off-trail activity is slight. 

Although these areas. have not been considered jurisdictional under the 
state's non-birxlirg pennitting reviews, the extent of sovereign lan:ls of the 
state in this project area has not been fonnally detennined by the 
Deparbtent of Natural Resources. 'Ihese wetlan:ls are under federal wetland 

255 



#40 GARroN FOINI' 

vtJUmlW3ILl'1'Y AND ~ (Continued) 
jurisdiction. A pennit was recxmnerrled for issuance by the Anny Corp of 
Ergineers for developnent over the abjections of other federal agencies on a 
site in this peninsula area that reportedly includes pitcher plant prairieo 
'nl.e entire area has since -been :recxmnerrled for a federal pre-assessment 
review in order to better establish the value of these lards rut the review 
has not yet been initiated. 

Un:ler these circumstances, these la:rxls are very susceptible to development., 
Pensacola is nearby (15 miles by road) ani the Garcon Point area is 
experiencirg an increase in the developnent of small subdivisionso A study 
is currently bein:j corrlucted to detennine if construction of a toll bridge, 
which 'WOUld make larxifall at Gan:x:>n Point, is feasible .. 

NDUISITION PJ:ANNI!G 
'Ihe Gan:x:>n Point Project Design was approved by the I.an:i Acquisition 
Advisory Council on November 19, 1987. '!here were few charges to the 
resource planniig ~. One sirgle-owner parcel of 60 acres was added., 
Appraisals should not consider the tilnber value of this addition .. 

ESTDmTED CDS'l' 
Tax assessed value is approximately $1,800,000. 

Proposed start-up costs for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
Salaries Expenses CXD 
$107,394 $ 30,962 $114,903 

Total 
$253,259 

Resol\lt.ions C> 0 0 ••••• 0 •••••••• 0 • 0 ••• 0 s •••••••••••• 0 Q 0 • 9 II!) e •• 0 • 0 • 0 e 0 0 e 0 0 0 c 0 
I.e~ of gerlera.l ~rt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e • 0 e e e 4D 4'li II e C) Q • e e e C • II e e C> Cl e G e e e e 2 
le~ of ~rt fran local, state am federal public officials., . ., e. 3 
I.e~ of ~rt fran local am areawide conset:Vation organizations. 4 

arHER 
Coordination 
'!he Nature Co~ ('INC) is interested in acquirirg this project and has 
paid for the~ ma.ppirg. 'INC is coordinatirg with the FDIC and will 
infonn the state if am when the ROC (~lution Trust Corporation) lists 
the property for sale. 

!WmGEMEN1' StJM!tmRY 
'!his project will be managed by the Division of Recreation am Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources as a state Preserve or State Botanical Siteo 
'Ihe pr:imazy managenent objective will be the ma.intenance am p~tion of 
the natUral ccmnunities, especially the fragile wet prairie. 

'Ihe ecological integrity of wet prairie is strongly influenced by hydrology 
am fire. _No ma.nagenent activities should be allowed that disn1pt the 
natural hydrology of the wet prairie system. Maintenance of this natural 
conununity will also require prescribed bums to prevent invasion by woody 
species am to release essential nutrients. 

'!he project will be able to ~rt limited recreation that is compatible 
with the sensitive biological resources. 'Ihe northeast corner of the 
project includes a graded area with paved am dirt roads that would most 
appropriately accannrodate visitor parking ani any recreational facilities. 
A narrow beach benn is fourn IOOSt of the length of the shoreline. '!he 
constnlction of several small bridges to span tidal creeks would allow users 
to hike the entire perirreter of the project. 

'Ihe project area has long been used for educational ani research activities; 
these uses should continue to be allowed where appropriate. 
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PROJECI' 
NAME 

#41 O'lassahowitzka 
swanp 

R!XDOfENDED PUBLIC PCRlQ3E 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet PUrdlased 

or un:1er option) 

6,700 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$ 4,632,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:1er the "Envirol1I1Sltally Erxlargered Iarrls 
(EEL) " category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Code. PUblic acquisition of the :remai.mer of this project would enhance the 
protection of the largest <:Xlas'tal. hardwood swant> remaining alorg the Gulf 
Coast, south of the suwannee River. 

lm}mGER 

Game ani Fresh Water Fish camrl.ssion with the Division of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture ani Consuner Services, the Department of Natural 
Resources, the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State, 
ani Citrus County cooperatirg. 

PROIUSED USE 
Addition to the Cllassahowitzka Wildlife Management Area. 

IDeATION 
In Hernarrlo County on Florida 1 s west coast between the Honnsassa ani Weeki 
Wachee Sprin3s. Within 60 miles of Tanpa ani 90 miles of Orlanio. '!his 
project lies within Florida 1 s Senate District 4 ani House District 4 7. It 
is also within the jurisdictions of the Withlacoochee Regional Planni.n;J 
Council ani the Southwest Florida Water Management District. 

RESOtJRCE DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his project is the largest remainirg <:Xlas'tal. hardwood swamp alon;J the Gulf 
Coast south of the suwannee River. '!his large area is also one of few 
<:Xlas'tal. natural areas with both freshwater · ani tidal communities intact and 
ftmctioni.n;J as a system. It has been recognized by the u.s. Fish ani 
Wildlife Service as a unique wildlife ecn;yste.m of national significance. 
'!he area supports a diversity of wildlife species including the Florida 
black . bear ani other rare ani erxlanJered species. Conmmity types within 
the project include floodplain swamp, san:lli.ill; mesic flatwoods, cypress 
pon::ls ani tidal marsh. 

'!his project is believed to have excellent potential for archaeological 
investigations. 

Cbassahowitzka swanp has been reccmnerrled for nultiple use management arrl 
can support a wide variety of recreational activities (e.g. , huntirq, 
fishirg, carrpirq, hikin1 ani boatirq). 

OWNERSHIP 
Approxlinately 15, 948 acres have been acquired urrler the Conservation and 
Recreation Iarrls (CARL) program, including a 52~ acre donation acquired in 
1982; 6, 700± acres ani 26 owners remain. Approxlinately 45% of the project 
area is in three ownerships. 

VUim:RABILITY AND ~ 
'!he area is noderately vulnerable, arrl could be impacted by timberirq, 
drainage, 1~ mining, arrl residential development. 

Development in the transition areas has begun. 

1\00UISITION PIANNDG 
'!he original Cllassahowitzka swanp project was :nn:lified through a project 
design approved by the I.an:i Acquisition Advisory Council in February 1988. 
<l'lan;Jes were made to: gain better ac:x:ess; provide protection for erxlanJered 
ani threatened wildlife species; ani protect the high quality wetlan::ls by 
acquisition or through protection of buffer zones which assist in wetlan:l 
ani aquifer recharge. 
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#41 CliASSAHCM.ITZK SWAMP 

ES'l'IMM'ED CXlST 
Assessed value is estimated to be a_wroximately $4,632,000., Value for 
entire project area is based on 1987 tax assessed value .. 

Fllrds Budgeted by the Game am Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission for Fiscal Year 
1989-90: 

Source 
CARL 

Salary 
$18,900 

OPS 

-o-
Expenses 
$50,000 

Management Fllrds Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Salary OPS Expense CXD 

$19,000 -o- $30,000 -o-

Total 
$ 68,900 

Total 
$ 49,000 

Fllrds Budgeted by the Division of Forestry for the Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
Salary OPS Expense CXD Total 

$ 734 -o- $ 4,750 -o- $ 5,484 

No Management Fllrds were requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91 by the Division 
of Forestry. 

Resol'Ut.iollS. • . . . . . . . • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . • • • • . • • . • • • . . • • . 0 0 e • • • e 0 • • • • 2 
I.e,t'tel:'s of gerte.ra.l ~rt. • • • • • • • • • • • 81 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • 18 
let'teJ:'s Of ~rt fran local 1 state am federal publiC OfficialS • • • • • 2 
I.e,t'tel:'s of ~rt fran local am areawide conseJ:Vation organizations. 2 

arHER 
'!his project is within a Chapter 380 Growth Management Agreement Area .. 

Coordination 
A consultirq finn for the Florida Depart:nelt of Transportation (FIXJr) has 
included acreage within the Chassahowitzka swanp project as possible 
mitigation for an expressway beirq plarmed in the gerte.ra.l vicinity. It is 
reccmnerrled that the Bureau of ram Acquisition coordinate with the FIXJr on 
the IX>SSibility of acquirirq Chassahowitzka project acreage through 
mitigation. 

~ S1JM!tmRY 
'Ihe Chassahowitzka Swan'p tract will -be managed as a l11Lll tiple-use area 
collSistent with the protection of its high resource values. 'Ihe Game am 
Fresh Water Fish camrl.ssion will have lead management respollSibilities, with 
the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture am Consumer 
Services, the Division of Historical Resources of the Depart:nelt of State, 
am the Depart:nelt of Natural Resources cooperatin;J. 

'Ihe followirq is a brief outline of reccmnen:led activities am objectives 
for management of the Chassahowitzka tract. 

1. 'Ihe tract will be managed to maintain water quality arrl natural 
hydroperiods, am to protect am enhance wildlife habitat values. 

2. Native plant communities will be maintained or restored. '!his may 
require same reforestation, timber starrl improvement, am controlled 
bumirg of pine uplaros am sa~ marsh. 

3. SUrveillance am nr>nitorirq of native wildlife shall be conducted 
annually. 

4. Consumptive uses of fish am wildlife such as hunting arrl fishing shall 
be allowed COllSistent with protection of the resources. 

5. Nonconsumptive uses relatirq to fish am wildlife resources such as 
canpirq, nature awreciation, hiki.n:J, picnickirg, am boatirq shall be 
encouraged. 
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~ stJMltmRY (Continued) 
6. Archaeological arrl historic sites will be conserved arrl protected from 

destnlction through other management activities or vamal.ism arrl shall be 
regulated by the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
state. Research is discouraged, where such research ~d involve 
excavation or destruction of the resc:urce. 

7. Field sw:veys may be corxiucted to identify the potential erXlargennent of 
historic sites due to activities requirirg larrl surface alteration. 

8. '!he Citrus County Department of Parks arrl Recreation has expressed a 
desire to operate an existirg ~with a convenience store, 
parkirg lot, boat ranp arrl overnight hook-up facilities for toobile can-per 
trailers. 

In summa:t:y, the proposed tract TNOU!d be managed for lOVI intensity, multiple 
uses featuring fi~, hunt:irg, research, boatirg, canpirg arrl nature 
awreciation. '!he~ of any or all of this tract would have a primary 
role of ensurirg the protection arrl ecological integrity of the 
<llassahOVIitzka region arrl provide additional recreational opportunities for 
Florida's rapidly increas:irg pc:p.llation. Huntirg, fi~ arrllOC)St 
traditional uses are canpatible with management objectives. Research in all 
phases of envirornnental, wildlife, fishery, botany arrl the natural sciences 
is encouraged. 

Existirg equipnent ani facilities will be used until a cc.qJrehensive 
management plan is developed. Site security will be provided by existirg 
law enforoeJielt personnel arrl technical personnel assigned to the area. 

A full time wildlife biologist arrl a technical assistant are needed to 
design arrl plan for future managerent activities, to m:>nitor wildlife 
pc:p.llations, to control user acx:::ess arrl to serve as coordinator with local 
officials arrl general ~lie. 
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#42 Gills Tract Pasco 

RECXHmNDED POBLIC POR1Qm 

Acm'.AGE 
(Not Yet PUrchased 
or unier option) 

101 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$ 2,644,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition unier the "other I.arrls" category, as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Ccx:le. Public acquisition 
'WOUld protect a coastal natural area, incl'lldixg a scenic bluff, ani an 
archaeological site. Acxp.rlsition 'WOUld also provide resource-based 
recreation to a fast growin:J, Ul.'ban popllation. 

!mNN2R 
Pasco County in coordination with the Division of Recreation ani Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources. 

PROR>SED USE 
County Park. 

IDeATION 
In western Pasco County, on Florida's west ex>ast, approximately 5 miles 
south of New Port Richey ani 2 miles north of Tarpon Springs. '!his project 
is within Senate District 4 ani House District 49. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Water Management District ani the 
Tanpi Bay Regional Planning Council. 

RFSOURCB DESCRIPI'ION 
'!his project includes awroximately 1,600 feet of frontage on the Gulf of 
Mexico, but has no awreciable beach. Uplams include scrub arrl mesic 
flatwoods which are sarewhat ciisturt>ed. Wetlards on site are generally in 
good con:lition. '!he project provides good habitat for a diverse array of 
wildlife in a coastal envirornnent arrl may support several rare animal 
species. 

'!he project area includes one recorded archaeological site, a prehistoric 
lithic scatter. 

'!he project can provide lor.v intensity recreational activities such as 
picnick:in.;J arrl general nature appreciation for which the site's user 
capacity is 400-600 persons daily. 

OWNERSHIP 
One OWner - James P. Gills. 

'VtliBERABILITY 1\ND ENrWm:RMENl' 
Much of the project area is zoned for residential housirg (4.6 units per 
acre). No coastal const.nlction control line has been established for the 
tract. 

PPJUISITION PL100l.Im 
On Decelnber 14, 1988, the I..arrl Acquisition Advisory Council ·approved the 
Gills Tract Project Design. '!he resource planning boundary was altered by 
the deletion of developed parcels. 

ESTIMM'ED CDS'!' 
Tax assessed value is approxilnately 2, 644, 000. 

Management costs have not yet been determined. 

Resolut.ions. . . . • . . . • . . • . • • • • . . . . . . . • • • • . . • • • . . • • • • • • . • . . . . . . . . • • . • . . • 0 
let-ters of general support. • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 81 
let-ters of support from local, state arrl federal public officials.... 0 
let-ters of support from local arrl state conservation organizations. . . 2 
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a.rHER 
Coordination 
'ntis is a joint project between Pasco County arrl the Conservation am 
Recreation I..anis (CARL) program. '!he Board granted authority to negotiate a 
bargain :prrd1ase on May 23, 1989. 

~stMmRY 

'Ihe Gills Tract is :reccmnerrled for management by Pasco County as a county 
park. '!he lease should pass through the Division of Recreation arxi Parks of 
the Department of Natural Resources to ensure that state acquisition 
objectives are satisfied. 'lhe project should be managed to presave high -
quality natural features while sinultaneously providirg cxmpat:ible, 
resource-based recreational use .. 
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#43 East Everglades I~.de 

RECXHmNDED PCBLIC POR1am 

AamN:;E 

(Not Y~t PUrchased 
or un:ler option) 

71,920 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$14,384,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ler the "other I.arx:is" category, as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. PUblic_acquisition 
will help protect the water quality am quantity of two bay systems. 
Acquisition will also assist in the restoration of traditional South Florida 
drainage patterns am help protect Everglades National Park. 

Jm!mGER 
Game an:i Fresh Water Fish camnission, South Florida Water Management 
District, the Division of Recreation am Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources, the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture am 
Consumer Services, arrl the Division of Historical Resources of the 
Department of State. Management will be closely coordinated with the 
Everglades National Park arrl Iade County. 

PROR>SED USE 
Portions of the project area may be managed in conjunction with the 
Everglades National Park, parts may continue in restricted agricultural use, 
parts may be managed for the benefit of fish arrl wildlife am public 
recreation. All uses are to be ccanpatible with the primary goal of 
restoration of biological arrl hydrological resources. 

IDCM'ION 
In western Iade County, adjacent to arrl east of the Everglades National 
Park. '!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 40 arrl House 
District 120. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the South Florida 
Water Management District arrl the South Florida Regional Planning CouJ;lcil. 

RESOtJRC:E DESCRIPI'ION 
'!he East Everglades acquisition project comprises a total area of 
approximately 100,563 acres in westeJ:n Iade County. '!he project is divided 
into two separate areas: a northern area comprising approximately 70,000 
acres, arrl a southern area camprising approximately 30,563 acres (see map, 
part 2) • Both areas border the Everglades national Park am are considered 
critical to the park's ecx:>systems. East Everglades serves as a water 
storage area. '!he water storage capacity helps to prevent excessive 
flood.in;J, arrl serves as a recharge area for well fields in south IBde 
County. '!he project area encanpasses the habitats of nmnerous rare arrl 
erx:largered species. 

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

'!he primary public purpose of restoring natural hydrological arrl biological 
systems takes precedence over intensive recreational use. '!he area can 
support hunting t fishing t carrping t hi1cin;J t nature Study t a00 photography • 

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are well over 100 owners in the project area. 'Ihe South Florida Water 
Management District has acquired 26,643 acres in the southennoost area, the 
C111 canal basin, arrl has un:ler option another 2, 000 acres. Approximately 
1,920 acres remain to be acquired in the C111 basin. 

'!he Aerojet Wildlife Management Area, between the northern arrl southern 
parts of the project area, was a joint state, water management district 
(WMD) acquisition consistirg of approxilnately 34,572 acres. '!he WMD, 
including its JOOSt recent p.rrchase fran Senior Corporation, has purchased 
17,292 acres within Aei'ojet; the state has purchased 17,280 acres un:ler the 
EEL arrl CARL programs. 
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#43 FAST EVERGlADES 

OltNERSBIP (Continued) 
'!here have been no plblic acquisitions in the northe:nmost 70,000 acres .. 
(See "other'' • ) 

~~AND~ 
'!he Everglades natural camm.mities are extrenel.y sensitive to disruption by 
man. Artificial manipllation of water levels can be devastatirg to natural 
systems in arrl out of the project area. 

Acquisition priority based in part on emangennent have been :recxmnenied by 
an East Everglades technical ccmnittee. '!he highest developnent pressures 
(residential arrl agricultural) are adjaCBit to those areas that have already 
been developed. 

ESTIMATED OOST 
Tax assessed value is awroxilnately $14, 384, 000., 

Management F\m:1s 
No Management F\m:1s were budgeted by the Game am Fresh Water Fish 
canmission for this project for Fiscal Year 1989-90. 

No F\m:1s THere requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91. 

Resol\lt.iollS C) ••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• e • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
I..e.ttem of ge:rler'a.l. ~rt. e 8 e e Ct e e e e CD e e e e G e e e e e 8 ~ e • CD e e 5 e e CZI e e e e e e e e e e e e 10 
Iettem of ~rt fran local, state arrl federal p.lblic officials. . . . . 11 
letters of ~rt fran local arrl areawide conservation organizations. 6 

arHER 
'!his project is within a Olapter 380 Resource Planning arrl Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. 

On June 13, 1989, the Board approved the inclusion of East Everglades within 
the Save our Everglades program, authorizing the state to negotiate the 
project. 

Coordination 
'!his project is a joint project between the CARL program, the South Florida 
Water Management District (SFWMD) arrl the National Park Service. '!he SFWMD 
is successfully negotiatirg additions arrl inholdings in the southerrmost 
part of the project area. Priority areas 1 arrl 2 in the northerrmost part 
of the project are also in the SFWMD's five year acquisition plan. 

On December 13, 1989, President Bush signed legislation exparrling the 
Everglades National Park to include the East Everglades project area. '!he 
National Park Service (NPS) has requested 7.5 million for Fiscal Year 
1990-91 (beginning October, 1990) for acquisition of parcels within East 
Everglades. It is :recxmnenied that the Bureau of I.ani Acquisition 
coordinate with the NPS as well as the SFWMD on the acquisition of the East 
Everglades project. 

M100\GEMENl' ~ 
'!he proposed acquisition is for the pul:1X)Se of furthering the objectives 
adopted by the Everglades National Park - East Everglades Resource Planning 
an::l Management Committee as set forth by the Goven10r on Feb:ruacy 7, 1984. 
'Ihese 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 arrl into 
the Biscayne aquifer is not degraded due to developnent practices in the 
East Everglades; ensuring that the quality arrl quantity of water entering 
Florida Bay will allow for rejuvenation of the estuarine systems an:l 
restoration of their productivity; allowing for adequate flood protection 
measures for residential arrl agricultural areas within the East Everglades; 
arrl ensurirg that future developnent in IBde County does not affect the 
viability of the natural ecosystems in the East Everglades arrl the 
Everglades National Park. 
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~ StHmRY (Continued) 

Management of lards within the Fast Everglades will involve the Game ani. 
Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission, the South Florida Water Manageroont District, 
the Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, 
the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture ani Consumer 
Services, ani the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of 
state. Manageroont of these lards will be closely (X)()rdinated with the 
Everglades National Park am I:ade County. Fast Everglades presents a large 
(76,300 acres) am canplex management prd::>lem. As IOOre infonnation is 
obtained, better resource-based manageroont plans will be inpleroonted ani 
provide ~inurn manageroont of this diverse region. CUrrent manageroont will 
be guided by the fourteen policies adopted by the Everglades National_ Park -
Fast Everglades Resource Pl~ am Manageroont canmittee ani approved by 
the Governor ani cabinet which are: 
1. Resource manageroont priorities for p.lblicly-owned lards in the East 

Everglades should be ccrnpatible with restoration of sheet flor.r through 
the Northeast Shark River Slough to the Everglades system ani be 
consistent with the program. 

2. High priority should be given to protection of I:ade County's water 
suwly. 

3. I.aOOs that were p.rrchased with state or other public :fuOOs should be 
managed for their natural hydrological ani biological values as a prilnacy 
p.n:pose. 

4. I.aOOs designated as Management Area 3B in the Management Plan for the 
Fast Everglades that are in agriculture at the time of purdlase may be 
made available for agricultural use urrler manageroont of the State. 

5. I.aOOs should be managed so as to prevent encroachment by arrl spread of 
exotic plant species. 

6. Public recreation access should be pennitted arrl encouraged but only to 
the extent it does not result in the degradation of hydrological arrl 
biological resources on those publicly owned larrls or adversely inlpact 
the management of the Everglades National Park or the restoration of 
sheetflor.r. 

7. Fish am wildlife should be managed within the constraints of natural 
hydrological regimes arrl historic fish arrl wildlife communities. 

8. Recreational uses should include use of airboats in designated areas 
only. Off-road use of vehicles should be prohibited. 

9. It is important to involve conservation arrl enviromnental groups, the 
agricultural in:lustry, arrl the general public in preparation of a 
manageroont plan for these larrls. 

10. Public larrls adjacent to the Everglades National Park should be managed 
so as to preserve am enhance wildlife arrl wetlarrls values consistent 
with manageroont goals of the Park. 

11. Location an:1 design of a new wellfield in the Fast Everglades should not 
adversely affect restoration of sheetflow through the Northeast Shark 
River Slough to the Everglades national Park or the presavation an:1 
enhancement of wildlife arrl wetlan:l values of publicly owned larrls. 

12. No pennanent hrmtirg camps or structures should be allowed arrl existirg 
ones should be phased out on publicly owned larrls in the East Everglades 
in acx:x:>rdance with the manageroont plan for the area. 

13. '!he developnent of a management plan for the publicly owned larrls in the 
East Everglades should address the existirg uncontrolled use of the area 
for target shootirg. 

14. In order to reduce adverse enviromnental inlpacts ·to the area, arrl to 
protect against serious wildfires, Context Road should be closed or 
:reJOOVed. 
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#44 Seabranch Martin 

Acm'AGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or UIXler option) 

910 

RECD!MENDED POBLIC PCRIUSE ., 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$7,458,000 

<:ualifies for state acquisition urxier the "Envirornnentally EOOargered I.an:ls 
(EEL) " catego:ry, as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative COde. Public acquisition would protect several natural 
CXllllllmities llal:Dorin;J habitat for rare plant arrl animal species. 
~ition would also help preserve the quality of intercoastal waters 
designated as an aquatic preserve. 

Jm!mGER 
Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with 
the Galle arrl Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission cooperat~ • 

. PROrosED USE 

state Park. 

IDCATION 
In easten1 Martin County, on Florida's southeast coast, approximately 20 
miles south of Ft. Pierce. '!his project lies in Senate District 27 arrl 
House District 79. It is also within the jurisdictions of the Sa.rt:h Florida 
Water Management District arrl the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council. 

RESOURCE DESCR:IPl'ION 
lbis project is canprised of several natural canmmities, all of whidl are 
in relatively good con:lition. Natural canmmities include: scrub, scrubby 
flabJoods, hydric hanlrock, arrl estuarine tidal swamp. Particularly 
noteworthy is the sarrl pine scrub, whidl is one of few remaining scrubs of 
significant size on the southeastenl coast of Florida. '!he project area 
llal:Dors several rare plant arrl animal species. 

'!he fragility of the biological resources restricts the recreational 
potential of this tract to low-intensity activities such as nature 
appreciation, photography, picnicking am hiking. 

OWNERSHIP 
One major c:::Mner, Mobil Oil Sea Branch Corporation, arrl one minor c:::Mner 
(county recently acquired) of a 3 acre parcel. '!he federal governnalt 
appears to own 2 small parcels in the central portion of the tract. 

'VtJUtElmBILI'l'Y AND ~ 
'!his tract is currently zoned for 'bNo residential units per uplarrl acre with 
one unit per wetlarrl acre transferable to uplan:ls. Relatively recent 
developoont proposals have called for IOO:re intensive use~ for example, a 
1987 Developrent of Regional Ilrpact pre-application submitted by the Sea 
Branch Co:rp. suggests develop~ approximately 2,000 residential units, a 
golf course, country club, arrl conunercial office space on site. other areas 
in the vicinity of the project are already primarily developed for 
residential am conunercial use. 

N:X)UISITION PIANNrm 
On November 15, 1988, the I..arrl Acquisition Selection Conunitted approved the 
project design for the Seabranch project with no significant cbarge to the 
resource planning bourrlary. A VFW (Veterans of Foreign Wars) post leased 
from Sea Branch Co:rp. on one acre, located along Dixie-US AlA just north of 
FEC RR arrl AlA, should not be acquired. 

ES'1'IMM'ED CDS'!' 
Tax assessed value is approximately $7,458,000. 

Projected start-up costs for the Division of Recreation arrl Parks: 
Salaries OPS Expenses OCD 
$82,276 $10,000 $11,880 $47,105 
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#44 SEABRANal 

Resol'Ut.iOllS • • • • • • • e • • • • • e • • • • • • • • • • e • • • • • • e • e> o • o e o o G o o o G e • c; o o • o • e o • e • 2 
Letters of general ~rteeeee•eeeeGeeeeeee•o•eoOO.&GOCQQOGee~ee$eee 386 
Letters of ~rt fran local, state am federal public officials ...... ., 13 
Letters of ~rt fran local ani state conservation organizations. • • 6 

arHER 
Coordination 
Martin County approved a $20 million dollar lard acquisition bam issue in 
March, 1989, ani so may be a partial financial oontributor. One acquisition 
project may consune no toore than $5, 000, 000 of the bard issue .. 

'Ihe c::nmty recently acquired three acres within the project bourrlaries .. 

~Smoo\RY 

'!he Seabranch project is :recanmerrled for management by the Division of 
Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources as an addition 
to st. Incie Inlet State Park. '!he Game ani Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission is 
reccmnerx:led as a c:x::xJP&atinl managinl agency. 

'!he primacy' management objective should be the preservation of the 
significant biological resources. '!he nature of these resources restricts 
the potential recreational use of the tract to passive activities. '!he 
tract is ideal for nature appreciation, ~y, llikir¥J, ard picnicking o 

Maintenance of the tract in a substantially natural oondition will enhance 
the protection of water quality in the adjacent Jensen Beach to Jupiter 
Inlet Aquatic Preserve. 
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#45 San Felasco Hanm:x::k 
state Preserve Addition 

RHDtMENDED POBLIC PCRPOSE 

Alachua 

AamAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or unier option) 

1,454 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$2,646,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urxier the "other Iaros" catego:ry as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
'WOUld expan::l an existirg state presave, enable restoration of an altered 
ecosystem, help protect a creek -wetlani system, recharge area, ani habitat 
for ~ered ani threatened animal (ani one plant) species. 

~ 
Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PBOR>SED USE 
San Felasco Hamrrock state Preserve Addition. 

~ON 

In central Alachua county, north-central Florida, contiguous with the 
northern bourx:iary of the San Felasco State Preserve, five miles northwest of 
Gainesville. '!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 6 arrl House 
District 24. It is also within the jurisdictions of the St. Jahns River 
Water Management District arrl the North Central Florida Regional Plai'll'lirg 
Council. 

RESOtJRCE DESCRIPI'IC. 
'!he state Preserve Addition is predaninantly ilrproved pasture ( 60%) • 
Natural camnunities include uplarrl mixed forest, depression marsh, uplarrl 
pine forest, sinkhole, arrl seepage stream. '!he forested conmrunities are 
secord growth with no exceptional specimen trees. 'Ihe tract h.arl:>ors one 
state-threatened plant species, pcgJy mallCM ( Callirtloe papaver) , ani 
supports two federally ~ered arrl one State-threatened animal species 
(wood stork, bald eagle, arrl American kestrel respectively). Bald eagles 
ani kestrels are known to nest on the site. 'nle tract also supports several 
animal species of special concet:n such as gopher tortoise arrl various wading 
birds. '!he project area exhibits karst topography incluc:li.rg several sinks 
(I.se Sink) arrl is an important g:t'O\.lniwater recharge area. 

'!here are three archaeological sites recorded from the project area. When 
cx:anpared with other acquisition projects, the ardlaeologicaljhistorical 
value of the project is IOOderate. 

'!he project could serve as a site for limited facilities development or more 
active recreational pursuits because of its largely disturbed corrlition. 
'!he project could supplement the recreational opportunities available at San 
Felasco state Preserve without disturbing existing natural areas. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of 14 parcels, one major owner - The University of 
Florida Fourx:lation (UFF) , ani 3 minor owners. '!he UFF is a willing seller 
(See Coordination). '!he San Felasco State Preserve (6, 000+ acres) acquired 
with EEL fun:1s, is south ani adjacent to this project. -

VUIBERN3ILITY AND ENI:WGERMENr 
'!he majority of the site is uplarrl suitable for development, hCMever, the 
karst topography might limit the developnent potential of portions of the 
site. OVer half the site has been disturbed by conversion to pasture. 

'!he site will likely eventually be developed as the City of Gainesville 
continues to grow. Approximately 250 acres of the site are included in the 
approved Progress Center Developnent of Regional Impact (DRI) , which 
requires preservation of 75-80 acres of the site. The UF Fourrlation has 
irrlicated its intention to develop the site if it is not acquired by the 
state or other entity for conservation purposes. 
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#45 SAN FEIASCD HAMr«>CK STATE PRESERVE AIDITION 

l4)tJISITION ~ 
On December 1, 1989, the I.an:l Acquisition Adviso:cy Council (IAAC) approved 
the San Felasco state Preserve Addition Project Design. It only altered the 
rescm:ce planni.rg bourx3ary in a minor way. '!he eastern 1:xJuroary was 
exparoed to include an entire ownership ani a small parcel on the northern 
bourx3ary was deleted to exclude a City of Alachua substation~ 

Acquisition Rlasin:J 
Rlase I.. university of Florida Fooroation 
Blase II. other owners 

ES'.l'IMM'ED 008'1' 
'lhe tax assessed value of this project is $2,646,000 .. 

Manageoont Cost 
Projected start-up c:xsts for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
Salaries Expenses CXD Total 
$39,158 $ 5,424 $13,956 $58,538 

Resol\JtiOJlS • G • e • e • • • e e o • e o • e e e e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • e • • • • e o c e & e 4) e • e e o e o e e J 
Letters of general ~rteceeeeeeeeeG•eeeeeeeeeeeeeeoee~eGeeQSCeGe 27 
Letters of ~rt fran local, state ani federal p.lblic officials.. 2 
Letters of ~rt fran local ani state conservation organizations.. 3 

Ol'HER 
Coordination 

'!he UF Foun:lation sponsored this project, is a major owner, ani is 
wurk.i.n.J to consolidate the other ownerships. It is, obviously, a willirq 
seller, pertlaps at less than market value, depen:li.rg on appraisals. 

Ml\tmGEMEN1' stlMM1\RY 
'!his project is recc:mnerxied to be managed as an addition to San Felasco 
Han1loock state Preserve. 'Ihe tract should be managed by the Division of 
Recreation ani Parks, Department of Natural Resources according to 
s~le-use management principles with the primary goals of protect~ water 
quality, buffer~ the presez:ve, ani restor~ altered natural camm.mities. 
Because of the projects substantially clistUl:Ded corxtition (sixty percent of 
the tract is ilnproved pasture), the tract could serve as a site for limited 
facilities developnent or recreational pursuits which would otherwise ilnpact 
intact natural areas. 
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PRQJECl' 

NAME 

#46 Deerin.;J Fstate 
Addition 

J:Bde 

RECXHmNDED PUBLIC PCR1USE 

Acm:AGE 
(Not Yet Plu::'dlased 
or UJ'Xler option) 

27 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$571,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urxier both "Envirornnentally Eman:Jered I.an:ls 
(EEL) " am "other I.an:ls" categories as defined in section 18-8. 003 of the 
Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition would protect bNo gcxxi 
quality natural ccmmmities arrl TNOUl.d p:resezve a vecy significant 
archaeological site. 

MAlWmR 
J:Bde County through a pass through lease fran the Division of Recreation arrl 
Parks of the Deparbnent of Natural Resources. 

PBOR>SED USE 
Addition to the Deerirg Fstate arrl a Special Feature Site (intet:pretive 
archaeological) • 

IDeATION 
J:Bde Colmty, South Florida, at the intersection of Southwest 167th Street 
arrl Old cutler Road. '!his project is within Florida's Senate District 39 
arrl House District 119. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South 
Florida Regional Plannirg Council arrl the South Florida Water ManagelOOilt 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!his project's vegetation is predaninantly cnnprised of tropical :rocklarrl· -
harcm:::ck arrl estuarine tidal swanp (mangrove). Rocklarrl harcm:::ck is a 
threatened natural ccmmmity type mtipJSed of numerous rare plant arrl animal 
species. AWroximately 50% of the :rocklani harcm:::ck on site buriled in Spring 
1987. '!he area is recoverirg well, but it is unclear what the character of 
the rei:uminJ forest will be. 

'!his project inclu::les a significant arc:haeolCXJical site, the CUtler Fossil 
Site, one of few stratified archaeolCXJical sites in North America that 
contains human remains in association with extinct Pleistocene mammals. 
Sane ma.terials recovered have been dated at approximately 10,000 years old. 

Although no· active recreation is envisioned for this project, passive 
recreational activities such as archaeolCXJical site visitation arrl 
intet:pretation, nature trail walks, arrl nature appreciation are planned. 

ONNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of three ownerships: Olarles McConnick, Joan Hickley 
arrl Olarles Schroder. All are heirs of Olarles Deering's estate. All are 
willin.;J sellers. '!his tract is adjacent to the 347+ acre Deering Estate, a 
1985-87 CARL acquisition. -

'VUl:BERABILITY AND ~ 
Because of the large anomt of publicity this archaeolCXJical site has 
received, it is particularly vulnerable to vandalism. In addition, the 
property is located in a growirg urban area which makes it attractive for 
developrent. 

Alioost the entire property is zoned for la.v density residential developrent. 
'!here is a small tract (1 to 1 1/2 acres) on the northern botJnjary at the 
intersection of Old cutler Road arrl Southwest 167th street which is zoned ru 
(business). A request for an upzonirg of the western third of the project 
area, by a developer with the approval of the owner, was denied by the J:Bde 
Colmty camnission in October 1987 . 
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#46 DEERING ESTATE ADDITION 

l4lUISITIOH ~ 
'1he Deerirg Estate Addition Project IRsign was approved by the ram 
Acquisition Selection on November 19, 1988. Jg>roxllnately 1 to 1 1/2 acres 
¥Jere added to the northern project bc::JuJDary, t:akirg in that portion of. the 
project zoned W (D.lsiness) .. 

ES'l'IMM'ED 008'1' 
Tax assessed value is approxllnately $571 1 000. 

Management costs have not yet been estimated .. 

IOCJ\L SOPPORl' AND GENERAL ENDORSD!ENl'S 
Resol'Ut.iOJ1S o e e • e a:> e e o • c;; e o • e e • e o • e a • e o e • • o • o e G • • o • e e o • o o e B e G • () ~ • o e o CD e e o «> 6 
Letters of general ~rte>~eoeegeeeO$Geeooeee~ee&e~••eeoG0000~eaeeoeo3070 
letters of ~rt fran local, state ard federal public officials ...... .,.. 12 
letters of ~rt fran local ard areawide conservation organizations. 7 

C7.1'HER 
Coordination 
D:lde CCA.mty has pledged to contribute 50% to 60% of the acquisition cost., 

On August 25 1 1989 1 the :ooard granted authority to proceed with the 
acquisition of this project as a bargain purdlase. 

~StHmRY 
'!his project was proposed for acquisition as an addition to the state ONiled 
Deerirq Hamrock which is currently being managed by Dade County as the 
Deeri.rg Fstate County Park. '1he county proposed the Deerin;J Estate Addition 
project ani is eager to acx:ept management responsibilities for the site~ It 
is 1 therefore 1 :rec::anmerx:ied that this project be leased to D:tde County 
through the Division of Recreation ard Parks of the Department of Natural 
Resources for management at county expense. 'Ihe lease should pass through 
the Division of Recreation ani Parks to ensure that the state's management 
objective of presel:Virg the significant natural ani cultural resources while 
sinultaneously providirg compatible recreation is satisfied. '!he Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State should advise the County 
arrl the Division of Recreation arrl Parks regarding the preservation of 
cultural resources. 
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#47 Crystal River Citrus 

R!XXIOIENDED POBLIC PORR>SE 

A~ 
(Not Yet Purc:hased 

or mner option) 

5,103 

. TAX 

ASSESSED 
VAIIJE 

$ 4,886,000 

Qualifies for state a~ition urrler the Enviromnentally ErX!argered I.an:ls 
(EEL) " category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Code. PUblic a~ition TNOUl.d help protect the water quality of a 
significant bay ani river system ani TNOUl.d protect habitat for e.rx:largered 
species. 

~ 
'!he Division of state I.an:ls of the Department of Natural Resources with the 
Division of Historical Resources of the Department of state cooperatin:J. 

PR:>EOSED USE 
Addition to Crystal River state Resei:ve. 

IDeATION 
In Citrus County, Florida's west coast, southwest of Kings Bay and the 
Crystal River. General area is west ani southwest of the City of Crystal 
River. '!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 ani House 
Districts 11 ani 26. It is also within the jurisdictions of the 
Withlacxxx:hee Regional Planni.rg Council ani the Southwest Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!his project provides protection of a major winter refuge for the e.rx:largered 
manatee ani is a prilre nestin:J location for bald eagles ani ospreys. 
Natural ccmmmities within the project area are in good corrlition arrl 
include: floodplain marsh, freshwater tidal swamp, tidal marsh ani uplarrl 
hamm:x::k. '!he project includes part of the headwaters of the Crystal River. 

'!he project area includes an ilnpressive array of archaeological remains 
including significant aboriginal arrl Spanish artifacts, as well as human 
skeletal remains. '!he Crystal River area was a major trade center for 
prehistoric people as early as 500 B. c. 

'!his project has areas suitable for fishing, canoein:J, hiking, campin:J, 
nature ~otogra~y ani interpretive trails. However, recreational 
developnent must be closely cxx:>rdinated with the p~tion of critical 
manatee habitat. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approximately 2,440 acres have been acquired urrler EEL and CARL programs. 
'!he CARL Stoney lane acquisition, 1,374+ acres, is adjacent to and southwest 
of the project. '!here are approximately 50 owners remaining to be 
purcbased. SUncoast Shores, a sizable ownership arrl cru.cial parcel on the 
southern bourrlary of this project area was acquired in 1988. Mullet Key, an 
important archaeological site, arrl another lOt- acre parcel were acquired 
dur~ 1989. Negotiations are exhausted on the Crystal Cove portion of the 
project area. 

VUIBERABILITY AND ~ 
Citrus County is experiencin:J one of the fastest population growth rates, 
(1311% from 1950 to 1988) in the state, trailin:J only Olarlotte, Collier, 
Brevard arrl Broward counties. Even though ll¥:)re recent county planni.rg has 
atte.npted to limit intensive developtelt in the low lyin:J coastal area west 
of US 19, many platted subdivisions were granjfathered, exemptin:J them from 
the ll¥:)re strin:Jent lam use regulations. Continued development of 
properties along Crystal ani Salt River corridors and the small islarrls 
within the marsh system will inevitably impact water quality and delicate 
manatee habitat. 
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#4 7 rnYSTAL RIVER 

~ AND ENI:WimRMEtfl' (Continued) 
In 1988, the Citrus County Ccmnission approved the extension of a water line 
to the em of SR 44, which bisects the Ciystal River project area. 

~ON PIANNllG 
On March 21, 1986 the I.an:i Acquisition .Advisory Cc:Jl.m:il voted to canbine the 
Ciystal River II project, the Ciystal Cove project, ani the Ciystal River 
state Reset.ve project. '!he project map illustrates the entire project area 
arrl also the followin; project design acquisition !Xlasing reccmnerrlations: 
1. Ciystal River II 
2., Ciystal Cove 
3. Ciystal River state Reset:ve 

a) Fort Islam f.bln3s ani the Hollins Corporation, projects added to the 
1984-85 CARL list. 

b) Partially developed tracts between Ciystal Cove ani the state Reserve 
on the northen1 shore of the River, whi.dl directly impact on the water 
quality of the Ciystal River/I{:in3s Bay System, ani fran which 
unlimited boat a~ could beca'nEa a major problem. 

c) Properties adjoining ani inuteiiately south of the confluence of the 
Ciystal ani Salt Rivers. 

d) Mullet Key, a project added to the 1984-85 CARL list .. 
e) other parcels oordering state Road 44. 
f) Properties in the northwestenl region of the project design, including 

estuarine marsh ani uplarrl buffers north of the river, exterrling north 
ani 'West to the porNer plant discharge dlannel. 

Included within the overall Ciystal River Project Design are areas in which 
less than fee sinple aCXIUisition techniques may be effectively used to 
ac::x:x:xrplish presel:Vation am· protection goals. Exarrples of al te:mati ve 
protection methods cculd include: 

1. Conservation easements. 
2. J:bnation arrl leaseback. 
3. Purchase ani leaseback. 
4. Purchase ani resell, with restrictions. 
5. Ccx:prrati ve agreena1ts. 
6. Exc.han;Jes. 
7. Regulatory control. 
8. Purchase aro;or transfer of developtelt rights. 

ES'1'IMM'ED CDST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $4,886,000. 

F\ln3s budgeted by the Division of state I..anJs for Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
Salaries OPS Expenses oro FCD Total 
$17,175 $3,300 $5,ooo -o- -o- $22,175 

F\ln3s Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Salaries OPS Expenses 
$17,520 $3,500 $7,000 

oro 
-o-

FCD 
-0-

Total 
$28,020 

Resolutions •.................•......•.. · . . . • . . . . . • . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 
I..etteJ:-5 of gerte,ral St.Ipi:X:>rt. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 882 
I..etteJ:-5 of St.Ipi:X:>rt from local, state am federal public officials..... 4 
letters of St.Ipi:X:>rt from local ani areawide conservation organizations. 9 

01'HER 
'!his project is within a 01apter 380 Growth Managenent Agreement Area. It 
is also adjacent to a waterbody classified unier the Special Waters category 
of outst.an:ti.n:J Florida Waters. 

Coordination 
Congress, in 1987, appropriated $650, 000 to the U.s. Fish ani Wildlife 
Ser.vice to purd1ase 806 acres for the expansion of the Ciystal River 
National Wildlife Refuge. In 1990, $900, 000 was approved for the 
acquisition of 10 acres. 
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#47 CRYSTAL RIVER 

~StHmRY 
'lhis acquisition will enhance the protection of the water quality of the 
Crystal River, a natural winter haven for the ~ered manatee. '!he 
receivi.rg estuarine watertxxly, containirg the st. Martin's Marsh Aquatic 
Preserve, will also benefit. 

'nle Ccn::eptual Management Plan recDl'llllel'Xi that management responsibility for 
this property be assigned to the Division of Recreation am 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 I.aros through departmental reorganization. '!he Division of Historical 
Resources of the Department of state has a direct management role relatirg 
to the archaeological am historical resources. '!he property will be 
managed as a state Reserve, with primary e.np,asis upon the protection am 
pet:petuation of the natural camnumities, archaeological am historical 
resources, geological features, ard natural biological diversity. Special 
e.np,asis will be given to the protection am maintenance of ~ered am 
threatened species. 

Public use of this property is anticipated, am will be et'lCX)UIQged to the 
extent that it does not conflict with the maintenance of the natural am 
cultural values. Specific anticipated uses include fishirg, nature study, 
~, canoeirg, am primitive canpirg. Acquisition is expected to have 0 

little impact upon the traditional ccmnercial uses of the adjacent waters, 
which specifically include fishirg am crabbirg. 
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#48 North layton Han1loock Monroe 

RED:HmNDED POBLIC POR1USE 

~ 
(Not Yet PUrchased 
or umer option) 

94 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$747,000 

()lalifies for state acquisition un:ler the "Enviromnentally Errlargered I.an:ls 
(EEL) " category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
COde. Public acquisition would p:reseJ:Ve coastal wetlams ani natural 
cxln'Rrinnities rare to Florida, as well as rare ani ~ered plant ani animal 
species. 

lm1mGER 
Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PRllUSED USE 
Managed as part of the Lorg Key State Recreation Area with emphasis on the 
preservation of the botanical resources. 

I.DCM'ION 
Monroe County, Florida Keys, on Lorg Key, across the road ani adjacent to 
I.org Key state Recreation Area •. It is also adjacent to the incorporatErl 
city of layton. '!his project is within Florida's Senate District 39 ani 
House District 120. It is also within the jurisdictions of the South 
Florida Regional Plannirg Council ani the South Florida Water Management 
District. 

RESOURCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'!his project is predaninantly comprised of wetlani natural communities; 
however, the uplani natural communities present are anorg the rarest in 
Florida. '!he rcx:klani hanurock, coastal benn, ani rock barren natural 
communities harbor several threatened elements of Florida's tropical flora 
including the federally ~ered Key tree cactus (Cereus robinii) . '!he 
site contains a significant assemblage of rare tropical species. 

Recreational activities Im.JSt be fully c:xxrpatible with the protection of the 
rare ani sensitive biological resources. Nature trail walks, bird-watchirq, 
nature study ani photography are the JOOSt appropriate activities. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!his project consists of approxilnately 16 owners ani 23 tax parcels. 
Preliminacy research by the Title Section of the Bureau of SUrvey ani 
Mappirg, however, inlicates that JOOSt of the lam south of u.s. 1 is state 
owned either by instrument or by sovereignty. If this is accurate, then the 
project consists of approximately 15 owners ani 20 parcels. Leisure Life 
Sales, Inc., the owner of the primary tract, has been contacted by '!he 
Nature Conservancy ani is willirg to participate in negotiations. 

VUINElmBILI'l'Y AND ~ 
CUrrent COlmty zonirg would allow one dwellirg unit per acre within the 
project area. Although there are no known development plans for the project 
area at this tirre, high demarrl for residential ani ccmnercial property in 
the Florida Keys will inevitably put intense pressure on all undeveloped 
uplani hanm:x:ks. 

Although the population density in Monroe County is only in the meditnn 
rarge, alnost all that population is in the Keys. 'Ihe growth rate for the 
county between 1976 - 1986 was 14.5%. 
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#48 NORlH IAY'IOO' lWH)CK 

N;XXJISITION PUNNDG 
'!he North Iayton Hanuoock Project Ie;ign was approved by the I.arrl Acquisition 
Advisory Council on June 22, 1988. Modifications to the resource plannin;J 
bollroary included additions to include all of the major ONnerShip north of 
u.s. 1, am the deletion of a two parcel five acre tract on the eastern 
bollroary, also north of u.s.. 1. 

Less than fee-sinple 
Arrj area south of U.s. 1, not in state ownership, should be acquired by 
donation, if possible. 

Rlasioo 
Rlase I. Acquisition of the rocklam l'laim.rock arrl adjoinirg 

borrow pit north of u.S. 1; one owner, leisure Life 
Sales, Inc. 

:Rlase II. Acquisition of the parcels neighborirq the rocklarrl 
hanuoock. 

Fhase III. Acquisitiqn of remainirg parcels. 

ESTIMl\TED OOST 
Tax assessed value ip approximately $747,000. 

Projected start-up costs for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
Salaries Expenses CXD Total 
$43,118 $ 6,456 $ 33,149 $ 82,?23 

~l'UtiollS. 0 • 0 0 • e 0 ••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••• 0 •••••• 0 Cl •••• 0 " ••• e 0 • 0 e 0 • " • 1 
Iet'tel:-s of gei'lera.l Sllpi)C)rt. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • CD • • • • • • • • • • e • • • • • • • • • .., • • • • • 0 
letters of support from local, state am federal public officials. . . . . o 
letters of support fran local am areawide conservation ol:gallizations. 2 

MA!mGEMEN1' SUMMARY 
'!his project will be managed by the Division of Recreation am Parks of the 
Department of Natural Resources with the primary objective of preseJ:Virg the 
rare biological resources. Limited passive recreation that is fully 
canpatible with this objective will be allowed. 'Ihe project is in close 
prox:inri.ty to !.Drg Key state Recreation Area arxi would appropriately be 
managed in conjunction with the State Recreation Area; however, it should be 
etPlasized that the management objective for North Iayton Hainrocx::k stresses 
preservation IWre than recreation because of the exceptional value an:i 
sensitivity of the biological resources. · 
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PROJECl' 
NAME 

#49 Fort George Islam IUval 

RECD!MENDED PUBLIC PURPOSE 

A~ 
(Not Yet Purdlased 
or uOOer option) 

302 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$2,386,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition umer the "other lands" category as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
'Wall.d protect significant ardlaeological arxi historic sites. Aa;Illisition 
'Wall.d also preserve good quality natural CXITillllilities arxi 'Wall.d provide 
cx:mpatible recreational qp:>rb.mities. 

!WmGER 
'!he Division of Recreation arxi Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
with the Game arxi Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission arxi the Division of Historical 
Resources as cooperat~ managers. 

PRJrosED USE 
It is likely that the project area will be managed in conjunction with the 
Ki.rgsley Plantation State Historic Site ani the Rollins Bird ani Plant 
Sanctuary. 

IDC!M'ION 
In IUval County on the northeastern Florida coast, approxilnately 15 miles 
fran downtown Jacksonville. '!his project is within Florida's Senate 
District 7 arxi House District 16. It is also within the jurisdictions of 
Northeast Florida Regional Planning · Colll'x:il ani the St. Johns River Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DFSCRIPI'ION 
Most of the islam is made up of uplam mixed forest, estuarine tidal marsh, 
maritime halmoock, ani shell 100UI'rl natural canm.mities. 'Ihese canm.mities 
are in good corrlition. Natural areas harbor several rare am errla:rgered 
plant ani animal species. Notably, sane plant species are at the ext:rerre 
limits of their geographical ran;Je. '!he project is adjacent to the Nassau 
River/St. Johns River Marshes Aquatic Presel:ve, whic:h recent federal studies 
irrlicate to be illlportant as manatee travel corridors. over fifteen percent 
of Fort George Islam is comprised of disturbed envirornrents. 

Fort George Islam has exceptional ardlaeological am historical value. 
CUltural resource surveys have identified at least twency-six sites on the 
islam. 'lhese sites include ·shell middens, the site of a late prehistoric 
In:tian village, the remains of a Spanish mission (considered a major 
archaeological resource) , ani others. 

Recreational opporb.mities nrust be compatible with protection of the. 
significant cultural resources ani with the preservation of the islam's 
natural values. '!he project has excellent;. potential to provide controlled 
access to, am interpretation of, the mnnerous cultural resource sites. '!he 
project's close proximity to Little Talbot Islam state Park ani the as yet 
l..ll'Xieveloped Big Talbot Islam State Park diminishes any real need for 
additional recreational sites; therefore, there is a flexibility to develop 
the islam as nn.1c:h, or as little, for recreational use as is desired, as 
long as the primary objective of protecting the cultural resource sites am 
the significant natural resources is maintained. 

OWNERSHIP 
Fairfield Ccmnunities Inc. (580± acres), the major ownership, was acquired 
by the state June 23, 1989. Part of the closing agreem:mt included the 
conveyance to the state by Fairfield of Batten Islam. IUval County 
property appraiser's records imicate 56 other owners on the islam, 50+ in 
the CARL project bour'x3ary, not including the state of Florida. Fairfield's 
rezoning application listed 67 other owners on the islam. Boun:3ary maw~ 
ani ·title "WOrk should rectify the discrepancies. '!his project excludes lots 
within the Kingsley Plantation Addition, Phases I ani II, a I.arrl Acquisition 
Trust F\.1rrl (IATF) project. 
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#49 FORr GEDIGE ISlAND 

~AND ENIWGERMEm' 
'!he archaeological, historical am botanical :resources of the islam are 
very vulnerable to further human distul:bance. over 15% of the project area 
has already been altered by the const:nlction of an 18-hole golf <XJUrSe, a 
church, am 19 private residences. 

Fairfield Ccmra.mities, Inc., the major owner of the islam, is plannirg an 
intensive developnent which includes construction of sirgle am multi­
family residences, cx:mnercial space, am a marina, as well as a major 
expansion of the existirg golf <XJUrSe. Even if Fairfield camm.mities, Inc. 
does not ccrrplete its plans, the proximity of the tract to the rapidly 
grc:Mi.rg urbanized areas of Jacksonville makes probable the developnent of 
the site in the near future. '!he IEnes Point Bridge, nearirg ccrrpletion 
will greatly increase developnent pressure in this part of Dlval County. 

l\QJUISITION PIANNDG 
On February 2, 1988, the !.ani Acquisition Advisocy Council approved the 
project design for Fort George Islam. It was included as part of the 1988 
CARL Interim Report which was approved by the ·Governor am cabinet on March 
8, 1988. '!here were no additions or deletions frcm the resource plannirg 
1:x:>un:1ary, which -included all the uplarrls but excluded the spoil area at the 
southern errl of the islam, ov.mership of which is currently urxler 
litigation.* 

ESTIMM'ED <DST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $2,386,000. 

Management Cost 
Management furXis requested by the Division of state :r.ams for Fiscal Year 
1990-91: 
Salaries 
$ 41,138 

OPS 
-o-

Expenses 
$ 5,974 

QCX) 

$ 58,522 
Total 

$105,634 

Resolut.ions. . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 
Ie,t'te:rs of g~ ~rt. . . • • . . • • • • . . • • • . . . . . . • • • • • . . • • • • • • . . . . . • . • • 67 
Ie,t'te:rs of ~rt frcm local, state arrl federal public officials. • • . . 20 
Ie,t'te:rs of ~rt frcm local arrl areawide conservation organizations. 5 

Ol'HER 
Coordination 
'lhe City of Jacksonville/Dlval County arrl the st. Jahns River Water 
Management District each contributed $1 million towards this project's _ 
acquisition. 

Ft. George is within the Tinnlcuan Ecological am Historical Preserve, 
created by federal legislation sponsored by u.s. Representative <llarles 
Bennett. F\Jnjs to acquire this preseJ:Ve have not yet been allocated. 

M100\GEMENl' stlMMMtY 
It is anticipated that this project will be inanaged by the Division of 
Recreation arrl Parks of the Departn"ent of Natural Resources as a State 
Preserve or state Park urrler sirgle-use management concepts. '!he Division 
of Historical Resources of the Department of State arrl the Game arrl Fresh 
Water Fish Canunission have been designated as cooperatirg managirg agencies. 
'!he prilnary management objectives for this project are the protection of the 
significant cultural resources arrl the preservation of significant natural 
features. '!he project also has -the potential to provide substantial 
recreational opportunities that are compatible with the preservation of all 
significant resources. '!he islarrl's system of roads arrl IroSaic nature of 

* Batten Islam was conveyed to Trustees as part of Fairfield closirg. 
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#49 Fro GEDRGE ISi.AND 

~ StHmRY (COntinued) 
disturbance create a corx:li.tion ideal for recreational developnent. 'Ihe 
project could support inp:roved ani primitive campin]; interpretational 
displays of cultural ani natural resources; ani a connectin;r network of 
hiJdrg, bike, ani horseback rid.irg trails. state ownership an:i managellElt 
of the entire islani would enhance the manageability of t\\10 current state 
ownerships on the islani: Kirgsley Plantation state Historic Site ani 
Rollins Sanctuary. 

300 



#50 amRI01'l'E lmROOR 

301 



Cf) 
0 
v 
t-

i 
I 
N 

. : ,_, ... l . :" 'i··'y·~ ,·;7.-<:.:' . ; : 
· 1 .. ,. I : · i .1 l. .. __ ..::=.:.:..::...::::~tlA=·)i .. /::.'.::.(::, :?r?/'=\Ci=:·:-c·;;;.=:(:::?' ' = :·:-.=:~:=;;::(k';i··::.::·;:::;ff -··-··-··-·~--··· -··~·-:-,---r·,, .. , __ , ;, ,~ 

• l• • • 1) • , II~~~ I If 

·.... ;,!; / ·.t'. J,(!.' (J) ~ . . . . . ~· :, .· '' ' / : . ''"'"'"'"''-" .... , ... , ... ;.·.·: ... ·.:.··.·:.· :.:.·: ··< -:,:· ... . , ,. ·:::..:.: •::. · ... . :::. · .:: •. _ .. ,,, ••.•• , ........... ,;u 

- · . ......., I '-' ' I ··:: .:: :-o::-L. .... ~~~-,,,, 
lettto-o•· ( ~~-~--'!.! :'I, 

1 I I 

j . -!- ! ;~JIIIii~~~lillllllllllllll~l 
~~~~~~~-------~-------

': 
., 

L-~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~~ 

.u:\«!~~.V::~fi.I.Jt.1~) 

0 , 2 

miles - L ·r 

2 

mi.les 

C 0 U N ~ 

'. 
•·' ;I 

CHARLOTTE HARBOR 

CHARLOTTE 

~@ 

II • 

COUNTY 

PROJECT AK£A 

STATE OWNED 

FEDERAL O~TNED 



PROJECI' 
NAME 

#50 Olarlotte Harbor Olarlotte 

REXD!MENDED PDBLIC POR10SE 

ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet PUrdlased 

or urder option) 

5,356 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 2,302,000 

Qualifies for state acx;{Uisition urder the "Erwirornnentally El'XIargered I.anjs 

(EEL) " category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Code. PUblic acx;{Uisition would cx:mplete the lam acx;{Uisition project begun 
urxler the EEL program am add an uplam buffer for the envi:romnental 
interpretation of one of the JOOSt biologically productive estuaries in 
Florida. 

~ 

'!he Division of state I.anjs of the Department of Natural Resources. 

PK>POSED USE 
Addition to the Olarlotte Harbor State Reset:ve am uplam buffer for several 
state aquatic preserves. 

IDeATION 
In Olarlotte County, alon:J Florida's southwest (X)ast, between Port Cllarlotte 
am Fort Myers, approximately 20 miles north of Fort Myers. '!his project 
lies within Florida Is Senate Districts 24 I 25 I am 38 am House District 72. 
It is also within the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida Regional 
Plannirg Council am the Southwest Florida Water Manage.IOOilt District. 

RESOtJRCB DESCRIPl'ION 
'!he Olarlotte Hamor estuarine system is considered to be one of the IOC>St 
productive bay ;estuary systems in Florida. '!his project provides an 
essential addition ·to lar¥Js previously acquired through the ·EEL program. 
MOst of the larrls are wetlarrls, i.e., ~e, salt marsh, salt flats, 
etc., am directly influence the water quality of Olarlotte Hamor. 

'!he project area contains two recorded ardlaeological sites. 

'!his project can provide a variety of recreational opportunities that are 
canpatible with the primary acx;{Uisition objective of natural resource 
protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approxilnately 15,609 acres were acquired urxier the EEL program, am 2,468+ 
acres urxier CARL includirg donations totallin;J 936 acres. '!Wenty-five -
property owners remain, nine of which were added in the June 1988 project 
design (see "Acquisition Plannirg"). 

VUI.NERABILITY AND ~ 
'!he project larrls are no:lerately vulnerable compared with other types of 
ecosystems in the State. '!hey are vulnerable to nearby dredgin:J, 
interference with the flow of water ani nutrients from adjacent uplarrls, 
ani, of course, bulkheac:ii.n;J ani fillin;J. 

State ani Federal regulatory agencies are currently doin:J a reasonable job 
of protectin:J coastal wetlanis, but it is very unlikely that they could 
preserve the Cllarlotte Hamor ~e frin;Je in the face of the intense 
development pressures occurrin;J there. 

N:XlUISITION PUNNim 
'!he Cllarlotte Harbor project was reevaluated in the spring of 1988 to 
enhance its manageability. A project design, approved by the r..am 
Acquisition Advisory Council (IAAC) in June 1988, retained sixteen of the 
seventeen out parcels from the original project (2,215 acres) arrl added 
another ten parcels in nine ownerships (3,141 acres) for a cumulative total 
of 5,356 acres. '!he revised project area primarily included estuarine 
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#50 CHARI.Dl'I'E HAROOR 

l4lOISITION PIANNim (Continued) 
TNetlarrls critical to the ecological integrity of the Olarlotte Harbor 
estuarine system, as well as other lams interned to inp:rove the protection 
am recreational value of existi.rg state owned lan:Iso 

'!he IAAc approved the Charlotte County portion of the project design but did 
not approve :recc:mnerrled lee County additions. staff was directed to develop 
a separate lee County project design for the Charlotte Harbor area. 

ES'1'IMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed value was approxilnately $2,302,000 .. 

~ Budgeted by the Division of state I.an:ls for Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
~ Salaries OPS Expense CXX> Total 
IrTF $18,036 $4,ooo $J,soo -o- $25,348 

Management~ Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Salary Expense CXD OPS 
$18,936 $s,ooo -o- $4,ooo 

Total 
$27,936 

Resol'llt.iOllS. Q Cl .................. . ............................ 0 • • • • • • • • • 5 
I.,e,t"'ters of gei"ler'a.l ~rt. e e e e e e e e 0 0 e e e e e e CD e e e e 0 e e e e e e e e e e e e e e Cl e e e e e e 22 
letters of ~rt fran local, state ani federal public officials. . . • • 8 
letters of ~rt fran local ani areawide ronservation organizations. 10 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. -

DaNENr 1X't!AIN 
Reauthorized ard extenied to 1993 by the 1987 Legislatureo 

arHER 
-'nlis project is within a C1apter 380 Resource Planrri.rq arrl Managenent Area 

with Managenent Plans Adopted, ani is within the study area for the 
Charlotte Harbor Ccmnittee, a resource planrri.rq an:l managenent cannnittee 
appointed urrler the authority of <llapter 380. '!he Charlotte Harbor 
Ccmnittee errlorsed the purchase of the original acreage purchased urrler the 
EEL program. 

Coordination 
'!he Trust for Public I.an:ls has been an intennediary in the state's 
acquisition of two large tracts within this project an:l is a continuing 
participant in its planrri.rq ani acquisition .. 

~StHmRY 

'!he Charlotte Hamor State Reserve, bought with EEL :funjs, is located within 
or adjacent to the bourrlaries of the Gasparilla SourrljCharlotte Harbor, cape 
Haze, arx:l Matlacha Pass Aquatic Preserves. 'lherefore, managenent of the 
state Reserve will coincide with the management objectives arrl policies set 
forth in the Charlotte Harbor Aquatic Preserve Managenent Plan, adopted by 
the Board of Trustees of the Internal Inp:rovement Trust Furxi (Goven10r arrl 
cabinet) on Ma.y 18, 1983. SUnunarily, the basic goals of resource management 
for the Reserve are: to conserve the natural value of the Reserve ani · 
enable visitors to see ani study a sample of the State's unique resources; 
to enhance protection arrl preservation of the wetlarrl resources of the 
adjacent Aquatic Preserve; to protect ani preserve naturally occurrirg plant 
ani animal species ani their habitats, particularly any rare, threatened, or 
enJangered species; to restore · canmmi ties altered by man, to the greatest 
extent possible; to protect archaeologicaljhistorical resources; to enhance 
public urrlerstarrling arrl appreciation for the elements of natural diversity 
within the Reserve. 
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#50 CHARIDITE HAROOR 

~ StlMMARY (Continued) 
PUblic uses will be limited to resource-based activities havirg minimal 
inpacts on the envirornnental pw:pose of the property. PUblic uses may 
inclu:ie: outdoor recreation activities (e.g. , nature study, h:ikirg, 
primitive canpirg, swi.nunirg, fislti.rg, an:i picnickirg); scientific research 
that will aid in the p:resezvation of the biological an:i cultural values of 
the Reserve; education programs designed to enhance plblic knowledge of the 
resources. 

Management of Olarlotte Hamor state Reserve has been assigned to the 
Division of state rams of the Department of Natural Resources. A 
cooperative management role for the protection of ardlaeological an:i other 
cultural resources in the Reserve will be provided by the Division of 
Historical Resources of the Department of state. 
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#51 Wetstone/Berkovitz Pasco 

REXXHmNDED PUBLIC POR1am 

ACREAGE 
(Not Yet PUrchased 
or un:ier option) 

3,460 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$3,228,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ier the "Environmentally Enlan:Jered Lams 
(EEL) category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Code. Public acquisition YJOU!d protect one of the last, large un:ieveloped 
cx:astal tracts in a fast growi.rg w::Dan area. 

~ 

Pasco ca.mty. 

PROPOSED USE 
ca.mty Park for preseJ:Vation purposes ani passive recreational activities. 

IDeATION 
Pasco ca.mty, on Florida's west coast, between Port Richey ani Hudson. 'lhi.s 
project is within Florida's Senate District 4 ani House District 49. It is 
also within the jurisdictions of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning COUncil ani 
the southwest Florida Water Managenent District. 

REfDURCB DESCRIP!'ION 
'!his project ocx::upies approximately four miles of urxlisb.u:bed, !aN-energy 
coastline on the Gulf of Mexico. Natural ccmm.mities are in good corrlition 
ani include estuarine tidal marsh, wet flat\tJOOds, ani marit.ine hanmock. 
Bayonet Point~ to provide in'portant habitat for local wildlife, 
especially birds. A pair of nest~ bald eagles has been documented on 
site. '!he tract is one of only two large un:leveloped cx:astal tracts in 
Pasco Cotmty. 

'!his project offers recreational opportunities that are becoming 
increas~ly scarce in Pasco County. '!he tract could provide h.ikirq, 
bird-watcl'lirg, nature study, photography, ani fish.irg opportunities. 

OWNERSHIP 
'Ibis project consist of two major owners - Werner/Day, Trustees of the 
Wetstone tract, ani Jack Pines, control!~ interest in the Berkovitz tract. 
'Ihe extreme northern ani southern parts of the project contain a few smaller 
parcels. 

VUI.NERl\BILI'l'Y AND ~ 
Much of the original application-the Wetstone Tract is probably within the 
pennitt~ jurisdiction of the Department of Envirornnental Regulation an:i 
would require dredge ani fill pennits to develop. At the present tine it is 
reasonable to assume that little developrrent would be pennitted in this 
wetlani portion. 'Ihe hanm:x:ks arrl other uplani areas face no such 
restrictions arrl should be considered developable, with a qualification for 
the hanm:x:k islams, whose development would probably entail access roads 
across the jurisdictional tidal . marsh an:i might therefore be limited. 

'Ihe 100-year flood event would be expected to produce a stonn surge of 12-19 
feet al:xNe mean sea level on this tract, sufficient to flcx:x:i the entire 
project area. Most of the tract is also within the velocity-zone, where 
wave action could be expected during the 100-year stonn. Stnlctures built 
on this tract, if they are to receive federal flcx:x:i insurance, would need to 
be elevated on pil~s al:xNe the expected 100-year stonn surge. 'Ibis would 
mean at least a 15-foot elevation above mean sea level for all but the 
easternrocst portions of the tract. 

'Ihe Pasco County coast is developing rapidly, increasing in population 1187% 
fran 1950 to 1988, only behim Olarlotte, Collier, Brevard, Broward, Citrus 
ani lee counties in rate of growth. Any developable larrl near the Gulf ani 
U.S. 19, such as Bayonet Point, should be considered endangered. 
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J4)UISITION ~ 
'lhe Wetstone/Berkovitz Project Design was awroved by the ram Acquisition 
Advisory Cooncil on November 19, 1988. '!he resource plannirg bourxlary was 
altered by the addition of 200± acres to the northenl bourxlary, asstnnin;J 
these paraUs are not county owned, ani the addition of 300± acres to the 
southen1 bourxlary. Approximately 40 acres in section 16 on the southeastenl 
boun:1ary TNere deleted. '1he southen1 boun:1ary excludes the Pasco County 
Envirornnental Center, awroximately 10-12 acres. 

Blasim 
Rlase I. 

Phase II. 

FS1'IMM'ED OOS'l' 

Wemer/IBY, Trustees of the Wetstone tract" ani Jack Pines 
(Berkovitz tract) .. 

RemainirxJ owners. 

Estimated tax assessed value is approximately $3,228,000., 

Management costs have not yet been estimated. 

Resol\lt.iOI'E e e e o • e • • • • • e e e e e e e • e e e e • • • • e e e • e • • • 5 c e e e c • • IS' ~ • o • o o • e • • • • • • • 1 
Letters of general ~rt ..•••.•••••.•.•••..• o••••e•~···~Q•••e••••••• 1 
Letters of ~rt fran local, state ani federal public officials. . . • • 1 
Letters of ~rt fran local ani areawide conse.l:Vation organizations. 0 

arBER 
Coordination 
Pasco County has pledged to contribute $500,000 towards the acquisition of 
the original application, the Wetstone tract, ani has paid for the bourrlary 
map for this p::>rtion of the project area. 

On October 24, 1989, the Board authorized the negotiations of a bargain 
purdlase of the Berkovitz ani Salt · Sprirgs Run (Pines) Tracts within the 
Wetstone/Berkovitz project. 

~ stlMltmRY 
Pasco County has expressed an interest in managirg this property as an· 
enviromnental preserve. '!he project is :recamnerrled to be leased to the 
county for management at CX)llllty expense. '!he lease will pass through the 
Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources to 
ensure that the management objective of preservirg the natural character of 
the tract while sim.lltaneously provid.in;J canpatible recreational 
~rtunities is satisfied. '!he project is not beirg acquired for the 
developnent of ball fields, golf courses or similar non-resource-based 
activities that CX>llld degrade the natural resources. '!he limited 
developnent of boardwalks to improve access should be allowed if planned to 
minimize disturt:ance of the site. 
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PROJECl' 
NAME 

#52 Silver River Marion 

RECD!MENDED POBLIC PORPOSE 

~ 
(Not Yet Purdlased 

or urrler option) 

902 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 13,294,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urx:ler the "Envirornnentally ED:1an:jered I.aros 
(EEL) " categoey, as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Code. Public acquisition of the :remainier of this tract 
TNOUl.d insure plblic protection of the springhead, preserve a natural 
cxmJJmity, eliminate several small inholdi.rgs, arrl provide buffer for 
existirg state owned lams. 

JmlmGER 
Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Department of Natural Resources with 
the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State ani the 
Division of Forestry of the Department of Agria.llture am Consumer Services 
cooperatirg. 

PRlRlSED USE 
state Park. 

UlCATION 
In Marion County, north central Florida, less than one mile east of Ocala. 
'!his project lies within Florida's Senate District 4 arrl House District 25. 
It also lies within the jurisdictions of the WithlaCOOC'hee Regional Plai'li'lin;} 
Council arrl the st. Jahns River Water Management District. 

REOOtJRCB DESCRIPl'ION 
'Ihe Silver River, a large sprirg run of renowned beauty, is an outstarrling 
natural feature of the property. Approxilnately 5,000 feet of river frontage 
are included. With the exception of the head spring, the river corridor is 
virtually urx:leveloped. Although the Silver River is the primary resource of 
interest, the project area also comprises gcxrl examples of five natural 
cxmm.mity types: river flcx:rlplain swamp, hydric hanntx:x:k, uplarrl hardwood 
forest, uplarrl mixed forest, arrl xeric h.anurock. 'Ihe "gumbo" hardwood forest 
is a natural cxmm.mity unique to the Oklawaha River region. 'Ihe corridor 
alorg the river is virtually urx:leveloped with same very large cypress trees 
on the river's shores givirg a wilderness quality to the river. 'Ihe water 
resources of this project are excellent. 

Although the project area has never been subjected to a systematic a.lltural 
resource site sw:vey, it is believed to have gcxrl potential for 
archaeological investigations. A review of the Florida Master Site file 
revealed the presence of two ardlaeological sites on the Silver River tract. 
One site, a putative manuooth kill site, is very significant archeologically 
because it is one of the fa~ in the United State which has demonstrated a 
positive relationship between humans arrl the now extinct manm:>th. 'Ihe 
manm:>th arrl other megafauna! species extinct during the tenninal Pleistocene 
at the sane tine the Paleo-In:lians (ca. 12000 B.C. - 65000 B.C.) were 
thriving in Florida. 

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

OWNERSHIP 
'Ihe State has acquired approximately 2,241 acres north arrl south of the 
river. '!here are five remaini.rq owners, including the sprin;;Jhead addition 
owned by the University of Florida FOlJl")jation approved as an addition on 
December 19, 1986 by the Advisory Council, other additions approved by the 
I.arxi Acquisition Advisory Council on December 14, 1988, arrl the m:>St recent 
addition approved December 1, 1989 (see "Acquisition Plai'li'lin;}"). 
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~ILI'l'!' AND~ 
'1he gumbo soil unique to portions of the Oklawaha River basin is not 
resilient to disturt:ance. Archaeological sites, such as the midden have to 
be protected fran pothunters. 

Growth is occurr:i.rg in this region at rapid rates. Frontage on the Silver 
River is susceptible to development. 

)J;Dt)ISITION IUNNim 
'1he original (northern side of the river) project area was added to the CARL 
priority list in July 1984. Rle southem addition was proposed dur:i.rg the 
1984-85 evaluation cycle. '!he resource plannirg ba.lrDary arrl project 
assessment for the southem addition was aw:roved by the Advisory Council in 
April, 1985.. '!his boun:1ary was approved by the Council as the final project 
design boun:1ary in June, 1985, ani by the Governor ani cabinet as part of 
the CARL Annual Report in July, 1985 .. 

'!he !.ani A~:xJrisition Advisory Council amerrled the project design boun:1ary on 
December 19, 1986 to include a tract surroun:ting the springhead ani again on 
December 14, 1988 to add buffer for state owned lams ani to increase 
protection for a relatively urxlisturbed natural camnunity. 

'!he !.ani Acquisition Advisory Council amen:ied the project boun:1ary on 
December 1, 1989, to include approximately 440 acres on the western 
boun:)ary. 

ESTlMM'ED OOST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $11, 712,000 .. 

Management Fun:3s Budgeted by the Division of Recreation ani Parks for the 
Fiscal Year 1989-90: 

Source Salaries 
SPTF & CARL $44,862 

OPS 
-0-

Expenses 
$21,187 

CXl) 

-o-

Management Fun:3s Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
FTE Salaries OPS Expenses CXD 

2 $ 47,105 -o- $22,246 -o-
Fa) 

$1,816,000 

Total 
$ 66,049 

Total 
$1,885,351 

Resol'UtiollS •••• e •••••••••••••• 0 •••••••••••• 0 •••••••••• 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
I.e,'tters of getlera.J. ~rt ......... e •••••••••••• e ••• co ••••• 0 •• 0 e • • • • • • • 599 
I.e,'tters of support from local, state ani federal public officials...... 18 
I.e,'tters 9f support from local ani areawide conseJ:Vation organizatiollS. 9 

arHER 
Coordination 
Marion County is evaluatirg the possibility of acquirirg acreage adjacent to 
existirg state ownership. 

~ StlM!tmRY 
Managenent should be as a State Park by the Division of Recreation ani Parks 
of the Deparbnent of Natural Resources. Necessary development should be 
carefully sited am confined as appropriate. A picnic area near the river 
would be possible ani very ·attractive to the public. '!he great majority of 
the lani could be preseJ:Ved un:ler tbat managenent, with only the lightest 
amenities for passive uses like hiking or primitive camping in IOOSt areas. 

Developnent costs should be low since no major recreation facilities are 
proposed for the areas already acquired. S<:aoo pasture areas will need to be 
restored, but natural succession in the rich soil may acx:x::ll'Cplish this 
quickly. Road ani facilities maintenance on the unstable soil may be a 
problem. None of the best ccmnunities are fire maintained so site 
managenent should be minilnal.. controlling people ani their use of the 
property ani river will be the primary managenent activity. 

Managenent of the springhead area, if acquired, would require 100re intensive 
managenent as a recreational area. 
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#53 cayo Costa Islam Lee 

RECD!MENDED POBLIC PORR)SE 

~ 
(Not Yet PUrchased 

or unier option) 

369 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$ 5,841,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ler the "Environmentally Er'rlan}ered I.anjs 

(EEL) " category, as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Code. Public acquisition 'WOUld protect a cx:ast:al. barrier 
islam am the ~ered native plant species it hartx>rs. 

Jm!WZR 
'!he Division of Recreation am Parks of the Depart:nert: of Natural Resources. 

PRlPOSED USE 
As an addition to the cayo Costa state Park for preserJation am for passive 
recreation. Buck Key should be managed as part of the Dirg Iarlirg National 
Wildlife Refuge. 

IDCM'ION 
In Lee County, on Florida 1 s southwest coast, approxiinately 20 miles 
west-northwest of Fort Myers, between Gasparilla Islam arrl Fort Myers. 
Includes the barrier islarrl of cayo Costa arrl portions of North captiva arrl 
Buck Key. '!his project lies within Florida 1 s Senate District 25 arrl House 
District 74. It is also within -the jurisdictions of the Southwest Florida 
Regional Plannirg cotmeil arrl the South Florida _Water Management District. 

RESOORCB DESCRD'riON 
cayo Costa arrl North captiva Islanis are part of a small chain of barrier 
islanis that provide protection for <llarlotte Hartx:>r. r.Ihe <llarlotte Hartx:>r 
estuarine system is one of Florida 1 s IOC>St productive estuaries. r.Ihe 
maintenance of cayo Costa arrl North captiva Islarrls in a natural corrlition 
'WOUld provide significant additional protection for the bay. 'lhe natural 
ccmmmities, saoo of which are unique to these islanis, are in excellent 
corrlition arrl exhibit gocxi species diversity, includirg saoo very unusual 
species for Florida. 

'!his project contains several archaeological arrl historical sites, arrl has 
potential for archaeological investigations. 

r.Ihe project could provide excellent recreational opportunities associated 
with the beach; .e.g., swiinmi.rg, fishirg, arrl boatirg. Also, the total 
acreage is large enough to allow hik.irg, campirg, arrl nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approxiinately 1, 118± acres were acquired unier the EEL program arrl 446.! 
acres un:ler CARL; nore than 400 owners remain. Lee County donated 655 acres 
on northenmost cayo Costa to the state. 

vuumRABILI'l'Y AND ~ 
Coastal barrier islarrls are highly vulnerable to intpacts fran sto:rm activity 
but are IOC>Stly degraded by human disturbance. Because of the aesthetic 
quality arrl recreational opportunities of the <llarlotte Hartx:>r area, cayo 
Costa is highly desirable for residential development. Even though the 
islarrl is only accessible by boat, IOC>St of the remaining privately owned 
acreage is subdivided into lots arrl small acreage tracts which are still 
beirg pennitted arrl built upon. 

Lee County is the 12th IOC>St densely populated county. r.Ihe grOwth rate for 
1976-1986 was 68.6%, the 9th IOC>St rapidly growirg county in the state. 
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#53 CAYO cnsTA ISlAND 

ES'l'IMATED 008'1' 
Assessed value is approximately $5, 841, 000. 

Management F'UrXls Budgeted by the Division of Recreation arx:l Parks for 
Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
Source Salary 
SPTF $ 97,322 

Expenses 
$ 80,115 

OPS 
$10,400 

F'UrXls Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Fl'E Salaries Expenses 

5 $102,188 $84,121 

CXD 
$34,270 

OPS 
$10,920 

FCO 
$50,000 

CXD 
$35,983 

Total 
$163,544 

Total 
$233,212 

ResollltiOll.S . .. Q •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 •••• -. • • • • • • • • • 5 
Letters of general ~rt •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 45 
Letters of ~rt from local, state arx:l federal public officials. • • • • 8 
Letters of ~rt from local arx:l areawide conservation organizations. 11 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

!MINEN1' IDmiN 
Reauthorized arx:l exterrled to 1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

Ol'HER 
'Ibis project is within a Cllapter 380 Resource Planning arrl Management Area 
with Management Plans Adopted. 

~StHmRY 

'!he cayo Costa state Park Management Plan has been developed as a tool to 
effect wise management of the resources of the enviromnentally emartgered 
lams c:x:mprisirg cayo Costa state Park, while simultaneously providing for 
public uses catpitible with resource management. 

'!he basic goals of resource management for the Park are: to conserve the 
natural value of the Park arrl enable visitors to see arrl study a sample of 
the state's unique resources; to preseJ:Ve arrl protect naturally occurrinJ 
plant arrl animal species arrl their habitats, particularly those considered 
rare, threatened, or emartgered; to restore ccmnunities altered by man; to 
protect archaeologicaljhistorical sites; to enhance public urrlerstarrling of 
the importance of barrier islarrl resources. Specific management abj ecti ves, 
policies, arx:l procedures are presented in the plan to achieve each of these 
goals to the greatest extent possible. 

Public uses of the park are limited to resource based activities that have 
minimal impact on the envirornnental attributes of the park. Included are: 
outdoor recreation activities (i.e. , nature study, hik:irg, primitive 
campinJ, swilmnirg, arrl picnickin]); scientific research which will aid in 
the preseJ:Vation of the biological arrl cultural values of the park; 
education programs designed to enhance public knowledge of the resources of 
the park (i.e. , guided nature tours, exhibits, infonnational materials, arrl 
public presentations) . 

Management of cayo Costa State Park has been assigned to the Division of 
Recreation arrl Parks of the Depart:rrent of Natural Resources. '!he Division 
of Historical Resources of the Depart:Irent of State participates in 
management of the cultural resources in the park. 
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#54 Paynes Prairie Alachua 

REXDtMENDED POBLIC PORPOSE 

ACRE'AGE 
(Not Yet PUrchased 

or umer option) 

6,232 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$ 7,491,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition umer the "Environmentally Enjangered rams 
(EEL) " category, as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative COde. PUblic acquisition of the remai.nin;J ownerships is 
inp:>rtant for protection of the water :resoorces ard erdn'gered ard 
threatened species of the wet prairie/marsh ecosystem. - Acquisition is also 
essential for the application of proper management teclmiques to the 
adjacent state Preserve ard may provide additional recreational 
opportunities. 

~ 
'!he Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Departlre.nt of Natural Resources. 
'!he Division of Historical Resources of the Departlre.nt of State ard the Game 
arrl Fresh Water Fish Ccmmission cooperatirg. 

PRllUSED USE 
Addition to Paynes Prairie State Preserve. 

IDeATION 
In Alachua County, within a half hour drive of Gainesville. '!his project 
lies within Florida's Senate District 6 ard House District 24. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the North Central Florida Regional Planni.rg 
Council ard the st. Johns River Water Manageinent District. 

RESOURCE DF.9CRIPI'ION 
'!his project contains lan:is that would significantly enhance the protection 
arrl maintenance of Payne's Prairie State Preserve, a National Natural 
I.anlmark. '!he project includes wetlan:is that are an integral part of the 
prairie basin; Prairie Creek am associated wetlarns, which drain into the 
prairie; ard an uplani buffer. '!he diversity of natural ccmnunities support 
an array of wildlife, incll.ldi.rq several rare ani erdn'gered animal species 
(e.g., bald eagle, woodstork arrl sarx:llrill crane). 

'!here are rnnnerous aboriginal sites located on this project arrl the area is 
considered to have excellent potential for ardlaeological investigations. 

'!he project area can support a variety of recreational activities -that are 
compatible with the primary acquisition objective of natural resource 
protection. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approxilnately 18,026 acres were purchased fran 1970 to 1974 with EEL, IATF, 
ani lliCF furrls. '!he st. Johns River Water Management District has recently 
acquired approxilnately 158 acres within the project OOurrlary. 

'!here are 102 parcels in 71 ownerships within the project area remai.rri.DJ to 
be acquired. 

VOIBERABILITY AND ~ 
'!his area is critical to the water quality ani quantity of the adjacent 
State Preserve ani is easily disturbed by hmnan activity. 

Developtent pressure in rapidly grow~ Alachua County is increas~, uplarrl 
portions of these tracts are prime areas for development arrl will probably 
be sold to a private developer if not purchased by the State. 

'!he 26 acre Hunt Club parcel, part of an approved planned unit developtent 
(RID) is umer imminent threat of development. 
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lDJQISI'l'IOH ~ 
'!his project was reevaluated in Sprirg 1988 to detennine the optimum project 
bourx1aries fran a managene1t perspective. '!he project design approved by 
the Ian:i Acquisition Advisory Council in June 1988, canbi.ned arxl exparxied 
the original Paynes Prairie project ani the 1987 Prairie Creek proposal. 
'1he enlazged project area reflects current arrl foreseeable larxl needs for 
the maintenance ani protection of Paynes Prairie state Preserve. 

FSl'IMM'ED OOS'l' 
Tax assessed value is $7, 491, 000. 

Management F\.uDs B.ldgeted by the Division of Recreation arxl Parks for the 
exist.J.nJ Paynes Prairie state Preserve for Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
SourCe salaries Expenses OPS oro FCO Total 
SPTF $299,986 $131,112 $13,000 $33,094 $ 40,000 $517,192 

F\.uDs Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
FTE salaries Expenses OPS OCD FCO Total 
12 $314,985 $137,668 $13,650 $34,749 $154,000 $655,052 

ResolutiOilS • e e e • e • • e • • • Cl e e • • e e • • o o • e • • • • • ·e • • • • • • • • • • • e • • • • o • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
I.et'ters of gerlera.l ~rt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e G e e e e e C> e e e e e e e e e e e 0 e e e e e e e e e e e 6 
I.et'ters of support fran local, state ani federal public officials..... 2 
letters of support fran local ani areawide c:xmseJ:Vation organizations. 6 
* Older EEL files are not included in these totals. 

amER 
Coordination . 
'!he floodplain along Prairie Creek is included within the st. Jahns River 
Water Management District's Five Year Acquisition Plan. '!he district has 
recently acquired approximately 158 acres of the floodplain, also a part of 
the Consavation ani Recreation Larrls (CARL) project area. 

lWmGEMENr StlM!mRY 
'Ihe project should be managed as a part of Paynes Prairie State Preserve by 
the Division of Recreation arrl Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
cooperatin;J. '!his property is within the optimum bo\.llmries of the preserJe 
arrl will add significantly to the State's ability to manage the prairie 
basin's ecosystem, as well as providi.rg recreational opportunities arrl a 
buffer to the basin. Management practices will be in ex>nformance with the 
Paynes Prairie state Preserve Management Plan. 

No interim management costs are anticipated fran the CARL program furrl since 
Paynes Prairie State Preserve is currently staffed, furrled, arrl open to the 
public. 
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PROJECl' 
NAME 

#55 caravelle Ranch Putnam 

RECXHmNDED PCBLIC PCRK>SE 

ArnE'AGE 
(Not Yet PUrdlased 
or u:rrler option) 

6,037 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAilJE 

$3,372,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition u:rrler the "other I.arrls" category, as defined in 
Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative COde. Public acquisition would 
expedite the restoration of two major river systems, help protect threatened 
ani en:Jargered anilnal species, ani provide additional recreational 
opporb.mi.ties for the general ~lie. 

MMP.GER 
Game ani Fresh Water Fish camnission with Division of Forestry of the 
Deparbnent of Agriculture ani Coi'lSl.Ilter Services cooperatin;;J. 

PROPOSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area. 

ux::ATION 
In Putnam County, northeast Florida, approximately six miles south/southwest 
of Palatka, bounied on the east by the St. Jahns River. '!his project is 
within Florida's Senate District 8 am House District 27. It is also within 
the jurisdictions of the st. Jahns River Water Management District ani the 
Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council. 

RESOtlRCE DESCRIPl'ION 
'lhe caravelle Ranch project is a large' diverse tract which oorders the 
. Oklawaha River, St. Jahns River, am Cross Florida Barge canal. Natural 
cc:mmmities include: floodplain swamp' oottanlam forest, rresic flatwoods' 
wet flatwoods, uplam mixed forest, dame swamp, shell IOOUI'rl, am blackwater 
stream. Wetlarrl natural cammunities are generally in good to excellent 
corrlition, although some logging has cx:x::urred. Uplaros have been heavily 
impacted by conversion to pasture, logging, am other agricultural 
practices. Approximately 35-40% of the tract is substantially distw:bed am 
would require restoration. 'Ihe project supports good populations of 
wildlife which includes, or potentially includes, many rare species. 
Maintenance of the project area in a natural corrlition would significantly 
help preserve water quality of the Oklawaha River. 

'Ihe project includes five recorded archaeological sites which date fran ca. 
3000- B. c. - A. D. 1500. 'Ihe tract has never been systematically sw:veyed for 
cultural resources ani there is a good probability that additional sites are 
present. 

'Ihe project could provide a wide array of recreational opporb.mi.ties, such 
as huntin; t f~ t hiking t camping t horseback riding I ani boatin; • 

ONNERSHIP 
'Ihe portion of the project to be acquired by CARL consists of approximately 
28 parcels am 10 C1.YI1e:t"S; one major owner - FDIC, am nine small inholding's. 
'Ihe st. Johns River Water Management District has already acquired the 
floodplain adjacent to the St. Johns River am the canal Authority owns 
lams, to be transferred to the Trustees (perrling settlement of legal 
teclmicalities) , in the northern and northwestern project area. 

vuumm\BILITY AND ~ 
'Ihe portion of the project remainin;J to be acquired is uplam habitat am 
suitable for continued loggin; and developrent. 

Although a small aiOCA.mt of rural residential developnent exists in the area, 
developnent pressure in this portion of Putnam County is minllnal. 'Ihe area 
has been used for timber hal:vesting in the past and loggirg could resume in 
the future. 
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NDtJISITION ~ · 
on December 1, 1989, the I.an:l Acquisition Advisocy Council awroved the 
caravelle Randl Project Design alterirg the resource plannirg bolm:1ary by 
excludirg the Rodeheaven Boys Ranch ownership in the northeastern part of 
the project ani addirg the :remainirrq inholdirgs .. 

Acquisition Blasina 
Blase I. FDIC 
Blase II. Inholdirgs 

ESTIMATED CDST 
Tax assessed value is approximately $3,372.,000o 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up a:>st for the Game ard Fresh Water Fish camnission., 
Salaries OPS Expenses CXX> Total 

-o- $ 2,8oo $12,ooo -o- $ 14,800 

Projected start-up cost for the Division of Forestry has not as yet been 
detenni.ned. 

IDeAL SOPIQRl' AND GENERAL ENOORSEMENI'S 
Res()lut.iol1S ............... 4) 0 •••••••••• e • e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Letters of general ~rt ............ ee••·~························ 2 
Letters of support fran local, state arrl federal p.lblic officials. • 0 
Letters of support from loc:al an::i state ex>nse:rvation organizations. 0 

cmJER 
Coordination 

'!he st. Johns River Water Management District arrl '!he Nature Conservancy 
were joint spol1SOrs of this project. '!he canal Authority is working with 
the CARL program ani will transfer adjacent canal Authority lan:is to the 
Trustees pen:lirg resolution of legal technicalities. 

'!his project is a joint effort between the conse:rvation ani Recreation 
I.arrls (CARL) Program ani the st. Johns River Water Management District. 
It is anticipated that the canal Authority larrls to be transferred to the 
Trustees arrl the district acquisition will arcount to at least 50% of the 
total acreage of the project. 

~stlM!mRY 

It is recamnen:ied that caravelle Ranch be managed as a wildlife management 
area by the Galle arrl Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission. 'Ihe Division of Forestry 
arrl the st~ Johns River Water Management District should assist in 
CXXJPeratirg roles. '!he project should be managed accorciirg to nultiple use 
principles to pezpetuate existirg natural ccmmmities, to protect water 
quality, ani to restore lams disturbed by past timberirg, grazirg, ani 
agricultural operatiol1S. '!he project is of sufficient size to allow 
prescribed ecological burns to maintain fire adapted natural canmunities. 

Urrler multiple-use management, the project could provide many recreationcil. 
opportunities includirg huntirg, fishirg, horseback riding, hiking, campirg, 
ani boatirg. 
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#56 'Dle Barnacle 
Addition 

r:ade 

RECXH!ENDED PCBLIC POR10SE 

Acm:AGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or umer option) 

7 

TAX 
M;SESSED 

VAilJE 

$ 3,463,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urx:ler the "other I.an:is" catego:cy, as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. PUblic acquisition 
TNCUl.d provide an addition to a state Historic Site, arxi TNCUl.d protect a 
small tropical hardwood hanu'to::k. 

~ 

'!he Division of Recreation arxi Parks of the Department of Natural Resources, 
with the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State 
cooperating. 

PROPOSED USE 
State Historic Site addition. 

IDeATION 
In I:ade County, south Florida, fronting Biscayne Bay, between Peacock Park 
arxi the Barnacle state Historic Site. '!his project lies within Florida's 
Senate District 35 arxi House District 104. It is also within the 
jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional Planning Council arxi the South 
Florida Water Management District. 

RESOtJRC:B DESCRIPl'ION 
'!he Barnacle Addition C'ARL acquisition proposal consists of approxilrately 
7.07 acres in the Coconut Grove section of Miami. '!he prima:cy significance 
of this project is its association with the Barnacle Historic Site. '!he 
project area occupies a narrow lot between the Barnacle Historic Site arxi 
the city-c:1Nl'led Peacock Park. '!he property supp::>rts a 2.5 acre tropical 
hardwood hanuoock. Although the urrlersto:cy of the hanm:x:k is disturbed, the 
site does contain several rare plant species, including thatch palm arrl 
silver palm. '!he property also has 240 feet on Biscayne Bay, a State 
Aquatic Preserve. 

'!he Barnacle Addition contains a historic site arrl a prehistoric 
archaeological site. 

It is anticipated that this project would provide excellent recreational 
opportunities in association with the Barnacle Historic Site. Wa.lkirg paths 
through the hanuoock arrl along the bay shore would provide the JOOSt 
appropriate recreation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Project area urrler one ownership. 

VUIM!RABILITY AND ENDAN:2ERMENl' 
Developnent on the property would detract from the historic abrosphere of 
the adjacent Barnacle Historic Site. 

'!he property's location and aesthetic appeal make the site highly desirable 
for developnent. '!he property is currently zoned for residential 
developnent. 

FSl'IM1d'ED CDST 
Tax assessed value for 1985 was $3,463,000. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up cost for the Division of Recreation arrl Parks: 
Salaries OPS Expenses oa:> 

-o- $s,ooo -o- -o-
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UlCAL SOPI<JRl' AND GENERAL ENOORSD!ENl'S 
Resol\lt.i011S e • • e • • • e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • e • • • • • c; • G o o c G • e • • e • o • • • • • • e • e e • • • • o 2 
Letters of general ~rteeeoeeeeoeeeeec~eOOGQOGOe880GOe.eeeee•ceeeoe 565 
letters of ~rt fran local, state arrl federal p.lblic officials...... 7 
Letters of ~rt fran local an:l areawide conservation organizations. 16 

!XINER1' IDmiN 
Eminent danain was authorized by the 1987 legislature. 

~smomRY 
Intel:p:retation of the hardwood haltuoock, already a major element in public 
programs of '!he Barnacle state Historic Site, would be enhanced. 
Acquisition of the project area would en1'larloa protection of both 'Ihe 
Barnacle state Historic Site ani the City of Miami's Peacock Park fran 
encroachment by the extensive am vigorous developnent which typifies the 
area an:l which constitutes the chief threat to those properties. 
utilization of the nonhanut¥:x::k areas of the project area for interpretative 
programs TNOU!d enhance presentation an:l interpretation of the history of 
early settlement along Biscayne Bay. '!he Barnacle Addition should be 
managed by the Division of Recreation an:i Parks of the Deparbnent of Natural 
. Resources. 

Public use of this property should be limited to low-density passive 
recreational activities associated with interpretation of the hanlloock an:l 
the history of Bay settlement; roth activities represent ~ions an:l 
augmentations of activities urrlerway at '!he Barnacle state Historic Site. 
'!his will approximately triple the number of possible visitors while 
1~ deterioration of the Munroe residence of '!he Barnacle State 
Historic Site by assumin:J part of the interpretive load ro.N carried by the 
residence. 
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#57 Tropical Hailuoocks 
of the Redlaros 

D:lde 

RECXI4MENDED POBLIC POR1Q3E 

A~ 

(Not Yet Purchased 
or un:ler option) 

209 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 4,433,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ler the "Environmentally Ermn:;Jered I.aOOs 
(EEL) " category as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida Administrative 
Ccxle. Public acquisition ¥JOUl.d protect the best of the few remai.nin;J 
tropical hardwood hanuoocks in D:lde County am associated rare am ~ered 
species. 

MMmGER 
D:lde County. 

PRl~ USE 
Preserve or Botanical Site. 

IDeATION 
In D:lde County, south Florida. All of the sites are located in the greater 
MiamijHaoostead area. 'Ibis project lies within Florida's Senate District 39 
am House Districts 119 am 120. It also lies within the jurisdictions of 
the South Florida Regional Planning Council am the South Florida Water 
Management District. 

RESOURCE DESC!RD'l'ION 
'!his project includes some of the JOOSt out:st:an:lirg exaiTples of :rocklam 
hanuoock that remain in Florida. '!he ten sites in the project were selected 
specifically to preseJ:Ve a broad array of plants am animals typical of this 
natural community. '!he project harbors m.nnerous plant species that are. rare 
am ~ered, am several animal species that are also rare. 

Many of the hanuoocks also harbor very significant archaeological sites. 

Recreational activities would be limited to preseJ:Ve the character of these 
sites. Possible recreational activities would include nature appreciation 
am P1otograp'ly. 

~are 24 owners ani 10 discrete hanuoocks. ./ -----vtll.NERABILI'l'Y AND ~ 
'!he relatively small size (10 to 30 acres) of the parcels allows minor 
disturbances to have major impacts upon the integrity of the natural 
systems. Invasion by exotics is also a possible threat. 

Accorclin;J to a 1984 inventory of forest lams in D:lde County corrlucted by 
the D:lde County Department of Envirol'U'OOI'ltal Resource Management, only 2, 000 
acres, or approximately two percent of the original systems, remain outside 
of Everglades National Park. '!he reroainin:J acreage is currently being 
reduced by w:Dan am agricultural developnent at such a rate that all of the 
hannoock areas would be eliminated by the year 2000. Illegal collection of 
rare species am the rerroval of trees for firewood also pose significant 
threats to tropical rockland harranocks. 

NX>UISITION PIANNrm 
On March 21, 1986, the Ian:l Acquisition Advisory Council approved the 
project design for Tropical Iian'aro:ks of the Redlaros only slightly alterirg 
the resource planning bourxlaries of two of the hanuoocks. An addition was 
made to improve acx:::ess for management purposes am a deletion was made to 
rerove disturbed acreage. 
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JMDmSl'l'ION PLANNim (Continued) 
Acquisition Fhasioo 
Blase 1. Silver Palm 
Blase 2. castellCftl Extension 
Blase 3. I.ovelan:l 
Blase 4. Big & Little George 
Blase 5. Meissner 
Blase 6. Ross 
Blase 7. Southwest Islan:l 
Blase 8. Holiday 
Blase 9. lllcille 
Blase 10 • Madden IS Hanm:x::k 

#57 'IROPICAL ~ OF 'IHE REDI.AN03 

Project boun:3aries were revised by the I.an:l Acquisition Adviso:cy Council in 
November, 1986, to include the Madden's Hanm:x:k CARL project. 

On October 25, 1989 the I.an:l Acquisition Adviso:cy Council approved the 
addition of 6. 4 acres to the Illcille Hanm:x::k tract to toore fully protect the 
hanm:x::k an:l its distinct fringing vegetation. 

ES'l'IMM'ED 008'1' 
Assessed value is approximately $4, 433, ooo., 

Management costs have not yet been detenninedo 

Resol'Ut.iollS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
I.e,t"ters of gei'lera.l SllpJ?C)rt •••••••••••••••• e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 32 
I.e,t"ters of SllpJ?C)rt from local, state an:l federal public officials. . • . • 2 
Iet"ters of SllpJ?C)rt from local an:l areawide conservation organizations. 3 

Coordination 
'!he Nature Conservancy has purchased two (Cooper an:l CUnnegan) of the three 
parcels of the Silver Palm Hanm:x::k site, with the intent of reselling to the 
State. 

IBde County has participated in all phases of project developt¥:mt an:l has 
paid for l::xJunjary mapping an:l title work on all the halrm:x::ks. It is also 
TNOrkinJ with '!he Nature Conservancy to develop a special unit or position 
within the IBde County Parks Department respo11Sible for an:l knowledgeable 
about managing environmentally sensitive laros. 

~StlMlQRY 

Ten intividual hanuto::ks, comprising 140.!: acres of e.OOangered tropical 
hairm:x::ks represent the best of what remains in IBde County an:l contain a 
variety of rare an:l en:langered plants an:l anllnals. Dle to the unique 
cbaracteristics of these en:langered hairm:x::ks, I:Bde County has prop::>Sed that 
the Tropical Hanurocks of the Redlands be maintained as environmentally 
en:langered lard preserves. '!he actual management of these areas will be 
perfonned by the Q:ide County Park and Recreation Department in confonnance 
with the state's Environmentally Errlangered I.an:1s Plan as well as the state 
Management Plan. It is anticipated that the subject parcels would be fenced 
to prevent illegal dumping an:l 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 hanm:x::k areas by 
preventing the intrusion of exotic species. 

'!he primary focus of the proposed management plan will be to reduce 
unauthorized intrusion, varrlalism an:l the reooval of erx:lemic species an:l to 
provide limited access for interpretive uses. 
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#58 Rotenberger Palm Beach 
Broward 

RECXHmNDED PUBLIC POR1USE 

Acm'AGE 
(Not Yet Purdlased 

or unjer option) 

20,005 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$ 4,441,000 

()lalifies for state acquisition urrler the "other I.arrls" category, as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
TNOUl.d protect a natural marsh ani YJOU.ld facilitate the restoration -of an 
altered ecosystem. 

MMmGER 
Game ani Fresh Water Fish Commission. 

PR>IUSED USE 
Wildlife Management Area. Game ani Fresh Water Fish Commission will also 
maintain ani operate engineering m:xtifications for water rontrol, which will 
be established by the South Florida Wa~ Management District. 

IDeATION 
In southwest rorner of Palm Beach 0 County, ani the northwest rorner of 
Broward County, approximately 30 miles southwest of Belle Glade, 50 miles 
fran downtown Miami ani 72 miles fran West Palm Beach. '!his project lies 
within Florida's Senate District 28 ani House District 82. It is also 
within the jurisdictions of the South Florida Regional Plannin:l council ani 
the South Florida Water Management District. 

RES:>URCB DESCRIPl'ION 
'!he RotenbergerjHoley I.arrls were historically an integral part of the 
Everglades hydrological system. Water-control engineering ani agriculture 
have disrupted this function of the project area ani has ronsequently 
adversely inpacted the Everglades system. '!he natural . ccmnunities of the 
project ronsist of shallow swales daninated by sa~ with tree islaros 
interspersed; though nost of the project is currently in a ruderal 
rorrlition. 

'!his area presently functions as a wildlife management area operated by the 
Florida Game ani Fresh Water Commission. Recreational opportunities for the 
project include hunting, fishing, canoein;J, hiking ani nature appreciation. 

OWNERSHIP 
Approxilnately 6,297 acres were acquired urrler the EEL program; 8,692+ acres · 
acquired or unjer option since the CARL program's inception. Approximately 
700 owners remain. 

VUim:RABILITY AND ~ 
'!he different biological canununities are inherently vulnerable to 
disturbance, particularly drainage and wildfires in which the peat 
substratum burns. 

Primarily threatened by agricultural uses; these include (1) cultivation and 
other developrent; (2) m:xtification of flow affecting water quantity; (3) 
nxxlification of water quality from altered runoff. 

1\(X)UISITION PIANNnG 
In 1978 the Seminole Ilrlian Tribe of Florida brought a lawsuit in federal 
court against the state ani the South Florida Water Management District. 
'!he lawsuit challenged the validity of a 15,000 acre flowage easement held 
by the WMD over Seminole Irxlian lams. '!he state agreed as a part of the 
litigation settlement to obtain fee-si.Irple title to that part of the 
Seminole Irrlian Reservation within Water Conservation Area 3, ronsisting of 
14,720 acres in Broward County. umer the tenns of the agreement, the WMD 
will provide the initial acquisition :fl.llDs ani shall be reilnbursed by the 
state for half of the acquisition cost, or $1,750,000, whichever is less. 
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JJDU:ISI'l'IOH PL'ANNI!G {Continued) 
Although no project design has been developed for the Rotenberger CARL 
project, the Adviso:cy Council :recc:mneOOed the addition of the Seminole 
Inii.an rams (14, 720 acres) to the Rotenberger project on February 12, 1988., 

ESTIMA'l'ED OOS'l' 
Retnainin;J tax assessed value is approximately $4, 441, 000.. Cost to the CARL 
program of the 14,720 acre addition in Broward County was detenn:ined through 
a court settlement to be $1,750, 000 or half of the appraised value, 
whichever is less. '!he South Florida Water Management District will funi 
the remainirg costs .. 

Management Furds Budgeted by the Game ani Fresh Water Fish canmission for 
the Fiscal Year 1989-90: 
Source Salary 
EEL arrl CARL $13, 230 

Expense 
$10,000 

F'Urrls Requested for Fiscal Year 1990-91: 
Salary Expense 
$14,000 . $12,000 

QCX) 

$29,600 

Total 
$26,000 

Total 
$33,899 

Resol\ltiOI'ltS • o • o e • • o e ~ e ~ • • e • o • e • • • • • • • e o o • • e • • • o • o o o o e <D c • e e • • • • o • • • o • o • 3 
I.e.tters of gerle.ra.l ~rt c • • • • • • • • • • •••• Q_ •••••••••••••• Cl .o o • • • • ••• Cl • • • 1 
letters of ~rt fran local, state ani federal public officials.~... o 
letters of ~rt fran local an::l areawide conservation oiganizations. 1 

DIINENr IXImiN 
Exten:ied until 1993 by the 1987 Legislature. 

01'HER 
Coordination 
'!he South Florida Water Management District is a participant in the 
acquisition of the Seminole Irrlian I.an:1s, an addition to the Rotenberger 
project (see "Acquisition Planning"). '!he district has purd1ased the tract 
ani is awaitil'g rei.mbursemant from the state. 

~ stJM!.mRY 
'!he management goals of the Rotenberger acquisition project are: ( 1) to 
restore quantitatively ani qualitatively historical water flOVI through the 
northe.nnoost part of the Everglades; ani (2) to restore ani preserve 
original biological canmuni.ties characteristic of the Everglades within the 
project area. An interagency agreeiOOnt, urrler which the above goals are to 
be ~, was approved on May 12, 1983, by the follOVIing participants: 
Board of Trustees of the Inten1al Improvement Trust F\ln:i {represented by the 
Department of Natural Resources), Department of Enviromnental Regulation, 
Game ani Fresh Water Fish Conunission, ani South Florida Water Management 
District. On January 11, 1984, the Division of Enviromnental Pennittil'g 
received an application from the South Florida Water Management District to 
i.nplem:mt water control m:x:li.fications for attairnnent of the above mana.gem:mt _ 
goals. 
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PROJECI' 
NAME 

#59 Gadsden county 
Glades 

Gadsden 

RECXH4ENDED PUBLIC POR1am 

ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 

or un:ler option) 

1,800 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIIJE 

$ 456,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition un:ler the "Environmentally Erdmgered rams 
(EEL) " category, as defined in Section 18-8. 003 of the Florida 
Administrative Code. -Public acquisition VJOUl.d protect at least four natural 
communities, two of which are arrorg the rarer am 100re etmn;Jered in 
Florida, am associated errlemi.c am disjl.ll'd: plant species. 

~ 

'!he Division of Recreation am Parks of the Department of Natural Resources 
with the Division of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture am Consurrer 
SeJ::vices am the ~ am Fresh Water Fish Ccmnission cooperati.rg. 

PROIQmD USE 
state Botanical Site or State Presel:ve with canpatible recreational 
activities. 

IDC:M'ION 
In Gadsden county, northwest Florida Panharrll.e, north of I-10 am just 
southwest of Olattahoochee immediately east of Apalachiex>la River 
floodplain. '!his project lies within florida's Senate District 2 am House 
District 8. It also lies within the jurisdictions of the Apalachee Regional 
Plat'll'lin;J Council am the Northwest Florida Water Management District. 

RFSOURC!B DESCRIP!'ION 
'!his project CCillprises much of the known Florida occurrence of the uplarrl 
glade natural camm.mity type. '!he project also includes SCllle excellent 
examples of other uplarrl mesic natural canmmities such as slope forest. 
Uplam glade arrl slope forest are ex>nsidered to be arrong the rarer arrl 100re 
etmn;Jered natural canmmities in Florida. 'lhese natural ccmmmities 
support disjunct populations of plant species tbat usually range to the 
north arrl west; many of these species are rare throughout- their range. 
Several very rare plants occur within the project such as the federally 
etmn;Jered Florida torreya tree CTorreva taxifolia). 

Although no systematic archaeological survey has ever been ex>rrlllcted for the 
project area, Slll:Veys in the general area suggest a fairly heavy site 
density. -

Recreational opportunities would be limited to !ON intensity activities to 
presel:Ve the unique character of the project area (e.g. , hiking, 
photography, arrl nature appreciation) . 

OWNERSHIP 
Five owners of large parcels and approximately six owners of small parcels. 

VUIBEIU\BILITY AND ~ 
'Ihe Gadsden County Glades are highly susceptible to man-irrluced degradation. 
Vehicular arrl foot traffic have already comprcmised the quality of several 
Uplam Glades. Given the small populations of the rare plant species known 
from the site, a si.rgle unscrupulous or unknc:Mi.rg plant ex>llector could 
elinrinate a species from Florida. Timber ~ has been ex>rrlucted without 
knowledge of the other natural resources on the site, resulti.rg in 
clear-cutti.rg arrl subsequent erosion of SCllle very high quality Seepage 
Slopes arrl Uplarrl Glades. '!he relative maturity of the forests on the site 
am the deperrlence of the rare plants am Natural camnunities on a specific 
set of hydrological, geological, arrl microclimatological ex>rrlitions remer 
the entire system highly errlangered arrl vulnerable. 

347 



#59 GAOODEN <XlJNlY GlADES 

~ AND ENIWimRMENT (Continued) 
Given the relatively mature state of the timber, ani the increased rate at 
which timber harVest arrl conversion to pine plantations has recently 
pt:ogzessed in the area, it is alioost certain that the natural resources will 
be significantly degraded in the very near future. Sane developtent at the 
southem city llln.it of Cllattahocx::hee is oc:x::urrin;J just north of the proposed 
project bollt'mry. 

lPJUISITION PilRmG 
'lhis project was included within the overall Apalachicola River am Bay 
:resource plannirg bollt'mry 0 

ESTDmTED CXlST 
Tax assessed value is $456, 000. 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up CX>St for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
Salaries Expenses CXD 
$ 66,257 $ 24,506 $ 89,909 

Total 
$180,672 

Resol\ltiOJ1S • • e c CD o • e e • e • • • • • • • e e~ • • e • • • • • • • e • • • • • • • & • • e • e • • • • • • • e e e • • • 6 o Q 

Letters of general support •• o••··················•o•••••••••••e••e•••• 1 
!.etters of support fran local, state ani federal public officials...... 0 
letters of supp:>rt fran local ard areawide conservation organizations. 0 

~SOMMARY 

'lhis project is proposed for acquisition as EEL to be managed as a state 
Botanical Site or state Presave. '!he primary acquisition objective is the 
preservation of the rare uplarrl glade ani slope forest natural ca:nmunity 
types. Management of the project will focus on the maintenance of 
corrlitions that optimally support the unusual natural ca:nmunities. '!his 
should not involve arw intensive management techniques. '!he natural 
cammmities are basically self-maintaining; however, controlled bunrlng or 
hard rercoval of hardwoods may be necessary to prevent the surrourding forest 
fran encroach.irq into the open spaces of . the glades o 'lhe vulnerability of 
the natural ca:nmunities necessitates that recreational activities be 
strictly regulated to avoid excessively disturbilq the site. Activities 
that should be pennitted include scientific research, ~, tbotogratby, 
arrl nature appreciation. More intensive activities should be carefully 
evaluated to detennine if they are appropriate before beirg allowed. 
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#60 Goldy/Bellemead Vol usia 

R!XDOfENDED POBLIC PCRPOSE 

ACRFAGE 
(Not Yet Purchased 
or un:ler option) 

716 

TAX 
ASSESSED 

VAIDE 

$445,000 

Qualifies for state acquisition urrler the "other I.an:ls" category as defined 
in Section 18-8.003 of the Florida Administrative Code. Public acquisition 
TNOU!d help protect a natural marsh system ani TNOU!d provide recreational 
cgx>rb.mities for the general public. 

JWmGER 
Division of Recreation ani Parks of the Deparbnent of Natural Resources. 

PROPOSED USE 
Addition to Taooka State Park. 

IDeATION 
Volusia County, on Florida's northeast coast, in the City of Onoorrl Beach, 
adjacent to the southen1 bourxlary of Tanoka state Park. 'lb.is project is 
located within Florida's Senate District 9 ani House District 28. It is 
also within the jurisdictions of the Northeast Florida Regional Planning 
Council ani the St. Johns River Water Manageoont District. 

REfDJRCB DESCRIPriON 
Although nuch of the natural area within this project has evidence of 
disttn:Dance, the CXIIIpOnents of the natural ccmmmities remain intact. '!he 
natural ccmmmities within the project site include scrub, hydric haimrock, 
estuarine tidal marsh, ani wet flatwoods. '!he project area ani adjacent 
waters support wildlife typical of these natural ccmmmities, incl~ rare 
or erx:langered species such as wood storks ani manatees (recent federal 
studies irrlicate that adjacent waters provide critical manatee habitat) . 
'!he priirary value of this tract is the increased protection that it affords 
the water quality of the Tomoka Marsh Aquatic Preseive. 

'lb.is project can provide passive recreational opporb.mities such as hiking, 
picnickin;J, nature study ani photo;Jraphy. '!he borrov~ lake also provides 
opporb.mities for recreation such as boatirg ani fishirg. 

OWNERSHIP 
'!here are two major tracts: the Goldy parcel, contai.nirg 643± acres, ani the 
Bellemead parcel, contai.nirg 193± acres. Vol usia County roN owns the Goldy 
property. '!here are two other very small parcels ( 1 acre each) owned by 
Florida Power ani Light canpany ani Coastline Enterprises, Inc. Preliminary 
research irrlicates the Trustees own a 300 foot state park right-of-way 
runnirg from u.s. 1 to Tanoka State Park separating the Goldy ani Bellemead 
tracts. 

Volusia County is willing to sell '!he Goldy tract to the state for no rrore 
than 40% to 50% of its value. Bellemead tract is urx:ler appraisal. 

VUlNERABILITY AND ENI:WGERMENr 
'!he larger of the tracts, the Goldy tract, is not erx:langered, since it has 
been purd1ased by Volusia County ani will be managed for conservation 
purposes as the county waits for state purdlase. 

If the county or state do not acquire the Bellemead Tract, which lies 
between the Tanoka State Park ani the Goldy tract, it very likely will be 
developed soon. '!he owners of the Bellemead tract submitted a preliminary 
developnent design consisting of 735 residential units to the City of Onrorrl 
Beach. '!he St. Johns Water Managenent District has issued stonn water ani 
construction pennits for the Bellemead tract ani the Depart::loont of 
Envirornnental Regulations and Corp of ~ineers have detennined 
jurisdictional limits. 
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#60 GOIDY/BEI.UMEAD 

JOOQISITION ~ 
'!he Goldy/Bellemead Project Design was approved by the r.arn Acquisition 
Advisory Council on June 22, 1988. '!he project design recanmerrlations did 
not alter those of the resource plannirg bot.lmal:y ani project assessment .. 

Acquisition Rlasing 
Blase I. Goldy Tract (County owned) 
Blase II. ~ ownerships 

ESTDmTED OOS'l' 
Tax assessed value is approximately $445, ooo o 

Management Cost 
Projected start-up costs for the Division of Recreation ani Parks: 
Salaries Expenses CXD Total 
$ 21,559 $ 2,712 $16,094 $ 40,365 

Resolut.ions •••••••• 0 •••••• 0 • • • Q • " 0 • 0 •• «a ••• e •• 0 e C> •• ~ ••••••••• 0 • e c C) • • • • • 2 
Letters of general support ••...•.•••• e••••••••••••o••·~··············· 2 
Letters of support fran local, state ani federal public officials..... 6 
Letters of support fran local and areawide conseJ:Vation organizations. 0 

aDlER 
Coordination 
'lhe project is a joint effort between Volusia Colmty ani the CARL Program. 
On November 27, 1989, the Board granted authority to negotiate a bargain 
~of the Goldy/Bellemead project from Volusia County. 

~ S1JM!.mRY 
It is :r:ecc::mmarrled that this project be managed by the Division of Recreation 
ani Parks of the Department of Natural Resources un:ier single-use management 
concepts. '!he prilnary management objective should be the p~tion of 
significant natural features while sbnultaneously providing compatible 
recreational cgx>rtunities. Maintenance of the tract in a substantially 
natural corxtition will provide significant protection to the water quality 
of the Taooka Marsh Aquatic PreseiVe. '!his project is contiguous with 
Taooka state Park ani would rrost appropriately be managed as an addition to 
the park. 
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FINAL EmillJATION SUSPENDED PENDING FURIHER INFORMATION 

Project 
Apalachicola Historic Wor~ Waterfront 
Yamato Scrub 

Corm tv 
Franklin 
Palm Beach 

PRlJ'ECrS ~FYING FOR mCIDSION ON '!HE CARL PRIORITY Lisr 
{Ranked Below 60) 

'!HAT WilL BE RECDNSIDERED IlJRING '!HE NEXr RANKING 

JulinJtonjn.nbin Creeks Illval./St. Johns 
Estero Bay lee 
Peacock Slough suwarmee 
st. Jahns River Lake 
Mullet Creek Islanjs Brevard -
Withlacooc::hee SUmter 
Locbloosa Wildlife Alachua 
SUgarloaf Hanloock Monroe . 
carlton Half-Moon Ranch SUmter 
Sprirg Hanloock Seminole 
Cedar Key Scrub U:.vy 
Brevard Turtle Beaches Brevard 
Bald Point Road Franklin 
Deer Lake Parcel Walton 

Page 
354 
355 

356 
357 
358 
359 
360 
361 
362 
363 
364 
365 
366 
367 
368 
369 

Wakulla Sprirgs Wakulla QJ0 
Ohio Key South Monroe 371 
Wekiva River Buffers {Project Design Seminole 372 

to be c::x:mpleted) ,/' 
st. Augustine Beach St. Johns 373 
Tree-of-Life Tract Monroe 374 
St. Michaels I.arrli.nJ Bay 375 
Holmes Avenue Scrub Highlands 376 
Ybor City Addition Hillsborough 377 
Silver Glen Spr~s IakejMarion 378 
Emeralda Marsh Lake 379 
Princess Place Flagler 380 
El Destine Jefferson QID> 
Old leon Moss Ranch Palm Beach 382 
canaveral Irrlustrial Park Brevard 383 
Key West Salt Pon:ls Monroe 384 
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1980 CARL. PRIORITY LIST 

1. RookeJ:y Bay 
2. lower Apalachicola River Addition 
3., Cllarlotte Hartx:>r 
4.. cayo CostajNorth captiva 
5. I .. T. Te H'an1roock 
6. West ·lake 
7. Sprirg H'an1roock 
8. Iatt Maxcy Tract 
9. st. George Islam Unit 4 

10. Green swanp 
11.. South Savannas 
12. ID.lble Branch Bay (Bower Tract) 
13'" Little Gator CreekjWood stork RookeJ:y 
14. Fakahatchee strard 
15. '!he Grove 
16. Cockroach Key 
17. san Felasco 
18., 'Ihree lakes Ranch Addition 
19. Shell Island 
20. Six Mile Cypress swamp 
21. Paynes Prairie Additions 
22 . New Mahogany Iialm¥:x::k 
23. Josslyn Islam 
24. Ponce de Leon 
25. '!he oaks 
26. Horton Property 
27. Big Shoals/suwannee River Corridor 
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1982 CARL PRIORI'IY Lisr 

1. Rookery Bay Additions I 
2. ro.ver Apalachicola 
3. Clarlotte Harbor 
4. cayo CostajNorth captiva 
5. West Lake 
6. Sprin; Hamnxx:!k 
7. st. George Islam;unit 4 
8. South Savannas 
9. Bower Tract 

10. Little Gator Creek 
11. Fakahatdlee strani 
12. '!he Grove 
13. Cockroadl Key 
14. San Felasco 
15. New Mahogany Harnroock 
16. Ft. San Illis 
17. Consolidated Randl/We]civa River 
18. North Peninsula 
19. Crystal River 
20. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
21. East Everglades 
22. MacArthur Tract 
23. M. K. Ranch 
24. <llassahowitzka swarrp 
25. Enerald Sprirgs 
26. Beaverdam/SWeetwater Creeks 
27. Mashes Sanjs 

28. Grayton D.mes 
29. North Beadl 
30. Josslyn Islam 
31. Gateway 
32. Cog Islam 
33. JulingtonjD.lrbin Creeks 
34. Wirrll.ey Key 
35. Shell Islam 
36. lake Al:Duckle 
37. Cedar key Additions 
38. 'Ihree lakes Addition 
39. Withlacoochee Inhol~ 
40. Hutchinson Islam - Blirrl 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 st.rani 
4. Cllarlotte Hal.'bor 
5. IDwer Apalachicola 
6. 'lhe Grove 
1. South savannas 
8. New Mahogany Hanmx:k 
9. Spr~ Hanmx:k 

10. North Peninsula 
11. Consolidated Ranch II 
12.. Fscamhia Bay Bluffs 
13. Fast Everglades 
14. Crystal River II 
15 0 l3cJwer Tract 
16. M.. K. Ranch 
17. Olassahowitzka swanp 
18. Cockroadl Key 
19.. North Key Largo Hairm:x::ks 
20. Emerald Sprin]s 
21. Julirgton/n.u::bin Creeks 
22. Gateway 
23. Josslyn Islam 
24. lake Arbuckle 
25. st. Jahns River Forrest Estates 
26. Paynes Prairie/Cook-Deconna 
27.. Largo Narrows 
28 e Grayton DJnes 
29. Mashes Sarrls 
30. Shell Islam 
31. Blirrl Creek (Hutchinson Islan:i) 
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1984 C'ARL PRIORITY LIST 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee strarxi 
4. Olarlotte Hamor 
5. !.ower Apalachicola 
6. Guana. River 
7. '1he Grove 
8. South Savannahs 
9. North Key Largo Harnrco::ks 

10. Spr~ Harnroock 
11. North Peninsula 
12. Consolidated Ranch II 
13. Escamhia Bay Bluffs 
14. · cayo Costa Islan:l 
15. Ciystal River II 
16. M. K. Ranch 
17. O:lassahowitzka swanp 
18. Emerald Sprin3s 
19. Juli.rgton;'rurbin Creeks 
20. Gateway 
21. Josslyn Islan:l 
22. Iake Al:Duckle 
23. st. Johns River Forest Estates 
24. Paynes PrairiejMurphy-Deconna 
25. Withlacoochee E.E.L. Inholciirg 
26. Bower Tract 
27. ArXirews Tract 
28. Deer~ Hanm:x::k 
29. Horrs IslaOO/Barfield Bay 
30. Lochloosa Wildlife 
31. Silver River 
32. Win:lley Key Quarry 
33. Cooper's Point 
34. Peacock Slough 
35. Fechtel Ranch 
36. Cotee Point 
37. Good\.1ood 
38. RotenbergerjHoley I.an:l 
39. Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
40. stoney-lane 
41. Grayton Additions 
42. Big Mourxi Property 
43. - Largo Narrows 
44. crystal Cove 
45. Gasparilla Islan:l Port Property 

rrhe followin;J projects will be added at their assigned priori ties to the list 
when their bounlary maps are completed later this year. 

33. "Save OUr Everglades" 
37. Tsala Apopka Iake 
4 7. owen Illinois Property 
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1985 CARL FRIORITY LIST 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3" Fakahatchee stra.rxi 
4 o <llarlotte Harbor 
5. lower Apalachicola 
6. Guana River 
7 e Sart:h Savannahs 
8. North Key Iargo Hairm:x:!ks 
9. Spr:irg Hamoock 

10. North Peninsula 
11. wakulla Sprirr:Js 
12. Fscambia Bay Bluffs 
13. cayo Costa Islam 
14. Crystal River II 
15. Cl'lassahowitzka swanp 
16. Emerald Sprirr:Js 
17. Julington/Dn:Din Creeks 
18. Gateway 
19. Josslyn Islarx:l 
20. lake Arbuckle 
21. st. Jahns River Forrest Estates 
22. Paynes PrairiejMurphy-Deconna 
23. Withlacoochee E.E.L. Inholding 
24. Bcwer Tract 
25. AOOrews Tract 
26. JRer.inl Hairm:x::k 
27. Horrs IslaOO/Barfield Bay 
28. Lochloosa Wildlife 
29. Silver River 
30. Wirrll.ey Key Ql.lariy 
31. "Save OUr Everglades" 
32. Cooper's Point 
33. Peaccx:k Slough 
34. Fechtel Ranch 
35. Tsala Apopka lake 
36. Cotee Point 
37. Goodwood 
38. RotenbergerjHoley I..arrl 
39. Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
40. stoney-Lane 
41. Big Mcurrl Property 
42. Crystal Cove 
43. Olrlen-Illinois Property 
44. Gasparilla Islarx:l Port Property 
45. Big Shoals Corridor/Brown Tract 
46. IDwer Wacissa River ani Aucilla River Sinks 
4 7. Crystal River State Resel:ve 
48. Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer 
49. Galt Island 
50. Manatee Estech 
51. Hcm:>sassa Sprirr:Js 
52. canaveral In:lustrial Park 
53. Lake Forest 
54. Sarrlpiper Cove 

The following projects will be added to the list at their assigned priorities 
when their bourrlary maps are completed later this year. 

4 7. North Key Largo Hanm:x:ks Addition 
48. Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight Aquatic Preserve Buffers 
50. White Belt Ranch 
51. Tropical Hanm:x:ks of the Redlarns 
55. Bluehead Ranch 
58. Morrlellojcacciatore/J\llli)er creek 
59. Emeralda Marsh 
60.. B.M.K. Ranch 
62. Saddle Blanket 
64. Samson Point 
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1986 cARL :mroRI'IY usr 

1. Westlake 
2. Rookery Bay 
3. Fakahatchee strarrl 
4. Olarlotte HalDer 
5. IDwer Apalachicola 
6. Saith Savannahs 
7. North Key Largo Hairm::x:ks & Addition 
8. Sprirg Han'loock 
9. North Peninsula 

10. wakulla Sprirgs 
11. Escambia Bay Bluffs 
12. cayo Costa Islam 
13. CJ:ystal River II, Cove, & Resel:ve 
14. C1lassahowitzka swamp 
15. Emerald Sprirgs 
16. Julin]ton/D.lrt>in creeks 
17. Josslyn Islani 
18. lake Al:blckle 
19. st. Jahns River Forrest Estates/Fechtel Ranch 
20. Paynes PrairiefMuriily-Deconna 
21. WithlaCOOC'hee EEL Inholdi.rgjMomellojcacciatorejJurnper creek 
22. Bower Tract 
23 • Amrews Tract 
24. Deerirg IIanuoock 
25. Horrs IslanjjBarfield Bay 
26. Lochloosa Wildlife 
27. Silver River 
28. W:in:ney Key Quany 
29. "Save OUr Everglades" 
30. Cooper's Point 

. 31. Peacock Slough 
32. Tsala Apopka lake 
33. cotee Point 
34. '!he Banlacle Addition 
35. Gocx:lwood 
36. RotenbergerjHoley I.arrl 
37. Cedar Key Scrub II Addition 
38. stoney-lane 
39. Big Mcurrl Property 
40. OWen-Illinois Property 
41. Gasparilla Islani Port Property 
42. Big Shoals Corridor/Brown Tract 
43. I.Dwer Wacissa & Aucilla Rivers 
44. Big Pine Key/Coupon Bight Aquatic PreseJ:ve Buffers 
45. White Belt Ranch 
46. Tropical Hairlno::ks of the Redlarrls 
47. Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve Buffer 
48. Galt Island 
49. Manatee Estech 
50. Bluehead Ranch 
51. Haoosassa Sprirgs 
52. canaveral Irxlustrial Park 
53. Emeralda Marsh 
54. Sarrlpiper Cove 
55. B.M.K. Ranch 
56. Lake Forest 
57. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 
58. Samson Point 
59. East Everglades 

'!he followirg projects will be ranked ani added to the list when their l:x::>l.:1macy 
maps ani project designs are completed early next year. 

Mullet Creek 
Madden's Harcu:oock 
Miami Rockridge Pinelarrls 
Apalachicola Historic Work:irq Waterfront 
Seminole Sprirgs 
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Old leon Moss Ranch 
Wann Mineral Springs 
carlton Half-Moon Ranch 
Stark Tract 
Woody Property 



1987 CARL PRIORITY' Lisr 

1. North Key ~o Hanmx:ks (Monroe County) 
2. Fakahatchee stran:i (Collier County) 
3. Apalachicola River & Bay, :Ehase I (Franklin Col.Ulty) * 
4. rower Apalachicola (Franklin County) 
5. cayo Costa Islam (I.ee County) 
6. Rookery Bay (Collier County) 
7. Crystal River (Citrus County) 
8. <l'larlotte H'artx:>r (Cllarlotte County) 
9. wacissa ani Aucilla River Sinks (Jefferson County) 

10. South Savannas (Martin/st. lucie Counties) 
11. stark Tract (Volusia County) 
12. I.ochloosa Wildlife (Alachua County) 
13. wakulla Spri.rgs (Wakulla County) 
14. Coupon Bight (M:mroe Colmty) 
15. Spr:irg Hamroock (Seminole County) 
16. Tropical Hanm:x::ks of the Redlaros (Dade County) 
17. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub (Polk County) 
18. Save our Everglades (Collier County) 
19. Gadsden County Glades (Gadsden County)* 
20. Seminole Spri.rgs (lake County) 
21. Miami Rockridge Pinelaros (Dade County) 
22. Big Shoals Corridor (ColmnbiajHamil ton Counties) 
23. <llassahowitzka swanp (Hernan:lo/Citrus Counties) 
24. North Peninsula (Vol usia County) 
25. Silver River (Marion County) 
26. carl ton Half-Moon Ranch (SUmter County) 
27. st. Johns River (lake County) 
28. Escambia Bay Bluffs (Escambia County) 
29. Peacock slough (suwannee County) 
30. Hor.rs Islam (Collier County) 
31. Arrlrews Tract (Iely County) 
32. Estero Bay (I.ee County) 
33. Wann Mineral Sprirgs (Sarasota County) 
34. Key West Salt Porrls (Monroe County) 
35. Withlacocx:hee (SUmter County) 
36. Jul~D.lrbin Creeks (Illval County) 
37. '!he Barnacle Addition (Dade County) 
38. B.M. K. Ranch (lake County) 
39. Josslyn Islam (I.ee County) 
40. Harosassa Spri.rgs (Citrus County) 
41. Bluehead Ranch (Highlaros County) 
42. Rotenberger (Palm Beach County) 
43 • Mullet Creek Islams (Brevard County) 
44. stoney-lane (Citrus County) 
45. Cedar Key Scrub (Iely County) 
46. F.neralda Marsh (lake County) 
4 7. canaveral In:lustrial Park (Brevard County) 
48. Paynes Prairie (Alachua County) 
49. Woody Property (Volusia County) 
50. Manatee Estech (Manatee County) 
51. Old Leon Moss Ranch (Palm Beach County) 
52. Galt Islam (I.ee County) 
53. East Everglades (Dade County) 
54. Goodwood (Leon County) 
55. Cooper's Point (Pinellas County) 
56. F.nerald Sprirgs (Bay County) 
57. Cotee Point (Pasco County) 
58. sarxlpiper Cove (I.ee County) 
59. Samson Point (Marion County) 

* '!his project will officially be added at this ranking when the bol.U'rlary map 
is c:x::arplete.d later this year. 

'nle followirg project will be ranked am added to the list when its bol.U'rlary 
map an:i project design are completed later this year. 

Apalachicola Historic Working Waterfront (Franklin County) 
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1988 INI'ERIM PRIORITY Lisr 

1. North Fey largo Han1loocks (Monroe County) 
2. Fakahatchee strarxi (Collier County) 
3. Apaladrlcola River & Bay, Rlase I (Franklin County) 
4. IDwer Apalachicola (Franklin County) 
5. Seminole Sprin3sjWoods (lake County) 
6. cayo Costa Islan:l (Lee County) 
7. Rcx:>kery Bay (Collier County) 
8. Crystal River (Citrus County) 
9. Cllarlotte Harl::x:>r ( Cllarlotte CO\.mty) 

10. DeSoto Site (I.eon County) 
11. Wacissa ani Aucilla River Sinks (Jefferson County) 
12. Scuth Savannas (Martin/st. Illcie Counties) 
13. stark Tract (Volusia COUnty) 
14. Fort George Islarxi (ruval County) 
15. Ux::hloosa Wildlife (Alachua County) 
16. CUrJ:y Hanm:x::k (Monroe COUnty) 
17. Wakulla Sprin3s (Wakulla COUnty) 
18. Coupon Bight (Monroe County) 
19. Sprin; Hanm:x::k (Seminole County) 
20. Tropical Han1loocks of the Redlams (Dade County) 
21. Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub (Polk County) 
22. Save OUr Everglades (Collier County) 
23 ~ Gadsden County Glades (Gadsden County) 
24. Cockroach Bay !slams (Hillsborough County) 
25. Waccasassa Flats (Gilchrist County) 
26. Miami Rockridge Pinelams (Dade County) 
27. Big Shoals Corridor (ColumbiajHamilton Counties) 
28. Garcon Point (Santa Rosa County) 
29. Olassahowitzka S'wanp (Hernan:io/Citrus Counties) 
30. El Destine (Jefferson County) 
31. North Peninsula (Volusia County) 
32. Silver River (Marion County) 
33. carl ton Half-Moon Ranch (SUmter County) 
34. st. Jahns River (lake County) 
35. st. Martins River (Citrus County) 
36. Rainbow River (Marion County) 
37. Peacock Slough (suwannee County) 
38. Hor.rs Islan:l (Collier County) 
39. Arrlrews Tract (levy County) 
40. Estero Bay (Lee County) 
41. Wann Mineral Sprin3s (sarasota County) 
42. Key West Salt Porrls (Monroe County) 
43 ·- WetstonejBerkovitz (Pasco County) 
44. Withlacoochee (SUmter County) 
45. Julin3ton/nn:bin Creeks (ruval County) 
46. '!he Barnacle Addition (Dade County) 
47. B.M.K. Ranch (lake County) 
48. Josslyn Islarrl (Lee County) 
49. H~ Springs (Citrus Cormty) 
50. RotenbergerjSeminole Irili.an I.arrls (Palm Beach/Broward Counties) 
51. Mullet Creek !slams (Brevard County) 
52. Stoney-lane (Citrus County) 
53. Princess Place (Flagler County) 
54. Deering Estate Addition (Dade County) 
55. Cedar Key Scrub (Levy County) 
56. EJreralda Marsh (lake County) 
57. canaveral Irrlustrial Park (Brevard County) 
58. Paynes Prairie (Alachua County) 
59. Woody Property (Vol usia County) 
60. Manatee Estech (Manatee County) 
61. Old I.eon Moss Ranch (Palm Beach County) 
62. Galt Islarrl (Lee County) 
63. East Everglades (Dade County) 
64. Cotee Point (Pasco County) 
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1988 CARL PRIORI'IY LIST 
1. Seminole Spr~jWoods (Lake County) 
2. North Key I.al:go Han'lloocks (Monroe County) 
3. Apalachicola River & Bay, Rlase I (Franklin County) 
4., Fakahatdlee strarrl (Collier County) 
50 curry Hairaoock (Monroe County) 
6. B.M.,K. Ranch (lake County) 
7., Fort George Islam (ruval. County) 
8. Saddle Blanket lakes Scrub (Polk County) 
9. waccasassa Flats (Gilchrist County) 

10. COJpon Bight (Monroe County) 
11. Ccystal River (Citrus County) 
u. carlton. Half-Moon Ranch (Sumter County) 
13., Rai.nbow River (Marion County) 
14. DeSoto Site (I.s:m County) 
15.. Wabasso Beach (Irrlian River County) 
16.. South Savannas (stG IllciejMartin Counties) 
17.. Cockroach Bay !slams (Hillsborough County) 
18.. Brevard TUrtle Beaches (Brevard County) 
19. Rookery Bay (Collier County) 
20. North Fork st. IllciejNorth Port Marina (St. Illcie County) 
21. I.Dwer Apalachicola (Franklin County) 
22. I£x::hl.oosa Wildlife (Alachua County) 
23. 'lhree lakes/Prairie Lakes (Osceola County) 
24. st. Martins River (Citrus County) 
25. Pine Islam Ridge (Broward County) 
26. Save ~ Everglades (Collier County) 
27. Highlarrls Hanmx:k (Highlarrls County) 
28. Gadsden County Glades (Gadsden County) 
29.. Miami Rockridge Pinelarrls (Oide County) 
30. Wacissa am Aucilla River Sinks (Jefferson County) 
31. Garcon Point (Santa Rosa County) 
32. El Destine (Jefferson County) 
33. North layton Hanmx:k (Monroe County) 
34. Tropical Han'lloocks of the Redlarrls (Dade County) 
35. East Everglades (Dade County) 
36. WetstonejBerkovitz (Pasco County) 
37. Cllassahowitzka swamp (Hernando/Citrus Counties) 
38. Peacock slough (suwannee County) 
39. Cllarlotte Harbor (Cllarlotte/I.ee Counties) 
40. cayo Costa Islam (Lee County) 
41. Horrs Islam (Collier County) 
42. Ohio Key South (Monroe County) 
43. Deer~ Estate Addition (Dade County) 
44. Princess Place (Flagler County) 
45. Estero Bay (Lee County) 
46. Withlacoochee (Sumter County) 
47. Wakulla Spr~ (Wakulla County) 
48. st. Jahns River (Lake County) 
49. Goldy/Bellerread (Volusia County) 
50. Arrlrews Tract (IJ!Ny County) 
51. Julingtonjn.rrbin Creeks (ruval. County) 
52. Paynes Prairie (Alachua County) 
53. Josslyn Islarx:i (Lee County) 
54. North Peninsula (Vol usia County) 
55. Key West Salt Pon:ls (Monroe County) 
56. Wann Mineral Sprin;Js (Sarasota County) 
57. Sprirg Hanmx:k (Seminole County) 
58. Silver River (Marion County) 
59. Rotenberger/Seminole Indian Iarrls (Palm BeachjBroward Counties) 
60. Cedar Key Scrub (IJ!Ny County) 
61. 'Ihe Barnacle Addition (Dade County) 
62. Mullet Creek Islarrls (Brevard County) 
63. Emeralda Marsh (Lake County) 
64. Big Shoals Corridor (Hamilton/Columbia Counties) 
65. Old leon Moss Ranch (Palm Beach County) 
66. Hcm:sassa Spr~ (Citrus County) 
67. Volusia EEL Addition (Woody Property) (Volusia County) 
68. canaveral :rmustrial Park (Brevard County) 
69. Galt Islam (Lee County) 
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1989 OONSERVATION AND RECREATION IANC6 (CARL) PRIORITY LIST 

1. North Key largo Han1loocks (Monroe County) 
2. Seminole Sprin;JsjWoods (lake County) 
3. B.M.K.Ranch (lake/Orarx;e Counties) 
4. Apalachicola River & Bay, 9lase I (Franklin County) 
5. carlton Half-Moon Ranch (SUmter County) 
6. Fakahatchee strarrl (Collier County) 
7. Fort George Islam (IUval County) 
8. saddle Blanket lake Scrub (Polk County) 
9. CUrry :Hanm:>ck (:r.t:>nroe County) 

10. RainJ:xJw River (Marion County) 
11. wacx:asassa Flats (Gilchrist County) 
12. Coopon Bight (Monroe County) 
13. Crystal River (Citrus County) 
14. Highlams Hanmx:k (Highlams County) 
15. Enerson Point (Manatee County) 
16. <llassahowitzka swamp (Hernan:lo County) 
17. Topsail Hill (Walton County) 
18. Ybor City Addition {Hillsborough County) 
19. Big Bern Coast Tract (Taylor/Dixie Counties) 
20. South savannas (st. IllciejMartin Counties) 
21. Wabasso Beach (In:tian River County) 
22. save OUr Everglades (Collier County) 
23. Brevard 'l\lrtle Beaches (Brevard County) 
24. IDwer Apalachicola {Franklin County) 
25. 'lhree lakes/Prairie Iakes (Osceola County) 
26. Arx:lrews Tract {l£Ny County) 
27. Wacissa ani Aucilla River Sinks {Jefferson County) 
28. Miami Rcckridge Pinelams {IBde County) 
29. North Fork st. Illcie (St. Iucie County) 
30. Rookery Bay (Collier County) 
31. Cockroach Bay !slams (Hillsborough County) 
32. Lochloosa Wildlife (Alachua County) 
33. · st. Martins River (Citrus County) 
34. Pine Islam Ridge (Broward County) 
35. Paynes Prairie (Alachua County) 
36. Sprirg Hamioock (Seminole County) 
37. cayo Costa Islam {Lee County) 
38. Garcon Point {Santa Rosa County) -· 
39. <llarlotte Harlx:>r (<llarlotteji.ee Counties) 
40. North layton liamrocx::k (Monroe County) 
41. Seabranch (Martin County) 
42 • WaJrulla Sprin;Js (WaJrulla County) 
43. Gadsden County Glades (Gadsden County) 
44. Lower Econlockhatchee (Seminole County) 
45. Tropical Han1loocks of the Redlams (I:Bde County) 
46. East Everglades (I:Bde County) 
47. Silver River (Marion County) 
48. Deerirg Estate Addition (I:Bde County) 
49. Peacock slough (suwannee County) 
50. st. Johns River (lake County) 
51. WetstonejBerkovitz (Pasco County) 
52. Josslyn Islam (Lee County) 
53. Withlacoochee (SUmter County) 
54. Wann Mineral Sprin:Js (Sarasota County) 
55. Gills Tract (Pasco County) 
56. Rotenberger (Palm Beach/Broward Counties) 
57. Bald Point Road (Franklin County) 
58. Estero Bay (Lee County) 
59. Goldy/Bellemead (Volusia County) 
60. Letchworth Moun:1s (Jefferson County) 
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AOOENDtlM II 

SUnunaries of camnittee Meetings arrl Hearings 
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SUnmary of CARL Actions Taken by the I..arxi Acquisition Adviso:ry Council 
Dlrirg the 1989 Evaluation cycle 

Meetin;J 
rates 

03-Q9-89 

03-10-89 

03-31-89 

07-14-89 

08-04-89 

Major Actions Taken 
- Received p.lblic testiloony on 1989 CARL proposalso See followirg 

pages for the list of speakers. 

- Received public testiloony on 1989 CARL proposals. See followi.rg 
pages for the list of speakers. 

- ~g>roved two proposals received after the application deadline 
(suwannee Trails arrl Okeechobee Battlefield) for consideration 
in the 1989 evaluation cycle. 

- AR:>:roved sponsors' request to withdraw 2 proposals from 
consideration (Walker Ranch, Itchetucknee Addition West). 

- Voted to assess twenty of seventy-eight proposals for 1989. See 
Adderrlum III for voting tally. 

- Clarified the management concept of the Volusia EEL tract to 
errphasize the Division of Forestry in the lead management role, 
with the Gaire arrl Fresh Water Fish Commission cooperating. 

- Received public testiloony on 1989 CARL projects. See followirq 
pages for the list of speakers. 

- Directed staff to review management concerns expressed during 
piblic testiloony regarding ~ Island. 

- Approved ani adopted all 1989 CARL project assessments. 

- Directed staff to consider combining the IJ:;vy County Forest arrl 
the I.eJy County SanJhills projects into one project named the 
I.eJy County ForestjSanJhills project. 

- Deferred consideration of the Golden Gate Estates project design 
to allow additional review by the OOR and the South Florida 
Water Management District. 

- A proposal to IOOdify the IT!' Hanunock tract was withdrawn from 
consideration with no action by the I.AAC. 

- AWroved the addition of thirty-one acres to the lower 
Apalachicola project. At the same time, withheld consideration 
of a proposed 271 acre addition and instnlcted staff to prepare 
a project design for the lower Apalachicola project. 

- Approved the addition of approximately forty-five acres to the 
Wabasso Beach project, arrl instnlcted staff to prepare a revised 
pr;oject design which deletes any improvements or developed 
areas. [Note: Further clarified on 1-17-90 IMC meeting.] 

- Rejected a proposed, disjunct addition to the North Key Largo 
Hanuto::ks CARL project; however, approved the same tract as a 
contiguous addition to John Pennekamp Coral Reef state Park for 
processirq through the I.arrl Acquisition Trust Fund PrCXJram. 

- Rectified a discrepancy between the boundary of the Lower 
Econlockhatchee project as represented by the map in the 1989 
CARL Annual Report, arrl as presented in the approved project 
design. 

- '!he IAAC also held business concerning the Land Acquisition 
Trust F\Jrxi/Save Our Coast programs. Refer to the 1990 Armual 
Report of the State Recreation and Parks Land Acquisition 
Programs for a specific discussion of the items considered. 
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1Q-25-89 

11-06-89 
(Miami) 

11-07-89 
(Orlamo) 

11-09-89 

12-01-89 

/ 

- Revised the Highlaros Hanlnr::x::k project design to elilninate 
acquisition phasirg. 

- AR,:>:roved the addition of 6. 4 acres to the Illcille Hanunock tract 
of the Tropical lian'loocks of the Redlarrls. 

- Acx::epted public ccmoent am discussed possible modifications to 
the CARL negotiations policy. Voted to continue existing policy 
with the uni~ that the issue should be addressed again 
at a later time. 

- '!he IAAC also held business concernirg the I.arrl Acquisition 
Trust F'lln3/Save ~ Coast programs. Refer to the 1990 Annual 
Report of the state Recreation am Parks I.arrl Acquisition 
Programs for a specific discussion of the items considered. 

- Received public testiloony on projects eligible for ranking on 
the 1990 CARL priority list. See following pages for the list 
of speakers. 

- Received public testiloony on projects eligible for ranking on 
the 1990 CARL priority list. See following pages for the list 
of speakers. 

- Received public testiloony on projects eligible for ranking on 
the 1990 CARL priority list. See followirg pages for the list 
of speakers. 

- '!he IAAC also held business concenring the Iand Acquisition 
Trust F'lln3/Save ~ Coast programs. Refer to the 1990 Annual 
Report of the state Recreation arrl Parks Iand Acquisition 
Programs for a specific disrussion of the items considered. 

- Voted to rescirrl a previous action (the 2nd 4-vote) requiring a 
project design to be developed for IXlg Island. As a result, Ibg 
Islam became an inactive project. 

- AR_):roved project designs for: San Felasco Addition, Sebastian 
Creek, Gold Head Branch Addition, Upper Black Creek, St. Joseph 
Bay Buffer, levy County ForestjSarrlhills, Heather Island, 
catfish Creek, caravelle Ranch, Blackwater River St. Forest 
Addition, 0. Scherer SRA Addition, and Spruce Creek. 1989 CARL 
projects which did not have completed project designs were: 
Wekiva~a connector ani Wekiva River Buffers. 

- Voted to rank the Wekiva~a COnnector and the Wekiva River 
Buffers projects even though they had no project designs. 
Project designs would be presented to the IMC in January 1990 
if the projects ranked sufficiently high to be placed on the 
CARL priority list. 

- Voted to defer action on the Golden Gate Estates project design 
to allow additional review time for the South Florida Water 
Managenent District. 

- COnsidered and rejected a proposal to consolidate state 
acquisition projects on Fort George Island, Big Tali:x:>t Islarrl 
and Little Tali:x:>t Islani into one CARL project. 

- Approved a revised project design for the Julingtonjr:m:bin 
creeks project, which decreased the size of the project by 1280 
acres. 

- Added 320 acres to the WacissajAucilla Rivers project to include 
a significant arc:haeological site. 

- Added 440 acres to the Silver River project. 
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01-17-90 

- Voted to limit the 1990 recarmnerrled C'ARL 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 reoove the following projects from consideration: Pine 
Islan:l Ridge, Josslyn Islam, Wann Mineral Springs, Volusia EEL, 
Horrs Islan:l, ani Galt Islam. 

- Ranked ani approved the 1990 recammerrled CARL priority list .. 
See Adden:iurn III for a copy of the voting tally. 

- '!he IAAC also held blsiness cxmceming the I.arrl Acquisition 
Trust F\lnl/Save rur Coast programs.. Refer to the 1990 Aimual 
Report of the state Recreation am Parks I.arrl Acquisition 
Programs for a specific disaJSSion of the items considered .. 

- Approved the project design for the Wekiva-ocala Connector 
project. 

- Approved grarmnatical ex>rrections to twelve projects initially 
approved on 12-01-89. 

- Revised the Lower Econlockhatchee to eliminate phasing .. 
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LIST OF SPEAKERS 
March 9, 1989 - Tallahassee, Florida 

1. IBle Allen, Florida Trail Association - Florida Trail. 

2. Bruce Ford, Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council - '!Wel ve Mile 
swanp. 

3. Bonnie Ban1.es, SUns of Oleta River - Oleta River. 

4. Frances Nesbitt, Realtor - Cedar Key Parcel, Waccasassa Bay s. P. 
Inholcli.n3s. 

5. Nan Perry, Realtor - Ben Pilot Point. 

6. Representative Chuck Nerga:rd, Florida House of Representatives - SUrfside 
Addition, Fort Pierce Inlet Addition North, Green Turtle Beach and Avalon 
Tract. 

7. Will Peters (for Martha Tully, owner) - lake Jackson Tackle Shop. 

8. Bob Porter, part-owner - st. Marks state Historical Site 

9. <llarles Conner - card Sourrl Tract (no application on file). 

10. Dennis Dix, Hernarrlo County Planning - <llassahowitzka and Weeki Wachee 
coastal Wetlarx:ls. 

11. Joe Schuck - Rattlesnake Island. 

12. Bal:bara ~iff, FISH - Anerican Beach. 

13. George Willson, '!he Nature ConseJ:VanCY - I):)g Island. 

14. John Hankinson, st. Johns River Water Management District - Heather 
Island, caravelle Ranch. 

15. Steve Gatewood, '!he Nature Conser.vancy - Heather Island, catfish Creek. 

16. Bob Burns, '!he Nature Conser.vancy - catfish Creek. 

17. Ccmnissioner IBle Trefelner, St. Illcie County - Avalon Tract. 

18. Jeff Hurst, owner - Avalon Tract. 

19. o.ven Goodwyne, representinj owners - Great Blue Heron Rookery. 

20. Bob carr, Archeological ani Historical ConseiVancy - Okeechobee 
Battlefield. 

******************************************* 
Lisr OF SPEAKERS 

March 10, 1989 - Tallahassee, Florida 

1. Conunissioner Clay Herrlerson, Volusia County - Spruce Creek. 

2. Marcy I.ahart, University of Florida - SUWannee Trails. 

3. Judy Hancock, Envirornnental Action Group - SUWannee Trails. 

4. Bruce Delaney, University of Florida - San Felasco Hammock Addition. 

5. Jim Muller, Florida Natural Areas Inventory - Jupiter Ridge, Ward Ridge, 
Reedy creek Scrub, Sebastian creek, IJ:wy County Sandhills, and 
Blackwater-Eglin Connector. 

6. Karen Lewis, Audubon Society - Anastasia State Park Addition. 

7. Jon 'Ihaxton, Sponsor - Oscar Scherer Addition. 
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8.. Roger Wocxl, Sponsor- Qran;Je Sprirgs Historical Site .. 

9. Ccmnissioner Maggy Hurchal.la, Martin County - Alex's Beach, Fletcher 
Beach. 

10.. Rick Joyce, Lee County - Charlotte Hal::bor Addition. 

11. Judy Hancock, Sierra Club ard Florida Audubon Society - Blackwater River 
Addition arrl Blackwater-Eglin Connector. 

************************************** 
LIST OF SPF.AKERS 

July 14, 1989 - Tallahassee, Florida 

1. Jim MacFarlard, representin; University of Florida Fou:rrlation - San 
Felasco Han'llwck Addition .. 

2. Larry Huntsman, fkxJ Islan:l Coalition - Dog Island. 

3. Dr. L:iJm O'Neal, Barrier Islarrl Trust - Dog Island. 

4. Martin Roeder, property c::Mner - Dog Island. 

5. George Willson, '!he Nature Conse.t:Val'lCY - Dog Island, Heather Island, Gold 
Head Branch Addition, Oscar Scherer Addition, Wekiva River Buffers, St. 
J~ Bay Buffer, Blackwater-Eglin Connector, and Spn1ce Creek. 

6. Jack Eckdahl, st. Johns River Water Management District - Heather Islarrl, 
caravelle Ranch, Twelve Mile swamp, Sebastian Creek, Wekiva River _Buffers, 
Wekiva-ocala Connector, '(]I:per Black Creek, Gold Head Branch Addition, 
Spruce Creek, arrl Florida Trail., 

7. Clay Hen:ierson, Vol usia County I.arrl Acquisition Program - Spn1ce Creek. 

8. Jon 'lhaxton, Sponsor - Oscar Scherer Addition. 

9. Scott Confer, Vice-President, Palmer Ranch - Oscar Scherer Addition. 

10. Gene caputo, Clay COUnty Depal."tnent of Development - Gold Head Branch 
Addition arrl '(]I:per Black Creek. 

11. Cheryl Whelan, Frien::ls of Sebastian River - Sebastian Creek. 

12. Willis Travis, representing the Valldejuli family - Gold Head Branch. 

13. I:Ble Allen, Florida Trail Association - Florida Trail. 

14. steve Sherwood, U.S. Forest Service - Florida Trail .. 

15. Bob Burns, '!he Nature Conse.t:Val'lCY - catfish Creek. 

16. Bruce Fo:rd, Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council - 'IWel ve Mile 
swamp. 

17. Jan 'lhamas, for County Conunissioner Sara Bailey, st. Johns County - Twelve 
Mile swamp. · 

18. Clark Bailey, President, Jul~n Creek Association - 'IWelve Mile swamp. 

19. Betsy Wood, Sierra Club arrl Florida Wildlife Association - 'IWelve Mile 
swamp. 

***************************************** 
LIST OF SPEAKERS 

Miami, Florida - November 6, 1989 

1. Representative Susan Guber - Barnacle Addition 

2.. Hal:vey Ruvin, Iade County Ccmnissioner - Miami Rockridge Pinelands, 
Tropical Hanm:x:ks of the Redlands, ani Deering Estate Addition. 
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3. Charles DlSseau, I:Bde County canmissioner -Miami . Rcx::kridge Pinelan:ls, 
Tropical Han'lloocks of the Redlan:ls, ani Deering Estate Addition. 

4. larry Hawkins, !Bde County canmissioner - Miami Rcx::kridge Pinelan:ls, 
Tropical :Hanmo::ks of the Redlams, ani Deering Estate Addition. 

5. Joe Gerstein, IBde County Ccmn:i.ssioner - Miami Rcx::kridge Pinelan:ls, 
Tropical Hainrocx::ks of the Redlams, ani Deering Estate Addition. 

6. Representative Tan Easterly - Miami Rcx::kridge Pinelands, Tropical Hairaoocks 
of the Redlams. 

7. Clay Hemerson, Volusia County canmissioner - Goldy-Bellemead, Spruce 
Creek, ani Wekiva~a Connector. 

8. I.oni Risi, 5naR;ler Creek Haneowners Asso. - I'IT Hammock 

9. Mark Rd:lertson, 'lhe Nature Conservancy - North Key Iargo Hairaoocks, CUrry 
Hammock, Coupon Bight, Miami Rcx::kridge Pinelands, North layton 
Hammock,Tropical Hairaoocks of the Redlams, ani Tree-of-Life Tract. 

10. Marjory stoneman I:k>uglas - '!he Barnacle Addition. 

11. SVerm L:i.n:lskold, Florida Keys Izaak Walton League - North Key Iargo 
:Hanmo::ks. 

12. Harriett Powell, Keys Audubon S<x:iety - North Key Iargo Hanunocks, CUrry 
Hammock, Coup:::>n Bight, North layton Hammock, SUgarloaf Hammock, Ohio Key 
Sart:h, Tree-of-Life Tract, ani Key West Salt Ponds. 

13. Debra Harrison, 'lhe WildenlesS S<x:iety - North Key Iargo Hammocks, CUrry 
Hammock, Coup:::>n Bight ani Tree-of-Life Tract. 

14. IJ.oyd Miller, Isaak Walton League - North Key Iargo Hammocks, Tropical 
Hairaoocks of the Redlands, ani Deering Estate Addition. 

15. Maureen B. Harwitz, Isaak Walton League - North Key Iargo Hammocks. 

16. Sarrlra Jensen, Sierra Club Florida Olapter - North Key Iargo Hanunocks. 

17. James Ulquesnel - North Key Iargo Hammocks. 

18. Nancy Brc:Mn, Frierrls of the Everglades - North Key Iargo Hammocks. 

19. Joyce Gann, Florida Native Plant Society ani Dade County Tree ani Forest 
Resources Advisory Ccmn:i.ssion - North Key Iargo Hammocks, Miami Rcx::kridge 
Pinelan:ls, Tropical Hairaoocks of the Redlands, and Ceering Estate Addition. 

20. Dr. Michael Ross, National Audubon S<x:iety - CUrry Hammock. 

21. Roni Monteith, Sierra Club - Topsail Hill, Miami Rockridge Pinelands, arrl 
East Everglades. 

22. Barbara c. Glancy, Dade County Tree arrl Forest Resources Advisory Board -
Miami Rcx::kridge Pinelands. 

23. Debbie DJvall - Miami Rcx::kridge Pinelaros. 

24. Barbara H. Keller, Miami Rcx::kridge Pinelands property owner - · Miami 
Rcx::kridge Pinelands. 

25. Patty Fhares, I:Bde Cllapter Florida Native Plant Society - Miami Rockridge 
Pinelams. 

26. 12slie cayado, Miami Rcx::kridge Pinelan:ls property owner - Miami Rcx::kridge 
Pinelan:ls. 

27. carol Li.wincott, Fairchild Tropical Garden - Miami Rockridge Pinelands 
ani Tropical Hairaoocks of the Redlands. 
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28. Cllarles A. Auden -Miami Rockridge PiDelarrls ard Deering Estate Addition. 

29. carl Schenk, Sea Branch, Inc. - Seabrancho 

30. Eugene Scott - Deerirg Estate Addition .. 

31. Bci> carr, Metro-IBde - Deerirg Fstate Addition .. 

32. Mary Munroe - '!he Barnacle Addition. 

33. letter read for Bob Fitzsl.nuoons - '!he Barnacle Addition .. 

34. L.:inja rmm - 'Ihe Barnacle Additionc 

35.. Gal:y Greenan, SChool of Ardlitecture - '!he Barnacle Addition. 

36. Lilie Neal, Cousteau Society - '!he Barnacle Addition .. 

37. IBvid McCrea, Barnacle Society - '!he Barnacle Addition. 

38. Bruce Rohde, Sierra Club -'!he Barnacle Addition, Tropical Hanunocks of the 
Redlarx:ls, ani Deerirg Estate Addition. 

39. Richard Groden, IBde Heritage Trust - '!he Barnacle Addition. 

40. HCMard Schaalin, Barnacle Addition property owner - The ~cle Addition. 

41. Frank Wollam - Oleta River. 

42. Bonnie Barnes, Frierxis of Oleta River - Oleta River. 

43. Jearme Havens, Frierxis of Oleta River - Oleta River. 

44. Maureen Harwitz - Oleta River. 

*************************************** 
LIST OF SPFAKERS 

Orlando, Florida- November 7, 1989 

1. Representative Dixie Sansan, District 32 -Mullet Creek. 

2o Nancy Higgs, Mullet Creek Prese:tvation Society -Mullet Creek. 

3. Diane D. Barile, Marine Resources Council -Mullet Creek, Sebastian Creek .. 

4. Representative Toby Hollarxi, District 67 - Emerson Point. 

5. Polly Miller, league of wanen Voters of Seminole County - Seminole 
SprirgsjWoods, B.M.K. Ranch, Sprirg Hanm:x:k, I.Dwer Econlockhatchee, St. 
Jcims River, Wekiva-ocala Connector, Wekiva River Buffer. 

6. John R. swanson, lake County Ccmnissioner - Seminole SpringsjWoods, B.M.K. 
Ranch, St. Jahns River, Silver Glen Springs, Emeralda Marsh, Wekiva-ocala 
Connector. 

7. Rrilip Wick, Frierxls of the Wekiva River - Seminole SpringsjWoods, B.M.K. 
Ranch, Wekiva River Buffer. 

8. Katie Moncrief, Frierxls of the Wekiva River - Semiriole Springs/Woods, 
I.orwer Econlockhatchee, St. Jcims River, Wekiva-ocala Connector, Wekiva 
River Buffer. 

9. Pat Harden, Frierxls of the Wekiva River - Seminole SpringsjWoods, B .. M.K. 
Ranch, st. Jcims River, Wekiva-ocala Connector, Wekiva River Buffer. 

10. Walter M. '!hanson, Dept. of Natural Resources - Seminole SpringsjWoods, 
B.M.K. Ranch, St .. Jahns River, Wekiva-ocala Connector, Wekiva River 
Buffer. 
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11. Joan I. Irwin - Seminole Spri.rgsjWoods, B.M.K. Ranch, Spring Hanmx::k, 
I.aNer Econlockhatchee, st. Jahns River, Wekiva-ocala Connector, Wekiva 
River Buffer. 

12. Narcy Prine, Frien:Js of the Wekiva River - Seminole SpringsjWoods, B.M.K., 
Ranch, Lower Econlockhatchee, st. Jahns River, Wekiva-ocala Connector, 
Wekiva River Buffer. 

13. Judy Wick, Frien:Js of the wekiva - Seminole SpringsjWoods, B.M.K. Ranch, 
Wekiva-ocala Connector, Wekiva River Buffer. 

14. Deborah Shelley, Dept. of Natural Resources - Seminole SpringsjWoods, 
B.M.K. Ranch, I.aNer Econlockhatc:hee, st. Jahns River, Goldy/Bellemead, 
Volusia EEL, Spruce Creek, Wekiva-ocala Connector, Wekiva River Buffer. 

15. Fred Harden, President, Frien:Js of the Wekiva River - Seminole 
Spri.rgsjWoods, B.M.K. Ranch, st. Jahns River, Wekiva-ocala Connector, 
Wekiva River Buffer. 

16. Eugene Hemy, Polk County - Saddle Blanket lake Scrub, catfish Creek. 

17. Ed> Burns, '!he Nature Conservancy - Saddle Blanket lake Scrub, Brevard 
'1\lrtle Beaches, Tropical Iiarnloocks of the Redlands, catfish Creek. 

18. Olarles Geanargel, lake Region Audubon Society - Saddle Blanket lake 
Scrub, catfish q:-eek. 

19. J. Jay Banlett, SUnset Ranch OWner - '1hree lakes/Prairie Lakes. 

20. Ken Bossennan, Frien:Js of the Econ - IDwer Econlockhatchee. 

21. Marcia Ralnsdell, Sierra Club, Central Florida Group - Lower 
Econlockhatchee. 

22. Jean A. Rrillips, private citizen am League of Women Voters - I.ower 
Econlockhatchee. 

23. L:irrla J. Masters, County Voters Association, Southeast Seminole - Lower 
Econlockhatchee. 

24. M. Wayne Finley, Frie:rx:is of the Econ - I.ower Econlockhatchee. 

25. Ed> Witmer, Lower Econlockhatchee. 

26. Nancy M. Roth, OViedo Pride - I.ower Econlockhatchee. 

27. Rodger capps - IDwer Econlockhatchee. 

28. Jolm Winfree, Orange Audubon - IDwer Econlockhatchee. 

29. Sharon carveth, Sierra Club - Lower Econlockhatchee. 

30. Brian J. Kilnsey-Hickman, Orarige County Historical Society - I.ower 
Econlockhatchee. 

31. Paul Davis, Central Florida Native Plant Society - I.ower Econlockhatchee. 

32. Jim Buckner' Silver River Society - Silver River I caravelle Ranch, Heather 
Islam. 

33. Guy Marwick, Silver River Enviromnental Education Center and Museum -
Silver River, Heather Islam. 

34. Jolm Hankinson, St. Jahns River Water Management District - Seminole 
Spri.rgsjWoods, Paynes Prairie, Silver River, Silver Glen Springs, 
canaveral :rmustrial Park, Emeralda .Marsh. 
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35.. Bruce Delaney, University of Florida FOUIXlation - Paynes Prairie, Silver 
River, Peacock Slough, catfish Creek, San Felasco Hall1loock State Park 
hXlition. 

36.. Dennis Bayer, Florida Wildlife Federation arrl Flagler County I.arrl 
Acquisition Ccmnittee - Julington/Olrbin Creeks, Princess Place, caravelle 
Ranch. 

37. Geo:r:qe Albright, Marion County Parks camnission - Heather Islam. 

38. Clay Albright, Iake Weir <llamber of Ccmnerce - Heather Islam. 

39. Shirley A .. Little, Florida Deferrlers of the Enviromnent - Heather Islan:L 

40. Ralph DeVitto, :representirg Senator Bob Johnson - Oscar Scherer State 
Recreation Area hXlition. 

41. Jon E. 'lbaxton, Sponsor - Oscar Scherer State Recreation Area Addition .. 

42. William Lewis, Sierra Club-Manatee, Sarasota Group - Oscar Scherer State 
Recreation Area hXlition. 

43. Beverly Zimmer, Sarasota Audubon Society - Oscar Scherer state Recreation 
Area hXlition. 

44.. Coleman Holt, Oran:]e County ConseJ:Vation arrl Recreation Lands Commission -
Oran:J~ County Scrub, Lower Ecxmlockhatchee, Reedy Creek Scrub. 

*************************************** 
LIST OF SPEAKERS 

November 9, 1989 - Tallahassee, Florida 

Speakers for I.arrl Acquisition Trust FUrrl (IATF) projects: 
Big Talbot Islam 
1. Billy Arnold for Ft. George Islarrl - SUpports state acquisition of 

Merill/Boswick tract on Big Talbot. Requested it be moved from IATF 
to CARL list.. DiSCUSSEd proposal to add Big Talbot to Ft. George 
Islam project. 

2. Lenore McCullough, Audubon Society - Gave brief review of Big Talbot 
project. SUpports including Big Talbot as part of Ft. George Islarrl 
project. ShaNed slides of Big Talbot et al. 

3. George Willson, '!he Nature Con.set:Vaney - Are willing sellers, but no 
100ney left in IATF nnn to p.rrchase. Several owners are combirlin;J so 
there will be one large parcel to p.rrchase. SUpports transfer of Big 
Talbot to CARL. 

Speakers for the ConseJ:Vation arrl Recreation I.ands (CARL) projects: 

1. Dr. Greg Brock, IXq Islarrl - stated the status of the project am the 
request for the project to be withdrawn. It was decided that it would be 
better to n::we ahead arrl make it an agerda item for the December 1, 1989 
meeting. 

2. Ken TUcker, Attorney representing larrl owners - st. Martins River. 

3. Representative Dick Locke - st. Martins River. 

4. Helen Spivey, Crystal River City Council - Resolution from the City arrl 
County supportin:J st. Martins River 

5. Jon Brotherirgton - St. Martins River. Presented slides with commentary. 

6. T .. W. Neeham, Marion COUnty camnission - Silver River, Rainbow River arrl 
Heather Islarrl. 

7. Representative Chuck Nergard - Savannas .arrl North Fork st. Illcie. 
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8. Geoige Willson, '!he Nature Conset.vancy - catfish Creek arrl Heather Islam. 

9. Mike Branch, I.arxi Management, Container - Heather Island. 

10. Jam Hankinson, st. Jolms River Water Management District - lower 
Econlockhatchee, Paynes Prairie, IDc'hloosa Wildlife, Jul~njD.u:bin 
Creeks, caravelle Ranch, Heather Islam, wekiva-ocala Cormector, Wekiva 
River Buffers, Upper Black Creek, Sebastian Creek. 

11. Martin Smithson, St. Jolms River Water Management District - Sebastian 
Creek. 

12. Bob sina'ls, Florida Deferxiers of the Erwirornnent - Heather Islam, 
Everglades, Apalachicola projects arrl Pinhook swamp. 

13. Cllarles Arant - WacissajAucilla River Sinks. 

14. steve Gatewood, '!he Nature Conservancy - Goldhead Branch, Upper Black 
Creek, Garson Point, Gadsden Glades, Topsail Hill. 

15. San::iy O'Brian, Rep. Ervin's Aide - Goldhead Branch. 

16. Virginia Hall, Polk County Planni!g Dept. - Upper Black Creek and Goldhead 
Branch. 

17. Gordon San:iridge, represented family nenbers that own Upper Black Creek. 

18. Betsy Wcxxl, Florida Wildlife Federation arrl Northeast Florida Sierra Club 
- Upper Black Creek. 

19. Matt carlucci, Jacksonville City Councilman - Julingtonjr:m:bin Creeks. 

20. John Hankinson, st. Johns River Water Management District - Jul~n 
/Olrbin Creeks. 

21. B.K. Mehta, representirg the Mayor of Jacksonville - Julingtonjr:m:bin 
Creeks. 

22. Nan Perry, Realtor - WetstonejBerkovitz. 

23. Jerry Seabol - Wetstone/Berkovitz. 

24. I:rvirg Siegel, F.A.C.E. - WetstonejBerkovitz. 

25. Jack Merriam, Sarasota County Resource Planni!g Deparbnent - Oscar Scherer 
s. P. Addition. 

26. Gary [k)yle, Taylor-woodruff Hanes - Oscar Scherer Addition. 

27. Congressman Porter Goss (video tape) - Oscar Scherer Addition. 

28. Bob Slioons - Oscar Scherer Addition, Blackwater River Addition, catfish 
Creek, Saddle Blanket Lake Scrub, Reedy Creek, Silver River. 

29. Jim MacFarlarrl, Conse:rva.tion Real Estate Group - Silver River, San Felasco 
Addition.· 

30. Alan Whitworth, Lee County - cayo Costa' Estero Bay. 

31. George Willson, '!he Nature Conservancy - Gave wrap-up on all the projects 
they suwort. 
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AIDENDtlM III 

Advisory Council Votirg arrl Ranking Sheets 
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LAND ACQUISITION SELECTION COMMITTEE 
C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET 

1st Four Votes for Initiation of Project Assessments for 1989 Proposals 
March 31, 1989 

ALACHUA COUNTY 
1. San Felasco Hammock S.P. Add. 

!DDFIDERIDCAjDHRjGFCjDNRjTOTALjSELECTEDI 

I I I I I I I I ., 1-v-I_Y __ v __ Y_J _v_1_v_1 6 1 v E s 1 
I I I I I I I I I 

BAY COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
:..:2 ·:....-~M.!.!:e:..:!.x.!..!i c::..!::o~Be:..!:!a~c~h -.:T....!..r.::..:a-c=-=t~----1-N-1-N-1-N-1-N-1-N-1-N-1 0 I NO I 

3~ •:..,___:S:..:a.:.:.n t.:..::a::.....:...;C 1=-=a~r-=-a -=e:...::.t --::a:..:.l--:...:.T r-=a:..:..c ~t ___ · , _N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I LI_N_ 0 
1

1 

N ° 1

1 ~4·~--=S~h~e~ll~I~sl:...:a~n..::..d ___________ ,_N_j_N_j_N_I_N_J_N_I_Y_ -~N:..:..D __ _ 

I I I I I I I I I 
BREVARD COUNTY I I ·I I I I I I I 

s~·:..,___:B::.:..,r..:..e .:...:V a::.:..,r-=.d -=C~o~u.:..:..:n t::...Ly~B e::..::a:.::.C.:.:..:h e=-=s~---1-N_,_N_,_N_I_N_j_N_j_N_I 0 I N 0 I 

I I . I I I I I I I 
1-Nij_LII-N 1-N 1-N 1-N I 0 I NO I 

7!....! ·:....---=I~n-=-d .!..!i a::..:.l-=.a .:..:..:n t:.!.i-=.c -.:B:::....::e:...::.a~c h.:__:_:.A.::..:d d::....:i....:.t~i o=-:..n!-.--1 _N_ _N_ _N_f _N_I _N_j _N_l 0 1 N 0 I 

6. Cherie Down Park Addition 

I I I I I I I I I 
~8 •:___-=S~a~b~i s::....::t~i .::.:a n~C.:....:r e:...:e~k ______ I_Y_I_Y_I_Y_j_Y_I_Y_j_Y_j 6 1 YES 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
,_N_,_N_I_N_,_N_,_N_,_Y_j I NO I 
I I I I I I I I 

9. Sebastian Inlet Addition 

BROMARD COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
.:...:1 O::..:.•__.:N..:.::o~r.:..:t h~B.::..:e a:::....::c:...:.:.h--=A~d::..::.d..:...i t=-=i~o.:.:..n s=------1-N_j_N_I_N_I_N_j_N_j_N_j 0 1 ~N..;:;..O __ 1 

I I I I I I I 
.:....:11:...:.•-...:P-=o:...:.s.:.:..:n e:..:..r___:...:T r-=a:.::.c-=-t -------1-N-I_N_I_N_I_N __ N_I_N_ 0 1 ~N..;;;...O __ 1 

I I I I I I I 
.:....::12::...:.._T:_:::u:.:...r..:...;t l:...:e:......:...:...R u::.:..n:._ ________ j_N_I_N_I_N_j_N_I_N_j_N_j 0 1 ~N-=-0 __ 

I I I I I I I I 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

.::.....:1 3::....:.•---=D~o;..;.;.n--=P--=e:....=.d.;.....;r o::...-...:.I..::;.;s l:...:a:-.;.;.n-=-d --=C:...=.o..:.:;.m Pr::...:l;..;::e...;.:..x ---1 _N_I _N_,_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I 0 1 __;..;N~O __ 

I I I I I I I I 
=-14.;...:.•---:L:;;...;:e;...;.;.;.m..;;..;on..;......:;.B-=-ay,___ ________ J_N_J_N_I-N-1-N-1-N-1-N-· 1 0 1 ..-.;..;N-=-0 __ 

I I I l I I I I 
CLAY COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

.:....:1 5::....:.·---=G~o:...:..l-=-d _.:..H:.::.e..::..;a d~B.:....:r a=-:..n:..::.c.:.:..h ...:.A.:.:d-=-d :-:i t::...:.i-=..o n:.:.__ __ l _Y_I_N_j _Y_J_Y_j_N_I _Y_I 4 1 Y E 5 

I I I I I I I I 
.:....:1 6:..:.·~U:..cP...c:..P .::..;,e ~---=-8.:..:1 a=-=c~k--=C::.:..r...::.e~e k:.:.,..._ _____ I_Y_j_N_,_Y_I_Y_I_Y_I_Y_I 5 1 Y E 5 

I I I I I I I I 
CDLLIER COUNTY I I I I I I I , . 

.=....;1 7-..::..•----.:B:.....::a~r .;::;..;e f;....::o:....:..o-=-t -=B:...::...e.::..:a c~h~------1-N-J_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_J_N_j 0 1 _:..;N-=-0 __ 

I I I I l I I I 
~lB~·~C~l~a~m~P~a~ss~--------1-N-I_N_I_N_I_N_j_N_I_N_j 0 I_:..;N-=-0 __ 

I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I 
j_Y_I_N_I_N_j_N_I_N_j_N_j _1 -I _..:..;_:N 0=----

CDLU,.BIA COUNTY 
19. ltchetucknee Addition North 

DADE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 
2~ o~.__;N...;...=o;..;...r...;;..;t h..:..........;;S..;...;_;h o:..;..r...:..e_o::..::o:...:.e.:.:..n ....::S::...z::.p-=-a C::...::e=-------1-N-I_N_I_N_j _N_,_N_I_Y_j I___;.;N....;;..O --

1 I I I I I I I 
::....;21:...:.•----:0::....:l....::..e...::..:t a~R~i v.:....::e:...:....r ________ I_Y_j_N_J_N_j_Y_j_N_I_Y_j 3 1 ~N-=-0 __ 

I I I I I I I I ~22::....:.•---=P-=e~n..;...;...;ns~u:.::.C..:..D_.:..P~a.:....:rc~e::...:.l _________ I-N-1-N-1-N-j_N_j_N_I_N_ 0 ~N:..:..O __ 

I I I I I I I I 
DuvAL couNTY 1 1 1 r 1 I 1 1 

;::;...;23--.·---=C~e;.;:;.d.:;;..;ar--...:..P.;:::..;oi::..:..n:...:.t ________ I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I 0 I ~N-=-0 __ 

FLAGLER COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
=-2 4..:...;.•--W:.:...:a:...:.s..:..:....h 1~· n:...:~.g-=-t o=-:..n.:.......:...O a:...:.k::....:s_A!.!.!d=-=d~i .!:...:t i~o~n----1 _N_j_N_I_N_,_Y_j_N_I_N_I 1 _..;..;N-=-0 __ 

FRANKLIN COUNTY I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 
;.,;2 s __ .--=D:.....::o~g___;I:.....::s~l..;;..;a n..:..::d~-------1-Y-I_Y_j_Y_J_Y_I_Y_j_Y_I 6 1 YEs 
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lst Four Vote LASC Meeting 
March 31, 1989 
Page 2 

IDDFIDERjDCAjDHRjGFCIDNRITOTALjSELECTEDj 

GULF COUNTy I I I I I I I I I 
::...::2 6::...:;.•--::S::...:;:t-=-. -.:J;...-:;o~s..;;;..le p;;...,;.;h;,_.,;_,;P e;;....;.;n-..i .;..;.,;n s::...:;:u-..1..-..a ____ j_N_j_Y_j_Y_j_Y_j _N_I _Y_I_4 -I YES 1 

I I I I I I I I l 
2::...:;7...:..•----.:.W~a..:....rd=---:...;R..:..i :::...::dg:a...:e ________ I_Y_I_N_j_Y_j_N_j_N_j_N_I-2 -1 NO 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
I I- I I I I I I I 

l_N_I_N_,_v_l_v_· j_Y_j_N_j 3 1 NO 1 

I I I I I I I 

HA"ILTON COUNTY 
28. Suwannee Trails 

HERNANDO COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
29. Chassahowitzka ~ Weeki Wachee I I I I I I I I 

Coastal Wetlands 1--N-I_N_I_N __ N_I __ N __ j __ N_J ____ O_I NO 1 

I I · I I I I I 
HIGHLANDS COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

. 30. Fisheating Creek Tract 1-N-1~ _N __ j __ N __ I __ N_j_N ____ 0_1 NO 

I I I I I I I I I 
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

1-N-I __ Y __ I __ N_, __ Y __ , __ N_I_N_I 2 I NO I 
I I I I I I I I 

31. Tampa Union Station 

I I I I I I I I I 32. Sebastian Inlet Addition Southi_N __ I_N_

1

_N_

1

_N_

1

_N __ I_Y __ I ___ l --1 NO I 
INDIAN RIVER COUNTY 

LAKE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
33. Lake Louisa State Park Add. 1-Y-I_N __ N_j_N __ I_N __ J_N_ 1 NO 1 

I I I I I I I I I 

I

_Y_I_Y_I_Y __ I_Y_j_N_I_Y_I ___ 5 -I v E s 1 
I I I I I I I I 

34. Wekiva-Ocala Connector 

LEE COUNTY I I I t I I I I I 
:.:3 5:...:.·~C:..:.:h~a.:.....:r l:....::o:..:..t ...:....:t e=--:....:.H.:.:a r-=b~o.:...r -=S:...::;.o..:.....u t;:...;..h:.__. __ I_N __ I _Y_j_Y_j _Y_I_N_I _N_j ____ 3 -I N 0 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
36. Gasparilla Island Additions 1-N __ j_N_j __ N __ j_N_j_N __ I_N __ I_O_I NO 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
LEON COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

~3 7...;.•--.:L=-=a..;..;....k e=---=-J..;:;..;a c::....;.;k:...=..s.;:;...;o n..:........;..T .;:;..:a c~k..:..l .:;;....e .....::;S..:....h o;::;....~;p:;......._ __ j_N __ j _N __ j _N __ j _N __ , __ N __ I _N_I _o -I N 0 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
LEVY COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

~3 8;;...;;.•--::C;;...;;;.e....;;;;...d a~r___,;..;,;K e~y---.;P a;;..;..r-=c .;;;..;;e 1:;......._ _____ 1 __ N __ I_N __ I_N __ I __ N_I __ N_I _N __ I ____ o -I N 0 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
~3 9;...:.•--.:L::...::.e....;...v Y.~.--:.C=..:o u::...:..n:....:.t.J-y ...:..F...:.o.:......:r e:....::s...;:..t _____ ,_Y_,_v_,_Y_I_Y_, __ Y __ ,_N __ , ___ 5 -I y E 5 I 
40. Levy County Sandhills j_Y __ j_Y_j_Y_j_Y_j_Y __ I __ Y __ j ___ 6 __ j YES 1 

. I I I I I I I I I 
41. Waccasassa Bay S. P. Inholdingi __ N __ j __ N __ j __ N __ · j __ N __ j __ N __ j __ N __ j ___ O_j NO 1 

. I I I I I I I I I 
"ARION COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

4..;...;;;2;;--.•____....;.H.;...;;;e~a ..;;;..;.t h.;...;;;e..;....r ..;....I;;...;;;;s-=--1 =.;.a n.;...;;;d ______ , __ Y __ j_Y __ j __ Y __ I _Y __ I _Y __ I _Y __ j ____ 6 -I YES 1 
I I I I I I I I I 

...;....;:4 3;...;..•--::L::....:::;a~k =-e ....:.:W-=-e..:;..;,i r_...;...P.:......:r o::..~:o.=..e.;._r t::.....~.y _____ ,_N __ I_N_I _N_I _N_j_N __ j _N __ I 0 1 N 0 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
4-'--4.:....;..•--.::0:....;...r-=-a ;..;..;:n g:~..=:e--=..:5 p:....;...r..:..i .:..;..:n o...::s~-----1-N--J_N __ J _N __ J_N __ I _N __ I _N __ j ___ O -I N 0 1 
45. Orange Springs Historic Site , __ N __ , __ N __ , __ N __ , __ N __ , __ N __ , __ N __ , ___ o __ l NO I 

I I I I I I I I I 
"ARTIN COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

...;....;:4 6::....:;.•----.:.A..:....:.l....:::..e ;.;_>< '-=s-=-=B e::....:::;a:..:...c .:..:...h _______ j_N_j_N_j_N_j_N __ j_N __ j __ N __ j 0 1 N 0 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
4...;....;:7...:... ----.:.F....::.l...:::..e .:...:t c:...:...:h...:::..e;__r -=B:..:...e..:..:a c:...:...:h:.__. _____ I __ N_j __ N __ j __ N __ I_N __ I_N __ j_N __ j 0 1 N 0 1 

I I I I I I I ·1 I 
I I I I ·1 I I I I 

..;...;;;4 8--.•____....;.M..;...;;;;a ___ t .;;;..;;e c;...-:;u~m.;;;..;;b e ___ B.;;;..;;e a=c...;.;..h ______ , __ N __ j_N_j_Y_,_N __ I __ N __ j_N __ j 1 N 0 1 

I I I I I I I I I ,_N 1-N 1-N ,_N
1

j_N ,_N ,_o __ , NO I 

I I I I I I I I 
5~0;;...;;.•_____.;.A.;..;.;.;m..:..;er:.....::i:.....::.c..;:;..;an;,;._....:.B=..:ea=c...;.;..h _______ N_j_N_I_N __ N_j_N __ j_N __ j_O -1 NO 1 

"ONRDE COUNTY 

49. Rodriguez Key 

NASSAU COUNTY 
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jDOFIDERIDCAIDHRjGFCjDNRjTDTALjSELECTEDI 

OKEECHOBEE COUNTy I I I I I I I I I 
5~ 1L!..~E:.!!a~g .!..:!1 e~B.=..a yL-..:..:.M.::..:a r_::s~h ______ I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_I 0 

1

, NO I 

~5 2:..:.·-----.!0~k:..:::.e~e c::..:.h;.::o~b .::..:e e:___:.B.::..a t;:....:t:...:.l..::..e f.;...:i~e_;_l.::..d ---1 _!L!_N_j _N_j _V_J_N_j_N_,_l _ N 0 1 
I I 

OSCEOLA COUNTY I Owner Requested Withdrawal 1 

53o Walker Ranch I 
~~~~~~------------. 

I I I I I I I I 
l I I I I I I 

s~ 4!..,!•____.:J~u:..t:.P..:...i .:..,:t e:..:.,.r~R i::..::d:..:~a..::..e -------1 _N_ .1L _Y_j.JLI_N_,_N_, NO I 

I I 1- I I I I I I 
5=-:5:...:.•__.:B:..::e:..:..:.n,_;P:_::i:...:.l..::.o.::..t ...:..P...::.o.:...:i n.:..:t:..,__ _____ ,_N_j_N_J_N_J_N_j_N_I_N_I_O -I N 0 I 

I I I I I I I I I 
POLK COUNTY I I ,. I I I I I I ·I 

5~6~·-----.!c~a~t..!..f 1!..:. s::.!.!h~C r...::e~e.!!..k _______ ,_Y_j_Y_J_V __ v_I_Y_j_Y_j_6 _ v E s 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
5~7~.----!R.!..!::e~e~dy~C.!-re!::...!e~k ________ j_Y_I_N_I_Y_I_Y_j_Y_I_N_I 4 1 YES I 

I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 

:::..:5 a~·____.:C=-=a~r..::.a .:...:v e:..:.l.,.:..l.::..e..:.R:..:.a.:..:..;n c:.:.h:....._. _____ ,_Y_j_Y_I_Y_j_Y_j_Y_I_Y_J 6 YEs 1 

I I I I I I I I I 

PAL" BEACH COUNTY 

PASCO COUNTY 

PUTNA" COUNTY 

ST. JOHNS COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
59. Anastasi a State Park Addition 1-N-I_N_j_N_j_N_J_N_j_N_j 0 1 NO I 

I I I I I I I I I 
=-:60:::..:·-G::..::u:..::a.:.:..n.::...a ...:..R~i~ve:.:.r ________ ,_N_I_N_J_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_j 0 1 NO 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
=-=61::...:.._T.:....!.w:..:.e..:...l v.:...:e~M.:...:i l:....::e:......:..;Sw~a:.:.:.:m-=-o-----1-Y- _N_j_Y_I_Y_j_Y_I_Y_j_5 _ YES 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
ST. LUCIE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

~6 2~·__.:A~v~a-=-l :..:.o n.:..,_...:..T.:.....:r a::..::c:...:.t _______ I_N_j_N_I_N_I_Y_j_N_J_Y_j 2 1 N 0 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
j_N_j_N_J_N_j_N_,_N_I_N_I_O -1 NO j 63. Fort Pierce Inlet Addition 

I I I I I I I I I 
64. Fort Pierce 5. Jett~ Park Add .I_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_j

1
_N_I_N_I_o -1 NO ·1 

65. Hutchinson Is. (Blind Creek) ~-N-I_N_I_Y_I_v_1 _N_I_N_I 2 I NO I 

66. Hutchinson Is. (Grn Turtle Bch) j_N_j:JLj_N_I_N_I_N_I_N_j_O_j NO - ~ 

I I I I I I I I I 
.:::..;6 7_.;.•__;S::..::u;.;..r~f s.:..::i~d-=-e__;A..:..::d:..:.d.::..i t.:..::i;..::.o..:..:..n s.::..,_ ____ j _N_I_N_I_N_j_N_I_N_J _N_I 0 1 N 0 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 
1-Y_j_N_j_Y_j_Y_I_Y_j_Y_j _2_ v E s 1 

SANTA ROSA COUNTY 
68. Blackwater-Eglin Connector 

I I I I I I I I I 
69. Blackwater River St. For. Add. j_Y_j_Y_I_Y __ I_Y_I_Y __ j_Y __ I_6_j YES 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
7~ o~.__;G=-:.,r;..::.e..=..a .;:_t -=B~l.::..:u e=--..:..:.H.::..:e r:.....:o~n_..:..;,.:R O~O:..:.;.k.::..:e r:.......cv ___ ,_N_I_N_,_N_I_N_I __ N_,_N __ j 0 I N 0 I 

I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 

7 1. 0 scar 5 c here r S. R • Are a Add • j_Y_j _Y_I _Y __ I_Y_j _Y_I _Y_j_6 -I YES 1 
SARASOTA COUNTY 

I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 

.;....;7 2.:..::._W;.;..;;e;;...;.;k_;_i ..;....;v a=--..:..:.R-=-i v.:...:e:..:..r---=-=8 u::..:..f..:...f .::..:e r:.....:s:....._. ___ l _N __ ,_Y_I _Y_I_Y_I _N_I_Y_j 4 1 Y E 5 1 

SE"INOLE COUNTY 

I I I Sponsor Requested Withdrawal I SUWANNEE COUNTY 
73. Itchetucknee Addition West 

I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 

~74.;..:.•__;L::..::a:..;.:.k..::..e--=G~e...::.o.:.....:ro:s..:e:...-.:..;So:..:u:..:.t.:.:..h.:..:ea::..:s:..:.t ____ I-N-1-N-1-N-1-N-1-N- _N_I 0 1 NO 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
.;....;7 5;;..;;•-L.:..::i~g..;.;..h ..;;..;t h..:..::o:..:.u..::..s e:::._..:_P-=-o =-:.i n.:....::t~-----1-N-I_N_j _N_I _N __ I _N __ I _N_j 0 1 N 0 J 

VOLUSIA COUNTY 

I I I I I I I I I 
~7 6:;..:.•__;S::..cp;..:...r.::..u c=-=e=---=-C.:.....:r e~e:..:.;.k _______ I_Y_j_Y_j_Y_I_Y __ j_Y_j_Y_j 6 1 YEs 1 
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WAKULLA COUNTY 
77. St. Marks Historic Site Add. 

WALTON COUNTY 
78. Grayton Beach East Addition 

jDOFjDERIDCAjDH~jGFCjDNRITDTALjSELECTEDj 

I_N ,_N I_N I_N ,_N I_N I 0 I NO I 
I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 1-N_,_N_I_N_,_N_,_N_,_N_J 0 I NO I 
I I I I I I I I 

~7 9;...:.•__,;G:;..;.r~a-'-y t __ o;;..;.;n---...0 u __ n __ e.;;...s -------·1-N-1 .1:L _N_I_N_j _N_j_N_ 0 I N 0 I 
I I I I I I 

"UL T I -COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
::...;8 O;...:.•__,;F_,::l:...::o-=--r .:...:i d~a:__:...;T r-=a:..:..i .::..1 --=C;..:.o-=--r r;_:i;..;::;d~o~r s~-- _Y_J _N_I_Y_I_Y_I _N_j_Y_I 4 1 Y E 5 1 
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LAND ACQUISITION ADVISORY COUNCIL 
C.A.R.L. VOTING SHEET 

Final Four Votes for Initiation of Project Design for 1989 Proposals 
August 4, 1989 

IDOFjDERjDCAIDHR!GFCIDNRjTOTALISELECTED 

ALACHUA COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
1. San Felasco Hammock S.P. Add. j_Y_I_Y_I_Y_j_Y_j_Y_!_Y_j 6 1 YES 

I I I I I I I I 
BREVARD COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

::..:2 ·~.....:S:..::e-=-b a=-=s~t..:...;i a::..:.n:...-:::..:C r-=e~e.:.:..k ------1-Y_j_Y_j_Y_I ~Y_j_V_j_Y_j b 1 YEs 

1 I I I I I I I 
CLAY COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

3::::...:•:---....:G=-=o~l ::..:.d h.:..:e..:.a =-d -=B:.,:_r ::..:.a n.:..:c..:..:.h .....:A.!.:d:..::.d.:...i t:..::i..:.o.:.:..n __ j_Y_ _N_J_Y_j_Y_ _N_ _Y_ 4 1 V E 5 

I I I I I I I I 
4~-~~U~o.a::...:P e::..:.r-=-=8 l:....::a~c .:.:..k -=C..:....r e=-=e:..:.:.k _____ j_Y_I_N_L_L _N_I_Y_j_Y_j 4 YES 

I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I 

l

_v_I-YLI-Y-I_N_j_Y_j_Y_I 5 1 v E s 
I · I I I I I I 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 
. 5. Dog lsl and 

~6 ·~...:S~t..:.. • ...:J:..::.O..::..:S e::..l:p:..:..:.h_..:B::..:a~y ....:B=-=u~f .:....:f e:..:,_r ____ ,_v_,_v_l_v_,_v_,_o_l_v_l 5 I y E 5 

I I I I I I I I 
LAKE COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

!,....;7 o:,.__..:W.:..:e~k ~i V:...::a_-O::..:c~a..:...;l a::.-,::.C.:::;..;o n~n:..=.e.:...:C t::..:o:..:..r ---, _JLI_v_,_v_,_v_,_N_I_Y_, 4 I y E 5 

LEVY COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
::..::B•;.__....::L::.=.e~vy"--=-C.:::;..;ou=.;n;..;:.t""-y ....;,.F..:;..o;.....;re=-=s..;:;.t _____ 

1

_v_l_v_l_v_I_Y_I_v_I_Y_I b I YES 

9.:...: •;.__....::L::.=.e...:...v yL-..::.C.:::;..;o u::..:.n:...::.t-'-y -=S:..::.a.:..:..:n d:..:..:h~i .:..::ll:....::s ____ ,_Y_j_Y_I_Y_I_N_j_N_!_Y_j 4 1 Y E 5 

I I I I. I I I I 

GULF COUNTY 

I I I I I I I I 
:...:1 O:....:.•...........:.H.:..:e-=-a t.:..!.h~e~r --=I-=-s~l a::.:.:n:..::.d ______ ,_Y_j_Y_I_Y_I_Y_I _V_j_Y_I 6 1 YES 

I I I I I I I I 

"ARION COUNTY 

POLK COUNTY I I I I I I I I 
.::...:11~·---=C~a-=-tf.:...:i~s.:..:..h~C:..:..r.::..:ee:..:.:k~------1-Y-I_Y_j_Y_I_Y_I_Y_j_Y_j 6 1 YES 

I I I I I I I I 
.::..;:1 2;;..;..-~R.:....:e-=-e d=.....~v~C r--=e:..=.e.:.:...k -=S:..::..c ;.....;r u:.:b _____ , _Y_j _N_j _Y_I _N_I _lLj _N_j 2 1 N 0 

I I I I I I I I 
PUTNA" COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

.::...:13:....:.·---=C~a:.:.....r:..;av~e-=-ll:...:e:.......:..:..:Ra::.:.:n~c.:.;_h ------1-Y_j_Y_I_Y_j_N_j_Y_I_N_I 4 1 YES 

I I I I I I I I 
SANTA ROSA COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

14. Blackwater-Eolin Connector 1-Y_,_N_,_N_,_N_,_N_,_N_I I NO 

I I I I I I I I 
15. Blackwater River St. For. Add.j_Y_j_Y_I_Y_I_Y_j_Y_I_Y_j 6 1 YES 

SARASOTA COUNTY 
I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I 

16. Oscar Scherer S.R. Area Add. j_Y_j_Y_I_Y_!_Y_j_Y_j_Y_j 6 1 YES 

I I I I I I I I 
I I - I I I I I I 

1 7. F 1 or i d a T r a i 1 Cor r i do r s < Lake > 1 _Y_j _N_I _N_j_Y_j_N_j _N_j 2 1 N 0 
SEKINOLE COUNTY 

I I I I I I I I 
.::...:1 B;;..;..•__;,W~e..;.;...k =-:i v...:.a__:R..:...::.i....:..v.:..:e r---=-8=-u f:....:..f..!:..e :.....:r s~---1-Y-I_Y_j _Y_j_Y_I _N_j _Y_j 5 1 V E 5 

I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I 
1-Y-I_N __ I_N_,_N_,_N_I_N __ I I NO 

I I I I I I I 
VOLUSIA .COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

:..;2 0;...;... ____;;S:..~:.o~r u=-=c:..=.e__:C:::-..:.r-=-e.::..:e k~------1-Y-I_Y_I_Y_I _Y_j_N_j _Y_j 5 1 Y E 5 

ST. JOHNS COUNTY 
19. Twelve Mile Swamp 

416 



LAND ACQUISITION ADVISORY COUNCIL 
RANKING SHEET FOR THE 1990 C.A.R.L. ANNUAL PRIORITY LIST 

December 1, 1989 

jDOFjDER!DCAjDHRjGFCjDNRjTOTALI RANKINGj 

ALACHUA COUNTy I I I I I I I I I 
:...:L:,___.::..L o:..:c::..:.;h;..:..l.::...o o:...::s:....::;a;..._;,;,;W i:;....:;l;..:;;.d..:;..l ,;;_i f;.....;;e;___,;.,< ~3 2~>----1 ~~ ~~.B..I _Il_l ~~ -lil 3 8 7 I 6 7 - I 
~2 ·~..:....P ::...,a vr...:.:n:...:.e..:..S .....:.P_:_r..:.a.::...:i r_:i..::,e___;,_;( 3::..::5~) -----1 ...lll...ll. 2LI...ll.l ~I __ll.l 2 9 3 I 54 I 
3~·:.__...::..5 a:..:.n.:.._.:_F .:..e l:.....:a=-=s-=-c =-o -=-A:.:.d.::...d 1:....:. t:..:.i-=-o~n _<:..:U..:..:.R .:....> ---1 ..i2.1...i2.1 _u_ 1 _!_§_j _]_Q_ 1 __ll_l 2 59 1 4 5 I 

I I I I I I I I I 
- BAY COUNTY 

4. St. Michaels Landing <72> 
I I I I I I I I 

- I 2LI .21.1 _rrl _ll -1.Q.I2l.l 462 I 80 I 
I I I I I 

BREVARD COUNTY I I I I I I 
5:...:•:..__.::..:Br-=e:...:.v.::..ar:....::d:.-.:...T.:..;.ur-=t~l.::...e -=B~e..::;..ac:..;.h.;..:::;e..:..s~( 2~3.:....> __ 1 ~ _ll_ _li. 2.2,.12Q.I _lt!_l _iQ_L 72 
6. Canaveral lndustri al Park <77> ~l...ll. ~ _ti. ...l.ii...M..I 507 I 88 I 
7. Mullet Creek Islands <74> j_i2_1 48" _ll_j.21.1_ll_l_§_2_1_ll.L 65 I 
B. Sebastian Cr. (UR> <Ind. River> l..lB.. _lll_l_ii-BI__ill_9j 121 1 15 1 

I. I I I I I I I I 
BROWARD COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

I ~I _fl_l _iij _iQ_I _gl ...iLI.2QLI RR I 
I I I I I I I 

9. Pine Island Ridge (34> 

I I I I I I I I I 
.:....::1 0:....:.·--=-:C h~a:.:..r..:..l.:..o t::...:t:..:.e-!.:..:H a:..:..r..:.b.::..o r:,___:(-=.3..:...9 :.....> ----1 ~I ~ ~~ _iZ_ ~~ 2i.l 2 8 0 1 50 1 

CHARLOTTE COUNTY 

I I I I I I I I I 
CITRUS COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

~11:..:.•--::::..:C r~v....:s-=-t .::...a 1::-....:.:R..:;..i ~v e:;..:..r---=-( ~1 3;...;.) ______ 12.Y. 2Q.I.J&.I _ll ~~ _1_Q_ 2 7 1 1 4 7 I 

.:..::12::..:.•--:..:S t~·~M.::...a r;......;:t::..:.i..;.;..n .::...s ....;..R;..:;..i ~v e __ r___..< ..:;..3 3~>----1 _!Lj_71 .J.l.l _91..1.£.1 __ll_l 8 9 1 7 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
I . I I I I I I I I 

13. Goldhead Branch Addition <UR> j_fQ_I~I....ll _fil_iZ_I 30j 225 1 35 I 
=--14~·--=U pr:;..£p=-=e~r___;B;:;..;;l;....;;;;a-=-c .;.;_k -=C;..;_r..:;..e e=-.;k~<..:;..U R~>----1 ..1.£.1.-B.I ~~ ~~ _lll .n1 _ill_j 3 7 I 

CLAY COUNTY 

I I I I I I I I I 
COLLIER COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

15. Fa k aha t c: he e 5 t rand ( 6) 1 ..11...1 ~~ _j_Q_I .-!1.1_5j_2j 8 1 1 4 J 

.:..:16::..::·~Ho::..:.r....;..r;..:;;.s~I s::..:.l~a.:..;..;nd:;___;,(..:..7.:..:6 >~-----1 ..11.. _ll.l _2_Q_I..1.£1 _z_:q _§J_j 513 1 RR 1 
~1 7....;.•-..:...:.;R o::..:o:..:.:k..:..e~r y'----=-B..::;..a y..l---.,;<~3~0 :.....> ------1 _iB_j _l_Q_j _fij .-iQ.I _lt!_j ..1..§_1 2 1 4 1 3 2 1 
.:..:1 8::..::•_..::;..5 .::...a v;...;:e;_;;_O u::..:.r-..:..E...;...;v e~r....::~.o..:;..l .=..;a d~e~s__..;..;( 2:;.,;;:2;...;...> ---1 ~~ __il_j _lil __lltj ..J_CLJ _ll_l _1&_ I 2 1 I 

I I I I I I I I I 
DADE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

19. Deering Estate Addition <48) j2Q.J..l&.l~l~l 391...iil~l 46 1 

20. East Everglades <46> 1~1~1.-!1.1-iil~l~l 246 1 43 1 

21. Miami Rockridge Pinelands <28) 1~12Q.I_ll_/-LLI~I~I~I 27 I 
22. The Barnacle Addition <80> l_ll.l~l..l&.J_llj_ll_l..l.ll 296 1 56 1 
23. Tropical Ham. of the Redlands(45) ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 57 I 

. I I I I I I I I l 
DIXIE/TAYLOR COUNTIES I I I I I I I I I 

2;;;...4.;....;.•---=-.Bl;;...;;. o~B~en~d;._,;;;,C.=..;oa;;...;:s;...;;;.t_T~r....;;;a;..;:;.c...;;..t _<~1...;..9~) ---1 _iij -LL12Q.I ~1-61 _Iii _l.LLI_ 22 I 

I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I i I I I 

25. Fort Gear g e Is 1 and ( 7 > I _lll _§]_I _iQ_I _ilj..J&.j _li.l __lli>_J 4 9 
2 6. J u l i nato n I D u r • C r • ( 6 3 > ( 5 t . Johns > _ll_l ~~ 5 3j .22.1 2£1 ~~ 3 4 9 1 6 1 1 

DUVAL COUNTY 

FLAGLER COUNTY 
I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 

=-:2 7:-:;•_..;_p r;.....:i:...:..;n~c.::...e s:...::s:......:....P.:..:l a::..:c~e_..;.,.;( 7;......;:9...:...> _____ j_ll.j -EI .M..\ ~~ _ll_! ~~ ~~ 8 5 J 

I I I I I I I I I 
FRANKLIN COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

28. Apalachicola R 8c B, Ph. I (4) j_1_§_j_31_3j_21_2lj_7J 114 1 14 1 

=-29:...:.•-.::...Ba;:;..;;l;....:;;.d_P;.....:o:;..:.i..;..;.n-=-t ....;..R~o.::...ad:;.._.;.(..:;..5.;....;7 ) _____ j..1.2.1 ~I J-§..1 ~~ .M..I _RJ 410 1 73 1 
=-.;3 0;....;;.'-.:::...D o;:;..;:gr-.......;...I .;:;...::s l;..;;:a..;..;.n.::...d ___;<-=U~R ;......> -------1 DELETED P R I 0 R T 0 RANK I N G 1---/ 
~31;....;;.'-=.;Lo:;;..;.w.;..;;;;;e.:....r.-.A~o~a.;:;...::l a;:;.;:::c:;.;.;.h-=-i c;:;..;:o;..-.l..:;..a_<.;..:::;2:...:.4~) ----1 ~~ ~l-91...iil __ll_l.2l.l 220 1 34 1 

GADSDEN COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
3.::;..;: 2:::...;'_...::;..6 a:..:d:;..;;:s-=d.=.:e n;..:.,_,.::C..:..o.::...:u n~t:.....v--.:...;6 l:.....:a:..::.d..:..e .::...5 _.;<....:..4.::...3 ~> --~ ~~ _til _ttl __2_·d ..22.1 _li_l 3 3 I I 5 9 I 

I I I I I I I I I 
GILCHRIST COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

3~3~·~W~ac~c:~a.::...sa~s:;..;;:s..:..a~F~l~a~t.::...s~(~l~l~>----- _11--6l_llj __ 51~1~1 88 6 

SULF COUNTY I I I I I I I II I 
.._3 4.-...;.'---=-S t~._..:;..J .;:;...::o s:;.,;;:e;.,c;;:..p .;.;..h ....;;;B-=a""-y _(;...:;;U..;..;.R ..;._> -----1 __ld_j _5j ....£2.1 .-i2.1 __M_j....!]_J 1 7 7 2 4 1 
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I I I I I I I I I 
3~ s:!.,!•_..::.C !.!...:h a~s~s.!::..a h:.:..!O::..::::W:..!..i ..:..:t l::....::k:...::a~S W::...:a~m..r::..o __:...:< 1~6~) ---1 _lij 3 71 .nl ~1-31 __2.Q_I 2 3 9 I 4 l I 

I I I I I I I I I 

HERNANDO COUNTY 

HIGHLANDS COUNlV I ,. I I I I I I I 
~3 6:!..!.--!.!..H 1~· gc.:h..!..l ~a n.!.!:d~s......:H~a:..:.::m.!!!..m o=:.:c~k-----=-( 1:...;4:...:..> ----1 _11. _£Q. _llj ..1.1.1 _11. ~ -11 3 1 3 
~3 7:.._!.'----!..!.:H o~l~m:..::.e.::...s ....:.A:...:..v-=-e :...:..:n u=-=e=--=-5 c:..:.r-=u:..:.b~( 7_.::;0..:..> ---1 ..lll _§_Q_I..l.il 2LI _ll.j .J!.Q.I 4 7 0 I B 1 I 

I I I , I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 

~3B~·~Co~c:..:::k~-r..=.,;oa:::.::c:..:.:h:..._:::..:Ba=-.~v:.......:..<:..:31~>------1 __il.j_Bj ill _i!_l _Ill -.lll 217 I 33 I 
::!...3 q!..!·~Y b~o~r~C 1~· t:..Ly--!..:..:A d~d:...!.i..::..t .:..:i o::..:.n:.....!.( .:..:1 8~> ____ . I _lil 9 21 _lil _lil _lil _M_I 4 7 4 j--=-8 2=---l 

I I I I I I I I I 
::::..:40~·~Wa:::.::bw::a..:.s::..:so:-...=.B::...:ea:...:c:..:.:.h__:..:< 2:-:.1..:...> ------1-91..11..1 _ll) ..l.Q.I _llj _ll_l 153 I 20 I 

I I I I I I I I I 
JEFFERSON COUNTY I I ., I I I I I I 

41. El Destine <64> 1~1~12LI~I~IJ[L 492 86 I 
42. Letchworth Mounds <60> . I_!.Q_I_llj_il_l-41~1_lll 149 I 19 I 
43. Wacissa/Aucilla R.S. <27> <Taylor> j_R _l]_l_lil__ll_I_Bj_lij 147 I 18 I 

I I I I I I I I I 
LAKE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

44. B.M.K. Ranch <3> <Orange> j_!l.j_91-41-3l_!l_j_81 47 I 3 I 
45. Emeralda Marsh <78> l_§l_j_l_Q_I_§_g_I_B_I-fl.l~l 488 I 84 I 
46. St. Johns River <50> J.JLf.I~~...!U?.. ~l_l]_I.M-1 367 1 64 I 
47. Seminole Springs/Woods <2> _21_2 _2j_6j_lj_61 19 1 1 I 
48. Silver Glen Springs <71> I_H. .21.1~1...§1.1_nl_[lj 476 I 83 I 
49. Wekiva-Ocala Con. IUR) IVolusia) l_ll_l__ll.l_lll....ll.I_M_I__iQ_I 228 I 36 I 

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY 

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY 

LEE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
50. Cayo Costa Island <37) 1~1.2d.l~l_iB_j.Jtf.j_jj_l 293 1 53 I 
51. Estero Bay (58 ) j _ll_l _iB_j2Q..j..JU..I _llj ~~ 3 57 1 6 2 I 

52. Galt lsl and <81) 1 _tl_l _§]_I 951 _iii _21_j....2i.l 549 1 RR 1 

53. Josslyn Island <52) liil__§i.j_tl_j__id_j..E.I~I 551 1 RR 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
LEVY COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

54. Andrews Tract <26) j_iLI.21..1.-ll.l~l-71~1 234 1 38 1 

55. Cedar Key Scrub <61) j__22_j.2lj~j.J!l.j_§_£1_if_l 401 1 71 1 
56. Levy County Forest/Sandhills<UR> j_3j_ll_l_1]_1 321_9j_]_g_j 125 1 16 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
"ANATEE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

::..;5 7__;,•__;:;,;E m;;.;.;;e~r..;:;..s o __ n...__.._P.;;;..;o i;...;..n;..;;.t__.;._;< 1;...:;;5...;_) ------1 _1_1 1 ..J.Q.j ..1.11 _lij _Rj i§..j 1 8 8 1 2 6 1 
I I I I I I I I I 

"ARION COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
5::..:8::;..;.•_;..;..He=-=a::...:t..:.:..he:..:.r~I.:..;sl:...::a:..:..:.n.::..d_<:...:U...:..:.R.:....) -----1 ~ _lll .-lll _ll_j..l.ij _j_Q_I 177 1 24 I 
=-5 9:.....:.•_;..;..R a=-=i:...:..:.n..:;.b o:..:.w.;......;..;.R-=-i v~e:..:..r__.;._;< 1:....:.0...;_) ------1-61_1 ~~ _£§_j..lJ?..I _4 1 _iLl 8 I 
6:;...; 0:....:;.•__;:;.;51=-=· l~v..;:;..e r;.........;...;R~i ...:....:v e:...:..r___;_< 4~7.....;..> ______ , ~~ 3 6j 3 Bj _llj_E_ij _ig_l 2 8 8 1 52 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 

6::...:1::...::.·--=-Se:...:::a:..:.b.:...r:..:.an.:..=c...:..:.h__..:.....;<4~1.:...> -------1 ~1..1..Q..I _f1_j ~~ _lll _ll_j 254 1 44 1 
6::..:2::;..;.·--=-So=-=u::...:t..:...:..h.....:S::...:a:....:...v.:..:an..:...:..n:..::.a.::..s_(:...:2..:...0.:....> -----1 ~~ ~~ 371 _LQ_I 331 _iij 203 1 30 1 

"ARTIN COUNTY 

I I I I I I I I I 
"ONROE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

=-6 3:...:::•---=-c o=-=u::.z::p-=-o.:..:...n -=B~i ..::~...:9 h:..:....:t:-.:...< .:...:1 2~>______ _llj ..n..1 _7 1 --1.1?..1 __lLI _llj 9 9 1 1 o 1 
6:;...; 4.:....:;•--=-C ~u r....;,.r-L,y_H:..:....:a:.:.:;m:.;.:,:.m..:..;o c:...:.k:...__:..< ..:...9 >:....-_____ I..J..il _lij_5j _llj _ll_l ..J..il 1 0 6 1 1 1 1 

6::::;..; 5::...::.•_:...:...K =-e v~W-=-e s:....;t=---=..S..:..;a l:.....::t=--..:...P.:..:o n~d:...:::S_..:..;( 7:....:5::....:...) ---1 _§J_j _ll_j ~I ~1..1.il.iQ.I 5 1 0 I 8 9 I 
66. North Key Largo Hammocks <1> l_j]_j_41_1j_1j_2j_ll_ll_j 2 1 

:;...;6 7;....;•_:...:...N :..:.o r--=t~h_L::....:a~y-=-t ..:..;o n~H-=-a .:.:.:..:m m.:.:...:o:....:.c..:.:..k --=--( 4:....:.0~) ---1 _lij __lil _lZ_j ~~ ~~ _li_j 2 7 2 1 4 8 1 

::::;..;6 8::...::.·--=-0 ;..;...,;h i:...::o;......;...;..K ;;;._,je v~S.:..;o u=-=t::..:..:h-...:..:< 6::..::5::....:...> -----. 1 _lil _§_i 1 B. I _li_j .21.1 _ill 4 21 1 7 6 1 
69. Sugarloaf Hammock <62> j2.Q.I_iLI__iZ_j__§_Q_j~l__9l_l 387 1 68 I 
1.:....; 0:;...:•---=...T r:....:e=-=e~-.:::..0 f.:---=L:..:..i ..:....:f e::.._....:.T..:_r =.:a c::...:t:__.:..( .=.,;6 7:.....:.>----1 ..11..1 _li_l .JLl..l _llj .E. I _l_Q_I 4 50 1 7 9 

I I I I I I I I I 
OSCEOLA COUNTY . . I I I I I I I I I 

7 1 • T h r e e L k s . I P r a 1 r 1 e L k s . ( 2 5 > 1 ..li.I..JLLI _il_l_n_j_4j _llj 2 0 8 1 31 j 
I I I I I I I I I 

PAL" BEACH COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
72. Old Leon Moss Ranch (82) l__l]_l_§_g_l_l!l_l~l_fl_l.2ll 505 1 87 1 
7 3 • Rot en be r g e r I 5 em • I n d • Lands ( 56 ) 1 ~ _lil _ll_l ~1--lJLI 21..1 3 2 9 1 58 1 
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I I I I I I I I I 
PASCO COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

!.......7 4!..!.~G 1~- l~l..:::.s_r.:...:.r-=a-=-c .::...t ....:(-=-5-=-s .:......> ------1 ..1..1. 1 _li 1 ~ 1 3 4 1 2 9 1 ~I _ilL I 4 2 1 
!...!75~.--..!!.W::..;et:::..::s:..:.t-=-on:..:..:e:..:../..::.B.:..:er~k::..:o..:...v.::...i t:..:::z;__;...( ;;..;51::...;.> ____ 1...lll ~I.Jll.l _il.j _ll.l _1&.1 284 1 51 1 

I I I I I I I I 
POLK COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

.!...!76::..:.•__:::,;Ca::..:t:....:.f.;..i..:..:sh;,:,__::C..:...r.:..:ee:...:.;k~<U:...:.R.:..:..> ______ I-8 1 _!2j_8j _B_j...ll.l-31 98 9 1 

!....:7 7....::·--=-5 a::...:d:..:::d~l-=-e ...;;:B;...;.l..:.a ;.;...;n k.:....=e;...;;.t_S-.,;c~r..;;;;.u-=-b _(....::8~> ---1-7 1..11.1 _lll _ll.l --l21 _!l_l 8 2 I 5 I 
I I I I I I I I I 

PUTNA" COUNTY I I I I " I I I I 
!....:7 8:..:.•---::.:C a:..:.r-=a..:...v e:...:l:...:.l..::..e......;R.:.::a:..:..:.n.:..:c h~<-=-U R;.:..;> _____ 1 _ll. ....iii ~~ .J&. _11._ _nl 2 9 6 I 55 

I I I I I I I 
ST. JOHNS COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

~79~·--=-5.:..:t •:...-.:..:A..:..uo:::~.:u:..:::s~t.:..:i n.;..;;e~B::...:ea;;..;;:;c~h_,;..;( 6:..:::6..:...> ___ 1 _l_i. ~~ ~~ .21. .-lll _M_I 4 42 I 78 j 

I ·1 I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I I I 
I __lli.E.I...lil _1_2_1...i2.1...il.l t 9 9 I 2 9 I 
I I I I I I I I 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
80. North Fork St. lucie <29> 

I 
I I I I I I I I 

_4 I _!_il ___li_j _u_l _li_l ..11.1 _ll_LI 12 I 
8~2::..:.·--=-G a~r-=c....:::.o.:.:..n ~P-=o..:..i :..:..;n t=---=-< -=-3 8:...:>------1 __ll_l ...lij _lil _]_Q_I _ll_l _ll.l 2 3 8 1 4 0 1 

SANTA ROSA COUNTY 
81. Blackwater River S.F.Add. (UR) 

I I I I I I I I I 
SARASOTA COUNTY I I I I I I I I 

8=-:3:..:.·-· -=-0 s::..:c:..::a:..:..r....:5:..:c:..:.:h..::..e:....:r e:..:.r---:.:...A d::...:d:..:::i...:.t-=-i o:..:.n~( .:..:U R~>--1 _ll_ _ll. ....iii _n_l ~~ ~~ 1 8 0 I 2 5 I 
8=-4.:..:.•_.:.:..W a::..:.r....:::m~M 1::...;.. n::..:e..:...r .:..:a 1::...._...::.5~p r:....:i:...;.;n:..;:Lg.;..s _<.:....:5;...;..4..:-> ---1 -lll _j_Q_ _ll_l _ll _li.j -lil 52 6 1 -~R R;..;...__ 

I I I I I I I I I 
SE"INOLE COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 

::...:8 5:..:.•--=-l o:..:w.;..::e:..:..r__,;E::...:c::..:o....:..:..n .:....;1 o;;..;;:;c;..;.;.k..;..;..h ;;..;a t:..:::c~h.;..e e----.;<;...;..4-..4 __ > --I _]_§_I 21.1 3 61 ~~ __ll_ 1 ....lll 2 3 4 1 3 9 1 
::...:8 6:..:.- ·--=-5 pa;;..;.r....::i..;..;.n.;:~...g _.;.H.;..;;;a~m.;.;.;..;m o:..:::c;..;.;.k___;...;( 3:;..;;;6..:...) -----1 B. I _flj ~~ 2l.l _i2_j _JU_I 3 9 3 1 7 0 1 
.:...;8 7....::•_..;..;..W e:::...:k.;..;;i.....;..v.;..a _.;.R.;..:.i....;...v.:....:e r---=8-=-u .:.....f f:....::e:...;...r..::..s _<.:....:U~R..:-> ---1 ~~ _i2_j ~~ _llj _ill .2Z.I 4 3 7 1 7 7 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
SU"TER COUNTY I I I I I I" I I I 

88. Carlton Half-Moon Ranch (5) j_§_Q_I_llj_li_j 63j_f_ij__l_il 3891 69 I 
8=-9;....:•_..;..;..w =...;i t:..:.;h;..:.l.;..a c::..;o~o;..:.c .:...;.,;h e:..:::e:......_;,< ;;...;53::...;.> ______ , _!§_I .B. I ~~ _lU_j ~~ __[2_j 3 8 5 6 6 1 

I I I I I I I I I 
SUWANNEE COUNTY I I I I I l I I I 

~9 0;_;.•-.:.....P e;;;..;a~c~o ,;;,...;c k.;,.,_,.;;,.S.;...;l o~u ........ o.-.h _<.._4.._9 .-.> -----1 ~~ ...lll _llj .B. I _flj.M..I . 3 58 1 6 3 1 
I I I I I I I I I 

YOLUSIA COUNTY I I I I I I I I I 
9~1:....:.·--=-G o::..;l:....:d...~-.v__,;a:..:.n::..:d-:..:B e:...:.l..:..l..:..;e m~e:..:::a:..::.d-...:..::< 5::...;.9...:..> ---1 ..ll.l _l_i.j _!dj .....lll ~121LI 3 3 2 1 6 0 1 
~9 2:...:.•_..;..5 pE;...,;.r...::;u:..::.c .:;..e _;:C;..;..r..;;..e .;..;e k..;.._.,.;.(.;..U R;..:..;> ______ j _li_l _lll...lll _7 1 __lij _ll_l 1 9 6 1 2 8 1 
9.:....;3:...;..~Vo:...:.l~u..;;..s.;....;i a=--=.E-=EL=---.;<...:..7-=-3 >:._.._ ______ , _ll_l _llj __if_j _ll_l _1d_j _ll_l 553 1 RR 1 

I I . I I I I I I I 
WAKULLA COUNTY i I I l I I I I I 

~9 4.;...;.•__;.;..W ;;;;..;.a k.;..;:u~l..;;;_l a;;;;,__,:;;S~p .;....;r i;...;..n~g..:;..s _<.;....;4..=2..;....) -----1 _llj ~~ ~~ _ll_j _rrl B.. I _ili_j 7 5 1 
I I I I I I I I I 

WALTON COUNTY I I I I I I I I l 

9.;...: 5:..:.·--=-D e::..;e:..;..r--=-L a::..;.k.:..::e--:....:P a::..:.r...:.c..;;..e =--1 ......:<....:::.6..:::..8 .:......> ----1 _hl_l _fl_j i 8 1 _li_l ~~ ..l]_j _ill_ I 7 4 I 
.;...:9 6:...:.•_...:..T o=-:o::..::s:...:.a..::....i =--1 ....:..;H~i .:....;1 l=---.:.<..:..1 .:....;7 >:._.._ _____ , _li_l _ll_j _6 1 29..! 3 7 j_5 j ..ll.Lj 1 7 1 

RR - Recommended for Removal 
<UR> - After the project name indicates project which are unranked . 
(#) - After each project name indicates the ranking on the 1989 CARL Priority 

List, 
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ADDENIXJM IV 

Florida Statewide Lan:l Acquisition Plan (FSIAP) 
Confonnance 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 matr.ix, however, is not 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 influent~ 
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 d~termining the degree of conformance 
within each FSLAP objective. Furthermore, supportive materials should be 
maintained by each agency to substantiate all subjective rating decisions. 

Similiar subjective scales will also be employed for the five FSLAP guidelines . 
These subjective scales will also be based upon quantitative or other 
measurable aspects of each project. For example,' proximity to urban areas will 
be measured in terms of the number and size of urban centers within 25 miles or 
60 miles of a project (see figure 21 in FSLAP>. Likewise, the ease of 
acquisition, the overall importance of remaining tracts, and the degree of 
local support will be subjectively rated according to quasi quantitative 
information, such as the owner's willingness to sell or the number of 
supportive letters received. 

The primary responsibilities for determining the initial degrees of conformance 
with FSLAP will be divided among the agencies as follows: 

Category 
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 
Ac:quistion 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 
DNR 
DNR 
Staff 
DNR 
DNR 

Subsequently, the liaison staff will meet to compare and discuss the subjective 
ratings for each project. Ratings which are not agreed upon by staff will be 
presented to the Committee for final determination. The Committee may also 
revise individual ratings and must approve the overall ratings by majority 
vote. 
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FLORIDA STATEWIDE LAND ACQUISITION PLAN 
Excerpted Objectives, Guidelines, and "easures 

CHAPTER III: ACQUISITION OBJECTIVES 

A. Natural Coaaunities 

Identify, acquire, and protect exatples of those Natural Coaaunities and their subtypes that: (1) are inadequately 
represented on protected lands in Florida, or (2) represent the best reaaining exatples of each of Florida's Natural 
Cotaunities and their subtypes, Mith priority given to those coaaunities or subtypes Nhich are aost endangered or 
rarest. 

B. Forest Resources 

Acquire lands to: (1) aaintain representatives of the various forest or tiaber types, and (2) to conserve and aaintain 
Florida's forests so as to perpetuate their environaental, econoaic, aesthetic and recreational values; giving special 
consideration to aanageable forests that have incoae producing potential, Mhich helps defray tanageaent costs, and to 
upland forests that help aeet the resource-based recreational needs of Florida's groMing population. 

(' 

C. Vascular Plants 

Identify, acquire, and protect sites Nhich contain rare, endangered, and threatened plant species, Mith priority given 
to those sites that are: (1) critical to their survival, or (2) are not critical but contain iaportant asseablages of 
rare or endangered species. 

D. Fish and Wildlife 

Acquire lands that: (1) are critical to the survival of endangered and threatened aniaals, (2) represent significant 
colonial bird nesting sites, or (3) are necessary to •aintain the state's native aniaal species diversity. 

E. Fresh Water Supplies. 

1. Acquire protective buffers along the Special Water category of Outstanding Florida Water rivers and lakes. 

2. Acquire areas around first aagnitude springs, including the spring run for an appropriate distance. Second 
tagnitude and saaller springs should be incorporated, Mhenever 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 on specific Save Our Rivers acquisitions that have attributes desired for CARL acquisitions should 
be considered as potential cooperative acquisition projects Mith the state's Mater tanageaent districts. 

F. Coastal Resources 

1. Acquire undeveloped barrier islands, spits, peninsulas, coral or liaerock keys, and tainland seashores to conserve 
their significant natural, recreational, and aesthetic attributes, with priority given to projects that: 

a. Contain representative exaaples of various physiographic coastal for1s. 
b. Include entire islands, long stretches of aainland beaches, entire widths of coastal barriers, or include 

natural inlets. 
c. Are associated Mith sensitive estuarine syste•s, particularly those that are designated aquatic preserves. 

2. Acquire upland and Netland buffers to protect the State's significant coatercial and recreational saltwater 
fisheries, particularly those fisheries Mhich are designated State Aquatic Preserves, National Estuarine or "arine 
Sanctuaries, Areas of Critical State Concern, Special Water category of Outstanding Florida Water, or Departtent of 
Environaental Regulation (DER) Class II Waters. 

3. Acquire upland and Metland buffers to protect the State's 1ost significant reef cottunities, particularly those 
areas Nhich are Nithin or adjacent to designated Areas of Critical State Concern, State Aquatic Preserves, State 
Parks, and National "arine or Estuarine Sanctuaries, Wildlife Refuges, Parks, or Seashores. 
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6. Seologic Features 

Identify, acquire, and protect exa1ples of geological exposures, fortations, and outcrops that1 (1) are inadequately 
represented on public lands in Florida, or (2) represent the best exa1ples of those features in the state. 

Inventory and evaluate the geologic features on public and private lands. The FNAI, because of its suitable data bas! 
structure, should coordinatt with the Dtpart•ent of Natural Rtsourct's Bureau of Geology, the Soil Constrvation Servi~~ 9 
various speleological organizations, and others to develop an inventory of the state's 1ost 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 works of individuals. 

I. Outdoor Recreational Res~urces 

1. Acquire lands which help teet needs identified in Florida's statewide co1prehensive outdoor recreation plano 

2. Identify, acquire, and protect lands that: C1) enhance the representational balance of natural and historic 
resources within the state park and reserve syste1s, or 12> contain prite exatples of the state's natural and 
historic resources. 

3. Acquire lands for fish and wildlife oriented outdoor recreation, with etphasis on the acquisition of additional 
wildlife 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 1eet identified outdoor 
recreation needs, with e1phasis on those tracts that are Mithin planning regions or near urban areas of greatest 
need as deter1ined by the co1prehensive outdoor recreation plan. 

CHAPTER IV: LAND ACQUISITION GUIDELINES AND THE PLANNING PROCESS 

11) Prefer projects Mith resources of stateNide or regional i1portance, 

(2) Prefer the aore endangered and vulnerable projects that are in i11ediate danger of loss to so1e other use. 

(3) Prefer projects with ecologically intact syste1s that have 1ini1al disturbances and can be feasibly 1anaged t~ 
conserve the resource for Mhich they are to be acquired. 

(4) Give special consideration to inholdings and other lands which Mould enhance 1anage1ent or protection of 
existing state lands Nith i1portant resources. 

(5) 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. 

NOTE: The foregoing represents excerpts fro• the Florida StateNide Land 
Acquisition Plan !FSLAP). Taken out of context, the precise aeaning of these objectives, guidelines, and 
1easures aay be aisconstrued. Therefore, the FSLAP and the FSLAP Technical Report and Appendices should be 
c.onsulted for further details. 
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~ 
N 
I.J1 

Evaluation 11atrix for the CARL Projects 'Dece1ber 1989) 

c:ory Natural Forest r~~scular F~~~ and Fresh Water Coastal Se 
Co11unities Resources Plants Wildlife Resources Resources Re 

r
- -------- -. 

Project I 1 2 I 1 2a 2b I 1 2 I 1 2 3 I 1 2 3 4 I 1 2 3 
Na1e 

1. Seli ~ole s~r--;-- " I H -~1N-;;-r H N " N 11 N 11 I N N N 

-
ologicil Historical Outdoor 
sources Resources Recrution Sui de lines 
--- -
1 2 1a 1b 1 2a 2b 3 4 1 Ci 2 3 4 5 

--- - -
- L H N L 11 " 11 N H N 11 11 L l L 

2.N. Key Largo! H H 
--+-----r----r-----

"N L 11 H HNHINNNNI11 H H 
--- - -
" " H N L H H L l H H 11 H H N 

- --+------+--------+-------~---

3.B.H.K. Ranchl 11 H H L H N L I 11 L 11 I L L N L I N N N N l L N L 11 H 11 N 11 N 11 11 L L 
1---- -+ -- ----+------- ---+· --- -

4.Fakahatchee H H l L l H H I H N 11 I N N N L I N N N L L H N L H H 11 N H H 11 H H N 

H r-;--l ~'"· H 5.Saddle Blkt.l H N N 
---
N N l N l " " L N H N 11 H N N 

r-------------r---- +----- -------- -
6.Waccasassa L L H H H N N N N L l H N L N L 11 N H N l 11 N N 

~S"LI1artin;-fl- ---;--L L N L I N N H 
-

L l H N " " L 11 L 11 N 11 H l N 

B.Rainbow Riv.l 11 --L-rH--L-~~~- N I L N L N N 
.._. ---- '-. 

H " H N L H H L N H N PI L N N 
-+- ---+-----+ ---- ------- ---·-1--

9.Catfish Cr. H H H L 11 11 H I 11 L H N N H H L -N 
" H 

H L N H N H H N L 
~-------------~--------------~---------+------ ----- -

~oup~n Bight~- H I L N L J~--"Qi N 11 E 
ll.Curry Ha1. H H H N 11 I L H 11 N 11 N 
----- -- ______ i__ ___ ----- -----

l2.Blackwater 11 L HH Hl11 NILLLILNNI1 

H H L N L H H L 11 H H 11 " H N 
----- -
L L " N L 11 H L L H H 11 H N N 
------ --
" H L N L H " 11 N L N 11 11 H L 

~3.Highlands H. I H -t -----·-------·-----L 11 I t1 N 11 I N N N L I H N " 11 L H 
----- -·----- ---
L L " N L H N L N tl N L " H N 

~ -----L--------L---------L--------~--- ----·-'------ ---

~Acreage not purchased or under option. 
*Cost based on values in 1989 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

Additionil I hx Acq. Eue Loul 
Size Viluea IOtmer Ni 11 Support Notes 1 

I 

I 

I 

. I 

-- - I 

14857 16,671,000 36 " L I 

I -1679 14,161,000 100 " H 
- -

3855 4,884,000 50 " L 

27307 10,922,000 8800 H L 

870 411,000 20 " L 
-

44846 6,183~000 2 H H 
. 

11068 5,270,000 18 H H 
. 

' 1473 2,918,000 6 H " 
5951 1,327,000 17 L 

580 1,085,000 155 " " 
390 5,196,000 4 H H 

2606 1,677,000 12 L 

5571 1,958,000 10 " H 
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+:-­
N 
(j'\ 

r-·---------·-r------ r---· 

Category Nit ural Forest Yascul ar Fish and Fresh Mater Coastal Geological Historical Outdoor 
Coaauni ties Resources Plants Wildlife Resources Resources Resources Resourcei Recrtation 

- --- ..__ ___ 
r--- ----- r-------------

OBJ. 
Project I 1 2 1 2a 2b 1 2 1 2 3 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 2 1a lb l 2a 2b 3 4 

Naae 
---- r------

14.Apa.-Phase I " " H 11 H H H 11 l H H l N H " H H H H H N L 11 " H N 
-- .- -- -· 

15.Sebastian Cr " " H l " N N H l H N N N H " H l l . l l N 11 H H L L 
~- - -
16.Levy County H H H H H N l 

" l " 
N l H l N N N H H l N H H H H N 

·- -----
l7. Topsail Hi 11 H H H l H " H H N H N N H . N H L L H H " N H H H L H 

- r---- ·- -
lB.Wacissa/Auc. " H H l " N l H N 11 H H N H N N N H H H N L H H 11 N 

- --1------1--·--- ------ --
19.LetchNorth N N L N l N N L N l N N N N N N N l L H N L H H L N 

- -
20.Nabasso Bch. " " L N L L l 11 N H N N N N H " l L L L N H H H L H 

-- -----· -
21.S.O.Everglds 11 " H L l 11 H H L H N N N L N N N L L H N L 11 H H N 

---------·- ----- -- -
22.Big Bend H " H H " L l 11 H 11 N N N l H H " L L H N L 11 11 11 H 

--- -- -------
23. St. Joe. Bay H H H l " H H H H 11 N N N N H H H l l H 

. " 11 H H l H 
- -

24.Heather lsl. " " H 11 " l " 11 l H N N N H N N N L L l L L L " 11 N 
-1----·--- ---- ------ ------

25.0s. Scherer H L L l l N N 11 H 11 N N N N N N N L L l N L H 11 L N 
----- -- -

2b.Eaerson Pt. L N N N N N N 11 N l N N N N N N N· l L H N L N l L L 
-- -·---- --- -

_._ ___ 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
*Cost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

Tix Acq. Eue Local Additional 
Guidelines Size Value* tOwner Nill Support Notes 

1 ca 2 3 4 5 

H H N H 11 N 556 4,231,000 100 L L 
-

H N H H N H 4213 3,257,000 8 H 

11 N H H N N 54544 16,524,000 52 " 
i 

I 

H l H H N 11 1460 17,450,000 7 " " I 

H N N 11 H N 7400 399,450 "'10 L L 
! 

-
H N L L L N 463 379,000 2 

I 

H l 
I -

H L H H L N 153 9,946,000 12 " H 
-

H H 11 11 H N 75566 17,710,000 >23000 " l 
~ 

H N L 11 H l 11676 3,461,000 33 L I 

I 
I 

H N 11 H 11 N 3383 6,318,000 11 L 
-
11 N L L H N 9958 13,997,000 3 " 

I 

I 

11 N H 11 H H 892 2,172,000 2 H 
I 
I - -

11 N L L L l 360 2,844,000 3 H H 
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+:-­
N 
-.....! 

- --- ------ ----- ----------r------- -· 
~ategory Natural Forest Vascular Fish and Fresh Nater Coastal Geological Hi storicil Outdoor 

COIIUOiti es Resources Plants Wildlife Resources Resources Resources Resources Recreation 
-----·----

.._ ____ ---- --
OPJ. 

Project I 1 2 1 2a 2b 1 2 1 2 3 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 2 h 1b l 2a 2b 3 4 
Nue 

- ---------- --1---· 

27.Hia•i Rock. H H H N L H H L N L N N N N N N N l l l N N N " L N 
·--· 

2B.Spruce Creek l l L L l N N L L. H N N N l " " l l . l " N " H " l H 

·--· -----
29. N.F. St. lucie l l l l l L N l N L N N N l N N N l l l N " " " l N 

-
30.S. Savannas " H l L l " " l N l N N N N N N N l L N N l H H l N 

31.Th.lks/P,lks " " l l H N N H L t1 N N N N N N N l L 11 N l " H H N 
1--· -----
32.Rookery Bay " H l N l N l H L t1 N N N N H H " N l H N H H H L H 

·----·- ---
33.Cockroach B. L " L N l N L l l l N N N N N H H " " H N l L " L N 

- -- -
34.Lott.Apalach. L H l t1 L t1 " L N 11 l N N H N H H H H H N L K H H N 

----- r-· -
35.6oldhead Br. H " H L l L L H L H N N N N N N N l l N N N H H l N 

·-
f36.Wekiva-Ocala L " " 11 

11 N N " " " H N H H N N N l l 11 N H l " H N 
i 
I - -
i37.Up.Black Cr. H " H H H N L H L H N N N N N N N l l l N H H " H N 
~ 
I 

: 3B.Andrews Trt. " . " 11 L " N l L N L l N N H N N N N l " N l N H H N 
-· -

39.Lower Econ. L N H H " N N " " " N N N H N N N L l H N H L l H N 
~--- -------- r----·- ----·- ------r-------1-------- -

40.6arcon Point H H l l l L L L N H N N N N N H H l l H N 
l " H l N 

- -----

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
*Cost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

hx Acq. Ene Locil Additi onil 
Sui de lines Sin Value tOwner Mill Support Notes 

1 ca 2 3 4 S 

H N H H N H 290 5,616,000 32 " L 

l N l " " " 1718 2,675,000 9 " 
l N " l " l 1350 6,006,000 3 H " 
" N H " H l 2243 10,928,000 >100 " H 

H N " H H N 8944 s,on,ooo 10 " " 
H N K H H N 10853 13,756,000 200 L H 

H N H H N H 730 233,000 3 H " 
H H N H H N 7431 1,902,000 12 l L 

l N H H H L 405 607,000 2 " 
H H H H H l 12070 10,688,000 27 H 

H N L H N l 8052 12,235,000 6 H 

t1 l L 11 " N 1200 242,000 2 H L 

H N " " l " 15168 16,653,000 1 H L 

H l l H N N 2560 1,800,000 21 " " 
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+=' 
N 
00 

------- ---- ------·--- ---·-r------- --r--
Category Natunl For!s 

Co11unities Resourc 
Vascuhr I F 

es 1 Plants N 
ish and Fresh Nater Coashl S!ological Historic ill Outdoor 
ildlife Resources Resources Resources Resources Recrution Guidelines 

--~---- ------ -------- ----- r-------- - -------·-~· 
OBJ. 

Project I 1 2 1 2a 2 2 ·3 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 2 la 1b 1 2a 2b l 4 1 ca 2 3 4 5 
Na•e 

------- ..___ _____ ----r------ -- ----- -
4l.Chassahowit. " H l L N 11 N L N H N " L l l " N L N H tt N 11 N H H H N 
~·--- -- ----- -------- -------------- -----
42.6ills Tract l L l N 11 N L N N N N " L l L . L L N L L l L 11 l N l l N L 

-- ---- - - - r-· - -
43.E.Everglades l " L L N H N N N H N N N N l " N l l H H N H L H 11 11 11 

--~-- ---- ---- ___ _... -
44.Seabranch " L H N N t1 N N N N L H l l L l N l H H l N 11 N H tt H N 

- -- -------·-·------- ----- -- -
45.San Felasco l l L L l L N N N N N N N l l " N N N l l N l N n " H l 

--- -------- -- ------- -
46.Deering Est. " l 11 l N L N N N N N l L l L H N . N H H l N H N H H tt H 

------- ~----- ------· --- ---- --
47.Crystal Riv. " H L L N 11 11 H N L L H H " H H N l " H H N H N tt tt H N 
------- ------.,.__ ___ --- ------- --- --------· 
4B.N.Layton Haa " " t1 N N 11 N N N N " " H " " L N L " H l l H H " H " N 

---r------- ----r-·---- --- -
49.Ft.Seorge Is l L H N " " N N N N N H H L l H H l L " l N H N H " H H 
------- --- ·-----r------- ------ -
SO.Char. Harbor L L L N I L n N N N N N H H " " L - N 

l " H l N H l 11 11 l l 
-· ---
5l.Netstone/Ber L L L L H 'N I 11 N L N N N N N " L " " L N L N " L l L N H H N L 

- --· ----------- ------r------- ----- -------r--
52.Silver River " " t1 L H L. I L N L H H N L N N N " H " N L H H l N H N H H H l 

--- -- - -
53.Cayo Costa " " L N " l l N N N N H H " l " H N H n H l H H l H H H l 

-- ---- -- ---- ------------·----
54.Paynes Prai. L " L N L N L N N N L N N N l H H N l H H l N H N 11 H H l 

---- ------ ..__ _____ ~------ ·- ------ ._ _________ 

· =Acreage not purchased or under option. 
tCost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

hx Acq. Eue Loc&l Additional 1 

Size Yaluet tOwner Mill Support Notn I 

I 

1 

J 
6700 4,632,000 26 L l I 

I 

i 
101 2,644,000 2 H L 

I 

- . 
71920 14,384,000 >100 " l 

910 7,458,000 2 H H 

1454 2,646,000 4 " 
27 571,000 3 H H 

5103 4,886,000 50 L H 

94 747,000 16 " L 

. 302 2,386,000 67 H " 
5356 2,302,000 25 l " 
3460 3,228,000 s H l 

902 13,294,000 4 H H I 

I 

369 5,841,000 400 " H 

6232 7,491,000 73 l l 
- - -
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+:-­
N 
1..0 

r--·---r------- r-·------- -----
Citegory Nitur il Forest Vascula r 

---.,.---- ----------
Fish and Fresh Water Coastal Seologiul · Historiul Outdoor 

Co11uni ties Resources Plants Nildlife Resources Resources Resources Resources Recreation 

~:r 
- -------- ---

OBJ. 
Project I 1 2 1 2a 2b 1 2 
Nan 
-·- - ------

---- -· 

1 2 3 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 2 1a lb 1 2a 2b 3 4 

---- -·------ -----
5S.Caravelle L L " " " N N t1 L l N N l H N N N L L " N " " L 11 N 

--- ---- ---- - ·--· 
56.Barnacle Add L L l N l N l N N l N N N N N L l " H " N L H H N N 

--- ----- ----- -- -
57.Trop.Hataock H H H N l 11 H l N L N N N N N N N L L " N N N " L N 

- ------- -·--- ---------~- -
5B.Rotenberger N L N N N N N l N L N N N L N N N· N N L N N N L H N 

---·- --- ----- -
59.Sadsden Slds H H H l l " H l N 11 N N N N N N N " H " N L H H l N 

- ---------- - -----~·--- -
bO.Soldy/Belle. L L N N N N N L N l N N N N L " " l L " N L 11 " l N 

- -- ----1--·--- --·---
bl.Jul/Durbin N L H H H " l L N L N N N N N N N L N " N l N " 11 N 

- ------1--·---- .._ _____ --- - ------
62.Estero Bay L " N N N N N 11 l " N N N N N H L N L H N L 11 " L N 

- ------ ~·---- ----- ---
63.P!acock Slo. " H " l l N L 11 N L N l N H N N N H H H N " L H L N 

---- r-· --
64. St. Johns Ri v N l 

" l 
l N N 11 N N N N N L N N N N N H N L L " " N - ----~-65.11ullet Creek L N N N l N N 
-- --

____ 1 ____ -
l N L N N N N N H H 11 L N N L N L l N 
----- - -- -

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
$Cost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

·-
Tax Acq. Ease Loci! Addi tionll 

Guidelines Size Yaluet IONner Will Support Notes 

1 ca 2 3 4 5 

L N L 11 11 N 6037 3,372,000 7 L 
j 

11 N H L H H 7 3,463,000 1 " H I 

J 

H N H 11 N H 209 4,400,000 20 " L 

11 N L 11 H N 20005 4,441,000 )700 " L 

H N 11 H N N 1800 456,000 1l " L 

11 N H l 11 11 716 445,000 2 " l 

11 N H 11 N 11 3300 2,792,000 5 " H 
--
H L H 11 H L 6645 20,784,000 85 " H 

-
H l L H H N 580 358,000 8 " L 
--
11 N " H 11 N 8290 1,022,000 3 " I L 

L N H L N N 200 131,000 5 " H 
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~ 
w 
0 

- ------- -------r------ ----- r-·------- --- --
Category Natural Forest Vascul if fish and Fresh Mater Coashl Seologicil Historical Outdoor 

CDIIUnities Resources Plants Nildlife Resources Resources Resources Resources Recreation 
--- ---·-- ---

DBJ. 
Project I 1 2 1 2a 2b 1 2 1 2 3 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 2 1a 1b 1 2il 2b 3 4 
Na•e 

----- -·----1-------
.._ ______ -----1--·--·-·- -----

66.Withlacooch. N N H L t1 N N l N L N N N L N N H L L " H L N " t1 N 
---- ------· -

67.Lochloosa L L H H H N N 
" l " 

t1 N t1 l N N N N l H N l N H t1 N 

--~· ---1-· 

6B.Sugarloaf " l l N l " " t1 L l N N N N H " H " " l N H H H l " -- ------ -
69.Ca.Half-Hoon l " H H H N L t1 N l N L' N H N N N l l " N t1 N " t1 N 

·-1---- - -- ---·-
70.Spring Ha1. L " t1 N l N l L N l N N l L N N N l L l N l N " L N 

~--- ----
71. Cedar t:ey " " l L " N L l N t1 N N N N " H H N H " N l l " t1 N 

- - - - -
72. Brev. Tur. Bch " " L N l H l H N H N N N N H " L l l N N . H H H L H 

-------- -
73.Bald Point H H " " " L " l N H N N H N H " H l L H N H H H L H 

------ - -
74.Deer Lake H H H H N L H H L H N N H L H L l H H " . N H H H L H 
1--·------ --------- --- ~----

75.Nakulli Spgs " " H L " N l H N H H l N H N N N H H L N l H H l N 

- ----- - .____, ---- -
76.Dhio Key So. L N l N l N N t1 H L N N N N l " H " " l N H H " l " ------ -- ----------------------

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
$Cost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. 

Tax Acq. Ease local Additional 
Sui de lines Size Value IDwner Mill Support Notes 

1 ca 2 3 4 5 

t1 N l t1 H N 3900 5,604,000 45 L " 
H N t1 t1 N l 5272 1,469,000 1 H H 

H H t1 t1 H N 2556 4,170,000 80 L l 

t1 N L t1 H N 9500 656,000 17 H L 

H N H t1 H t1 225 2,147,000 14 " H 

t1 N L H t1 N 1850 684,000 6 " " 
H N t1 H t1 l 12 2,160,000 l H H 

H N L H N l , 4673 5,182,000 69 " L 

H L H H H N 1855 8,418,000 3 " l 

H N l H L l 465 282,000 2 L H 

H H H t1 N N 21 175,000 1 l " 
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r--------,- ----.-----
Cateoory I Natural Forest ~scular 

Cottunities Resources Plints 

OBJ. 
Pro j ect I I 1 2 I 1 2 a 2b I 1 2 

roo----

Fish and Fresh Water Coastal Geological Historical Outdoor hx Acq. EiSe local Additional : 
Wildlife Resources Resources Resourcn Resources Recrtation 6uidelinu Sin Value tDMner Mill Support Notes 
-- -

1 2 3 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 2 1a 1b 1 2i 2b 3 4 1 Ci 2 3 4 S 
Nate I 

I_ ·----- - - -
77.Wekiva River L 

~ 
N 

78. St. Aug. Bch. " N L 

l l l H N N H H N N l · L l N l l " L N l H L 11 11 N 4930 NOT AVAIL. NOT AVAIL. l 
-----~----- - -
l N 11 N N N N " L L l L l N H 11 L L H l N 11 l N 11 112 3,477 ,ooo l H l 
---·- ------ ----·-- -· 

79. Tree-of-Life L L l H l N L N N N N " " " " " " N " " H L l H H 11 H N N 243 2,204,000 7 l 
- -- - --~· 

80. St. 11ichaels " H " L l N 11 N N H N H " " l l l N H 11 " L 11 11 N H 11 N t1 362 7,253,000 1 H l 
·- - -

.p.. B1.Hohes Ave. H " H N w 11 N 11 N N N N N N N l " l N l H H l N H N 11 H 11 N 900 1,795,220 2000 l l 

........ ----- -
82.Ybor City Adl N N I N N N I N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N H l " H N N 11 N L N 11 H 0.6 448,450 1 H H 

--- --------~· -
B3.Silver Glen " " " l -~~-~ -
84.Eteralda Ha. L L L l l N N 

11 N 11 N H N 11 N N N H H H N H 11 " L N H N l 11 H N 4020 2,385,000 3 l 
----·---~· -------· --

tl L L N N N 11 N N N " " L N l N " 11 N 11 N 11 l N N , 12200 U2,1l8,000 100 l L 
-- - ---

.85.Princess Pl. L " " l H I N N 11 N 11 N N N N N H L L l H . H 
" l l l N H N l 11 11 N 2560 2,739,000 25 " l 

- --------- r---
Bb.El Destino L N H " H I N N L N 11 N N N N N N N l l H H l H H 11 N H N N l N l 4100 625,000 2 H " ------ - - - -
87. Old leon t1o. L L L L l I N l l N l N N N 11 N N N N N " N l N l H N L N H l l N 3270 1,3J5,000 4 H H 

~ --- - ---
88. Canaveral L " l L H I N N 

89.Key Nest Sa. L " l N 

11 N L N N N H N N N N N L N 
l " ~ ~NI"NH"NN 2500 5, 717 ,ooo 5 " H 

---- --- --- r--·---- -
11 L L N N N N N " H " L L N L tl 11 L N L H H L L 11 407 5, 724,000 19 " H 
- - ______ ..___ 

=Acreage not purchased or under option. 
tCost based on values in 1986 CARL Annual Report, not necessarily tax assessed values. Page 7 



I 

432 



AOOENDtlM v 

Florida Natural ~ Invento:cy Evaluation Matrix 
1989 CARL Proposals 

433 



To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

FLORIDA NATURAL AREAS INVENTORY 

254 E. Sixth Avenue Tallahassee, Florida 32303 (904) 224-8207 

MEMORANDUM 

Land Acquisition Selection Committee Members 
LASC Liaison Staff 

Jim Muller, FNAJ}K. 
March 15, 1989 (/ 

Natural Resources Evaluation Matrix for 1988-89 CARL proposals 

Attached is the Natural Resources Evaluation Matrix for the 1988-89 Conservation 
and Recreation Lands (CARL) proposals. Forty-one iiew proposals, nine former 
proposals, and twenty-nine Save Our Coast (SOC) projects are being considered. 
The information in the matrix is from the applications, the FNAI data base, and 
FNAI staff comments. For the SOC projects being considered for transfer to CARL, 
the SOC 1988 Annual Report was also used. Only the unpurchased parcels of these 
SOC projects were addressed, 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. Preceding the matrix is a table of the proposals ordered by FNAI­
suggested Ecological Priority. An alphabetical list of the proposals with Ecological 
Priorities is also attached for your convenience. 

Natural Communities (NCs) listed in the Natural Resources Values/Comments column 
are based on the FN AI data base, inspection of 1972-73 aerial photographs or aerials 
from proposals, and information in the proposals. In some cases the Natural 
Community for a proposal was not in the FNAI data base and could not be 
definitely determined from aerial photographs; in these cases, Natural Community 
names are followed by"?". The first listing of each Natural Community is followed 
by the FNAI-assigned global and state rank for that community (G/S). Thereafter, 
an asterisk is used to delineate globally/state imperiled communities (G2, S2 or 
higher). The approximate areal percent each Natural Community encompasses of a 
proposed site was roughly estimated from aerial photographs and is listed after the 
Natural Community name for each proposal. 

The species information in the Natural Resources Values/Comments column is 
classified according to whether it came from the FNAI data base ("EOs" =Element 
Occurrences) or from the applications ("reported"). In certain cases the location 
data for occurrences was not precise enough to determine if the occurrence was on 
the proposal or near 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) are given with the first mention of species FNAI considers rare or 
threatened (G3, S3 or higher). Thereafter, globally or state imperiled species (G2, 
S2 or higher) are denoted by an asterisk. A rank/status explanation sheet is 
attached. Some occurrences of species and communities were previously included in 
the FNAI data base and ranked by FNAI; these occurrence ranks (excellent, good, 
fair, poor) are enclosed in parentheses following the community or species name. 

We tried to note if a proposal was contiguous with federal or state lands or within 
an Aquatic Preserve. All of the Florida Keys are a designated Area of Critical 
State Concern. 

We have assigned a tentative Ecological Priority to each proposal based on 
information submitted and the FNAI data base. Ranks were based on rarity and 
apparent quality of the Natural Communities in a proposal, and then adjusted based 
on rare/endangered species occurring on the site and perceived threats to a site. 
In general, proposals with extensive salt marshes, mangroves, or other wetlands that 
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Eval. Matrix memo 
March 15, 1989 
Page Two 

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. Two separate summaries of the Ecological Priority assigned 
to proposals is attached. In the first summary, proposals are sorted by Ecological 
Priority, then county, then name. The second summary is an alpha beticallisting of 
proposals with the Ecological Priority listed next to the proposal name. Six 
proposals received a High Ecological Priority, and six proposals received a medium­
high priority. We would like to assess at least these 12 proposals. 

FNAI also has information on Endangered/Threatened species possibly occurring on 
the sites and records for those species and communit'1es known to occur on-site. 
This information was not included in the matrix because of its bulk. 

Please call me if you have any questions concerning the information presented 
here. I would also appreciate addi tiona I biological information for the sites. 

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. - Aqua tic Preserve 
FGFWFC or GFC - Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission 
WMA - Wildlife Management Area 
WMD - Water Management District 
USF\VS - US Fish and Wildlife Service 
NWR - National Wildlife Refuge 
NF - National Forest 

[jwm \carl\8889prop\evalmtx l.mem] 
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HIGH -
Sebastian Crk (BREV) 
Ward Ridge {GULF) 
Levy Co. Sandhills 

(LEVY) 
Jupiter Ridge (PALM) 
Catfish Creek (POLK) 
Reedy Creek (POLK) 

MEDIUM-HIGH 

Gold Head Branch 
Addn. (CLAY) 

Upper Black Crk (CLAY) 
St. Joseph Peninsula 

(GULF) 
Suwannee Trails (HAM!) 
Walker Ranch (OSCE) 
Blackwater-Eglin 

Connector (SANT) 

MEDIUM 

San Felasco Addn. 
(ALAC) 

Shell Island (BAYX) 
Sebastian Inlet Add. 

(North) (BREV) 

FLORIDA NATURAL AREAS INVENTORY 

Ecological Priorities for the 1988-1989 CARL Proposals 
(proposals within each category are arranged by 

county and then alphabetically by proposal name) 

Don Pedro Isl. (CHAR) 
Barefoot Beach (Lely 

Add. ) ( COLL) 
Itchetucknee Addn. 

North (COLU) 
Cedar Point (DUVA) 
Dog Island (FRAN) 
Chassahow. & Weeki 

Wachee Coastal 
Wetlands (HERN) 

Fisheating Crk Tract 
(HIGH) 

Sebastian Inlet Addn. 
(South) (INDI) 

Wekiva-Ocala 
Connector (LAKE) 

Charlotte Harbor 
South (LEEX) 

Levy Co. Forest (LEVY) 
Heather Island (MARl) 
Orange Springs (MARl) 
Rodriquez Key (MONR) 
Twelve Mile Swamp 

(STJO) 
Avalon Tract (STLU) 
Hutchinson Isl. (Blind 

Creek) (STLU) 
Hutchinson Isl. (Green 

Turtle Beach) (STLU) 

Blackwater River SF 
Addn. ( SANT) 

Oscar Sherer SRA 
Addn. · (SARA) 

Wekiva River Buffers 
(SEMI) 

Lighthouse Point 
(VOLU) 

Spruce Creek (VOLU) 
Grayton Beach East 

Addn. (WALT) 
Grayton Dunes (WALT) 

MEDIUM-LOW 

Brevard County 
Beaches (BREV) 

Cherie Down Park Addn~ 
(BREV) 

Turtle Run (BROW) 
Lemon Bay (CHAR) 
Oleta River (DADE) 
Washington Oaks 

(FLAG) 
Lake Louisa SP Addn. 

(LAKE) 
Waccasassa Bay SP 

Inholding (LEVY) 

Orange Springs Historic 
Site (MAR!) 

Alex's Beach (MART) 
Fletcher Beach (MART) 
Ben Pilot Point (PASC) 
Caravelle Ranch (PUTN) 
Anastasia State Park 

Addition (STJO) 
Guana River (STJO) 
Great Blue Heron 

Rookery (SANT) 
Lake George SE (VOLU) 
St. Marks Hist. Site 

Addn. (WAKU) 

LOW -
Indialantic Beach 

Addn. (BREV) 
Clam Pass (COLL) 
Pennsuco Parcel (DADE) 
Gasparilla Isl. Addnse 

(LEEX) 
Lake ~eir Prope (MARI) 
Matecumbe Beach (MONR) 
Eagle Bay Marsh (OKEE) 
Fort Pierce Inlet 

Addn . ( STLU) 

March 15., 1989 

Fort Pierce Se Jetty 
Park Addn. (STLU) 

Surfside Addns. (STLU) 
Itchetucknee Addn. 

West (SUWA) 
Florida Trails (multi­

county) 

LOW-NONE 

Mexico Beach (BAYX) 
Santa Clara et al 

Tract (BAYX) 
. N. Beach Addns. (BROW) 
Posner Tract (BROW) . 
N. Shore Open Space 

(DADE) 
Lake Jackson Tackle 

Shop (LEON) 

NONE -
Tampa Union Station 

(HILL) 
Cedar Key Parcel (LEVY) 

NONE ASSIGNED 

American Beach (NASS) 



-

ECOLOGICAL PRIORITIES FOR 1988-89 CARL PROPOSALS 
Proposed by Florida Natural Areas. Inventory (89/03/15) 

Name Ecol. Priorities County 

Alex's Beach [SOC] Medium-low Martin 
American Beach None assigned Nassau 
Anastasia State Park Addn. Medium-low St. Johns 
A val on Tract [SOC] Medium St. Lucie 
Barefoot Beach (Lely Add.) [SOC] Medium Collier 
Ben Pilot Point Medium-low Pasco 
Blackwater-Eglin Connector Medium-high Santa Rosa 
Blackwater River State Forest Addn. Medium Santa Rosa 
Brevard County Beaches [SOC] Medium-low Brevard 
Car a velle Ranch .Medium-low Putnam 
Catfish Creek High Polk 
Cedar Key Parcel None Levy 
Cedar Point Medium Duval 
Charlotte Harbor South Medium Lee 
Chassahowitzka & Weeki Wachee Wetlands Medium Hernando 
Cherie Down Park Addition Medium-low Brevard 
Clam Pass [SOC] Low Collier 
Dog Island Medium Franklin 
Don Pedro Island Complex [SOC] Medium Charlotte 
Eagle Bay Marsh Low Okeechobee 
Fishea ting Creek Medium Highlands 
Fletcher Beach [SOC] Medium-low Martin 
Florida Trail Corridors Low (Multi-county) 
Fort Pierce Inlet Add. [SOC] Low St. Lucie 
Ft. Pierce So. Jetty Park Add. [SOC] Low St. Lucie 
Gasparilla Island Additions [SOC] Low Lee 
Gold Head Branch Addition Medium-high Clay 
Grayton Beach East Add. [SOC] Medium Walton 
Grayton Dunes [SOC] Medium Walton 
Great Blue Heron Rookery ·Medium-low Santa Rosa 
Guana River [SOC] Medium-low St. Johns 
Heather Island Medium Marion 
Hutchinson lsi. (Blind Creek) [SOC] Medium St. Lucie 
Hutchinson lsi. (Green Turtle Beach) [SOC] Med.ium St. Lucie 
Indialantic Beach Addn. [SOC] Low Brevard 
Itchetucknee Addi.tion North Medium Columbia 
ltchetucknee Addition West Low Suwannee 
Jupiter Ridge High Palm Beach 
Lake George SE Medium-low Vol usia 
Lake Jackson Tackle Shop Low-none Leon 
Lake Louisa State Park Addition Medium-low Lake 
Lake Weir Tract Low Marion 
Lemon Bay Medium-low Charlotte 
Levy County Forest Medium Levy 
Levy County Sandhills High Levy 
Lighthouse Paint [SOC] Medium Vol usia 
Matecumbe Beach [SOC] Low Monroe 
Mexico Beach (Parker) Tract Low-none Bay 
North Beach Addition [SOC] Low-none Broward 
North Shore Open Space [SOC] Low-none Dade 
Oleta River Medium-low Dade 
Orange Springs Medium Marion 
Orange Springs Historic Site Medium-low Marion 
Oscar Scherer State Rec. Area Addn. Medium Sarasota 
Pennsuco Parcel Low Dade 
Posner Tract [SOC] Low-none Broward 
Reedy Creek Scrub High Polk 
Rodriguez Key Medium Monroe 
St. Joseph Peninsula [SOC] Medium-high Gulf 
St. Marks State Historic Site Addition Medium-low Wakulla 
San Felasco Hammock State Park Addn. Medium Alachua 
Santa Clara et al Tract [SOC] Low-none Bay 
Sebastian Creek High Brevard 
Sebastian Inlet Add. (North) [SOC] Medium Brevard 
Sebastian Inlet Add. (South) [SOC] Medium Indian River 
Shell Island [SOC] Medium Bay 
Spruce Creek Medium Vol usia 
Surfside Additions [SOC] Low St. Lucie 
Suwannee Trails Medium-high Hamilton 
Tampa Union Station None Hillsborough 
Turtle Run Medium-low Bra ward 
Twelve Mile Swamp Medium St. Johns 
Upper Black Creek Medium-high Clay 
Waccasassa Bay State Preserve Inholding Medium-low Levy 
Walker Ranch Medium-high Osceola 
Ward Ridge High Gulf 
Washington Oaks Add. [SOC] Medium-low Flagler 
Wekiva-Ocala Connector Medium Lake 
Wekiva River Buffers Medium Seminole 
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Project Name, County, 
# Acres 

San Felasco Addn. 
Alachua 
1,328 acres 

Mexico Beach 
Tract 

. Bay 
1 acre 

Santa Clara et al Tract 
Bay 
16 acres 

Shell Island 
Bay 
30 acres 

Natural Resources Evaluation Matrix for 1988-1989 CARL Proposals 
Prepared by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory (89/03/14) 

Natural Resource Values/Comments 

NCs: Bottomland Hardwood Forest (FNAI-G4/S4?) & 
Floodplain swamp (FNAI-G?/S4?) 10%; Upland Mixed Forest 
(FNAI-G?/S4) 15%; Sinkhole (FNAI-G?/S2) 1%; Seepage 
Stream (FNAI-G4/S2) 1%; 70% disturbed. SAs reported: 
Falco sparverius paulus (southeastern American kestrel, 
FNAI-G5T3T4/S3?, ~ed-C2, State-LT}; Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus (bald eagle, FNAI-G3/S2S3, Fed-LE, State­
LT); Gopherus polyphemus (gopher tortoise, FNAI-G2/S2, 
Fed-C2, State-LS). Contiguous with San Felasco Hammock 
State Preserve. 

NCs: Beach Dune (FNAI-G4?/S2); about 10% disturbed. 

NCs: Beach Dune* & Coastal Grasslands (G3/S2) 5%; 95% 
disturbed. About 1.5 mi. from St. Andrews Sto Rec. 
Area. 

NCs: Coastal Grassland*, Coastal Strand (FNAI-G3?/S2), 
Beach Dune* 100%. SA EO nearby on Shell Island: 
Peromyscus polionotus allophrys (Choctawhatchee beach 
mouse, FNAI-G5T1/S1, Fed-LE, State-LE). SAs reported: 
Caretta caretta (loggerhead, FNAI-G3/S2, Fed-LT, State­
LT; low-ranked occurrence); herons; various shorebirds. 
Project land is interspersion of state owned and 
private lots. Surrounding land state or federal owned. 

Ecological 
Priority 

Medium 

Low-none 

-Low-none 

Medium 

Appl . Recommended 
Manager/Management 

As a State Preserve 
by DNR, R&P. 

By Town of Mexico 
Beach as part of a 
park. 

By Bay County as a 
beach park. 

By DNR, R&P as part 
of St .. Andrews 
State Rec. Areao 
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Brevard County Beaches 
Brevard 
21 acres? 

Cherie Down Park 
Addition 
Brevard 
2.54 acres 

Indialantic Beach Add. 
Brevard 
1 acre 

Sebastian Creek 
Brevard 
2,000 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune* 2%; Coastal Strand* 5%; Maritime 
Hammock (FNAI-G4/S3) 83%; Estuarine Tidal Swamp (FNAI­
G3/S3) 10%. SA EOs onjnear site: Caretta caretta* 
(loggerhead); Chelonia mydas (green turtle, FNAI-G3/S2, 
Fed-LE, State-LE). 

NCs: Beach Dune* 10%?; Disturbed 90%?. SA EO onjnear 
site: Caretta caretta* (loggerhead). 

NCs: Beach Dune*; possibly Coastal Grasslands*; about 
75% disturbed. SA EO onjnear site: Caretta caretta* 
(loggerhead). Adjacent to Indialantic Beach Park/Town 
of Indialantic. 

NCs: Scrubby Flatwoods (FNAI-G3/S3), Mesic Flatwoods 
(FNAI-G?/S4), Scrub (FNAI-G2/S2) 70%; Depression Marsh 
(FNAI-G4?/S3), Flatwoods/Prairie Lake (FNAI-G4?/S3) 
10%; Estuarine Tidal swamp 10%; Freshwater Tidal Swamp 
(FNAI-G3/S3) or Floodplain Swamp or Bottomland Forest 
10%; Disturbed 10%. SA EO: Trichechus manatus (West 
Indian manatee, FNAI G2?/S2?, Fed-LE, State-LE; major 
aggregation area). SA EOs onjnear site: Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus* (bald eagle); Aphelocoma coerulescens 
coerulescens (Florida scrub jay, FNAI-G5T3/S3, Fed-LT, 
State-LT); Sceloporus woodi (Florida scrub lizard, 
FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2); Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher 
tortoise) ; Drymarchon corais couperi (Eastern indigo 
snake, FNAI-G4T3/S3, Fed-LT, State-LT). Site is 
adjacent to Indian River-Malabar to Vera Beach Aquatic 
Preserve; Sebastian Inlet SRA, Pelican Island NWR 
nearby. 

Medium-Low 

Medium-Low 

Low 

High 

'>· 

2 

As an addition to 
Cherie Down Park by 
Brevard County. 

By Town of 
Indialantic as part 
of Indialantic 
Beach Park. 

DNR Div. of St • 
Lands, Bureau of 
Aq. Research and 
SJWMD, in 
coordination with 
USFWS. 



Sebastian Inlet Add. 
(North) 
Brevard 
21 acres 

North Beach Additions 
Broward 
2 acres 

Posner Tract 
Broward 
16 acres 

+:-­
.J>-
o Turtle Run 

Broward 
32 acres 

Don Pedro Island 
Complex (4 pieces) 
Charlotte 
108 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune*; Coastal Strand*; Maritime Hammock 
50%; Estuarine Tidal Swamp; Scrub*?. 10-15% disturbed. 
SA EO onjnear site: Caretta caretta* (loggerhead); 
Drymarchon corais couperi (Eastern indigo snake). SP 
EOs onjnear site: Ernodea littoralis (Beach-creeper, 
FNAI-G4/S3, State-LT); Sophora tomentosa (Necklace pod, 
FNAI-G4/S3). Contiguous with Sebastian Inlet SRA. 

NCs: Beach Dune*?; about 95% disturbed. SA EO onjnear 
site: Caretta caretta* (loggerhead) (low-ranked 
occurrence). About 1.5 mi. S of John U. Lloyd Beach 
SAA. 

NCs: none. SA EO onjnear site: Caretta caretta* 
(loggerhead) (low-ranked occurrence). About 2 mi. 
South of North Beach Additions SOC projecte 

NCs: Basin Swamp (FNAI-G?/S4?) 100%; Disturbed ?. 
County Parks to Dorth and south. Reported to be last 
major cypress stand in Broward County. 

NCs: Beach Dune*; Coastal Strand*; Estuarine Tidal 
Swamp; Maritime Hammock? Approxo 50%? disturbed. 
Invasion by exotic species; Southern parts heavily 
disturbed - lots of exotics - spoil islands included~ 
North parcel may not be as disturbed. SA EOs onjnear 
site: Trichechus manatus* (West Indian manatee; 
(offshore)); Haliaeetus leucocephalus* (bald eagle). 
SAs reported: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); 
Pelecanus occidentalis (brown pelican, FNAI-G5/S3, Fed­
AC, State-LS); Sterna antillarum (least tern, FNAI­
G4/S3, State-LT). Three south pieces adjacent to Don 
Pedro SRA. N piece across pass frpm Port Charlotte Bch 
SRA. 

Medium 

Low-none 

Low-none 

Medium-low 

"-

Medium 

3 

By DNR R&P as part 
of Sebastian Inlet 
St. Rec. Area .. 

Regional rec. area 
by South Broward 
Park District. 

As City Rec .. area 
by City of 
Hallandale .. 

As a County andjor 
City Park by 
Broward County 
andjor City of 
Coral Springso 

As a Charlotte 
County Park by 
Charlotte County .. 
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Lemon Bay 
Charlotte 
23 acres 

Gold Head Branch 
Addition 
Clay 
1050 acres 

Upper Black Creek 
Clay 
6,100+ acres 

NCs: Mesic Flatwoods 40%; Scrubby Flatwoods 25%; 
Estuarine Tidal swamp 25%; Estuarine Tidal Marsh 
(G4/S4) 10%; Disturbed 5%. SAs reported: Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus* (bald eagle; nesting); Gopherus 
polyphemus* (gopher tortoise). On Lemon Bay Aquatic 
Preserve. 

NCs: Sandhill (FNAI-G?/S2) ·55%; Scrub* 15%; Xeric 
Hammock (FNAI-G?/S3) 10%; Depression Marsh 2%; 
Floodplain Swamp andjor Bottomland Forest 18%. 
Disturbed 0% (not counting lack of fire). SA EOs 
onjnear site: Aphelocoma coerulescens coerulescens 
(Florida scrub jay; northern-most occurrence); Gopherus 
polyphemus* (gopher tortoise) ; Rana areolata (gopher 
frog, FNAI-G4/S3, Fed-C2, State-LS); Sciurus niger 
shermani (Sherman's fox squirrel, FNAI-G5T2/S2, Fed-C2, 
State-LS) ; Falco sparverius paulus (Southeastern 
American kestrel); Drymarchon corais couperi (Eastern 
indigo snake). SAs reported: Ursus americanus 
floridanus (Florida black bear, FNAI-G5T3/S3; Fed-C2, 
State-LT). Contiguous with Gold Head Branch State 
Park. · 

NCs: Bottomland Forest and Floodplain Swamp? 50%; 
Sandhill* 40%; Mesic/Wet Flatwoods (FNAI-G?/S4?) 
(possible); Disturbed - estimated 20%. SA EO: 
Procambarus pictus (Black Creek crayfish, FNAI-G2/S2) 
Camp Blanding Military Reservation/Camp Blanding WMA 
ca. 2 1/2 miles sw. 

Medium-low 

Medium-high 

.... 

Medium-high 

4 

Charlotte County 
Bd. of Conun. 

DNR as addition to 
Gold Head Branch 
State Park. 

As a Wildlife 
Management Area by 
FGFWFC. 
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Barefoot Beach 
(Lely Add.) 
Collier 
316 acres 

Clam Pass 
Collier 
33 acres 

Itchetucknee Addn. 
North 
Columbia 
3,680 acres 

North Shore Open Space 
Dade 
6 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune*, Coastal Strand*, Maritime Hammock, 
and Coastal Grasslands* (tqgether approx. 30%); 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp, Estuarine Tidal Marsh 70%; 
Approx. 10% disturbed. Disturbed by exotic species, 
some places probably severe, especially N part. SA EOs 
onjnear site: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); 
Ursus americanus floridanus (Florida black bear); 
Trichechus manatus* (West Indian manatee) (offshore). 
SAs reported: herons, egrets, ·Pandion ·haliaetus 
(osprey, FNAI-G5/S3S4); Ajaia ajaja (roseate spoonbill, 
FNAI-G5/S2S3, State-LS); Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher 
tortoise); Caretta caretta* (loggerhead); Pelecanus 
occidentalis (brown pelican). Contiguous with Barefoot 
Beach SRA. Delnor-Wiggins Pass State Recreation Area 
is also to S. · 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Swamp 40%; Coastal Uplands (Beach 
Dune*, Coastal Grasslands*, Maritime Hammock) 25%; 
Water 10%; approx. 25% disturbed; heavily disturbed by 
exotic invasion, spoil deposition dredging. SA EOs 
onjpear site: Caretta caretta* (loggerhead), Trichechus 
manatus* (West Indian manatee) (offshore only). SAs 
reported: Ajaia ajaja* (roseate spoonbill); Pelecanus 
occidentalis (Eastern brown pelican); egret and heron 
spp.; Eudocimus albus (white ibis, FNAI-G5/S4). 

NCs: Sandhill*, Upland Mixed Forest 20%; Floodplain 
Forest (FNAI-G?/S3), Floodplain Swamp 15%; Disturbed 
65% (Forestry and pasture). Contiguous with 
Itchetucknee Springs State Park. Not clear what 
information pertains to the actual site vs. the park. 

NCs: essentially none - all disturbed. Native veg. 
restricted to sea grape and cabbage palm, possibly a 
few sea oats. SA EOs onjnear site: Caretta caretta* 
(loggerhead) (very low quality occurrence). North 
Shore Open Space Park adjacent on N., North Shore Ocean 
Terrace Park on s. 

Medium 

Low 

...... 

Medium 

Low-none 

5 0 

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. 

By DNR/R&P as 
addition to 
Itchetucknee 
Springs State Park. 

State rec. area 
managed by DNR, R&P 
along with existing 
North Shore Open 
Space Park adjacent 
on No 
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Oleta River 
Dade 
23 acres 

Pennsuco Parcel 
Dade 
1,604.75 acres 

Cedar Point 
860801-16-1 
Duval 
1000 acres 

Washington Oaks Add. 
Flagler 
10 acres 

100% disturbed; possibly of importance to Trichechus 
manatus* (West Indian manatee). Contiguous with Oleta 
River SRA. 

NCs: 75-100% disturbed Swale (FNAI-G4?/S3). SAs 
reported: Casmerodius albus (great egret) ; Eqretta 
caerulea (little blue heron). 

NCs: Xeric or Maritime Hammock 30-40%; Estuarine Tidal 
Marsh 10%; Scrub* 20%; Depression Marsh; Flatwoods or 
Sandhill*?; Disturbed 10-20%?. Suggested selective 
clearing of Sand Pine Scrub and mgmt for recreation is 
inappropriate. SA EOs: Casmerodius albus (great 
egret); Mycteria americana (wood stork, FNAI-G5/S2, 
Fed-LE, State-LE). SA reported: Neofiber alleni 
(round-tailed muskrat, FNAI-G3?/S3?, Fed-C2). Adjacent 
to Nassau River-st. Johns River Marshes Aquatic 
Preserve. 

NCs: Beach Dune*; Coastal Strand*; Maritime Hammock; 
Scrub* (Coastal). All in good-excellent condition, 
disturbance low (5-10%). SA EOs onjnear site: Gopherus 
polyphemus* (gopher tortoise), Drymarchon corais 
couperi (Eastern indigo snake) (probably both low 
quality). SA reported: Caretta caretta* (loggerhead). 
Washington Oaks State Gardens adjacent to site. 

Medium-low 

Low 

Medium 

Medium-low 
" 
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As addition to 
Oleta River SRA by 
DNR. 

South FL WMD 

DNR Rec & Parks or 
City of 
Jacksonville, Dept 
of Rec & Public 
Affairs. 

As part of 
Washington Oaks 
State Gardens by 
DNR R&P. 
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Dog Island 
Franklin 
1,300 acres 

St. Joseph Peninsula 
Gulf 
2,560 acres 

NCs: Scrub*; Maritime Hammock 55%; Beach Dune* 5%; 
Coastal Grasslands* 10%; Mesic Flatwoods 25%; Estuarine 
Tidal Swamp 1%; Estuarine Tidal Marsh 5%; Disturbed 5% 
or less. SA EOs onjnear site: Haematopus palliatus 
(American oystercatcher, FNAI-G5/S3, State-LS); Egretta 
thula (snowy egret); Egretta rufescens (reddish egret, 
FNAI-G4/S2, Fed-C2, State-LS); Nycticorax nycticorax 
(black-crowned night-heron, FNAI-G5/S3?); Pelecanus 
occidentalis (brown pelican); ·Falco peregrinus 
(peregrine falcon, FNAI-G3/S2, Fed-LT, State-LE). SP 
EOs onjnear site: Helianthenium arenicola (Gulf 
rockrose, FNAI-GJG4/S3). May be one of the 
northernmost populations of Avicennia germinans (black 
mangrove). 

NCs: Scrub* (Coastal); Maritime Hammock; Mesic 
Flatwoods; Shell Mound (FNAI-G3/S2); Beach Dune*; 
Coastal Grasslands*; Coastal Strand*; Estuarine Tidal 
Marsh; Disturbed ?. SA EOs on site: Falco peregrinus* 
(peregrine falcon); Falco columbarius (merlin); 
Accipiter cooperii (Cooper's hawk, FNAI-G4/S3?). SP EO 
on site: Lupinus westianus (Gulf coast lupine, FNAI­
G2/S2, Fed-JC, State-LT). Contiguous with St. Joseph 
Pen. st. Park. Includes coastal part only 'of Ward 
Ridge proposal. 

Medium 

Medium-high 

"" 
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As a State Park (?) 
by DNRo 

As part of St. 
Joseph Peninsula 
St. Park by DNR 
R&P. 
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Ward Ridge 
Gulf 
1,270 acres 

Suwannee Trails 
Hamilton 
2,800 acres 

NCs: Mesic/Wet Flatwoods , 80% (good to excellent 
quality); Baygall (FNAI-G4?/S4?) 20%; Disturbed 5%. SP 
EOs on site: Aster spinulosis (pine-woods aster, FNAI­
Gl/Sl, Fed-C2, State-LT); Euphorbia telephioides 
(telephus spurge, FNAI-Gl/Sl, Fed-C2, State-RE); 
Justica crassifolia (thick-leaved water-willow, FNAI­
G2?/S2, Fed-C2, State-RT); Lilium catesbaei (Southern 
red lily, FNAI-G4G5/S2, State-LT); Verbesina chapmanii 
(Chapman's crownbeard, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2, State-LT); 
Gentiana pennelliana (wiregrass gentian, FNAI-G2?/S2, 
Fed-3C, State-LE). SP EO onjnear site: Cuphea aspera 
(tropical waxweed, FNAI-G2?/S2, Fed-C2}. Borders on 
St. Joseph Bay Aquatic Preserve; St. Joseph State Park 
nearby. Best remaining flatwoods known with high 
concentration of rare endemic SP's. Includes small 
part of st. Joe Peninsula proposal. 

NCs: Bottomland -Hardwood Forest; Upland Mixed 
Hardwoods; Floodplain Swamp; Upland Hardwood Forest 
(FNAI-G?/S3); Xeric Hammock; Sandhill*; Spring-run 
Stream (FNAI-G2/S2). SAs reported: Gopherus 
polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); Pseudemys concinna 
suwanniensis (Suwannee cooter, FNAI-G5T3/S3, Fed-3C, 
State-LS). SPs reported: Ulmus crassifolia (cedar elm, 
FNAI-G4?/Sl); Bumelia lycioides (buckthorn, FNAI-G5/S2, 
State-LT). First-magnitude spring (Holton Spring), 
reportedly large concentration of sinkholes. 

8 

High 

Medium-high 

As a Special 
Feature Botanical 
Site by DNR. 

DNR andjor suwannee 
River WMD. 
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Chassahowitzka & Weeki 
Wachee Coastal 
Wetlands 
860730-27-1 
Hernando 
11,200+ acres 

Fisheating Creek Tract 
870729-28-1 
Highlands 
440 acres 

Tampa Union Station 
Hillsborough 
1.75 acres 

Sebastian Inlet Add. 
(South) 
Indian River 
8 acres 

Roughly 3000 acres of this proposal are currently in 
the Chassahowitzka swamp CARL project. The comments 
below pertain to those areas outside of the current 
CARL project. Palustrine Forests-including Hydric 
Hammock (mostly this), Bottomland Hardwood Forest 
andjor Floodplain swamp (FNAI-G?/S4?) 45%; Sandhill* 
5%; Scrubby Flatwoods 1%; Depression Marsh, Dome Swamp 
1%; Marine/Estuarine Tidal Marsh 45%; Aquatic Cave 
(FNAI-G3/S2); Disturbed 5-10%; SA EOs: Troglocambarus 
maclanei (McLane's cave crayfish, FNAI-G2/S2); 
Crangonyx hobbsi (Hobb's cave amphipod, FNAI­
G2G3/S2S3, Fed-C2); Procambarus leitheuseri 
(Leitheuser•s caVe crayfish, FNAI-G2/S2); Ursus 
americana floridanus (Florida black bear). 

NCs: Floodplain Swamp; Mesic Flatwoods; Blackwater 
Stream (FNAI-G4/S2); Hydric Hammock(?); Upland Mixed 
Forest (might be Xeric Hammock); perhaps some 
Bottomland Forest. SA EO on site: Grus canadensis 
pratensis (Florida sandhill crane, FNAI-G5T2T3/S2S3, 
State-LT). SAs reported: Aramus guarauna (limpkin, 
FNAI-G5/S3, State-LS). 

NCs: Beach Dune*; Coastal strand*;" Maritime Hammock; 
Estuarine Tidal swamp. SA EO onjnear site: Caretta 
caretta* (loggerhead). SAs reported: Chelonia mydas* 
(green turtle); Sterna antillarum (least tern). 
Between 2 parts of Sebastian Inlet SRA. Contiguous 
with Pelican Island Aquatic Preserve. 

Medium 

Medium 

" 

None 

Medium 
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DNR andjor GFC; 
USFWS. 

DNR as State Park. 

Historic 
Tampa/Hillsborough 
County Preso Bdo: 
FL Dept. of State. 

As part of 
Sebastian Inlet 
SRA, by DNR R&Po 
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Lake Louisa State 
Park Addition 
Lake 
approx. 445-500 
acres 

Wekiva-Ocala Connector 
Lake 
10,000 acres 

Charlotte Harbor South 
Lee 
? acres 

Gasparilla Island 
Additions 
Lee 
5 acres 

Lake Jackson Tackle 
Shop 
Leon 
14.2 acres 

NCs: Disturbed (citrus) 80-90%; Floodplain Marsh (FNAI­
G3?/S2)/Floodplain Swamp, Bottomland Forest or Xeric 
Hammock or Upland Mixed Forest 10-20%.' SA EO onjnear 
site: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise). Adjacent 
to Lake Louisa State Park. 

NCs: Floodplain swamp, Bottomland Forest, Hydric 
Hammock 80%; Xeric Hammock, Scrub*, Sandhill* 5-10%; 
Disturbed 15% (pasture included). SA EO on site: Ursus 
americanus floridana (Florida black bear). SA EOs 
onjnear site: Aphelocoma coerulescens coerulescens 
(Florida scrub jay); Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher 
tortoise); Aramus guarauna (limpkin). Site contains 
much of Wekiva River Aq. Pres.; Hontoon Island SP 
appears to be partially within site; Ocala NF 
contiguous; Blue Spring SP adjacent. Nearby: Lower 
Wekiva River St. Res.; Debary Hall State Historic Site; 
Lake Woodruff NWR. Several current CARL projects would 
be enhanced by the proposed connector. 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Swamp 90%; Scrub* and Maritime 
Hammock 10%. SA EOs onjnear site: Sigmodon hispidus 
insulicola (insular cotton rat, FNAI-G5T1T2/S1S2, Fed­
C2); Haliaeetus leucocephalus* (bald eagle). Managed 
Areas in vicinity- Little Pine Is., Charlotte Harbor 
SR, Pine Island Sound Aq. Pres., cayo Costa State 
Reserve, Matlacha Pass Aq. Pres.; Gasparilla Sound­
Charlotte Harbor A.P., Pine Is. NWR. 

NCs: heavily disturbed Beach Dune* and Coastal Strand*. 
Parcels contiguous withjnear Gasparilla Island SRAo 

SA reported: Alligator mississippiensis (American 
alligator). 

" 
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Medium-low 

Medium 

Medium 

Low 

Low-none 

DNR Div. Rec. & 
Parks. 

By DNR (?). 

As part of 
Gasparilla Island 
SRA, by DNR R&P. 

FL Park Services. 
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Cedar Key Parcel 
Levy 
? acres 

Levy County Forest 
Levy 
47,000 acres 

Levy County Sandhills 
Levy 
17,000 acres 

Unable to determine exact location; inadequate map 
provided. 

NCs: Wet/Mesic Flatwoods 30-40%; Hydric Hammock, 
Bottomland Forest 20-30%; Blackwater Stream*; 
Depression Marsh 5-10%; Dome swamp (FNAI-G4?/S3?) 5-
10%; Basin Swamp (FNAI-G?/S4?)· 30-40%; Sandhill* 10-
20%; Scrub* 1-5%; Disturbed 20-30%?? (Rough Estimates]. 
SA EOs onjnear site: Drymarchon corais couperi (Eastern 
indigo snake). SAs reported: Picoides borealis (red­
cockaded woodpecker, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LE, State-LT) 
(several colonies); Pseudobranchus striatus lustricolus 
(Gulf Hammock dwarr siren, FNAI-G5T1T2/SlS2, Fed-C2). 
Adjacent to Levy County Sandhills proposal. 

NCs: Sandhill* 90%, Sandhill Upland Lake (FNAI-G3/S2) 
1%; Dome 1%, Depression Marsh 1%; 25% disturbed. SA 
EOs on site: Sciurus niger shermani* (Shermanas fox 
squirrel); Falco sparverius paulus (Southeastern 
American kestrel); Picoides borealis* (red-cockaded 
woodpecker); Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise). 
SA EOs onjnear site: Pituophis melanoleucas rnugitus 
(Florida pine snake, FNAI-G5T3?/S?, Fed-C2, State-LS); 
Athene cunicularia floridana (Florida burrowing owl, 
FNAI-G5T3/S3, State-LS). SAs reported: Aimophila 
aestivalis (Bachman's sparrow, FNAI-G3/S?, Fed-C2); 
Podomys floridanus (Florida mouse, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2, 
State-LS); Stilosorna extenuatum (short-tailed snake, 
FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2 1 state-LT); Drymarchon corais 
couperi (Eastern indigo snake); Rana areolata aesopus 
(gopher frog). Adjacent to Levy County Forest CARL 
proposal. 

None? 

Medium 

High 

..... 
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As a Wildlife 
Management Area by 
FGFWFCo 

As a natural area 
by FGFWFC, Divo of 
Forestry, DNRo 
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Waccasassa Bay state 
Preserve Inholding 
Levy 
638 acres 

Heather Island 
Marion 
21,425 acres 

Lake Weir Property 
Marion 
452.86 acres 

Orange Springs 
Marion 
65 acres 

Orange Springs Historic 
Site 
Marion 
17 acres 
? 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Marsh 95%; Hydric or Maritime 
Hammock 5%. SAs reported: Haliaeetus leucocephalus* 
(bald eagle); Pandion haliaetus (osprey); pelican; 
egrets; herons. Site is an inholding of Waccasassa Bay 
state Preserve. 

NCs: Floodplain Swamp and Bottomland Forest 21%; Hydric 
Hammock 8%; Baygall? 8%; Basin Marsh (FNAI-G4?/S3) 10%; 
Upland Mixed Forest 20%; Sandhill* 20%; 20% disturbed. 
South of and contiguous with Silver Springs State Park, 
contiguous with Ocala NF to east. North of St. Johns 
River WMD Oklawaha River SOR project. 

NCs: Floodplain Marsh* 40%?; Bottomland Forest 5%; 
Upland Mixed 5%; Disturbed Uplands (orange groves) 50%. 
SA EOs on site: Falco sparverius paulus (Southeastern 
American kestrel). SA EOs reported: Egretta caerulea 
(little blue heron); Casmerodius albus ·,(great egret); 
Egretta thula (snowy egret); Aramus guarauna (limpkin); 
Pandion haliaetus (osprey); Haliaeetus leucocephalus* 
(bald eagle). SA nearby (in lake); Cyprinodon 
variegatus hubbsi (fair-good occurrence) (~ake Eustis 
pupfish, FNAI-G5T2/S2, State-LS). 

NCs: Sandhill* 25%; Floodplain Swamp/Bottomland Forest 
75%; Baygall 5%; Disturbed 0%? SA EO contiguous/near 
site: Etheostoma olmstedi (tessellated darter, FNAI­
G5/S1, State-LS). SA reported: Notropis cummingsae 
(dusky shiner). Contiguous with Orange Springs 
Historic Site proposal. 

NCs: Spring-run Stream*; Floodplain Swamp/Hydric 
Hammock about 25%; Upland Mixed Forest about 45%; Xeric 
Hammock 1%; Disturbed 30%. SA EO contiguous with site: 
Etheostoma olmstedi* (tesselated darter). Ocala 
National Forest nearby. Contiguous with Orange Springs 
proposal. · 

Medium-low 

Medium 

Low 

Medium 

Meqium-low 
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As a state Forest 
by State & County, 
or DNR. To protect 
water quality, 
(aquatic pres. 
eventually). 

Div. of st. Parks 
DNR. 
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Alex's Beach 
Martin 
8 acres 

Fletcher Beach 
Martin 
12 acres 

Matecumbe Beach 
Monroe 
10 acres 

Rodriquez Key 
821116-44-1 
Monroe 
160 acres 

American Beach 
Nassau 
83 acres 

Eagle Bay Marsh 
Okeechobee 
350± acres 

NCs: Beach Dune* heavily altered by Australian pine; 
Coastal Strand*; Estuarine Tidal Swamp?. SAs reported: 
Caretta caretta* (loggerhead); Chelonia mydas* (green 
turtle). SP EOs onjnear site: Tournefortia gnaphalodes 
(Sea lavender, FNAI G4/S3, State-LE). Near Fletcher 
Beach proposal. 

NCs: Beach Dune*?; Coastal Strand*; Estuarine Tidal 
Swamp; some exoticse 25%? disturbed. SAs reported: 
Caretta caretta* (loggerhead); Chelonia mydas* (green 
turtle). Near Alex's Beach proposal. 

NCs: From aerials and report apparently mostly (75% +) 
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-G?/S2), but probably fair or · poor quality 
due to size and presence of exotics. SA EOs onjnear 
site: Eumeces egreqius eqregius (Florida Keys mole 
skink, FNAI-G4?T2/S2, Fed-C2, State-LS). SPs: likely 
even though disturbed. 

NCs: Marine Tidal Swamp (mangrove); Marine Tidal Marsh 
(FNAI-G4/S4) (both excellent). SA reported: Pandion 
haliaetus (osprey, State-LS, applicable in Monroe Co. 
only). Offshore island in shallow waters in .Keys. 

NCs reported*: Salt Marsh; Dunes; Forest including oak, 
pine, maple (not specified). Site near Nassau Valley 
SR and Nassau River - st. John River Aq. Preserve .. 
Amelia Island SRA to the South. Unable to locate 
precisely with the information submitted. *All 83 
acres reported to be Upland, but marsh reported on 
site. 

NCs: Probably none. 90-100% disturbed. 

-.. 
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Medium-low 

Medium-low 

Low 

Medium 

? 

Low 

As addno to Alex's 
Beach and Bob 
Graham Beach by 
Martin Co. 

As Beach Park by 
Martin County. 

As County Park 
managed by Monroe 
County .. 

As extension of 
Pennekamp Coral 
Reef State Park by 
DNR, R&P. 

As a Regional 
Parkland .. 

As a recreational 
area by County or 
FGFWFC .. 
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Walker Ranch 
Osceola 
8,500 acres 

Jupiter Ridge 
Palm Beach 
200 acres 

Ben Pilot Point 
Pasco 
284 acres + 
330 submerged 

NCs: Mesic Flatwoods 60%; Scrub* 10%; Bottomland 
Hardwood 5%; Floodplain Swamp 5%; Depression Marshes 
5%; Floodplain Marsh* 5%; Dome swamp 5%; Basin Swamp 
5%; Disturbed 10%. SA EO on site: Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus* (bald eagle; several nests). 

NCs: Scrub* 70%; Mesic Flatwoods 5%; Estuarine Tidal 
Swamp 20%; Depression Marsh 1%; Disturbed 5%. SA EOs 
on site: Aphelocoma coerulescens coerulescens (Florida 
scrub jay); Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher tortoise). SP 
EOs on site: Asimina tetramera (four-petal pawpaw, 
FNAI-G1/S1, Fed-LE, State-LE; best occurrence for 
protecting); Conradina grandiflora (large-flowered 
rosemary, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2, State-RE); Oncidium 
bahamense (dancing-lady orchid, FNAI-G1G3Q/S1, State­
LE); Persea humilis (scrub bay, FNAI-G4/S3, Fed-3C). 
County owned Radner Tract adjoins the proposal. 

NCs (based on application; aerials not available); 
Estuarine Tidal Swamp; Estuarine Tidal Marsh; Hydric or 
Maritime Hammock; Mesic Flatwoods. 80 acres owned by 
Pasco County to south of site. 

Medium-high 

High 

Medium-low 

" 
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As a Special 
Botanical Feature 
Site by DNR Parks & 
Recreation. 
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Catfish Creek 
Polk 
5,416 acres 

NCs: Scrub* 20%; Sandhill* 25%; Xeric Hammock 10%; 
Scrubby Flatwoods 10%; Mesic Flatwoods 10%; Seepage 
Slope (FNAI-G3?/S2) 1%; Bottomland Hardwood Forest 5%; 
Floodplain Swamp 1%; Wet Flatwoods 1%; Basin Swamp 5%; 
Blackwater Stream* 1%; Sandhill Upland Lake* 5%; 
Disturbed 15%. SAs reported: Haliaeetus leucocephalus* 
(bald eagle) ; Aphelocoma coerulescens coerulescens 
(Florida scrub jay); Sceloporus woodi (Florida scrub 
lizard); Gopherus polyphemus* · (gopher tortoise). SP 
EOs on site: Chionanthus pygmaeus (pygmy fringe-tree, 
FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LE, State-LE); Eriogonum longifolium 
var. qnaphalifolium (scrub buckwheat, FNAI-G4/S3, 
State-LT); Ilex opaca var. arenicola (scrub holly, 
FNAI-G5Tj/S3, Fed-3C); Lechea cernua (nodding pinweed, 
FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C2, state-RE); Persea humilis (scrub 
bay); Polyqonella basiramia (hairy jointweed, FNAI­
G3/S3, Fed-LE, state-LE); Polygonella myriophylla 
(Small's jointwe~d, FNAI-G2G3/S2S3, Fed-3C); Prunus 
geniculata (scrub plum, FNAI-G2G3/S2S3, Fed-LE, State­
LTRE); Calamintha ashei (Ashe's savory, FNAI-G3/S3, 
Fed-C1, State-LT); Nolina brittoniana (Britton's bear­
grass, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2, State-RE); Panicum abscissum 
(cutthroat grass, FNAI-G2/S2, State-RT); Asclepias 
curtissii (Curtiss' milkweed, FNAI-G3/S3, State-LE). 
Other SPs reported: Paronychia chartacea (paper-like 
nail-wort, FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-LT, State-LE); Liatris 
ohlingerae (Florida gay feather, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-Cl, 
State-LE). 

15 

High As a State 
Botanical Site and 
State Park by DNR. 
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Reedy Creek 
Polk 
1,135 acres 

NCs: Scrub* 60%; Sandhill* 10%; Floodplain Swamp, 
Bottomland Hardwood Forest, Baygall? 25%; Sandhill 
Upland Lake* 5%; Disturbed 5-10%. SA EOs on site: 
Sceloporus woodi (Florida scrub lizard); Gopherus 
polyphemus* (gopher tortoise). SP EOs on site: 
Asclepias curtissii (Curtiss• milkweed); Bonamia 
grandiflora (Florida bonamia, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-LT, 
State-LE); Chionanthus pygmaeus* (pygmy fringe-tree); 
Ilex opaca var. arenicola (scrub holly); Nolina 
brittoniana* (Britton's bear-grass); Paronychia 
chartacea* (paper-like nail-wort); Persea humilis 
(scrub bay); Polygala lewtonii (Lewton's polygala, 
FNAI-G1?/S1, Fed-Cl, State-LE); Prunus geniculata* 
(scrub palm); Warea carteri (Carter's warea, FNAI-
G1/Sl, Fed-LE, State-LE); Eriogunum longifolium var. 
gnaphalifolium (scrub buckwheat). Other SPs reported: 
Clitoria fragrans (pigeon-wing, FNAI-G3/S3, Fed-C1, 
State-LT); Dicerandra spp. One of best remaining 
scrubs; complements Saddleblanket Lake floral 
diversity. 
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High DNR 

'-. 
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caravelle Ranch 
Putnam 
12,900 acres 

Anastasia State Park 
Addition 
St. Johns 
10 acres 

Guana River 
St. Johns 
20 acres 

NCs: About 50% forested wetlands (Floodplain Swamp, 
Bottomland Forest, Hydric Hammock, Wet Flatwoods). All 
cut, probably, about 60 years ago; still, in .good 
condition. Uplands - 60% heavily disturbed (ditched, 
drained, pastured, etc.). Remainder is Mesic 
Flatwoods, probably some Sandhill. SA EOs on site: 
Clemmys guttata (spotted turtle, FNAI-G5/S3?); 
Ictaluras brunneus· (snail bullhead, FNAI-G4/S3), 
Haliaeetus leucocephalus* (bald eagle). SA EOs onjnear 
site: Notophthalmus perstriatus (striped newt, FNAI­
G3/S3); Ursus americanus floridanus (Florida black 
bear). SA EOs near site: Trichechus manatus* (West 
Indian manatee). SA EOs reported: Alligator 
mississippiensis (American alligator), Drymarchon 
corais couperi · (Eastern indigo snake); Aramus guarauna 
pictus (limpkin); Egretta caerulea (little blue heron); 
Egretta thula (snowy egret); Egretta tricolor 
(tricolored heron). Adjacent to Ocala National Forest 
(to South) and Rodman Bombing Range. 

NCs: Maritime Hammock ?; Disturbance about 15%. 
Reportedly habitat for Mitoura gryneus sweadneri 
(Sweadner's hairstreak butterfly, Fed-C2). Contiguous 
with Anastasia State Park. 

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: Mycteria americana (wood 
stork, FNAI-G5/S2, Fed-LE, State-LE); Ajaia ajaja* 
(roseate spoonbill); herons; Eudocimus albus (white 
ibis). Inholding· in Guana River st. Park. Also near 
St. Augustine St. Lands; Ponte Vedra lands. 

Medium-low 

Medium-low 

" 

Medium-low 
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As a State Park, 
State Forest, 
recreation area, 
andjor WMA by 
State. 

As addn. to Guana 
River State Park, 
by DNR, R&P., 
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Twelve Mile swamp 
st. Johns 
13,933 acres 

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: Bottomland Hardwood Forest; Floodplain swamp; 
Hydric Hammock; Wet Flatwoods 58%; [Pine Plantation 
40%]; Depression Marsh 2%. SA EOs on site: Casmerodius 
albus (great egret); Eudocimus albus (white ibis); 
Egretta caerulea (little blue heron); Egretta tricolor 
(tricolored heron); Ursus americanus floridanus 
(Florida black bear). Guana River Wildlife Management 
Area is to the East. 

NCs: Beach Dune*A1%; Coastal Strand*A5%; Maritime 
Hammock 60%; Estuarine Tidal swampA35%; (A=heavily 
disturbed by exotic invasion); extensively ditched; 
overall, probably at least 50% disturbed. SA EO: 
Trichechus manatus* (West Indian manatee) offshore on 
both sides. SAs reported: Chelonia mydas* (green 
turtle) and Caretta caretta* (loggerhead). SP EOs 
onjnear site: Chamaesyce cumulicola (Sand-dune spurge, 
FNAI-G2/S2, Fed-C2), Ernodea littoralis (Beach­
creeper). State owns 323 acres immediately south of 
tract. 

Medium 

Medium 

NCs: Beach Dune*; Coastal Strand*; Scrub*?. Apparently · ~Low 

disturbed by exotics and clearing. Worm Reef (FNAI-
Gl/S1) offshore nearby. SA EOs onjnear site: Caretta 
caretta* (loggerhead); Trichechus manatus* (West Indian 
manatee) (offshore). SA reported: Chelonia mydas* 
(green turtle). SP EO onjnear 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 onjnear 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. 

Low 

18 

GFC & DNR. 

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 
Addition) 
St. Lucie 
404 acres 

Surfside Additions 
Ste Lucie 
3 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune*; Coastal Strand*; Maritime Hammock; 
"approx. 45% of the uplands are dominated by Australian 
Pine and Brazilian Pepper". SA EOs onjnear: Caretta 
caretta* (loggerhead); Chelonia mydas* (green turtle); 
Dermochelys coriacea* (leatherback turtle); Trichechus 
manatus* (West Indian manatee) (offshore); Pandion 
haliaetus (osprey). SP EOs onjnear site: Glandularia 
maritima* (coastal vervain); Remirea maritima (beach­
star, FNAI-G3/S1, State-LE); others probable. Adjacent 
to Jenson Beach to Jupiter Inlet Aq. Prese; Savannas 
State Reserve across Indian River. About 2 mi. S of 
Green Turtle Beach proposal. 

NCs: Beach Dune*, Coastal Strand*, Maritime Hammock 
10%; Estuarine Tidal Swamp 90%; 10% disturbed (Coastal 
Uplands 90% disturbed by exotics). SA EOs onjnear 
site: Caretta caretta* (loggerhead); Dermochelys 
coriacea* (leatherback turtle); Chelonia mydas* (green 
turtle). About 2 mi. N of Blind Creek proposal. 
Contiguous with county land and near state lands. 

NCs: Beach Dune*; Coastal Strand*?; disturbed by beach 
"renourishment", clearing, and exotics. SA EOs onjnear 
site: Caretta caretta* (loggerhead); Dermochelys 
coriacea* (leatherback turtle); Trichechus manatus* 
(West Indian manatee) (offshore) . 

Medium 

Medium 

~.Low 
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As a State Rec. 
Area by DNR R&P .. 

As a state rec .. 
area by DNR, R&P or 
local park by Sto 
Lucie Coo 

As part of Surfside 
Park by City of Ft. 
Pierce. 
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Blackwater-Eglin 
Connector 
Santa Rosa 
5,900 acres 

Blackwater River 
State Forest Addn. 
Santa Rosa 
1,433 acres 

Great Blue Heron 
Rookery 
Santa Rosa 
189 acres 

NCs: Bottomland Forest 20%; Upland Mixed Forest 5%; 
Sandhill* 15%; Slope Forest (FNAI-G3/S2) 3%. 60%+ 
disturbed by pine plantation. SA EOs on site: Rana 
okaloosae (Florida bog frog, FNAI-G2/S2, State-LS); 
Ambystoma cinqulatum (flatwoods salamander, FNAI­
G4/S3?, Fed-C2}; Macroclemys temminckii (alligator 
snapping turtle, F~AI-G3?/S3?, Fed-C2, State-LS); 
Graptemys pulchra (Alabama map turtle, FNAI-G4?/S2, 
State-LS) in river. SA EOs onjnear site: Gopherus 
polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); Ursus americanus 
floridanus (Florida black bear). SAs reported: Hyla 
andersonii (pine barrens treefrog, FNAI-G4/S3, Fed-AC, 
State-LS}; Siren sp. nov. (being added to FNAI list). 
SP EOs on site: Lilium iridollae (panhandle lily, FNAI­
Gl/Sl, Fed-C2, · State-LE}; Sarracenia rubra (sweet 
pitcher-plant, FNAI-G3/S2, ~ed-C2, State-LE} . 
Contiguous with Blackwater River State Forest on north 
and Eglin Air Force Base on south. 

NCs: Sandhill* 70%; Bottomland Forest 20%; Mesic 
Flatwoods 8%; Blackwater Stream* 1%; Dome Swamp, 
Seepage Slope*. Probably 50% recently disturbed. SA 
EO onjnear site: Ambystoma tigrinum (tiger salamander, 
FNAI-G5/S3?). SAs reported: Gopherus polyphemus* 
(gopher tortoise}. SP EO on site: Lilium iridollae* 
(panhandle lily}. Contiguous with Blackwater River 
State Forest. Big Juniper Creek listed as canoe·trail 
in the Florida Recreational Trails System. 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Marsh 60%; Mesic/Wet Flatwood 35%; 
Depression Marsh 1%; Disturbed 6%. SPs reported: 
Sarracenia (not specified). Reportedly has largest 
colony of Great Blue Herons in NW Florida (approx. 35 
nests) . 

Medium-high 

Medium 

" 

Medium-low 
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As a State Forest & 
Wildlife Management 
Area by FL Div. of 
Forestry & FGFWFC. 

As part of State 
Forest by Div. of 
Forestry. 

As a State Park or 
Wilderness Area (?) 
by Div. of Rec. & 
Parks, DNR. 
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Oscar Scherer St. Rec. 
Area Addition 
Sarasota 
1,021.5 acres 

Wekiva River Buffers 
Seminole 
3,520 acres 

Itchetucknee Addn. 
West 
Suwannee 
160 acres 

NCs: Scrubby Flatwoods 45%; Mesic Flatwoods 40%; 
Bottomland Hardwood Forest 10%; Depression Marsh 5%; 
Disturbed 10%. SA EOs on site: Aphelocoma coerulescens 
coerulescens (Florida scrub jay); Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus* (bald eagle). SAs reported: Alligator 
mississippiensis (American alligator); Aramus guarauna 
(limpkin); Egretta tricolor (tricolored heron); Pandion 
haliaetus (osprey); Picoides villosus (hairy 
woodpecker, FNAI-G5/S3?); Ixobrychus exilis (least 
bittern); Mycteria americana* (wood stork); Grus 
canadensis praten.sis* (Florida sandhill crane); 
Casmerodius albus (great egret) ; Egretta caerulea 
(little blue heron); Drymarchon corais couperi (Eastern 
indigo snake) ; Rana areolata (gopher frog) ; Gopherus 
polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); Podomys floridanus 
(Florida mouse). Contiguous with Oscar Scherer State 
Park. 

NCs: Hydric Hammock, Bottomland Forest, Floodplain 
Forest 90%; Xeric Hammock, Sandhill*, Scrub* 10%; 
Disturbed 5%. SA EO on site: Ursus americanus . 
floridanus (Florida black bear)e SA EO onjnear site: 
Ictalurus brunneus (snail bullhead). SP EO on site: 
Illicium parviflorum (star anise, FNAI-G1/S1, Fed-C2, 
State-LT). Much of the proposal is within Wekiva River 
Aq. Pres.; Rock Springs Run is adjacent to site; Wekiwa 
Springs SP is west of site; Lower Wekiva River St. Res. 
is north of site. 

NCs: None. 100% disturbed. This is within watershed of 
river. Continguous with Itchetucknee State Park. 
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Medium 

Medium 

'• 

Low 

As a state Park, 
Reco Area by DNR FL 
State Parks. 

DNR (?) 

As part of State 
Park by DNR .. 
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Lake George SE 
Vol usia 
1,586 acres 

Lighthouse Point 
Vol usia 
30 acres 

Spruce Creek 
Vol usia 
1,904 acres 

St. Marks Historic Site 
Addition 
Wakulla 
500 acres 

NCs: Scrub* or Xeric Hammock 10%; Mesic or Wet 
Flatwoods 10%; Floodplain Swamp or Bottomland Forest 
55%; Floodplain Marsh* 10%; Disturbed 20%. SA EOs 
onjnear site: Haliaeetus leucocephalus* (bald eagle). 
Ocala NF, Lake Woodruff NWR, Tomoka WMA nearby. 

NCs: Beach Dune* and Coastal Strand* 25%; Maritime 
Hammock 75%; Disturbed 0-5%. SA EO: Trichechus 
manatus* (West Indian manatee) offshore. SAs reported: 
black·skimmer; brown pelican. SP EOs onjnear site: 
Chamaesyce cumulicola* (Sand-dune spurge). State has 
purchased 148 ac. on s. 

NCs: Mesic Flatwoods 25%; Estuarine Tidal Marsh 20%; 
Depression Marsh 2%; Xeric Hammock 25%; Disturbed 10%; 
Scrub* 25%. SAs reported: Trichus manatus* (West 
Indian manatee); Nerodia fasciata taeniata (Atlantic 
salt marsh snake, FNAI-G5T1Q/Sl, Fed-LT, State-LT); 
Pelecanus occidentalis (brown pelican) ; Mycteria 
americana* (wood stork). Spruce Creek State Rec. Area 
is within the proposal. Proposal includes Strickland 
Bay Buffer, a former CARL proposal. 

NCs: Estuarine Tidal Marsh 80-90%; Hydric Hammock? or 
Maritime Hammock 10%; Disturbed? (no aerial). SAs 
reported: Mycteria americana* (wood stork); Sterna 
antillarum (least tern); Haliaeetus leucocephalus* 
(bald eagle; nesting); Ursus americanus floridanus 
(Florida black bear). Contiguous with St. Marks NWR. 

'> 

Medium-low 

Medium 

Medium 

Medium-low 
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As public rec. area 
managed by Ponce de 
Leon Port 
Authority. 

As a State Park or 
Recreation Area by 
DNR Div. of Rec. & 
Parks • 

As part of St. 
Marks NWR by USFWS. 
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Grayton Beach 
East Add. 
Walton 
29 acres 

Grayton Dunes 
Walton 
318 acres 

NCs: Beach Dune*, Coastal Grasslands*, Coastal Strand* 
35%; Mesic Flatwoods 55%; somewhat disturbed, about 
10%. SA EO onjnear site: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher 
torto~se); adjacent to introduced population of 
Peroymyscus polionotus allophrys* (Choctawhatchee beach 
mouse). SP EOs onjnear site: Chrysopsis gossypina ssp. 
cruiseana (Cruise's golden aster, FNAI-G3G5T2/S2, Fed­
C1, state-LE). Addition to Grayton Beach State 
Recreation Area. 

NCs: Beach Dune*; Coastal Grasslands*; Scrub* (Coastal) 
65%; Sandhill* 10%; Mesic Flatwoods 10%; Floodplain 
Swamp (?) 5%; Estuarine Tidal Marsh 5%; Disturbed 5%. 
SA EOs onjnear site: Gopherus polyphemus* (gopher 
tortoise); Sterna antillarum (least tern): 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 onjnear site: Chrysopsis godfreyi 
(Godfrey's golden aster, FNAI G2/S2). Inholding in 
Grayton Beach state Park; important to complete Park 
and for management, but as stand alone these parcels 
aren't that significant. 
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Medium 

Medium 

As part of Grayton 
Beach St~ Rec. Area 
by DNR R&P. 

As addition to 
Grayton Beach St. 
Park, by DNR R&P. 
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Florida Trail Corridors 
Multi-county 
approx. 500 miles long, 
1000 ft. wide; roughly 
60,000 acres 

NCs: numerous; cuts across many different types. NCs 
onjnear site: Scrub*; Slope Forest*; Blackwater 
Stream*; Spring-run Stream*. Traverses numerous 
natural communities. Proposed acquisition of Florida 
Trail on private lands to connect with Florida Trail on 
public lands. Approximately 1000 feet wide. Designed 
primarily for contiguous trail through Florida, rather 
than protection of natural resources. SA EOs onjnear 
site: Aphelocoma coerulescens · coerulescens (Florida 
scrub jay); Casmerodius albus (great egret); Crotalus 
horridus (canebrake rattlesnake, FNAI-G5/S3); Pituophis · 
melanoleucas mugitis (Florida pine snake); Gopherus 
polyphemus* (gopher tortoise); Clemmys guttata (spotted 
turtle) ; Drymarchon corais couperi (Eastern indigo 
snake). SAs reported: Haliaeetus leucocephalus* (bald 
eagle); Picoides borealis* (red-cockaded woodpecker); 
Alligator mississippiensis (American alligator); Ursus 
americanus floridanus (Florida black bear); Felis 
concolor coryi (Florida panther, FNAI-G4T1/S1, Fed-LE, 
State-LE). SP EOs onjnear site: Physostegia 
leptophylla (slender-leaved dragon-head, FNAI­
G4G5/S3S5, Fed-C2); Minuartia godfreyi (Godfrey's 
sandwort, FNAI-G1Q/S1, Fed-C2). Other onjnear site: 
bird rookery. 

24 

Low As a Florida Trail 
by the Florida 
Trail Association. 
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Department of Natural Resources staff Acquisition Criteria 
Relating to CARL Projects 
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Department of Natural Resources staff Acquisition Criteria Relating to CARL 
Projectss 

staff resources to a~ projects included on the approved Land Acquisition 
List will be prioritized in the followirg order: 

A. '!he top 30 projects or $200 million in projects whichever is fewer. 

B. Save OUr Everglades which includes projects #43 arrl #58 below the $200 
million cutoff. 

C.. Projects which have already been substantially acquired ice. 70% 
carplete. staff however, will reevaluate all projects which are over 
70% ca.rplete to determine if the project is canplete enough to recanmeirl 
:rem:wal. frcm the C.A.R.L. list .. 

D. Bargain p.trehases. A bargain purchase is defined as one in which rnR 
pays no m:::>re than 50% 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 
supplemmt rnR' s payrrent. Conceptual approval of a bargain purchase 
will be presented to the Board of Trustees for approval. Only after 
conceptual approval, will rnR staff time arrl resources be invested in 
the project. If, after appraisal activities, the owner or the third 
party does not comply with their bargain connnitment, rnR staff will 
:rec::armerrl that the project be rem:wed f~ the C.A.R.L. list. 

E. A joint purchase. A joint purchase is defined as one in which an agency 
of the federal goverrnnent, or a water management district established 
un:ler Cllapter 373, Florida Statutes, acquires at least 50% of the 
acreage in a CARL project, for purposes compatible with the goals of 
that CARL project, am ccx::>:rdinates use of the property with the state 
through a managemmt agreement or lease. 

F.. A bargain or joint purchase nrust include either the entire CARL project, 
or a part of the project which is by itself capable of meetirg the goals 
of the project am which constitutes a manageable unit as detennined by 
the proposed managemmt agency. 

Gc 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 lorg as they have reasonably relied on that · 
classification am the fum matchirg rate associated with it. 

Any lard listed on the approved Iarrl Acquisition List that is proposed to be 
acquired by exchange for sane 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 arrl sufficient project area has been acquired to satisfy 
the primal:y acquisition objectives, and the remaining project lards are 
not available, or not significant enough to warrant continuing effort. 

C. A project is detennined to be non-negotiable, and staff does not 
recarmrerrl eminent domain. 

D. A project's lards have been developed or otherwise altered so as to 
canpramise the project's integrity. 

E. '!he Board has rejected the acquisition contract agreement and not 
directed that it be re-negotiated. 
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Deparbnent of Natural Resources Policy Directions as a Member of the Larrl 
Acxru.isition Advisory Council. 

1. Professionally evaluate projects on their irxiividual merit based upon the 
accepted evaluation criteria. 

~ 

2. Insist that the priority list be exactly that. 

f:') Work to reduce the priority list. Hopefully, get the list down to at least 
~ $200,000,000. 

4. Push for a Advisory Council Policy of not recanmerrling projects for addition 
to list unless an equal number are renoved fran the existirg list. 

5. ~rt "Systems" Plannirg. However, projects added or combined must be 
evaluated as the ''whole" ani re-prioritized. A low priority project should 
not be added to a high priority project ani assume the high :position unless 

\ so reccmnerrled by the Advisory Council ani approved by the Board. 
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AIDENDtlM VII 

CARL Trust F\lrrl Analysis 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JANUARY 10, 1989 

FY 1989/90 APPROPRIATION BALANCE: 
FY 1988/89 APPROPRIATION CARRIED FORWARD: 

OPTION 
DATES 

FY 1988/89 CARL BOND APPROPRIATED BALANCE: 
FY 1988/89 CARL BOND APPROPRIATION CARRIED FORWARD: 
DEDUCT SET ASIDE FOR ARCHELOGICAL SITES: 
DEDUCT SET ASIDE FOR THE BIG CYPRESS PRESERVE: 
DEDUCT RESERVE FOR SEMINOLE INDIAN SETTLEMENT: 
ACQUISITIONS APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES: 
PROJECTS SUBMITTED ON 1/23/90 AGENDA: 
BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR NEGOTIATION: 

NOTES: 

(1) PLEASE SEE DETAIL IN EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED 

DEPOSITS 

21,568,014 
2,411,452 
7,500,000 

AMOUNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

2jJOOO,OOO 
1,500,000 
1 '750 ,000 

44,866,449 (1) 
1,546,484 (1) 

BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

45,000,000 
667568,014 
68,979,466 
76,479»466 
74~479,466 

729979,466 
71~229,466 
26i363,017 

24,816,532 
_c.._. ___ .... ..a ___ _ 
____ _,...,. __ CD_....,.,_ 

THE ABOVE REPORT FAIRLY REPRESENTS THE 
OFFICIAL ACCOUNTING RECORDS AND MANAGERIAL 
REP ESENTATIONS ONTAINED THEREIN. 

~- ,, 

Larry cGinnis,Chief 
Bureau of Finance and Accounting 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JANUARY 10, 1989 

OPTION 
DATES 

EXHIBIT "A" 

DEPOSITS 

APPROVED ACQUISITIONS (Thru 1/9/90): 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

BALANCE AVAILABLE: 

NO. PROJECT OPTION DATES 
4 Aplachicola,Phase !(Millender) CLOSED 

Brown Tract,Option 3 
3 B.M.K.(1,13,14,20,36,37,54,55) 01/30/90 
3 B.M.K.(4,5,22,24-27,31,32,34,52) .. 
5 Carlton Half Moon(Carlton et al) CLOSED 
5 Carlton Half Moon(Carlton et al) 
5 Carlton Half Moon(Survey) PAID 

37 Cayo Costa Is.(Adams)80 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Affourtit)107 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Aycock)397 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Benveniste)235 01/16/90 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Bidulph)23~ CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Bollinger)287 02/15/90 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Brown)241 02/15/90 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Byrd)66 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Cady)90 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Cournyer)161 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Fritz)39 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Guldice)265 02/18/90 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Hadden)266 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Heinssen)135 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Herberg)137 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Isaacson)77 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Johnson)1·18 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Kaplan)142 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Kelder)283 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Maerz)375 11/06/89 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Maxwell)304 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Maxwell)305 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Morlandsto)113 02/15/90 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Mosley)311 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Norris)92 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Palmer)317 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Popoli)148 12/30/89 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Proknow)324 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Pudsey)238 01/30/89 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Sumner)101 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Taylor)188 02/15/90 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Thrasher)104 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Vane)105 CLOSED 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Whittaker)221 CLOSED 
39 Charlotte Harbor E. D. 
12 Coupon Bight(Bitte1)121 02/27/90 
12 Coupon Bight(DeBryne)239 01/27/90 
12 Coupon Bight(Driggers)236 01/27/90 
12 Coupon Bight(Eicens,A.)24 CLOSED 
12 Coupon Bight(Eicens,S.)8 CLOSED 
12 Coupon Bight(Goldman)150 CLOSED 
12 Coupon Bight(Henderson)6 01/15/90 
12 Coupon Bight(Hern)42 12/30/89 
12 Coupon Bight(Hudson)324 02/27/90 
12 Coupon Bight(Jala)149 CLOSED 
12 Coupon Bight(Moya)165 CLOSED 
12 Coupon Bight(Sidor) 12/30/89 
12 Coupon Bight(Wallace)240 01/27/90 
13 Crystal River(Arfaras et al) 01/15/90 
13 Crystal River(Steigler)SO 01/15/90 
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AMOUNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

757,980 
203,067 

12,021,992 .. 
4,911,832 

81,610 
50,000 
7,350 

12,600 
12,600 
9,200 

18,400 
16,170 
4,025 
5,000 

56,000 
3,300 
6,200 
7,500 

17,000 
65,000 
12,600 
3,200 

12,600 
70,000 
8,050 

19,250 
4,600 
4,025 

22,764 
8,050 

14,000 
4,025 

28,000 
8,050 
8,050 

49,612 
56,000 

2,800 
28,000 
2,800 

381 '900 
10,500 
7,400 

10,400 
9,350 

47,760 
3,000 

47,760 
9,350 

11,600 
750 

1 '500 
5,200 

25,200 
71,002 
11,000 

(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) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 

BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

71,229,466 



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURSES 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION 

SUMMARY OF CARL TRUST FUND 
JANUARY 10, 1989 

OPTION AMOUNTS BALANCE 
DATES DEPOSITS ENCUMBERED AVAILABLE 

DOT/DNR(SR 29 Agreement) 4,800 (R) 
58 Estero Bay(Stardial) 12/30/88 974,750 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Alexander) Purchase Contract 563 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Aloia) CLOSED 6,750 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Bascans) Purchase Contract 563 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Boudreau) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Bowman) Purchase Contract 1 '1 01 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Burkhart) Purchase Contract 563 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Cottrell) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Cusick) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Ernst) Purchase Contract , . 563 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Filzen) Purchase Contract 1,, 25 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Harrison) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Haycock) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Johnson) Purchase Contract 1, 125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Mays) Purchase Contract 1,107 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(McAbee) Purchase Contract 1, 125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Nebrich) Purchase Contract 1 '146 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Ratledge) Purchase Contract 1, 125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Rustad) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Schreffer) Purchase Contract 1, 130 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Swartz) Purchase Contract 1,708 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Tetlow) Purchase Contract 563 (R) 
6 Fakahatchee(Wilcox) Purchase Contract 563 (R) 

Incidental Costs 1,725,342 (R) 
52 Josslyn Island E. D. 200,000 (R) 

1 North Key Largo(Knap)200-256 01/30/90 965,196 (R) 
1 North Key Largo(Knap)226 01/30/90 14,500 (R) 
1 North Key Largo(Knap)253 04/30/89 26,811 (R) 
1 N.Key Largo Hmk.(18) 06/30/89 211,750 (R) 

N.Key Largo Hmk.(44 & 45) 06/30/89 50,435 (R) 
1 N.Key Largo Hmk.(52) 06/30/89 182,413 (R) 
1 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Genti1e)80 11/30/89 19,222 (R) 
1 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Parcel 54) CLOSED 9,450 (R) 
1 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Ragan)17 CLOSED 306,240 (R) 
1 N.Key Largo Hmk.(Webster)260 11/30/89 43,758 (R) 
1 N.Key Largo(Fl. Nat'l Bank)49 CLOSED 138,105 (R) 

N.Peninsula (Orlando Est.)11,29 CLOSED 160,150 (R) 
N.Peninsula(Zachariah) CLOSED 775,750 (R) 

34 Pine Island Ridge(Broward Co.) 11/15/89 551,750 (R) 
34 Pine Is.Ridge(Forest Ridge Dev.) 11/15/89 3, 111 '590 (R) 
56 Rotenberger E. D. 60,000 (R) 
56 Rotenberger E. D. 25,000 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Aybar) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Baldwin) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Barlar) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Barlow) CLOSED 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Barlow) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Barlow) . CLOSED 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Barrett) CLOSED 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Belcher) CLOSED 2,250 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Bergeijk) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Blankinship) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Bosetti) CLOSED 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Brittain) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Browning) CLOSED 2,250 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Butler) Purchase Contract 4,500 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Byars) Purchase Contract 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Capaz) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Casey) Purchase Contract 2,250 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Clarke) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Clark) CLOSED 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Cook) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Cook) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
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56 Rotenberger(Downs) Purchase Contract 4,500 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Durnell) CLOSED 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Farrell) Purchase Contract 2,250 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Feigenbaum) CLOSED 2,250 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Fullerston) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Glasgow) CLOSED .1 , 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Goodwin) CLOSED 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Green) Purchase Contract 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Hanson) Purchase Contract 5,049 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Homolik) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Indian Lands)Title Purchase Contract . 11,000 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Jonas) Purchase Contract 4,500 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Kaluzna-Hackim) Purchase Contract 4,500 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(King) 01/30/90 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Kruger) 01/30/89 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Lang) Purchase Contract 563 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Luchak) CLOSED 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Martin) Purchase Contract 4,500 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Martin/Baron) Purchase Contract 4,500 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Mathiewu) Purchase Contract 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Mathiewu) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Maye-Mascari) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Mitchell) CLOSED 2,250 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Mula) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Peace) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Reidinger) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Rocco) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Samborovich) CLOSED 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Sambor) CLOSED 1, 125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Sandler) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Schrettner) CLOSED 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Streett) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Surface) Purchase Contract 563 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Tao) CLOSED 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Tarr) Purchase Contract 563 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Teufel) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Vance) CLOSED 4,500 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Wade) Purchase Contract 2,250 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Wagoner) CLOSED 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Watson) Purchase Contract 1,125 (R) 
56 Rotenberger(Widdon et al) Purchase Contract 1 '125 (R) 
22 SOE(DNR/DOT E.D.-Suit 112) Purchase Contract 1,609,375 (R) 
22 SOE(DNR/DOT E.D.-Suit 113) Purchase Contract 1,408,900 (R) 
22 SOE(DNR/DOT-Parcel 1196)E.D. Purchase Contract 105,600 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Alkire Purchase Contract 1 '352 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Bassi Purchase Contract 1 '394 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Bombly Purchase Contract 1 '419 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Bonaker Purchase Contract 934 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Catri Purchase Contract 1 '030 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Chaffee Purchase Contract 599 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Ciccone Purchase Contract 58,150 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Creek Purchase Contract 1,930 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Dewees CLOSED 477 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Dumond Purchase Contract 969 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Hughey Purchase Contract 3' 125 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Marvel CLOSED 1,930 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)McCowan Purchase Contract 2,389 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Moch Purchase Contract 1 '192 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Parrish Purchase Contract 4,025 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Richards Purchase Contract 1,568 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Romano Purchase Contract 3,121 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Scott Purchase Contract 3' 125 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Thompson Purchase Contract 3,754 (R) 
22 SOE(Golden Gate)Worthy Purchase Contract 696 (R) 
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22 SOE(Golden Gate)Young 
22 SOE(Reserved for DOT/DNR acq. 
20 South Savannas(Goodwin) 
20 South Savannas(Theakston) 
20 South Savvanas(TPL) 
36 Spring Hammock(Oidea et al)16 
36 Spring Hammock(Menefee)24 
36 Spring Hammock(Menefee)25 
36 Spring Hmk(Leitheuser)21 
36 Spring Hmk.(Goldberg & Bloom)3 
36 Spring Hmk.(Licht~et al)11 
36 Spring Hmk.(Moore et al)7 
50 St.Johns River (B&P) 

Tax Deeds,Fakahatchee & SOE 

OPTION 
DATES DEPOSITS 

Purchase Contract 
of I-75 Corridor) 

11/08/89 
02/01/89 
08/30/89 
05/15/89 

CLOSED 
CLOSED 
CLOSED 
CLOSED 

12/30/89 
10/30/89 
08/31/89 

TOTAL APPROVED CARL ACQUISITIONS 

CARL BOND ISSUE: 

APPROVED ACQUISITIONS (Thru 1/9/90): 
58 Estero Bay(Estero Bay Trust) 08/30/88 
58 Estero Bay(Stardial) Cls 04/29/88 

1 North Key Largo(P.Bouganville) 

TOTAL APPROVED CARL BOND ACQUISITIONS: 

TOTAL ACQUISITIONS APPROVED BY THE BOARD: 

PROPOSED ACQUISITIONS (1/23/90 AGENDA) 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

4 Apalachicola(Rodrique)9 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Gundersen)269 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Jackson)211 

. 37 Cayo Costa Is.(Spivey)193 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Spivey)350 
37 Cayo Costa Is.(Wilson)222 
39 Charlotte Harbor(Bidlack) 
39 Charlotte Harbor(Survey) 
12 Coupon Bight(Roig)160 
56 Rotenberger(Distefano) 
56 Rotenberger(Lapp) 
56 Rotenberger(Seidler) 
45 Tropical Hammocks 19,20 

02/28/90 
02/28/90 
02/28/90 
03/01/90 
03/01/90 
02/28/90 
04/15/90-

03/15/90 
Purchase Contract 
Purchase Contract 
Purchase Contract 

01/30/90 
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AMOUNTS 
ENCUMBERED 

3,754 (R) 
2,104,866 (R) 

32,300 (R) 
9,500 (R) 

300,000 (R) 
10,700 (R) 
69,000 (R) 
69,000 (R) 
30,600 (R) 

938,475 (R) 
193,800 (R) 
46,464 (R) 

881,400 (R) 
75,000 (R) 

36,966,824 

5,000,000 (R) 
2,500,000 (R) 

399,625 (R) 

7,899,625 

44,866,449 
------------------------

819,890 
72,528 
44,000 

2,800 
13,800 
74,500 

202,475 
50,619 
3,000 
4,500 
1,125 
2,250 

254,997 
============ 

1,546,484 

BALANCE 
AVAILABLE 

34,262,642 

26,363,017 

24,816,532 . 
------------------------
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North Key Large Hammocks 
(Monroe County) 

Seminole Springs/Woods 
(Lake County) 

B.M.K. Ranch 
(Lake County) 

Apalachicola River & Bay 
(Franklin County) 

Carlton Half-Moon Ranch 
(Sumter County) 

Fakahatchee Strand 
(Collier County) 

DI_'llS_IOlLQ_f. __ §TAT_~ __ _LAij_pS 
CAR_H .PROJECT ST]\TUS 

OWNERSHIPS 
REMAINING TO 
~-~ PURCH~~ED 

252+ 

16+ 

28+ 

24+ 

16+ 

9000+ 

STAT_!JS 

Forty-seven percent of the project is either purchased or 
under option. Negotiations are under way in Phases I, II 
and III, which encompasses everything in the project except 
submerged and improved parcels. Negotiations with Driscoll 
underway. 

Strawn ownership under option to Orlando developer. 
Negotiations are underway with the Carter Trust. Brumlick 
parcel on hold due to Brumlick~s arrest and pending Federal 
R.I.C.O. action. 

Negotiations in process with one major owner (New Garden 
Coal). Boundary map in process for major ownership in 
project addition. Agreement reached with BHK Ranch/MK 
Citrus ownership which represents 58% of the project. 
County assisted by providing $500,000 towards purchase of 
BMK/MK Citrus parcel. 

Negotiations have been initiated in Nick 9 s Hole and Cat 
Point areas. Millender parcel (35 acres) representing 6% of 
project purchased. 

Carlton ownership closed. Negotiations continue on balance 
of project. 18% of the project remains to be acquired. 

Sixty-three percent of the project is either purchased or 
under option. Currently working with willing sellers. A 
DOT/DNR Joint Participation Agreement was approved by the 
Governor and Cabinet for DOT to negotiate 52 parcels along 
SR29 to discourage commercial development around the 
proposed interchange. 
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16 
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18 
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20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Chassahowitzka Swamp 
(Hernando/Citrus Counties) 

Topsail Hill 
(Walton County) 

Ybor City Addition 
(Hillsborough County) 

Big Bend Coast Tract 
(Taylor/Dixie Counties) 

South Savannas 
(Martin/St. Lucie Counties) 

Wabasso Beach 
(Indian River County) 

Save Our Everglades 
(Collier County) 

Brevard Turtle Beaches 
(Brevard County) 

Lower Apalachicola 
(Franklin County) 

Three Lakes/Prairie L~kes 
(Osceola County) 

13+ 

7 

1 

. 30 

100+ 

65 

23,000+ 

3+ 

10+ 

22+ 

Negotiations in original project substantially complete. 
Reappraisals of unpurchased portions of the original project 
are complete. Appraisal of the addition complete. 
Negotiations are underway. Discussion underway with DOT for 
DOT to purchase within the project for mitigation purposes. 

Appraisal complete. Preparation for negotiation in process. 

The Trust for Public Lands (TPL) has acquired project. 
Negotiations with TPL underway. 

Appraisal in process for portions of project not yet 
purchased. Negotiating with large out-parcel ownerships. 

Negotiations are complete in Phase I. Negotiations underway 
in the balance of the project. The project is 73% acquired. 

Boundary maps and title information complete for original 
project. Appraisal will follow. Boundary maps for addition 
in process. 

Staff is making offers in Golden Gate Estates to willing 
sellers. Currently negotiating with the County to purchase 
300-400 parcels they acquired from Avatar as a result of the 
GAC bankruptcy. Also developing pilot program to purchase 
all county held,.tax certificates in the project area. A 
Memorandum of Agreem~nt was approved by the Governor and 
Cabinet for the National Park Service to acquire parcels in 
the Big Cypress Addition utilizing $1.5 million in CARL 
funds. Mitigation lands for private development in process. 

The Nature Conservancy (TNC) has entire project under option 
for resale to the State. Negotiations underway with TNC. 
TNC is requesting County participation in the purchase. 

Negotiations underway. 

Boundary maps and title information completed. Appraisal 
in process. 
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12 

13 

14 

15 

Fort George Island 
(Duval ·county) 

Saddle Blanket Lakes Scrub 
(Polk County) 

Curry Hammock 
{Monroe County) 

Rainbow River 
( Har ion County) 

Waccasassa Flats 
(Gilchrist County} 

Coupon Bight 
(Monroe County} 

Crystal River 
(Citrus County) 

Highlands Hammock 
{Highlands County) 

Emerson Point 
(Manatee County} 

45+ 

18+ 

4 

10+ 

50+ 

248+ 

51+ 

10 

3 

Fairfield ownership closed representing 80% of the project. 
Boundary maps and title in process for balance of project. 
The County and SJWMD contributed funds towards purchase of 
Fairfield ownership. 

Appraisals are complete for the original project area. 
Title information in process for the 120 acre addition and 
appraisal will follow. TNC has acquired the major 
ownership; currently negotiating with TNC. 

Appraisal complete. Preparation for negotiation in process. 
TNC assisting in negotiations. 

Agreement has been reached with the owner of the key parcel 
(the old attraction) at the head of the river contingent 
upon Marion County and SWFWMD contributing funds. The 
County voted 11/21/89 to participate in funding. SWFWMD's 
decision regarding funding cannot be made until the first 
part of 1990. Negotiations continue on the balance of 
Phase I contigent upon purchase of the attraction property . 

Appraisal complete. Preparation for negotiation in process. 

Offers made to everyone in Phase I and negotiations 
continue. Phase II negotiations have been initiated. 
Phase III appraisals will be requested when negotiations in 
Phase I are substantiplly complete. Approximately 20% of 
this project is either purchased or under option. 

Negotiations underway . in Phase I. Appraisals for the next 
phase will be ordered when negotiations in Phase I are 
substantially complete. 68% of the project remains to be 
acquired. 

Appraisal in process. The Trust for Public Lands has 
optioned a portion of the project. Major owners are willing 
sellers. 

Appraisal review in process. The County has committed up to 
$2.25 million in assistance. 
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37 

Andrews Tract 
(Levy County) 

Wacissa & Aucilla River Sinks 
(Jefferson County) 

Miami Rockridge Pinelands 
(Dade County) 

North Fork St. Lucie River 
(St. Lucie County) 

Rookery Bay 
(Collier County) 

Cockroach Bay Islands 
(Hillsborough County) 

Lochloosa Wildlife 
(Alachua County) 

St. Martin's River 
(Citrus County) 

Pine Island Ridge 
(Broward County) 

Paynes Prairie 
(Alachua County) 

Spring Hammock 
(Seminole County) 

Cayo Costa Island 
(Lee County) 

11+ 

18+ 

. 3+ 

200+ 

3+ 

17 

18+ 

2+ 

unknown 

32+ 

400+ 

Appraisal in process. 

Phase I is closed. Appraisal under review for Phase IIA. 
Phase IIB consists of improved parcels and will be appraised 
when negotiations are substantially underway in Phase IIA. 
Phase III consists of two ownerships presently being mined. 
CARL staff reviewing this phase. 

Appraisal in process. Appraisal review expected by February 
1990. 

Appraisal in process. The Trust for Public Lands has Phase I 
under option for resale to the State. 

Title information for Johnson Island received. Appraisal 
request in process. 

This is a bargain purchase with County. Appraisals in 
process. 

State's offer rejected by Nekoosa Packaging Corporation, 
current owners of major parcel. Negotiations suspended in 
accordance with DNR negotiations criteria. 

Boundary maps and title information are expected by end of 
January 1990. ' No further action will be taken in 
accordance with DNR negotiations criteria. 

Purchase agreement approved. Closing in process. 

Maps and title information received. Appraisal will follow. 
Negotiations unsuccessful on The Hunt Club parcel. 

This project is 83% purchased or under option. Negotiations 
continue on remainder. The County will be purchasing within 
the project for mitigation purposes and donating the 
property to the State. 

Eighty-Five percent of this project is either purchased or 
under option. Negotiations continuing. 
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Garcon Point 
(Santa Rosa County) 

Charlotte Harbor 
(Charlotte County) 

North Layton Hammock 
(Monroe County) 

Seabranch 
(Martin County) 

Wakulla Springs 
(Wakulla County) 

Gadsden County Glades 
(Gadsden County) 

Lower Econlochatchee 
(Seminole County) 

Tropical Hammocks of the 
Redlands (Dade County) 

East Everglades 
(Dade County) 

Silver River 
(Marion County) 

21+ 

10+ 

approx. 16+ 

unknown 

unknown 

11+ 

unknown 

24+ 

3000+ 

5+ 

Boundary maps and title information expected by the end of 
January 1990. The Nature Conservancy negotiating. No 
further action will be taken in accordance with DNR 
negotiations criteria. 

Negotiations virtually complete · on existing project. 
Appraisals received and negotiations underway with Bidlack. 
Revised boundary maps under review. 

Boundary maps and title information expected by the end of 
January 1990. No further action will be taken in accordance 
with DNR negotiation criteria. 

Boundary maps and title information received. No further 
action will be taken in accordance with DNR negotiations 
criteria. 

Phase I is closed. Negotiations with the owner of McBride 
Slough have been suspended. The balance of the project 
comprises a corridor running south along the Wakulla River, 
proposed for protection through use of conservation 
easements. 

Boundary maps and title information expected by the end of 
January 1990. Further action is suspended in accordance 
with DNR negotiation criteria. 

" 
Proposed for joint acquisition with the St. Johns River 
Water Management District. 

Further action is suspended in accordance with DNR 
negotiation criteria, except for the parcel owned by The 
Nature Conservancy, for which negotiations are underway. 

Discussions regarding joint acquisition underway with South 
Florida Water Management District and National Park Service. 

Appraisals received on four inholdings. Funds released to 
appraise 57 acres of the addition which includes the 
headwaters of the spring and the attraction. A building 
location map is being prepared by the owner for appraisal 
purposes. The County is considering acquisition of adjacent 
parcels. 
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58 

Deering Estate Addition 
(Dade County) 

Peacock Slough 
(Suwannee County) 

St. Johns River 
(Lake County) 

Wetstone/Berkovitz 
(Pasco County) 

josslyn Island 
(Lee County) 

Withlacoochee 
(Sarasota County) 

Warm Mineral Springs 
(Sarasota County) 

Gills Tract 
(Pasco County) 

Rotenberger 
(Palm Beach County) 

Bald Point Road 
(Franklin County) 

Estero Bay 
(Lee County) 

3 

5+ 

2 

2+ 

1 

45+ 

1 

1 

700+ 

62+ 

85+ 

Appraisal in process for bargain purchase.with County. 
County paying for appraisal. 

Action suspended in accordance with DNR negotiation 
criteria. 

The St. Johns River Forest Estates ownership reappraisal 
received. Working to resolve contract problems . 

. Acquisition unlikely due to soverign lands issue. 

Boundary maps and title information are expected by the end 
of January 1990. Conceptual approval given to negotiate a 
bargain purchase with The Pines and Berkovitz tracts. 

Closed. 

Title information being updated. 

Sold to developers. Acquisition unlikely. 

Pasco County has committed to · pay 50%. Appraisal review 
expected in January 1990. 

Sixty-five percent of this project has been purchased. 
Negotiations continuing on remainder. The last 35 acres in 
the Holey Land Tract have been acquired by eminent domain. 
Boundary map and title information for the Seminole Indian 
lands expected by the end of December 1989. 

Boundary map in process for addition. No further action 
will be taken in accordance with DNR negotiation criteria. 

Estero Bay Trust and Stardial ownership under option at 50% 
of the statutory maximum. Negotiation on the balance of the 
project suspended in accordance with DNR negotiation 
criteria. 
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