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INTRODUCTION
Don Pedro Island State Park is located in western Charlotte County (see Vicinity Map).

The park is six miles south of Englewood, which is on the mainland, and five miles
south of Englewood Beach, which is on one of the barrier islands that comprise the Gulf
of Mexico coastline. The park consists of a mainland parcel accessible from County
Road 775, and a barrier island parcel accessible only by commercial ferry or private
watercraft (see Reference Map). The vicinity map also reflects significant land and water
resources near the park.

On February 15, 1985, the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund of
the State of Florida (Trustees) obtained title to a 132.9-acre property constituting the
initial area of Don Pedro Island State Park. This acquisition was funded through the
Save Our Coasts (SOC) program. Since the initial purchase, the Trustees acquired
several parcels under Preservation 2000/ Additions and Inholdings (P2000/A&I) and
added them to Don Pedro Island State Park. Presently the park consists of 245.12 acres.

On September 9, 1985, the Trustees conveyed management authority of Don Pedro
Island State Park to the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP),
Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) under Lease No. 3415. The lease is for a period
of fifty (50) years, which will expire on September 8, 2035. According to the lease
agreement, DRP manages Don Pedro Island State Park for public outdoor recreation
and related purposes.

Don Pedro Island State Park is designated single-use to provide resource-based public
outdoor recreation and other park related uses (see Addendum 1). There are no
legislative or executive directives that constrain the use of this property.

PURPOSE AND SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PARK

The park provides important opportunities for resource-based outdoor recreation for
the enjoyment of Florida residents and visitors. The park protects representative
portions of Florida’s original coastal natural communities for future generations of
Floridians and conserves significant recreational assets for meeting current and future
needs for outdoor recreation vital to the state’s economy. Examples of the significance
of Don Pedro Island State Park include:

e The park is part of a barrier island system that protects the Lemon Bay Aquatic
Preserve, a unique submerged ecosystem of mangroves, seagrass and oyster
beds, and one of Florida’s most productive estuaries.

e The park protects rare, intact barrier island habitat, as well as integral mainland
shoreline habitat, for imperiled species, including the loggerhead sea turtle,
gopher tortoise, indigo snake, snowy plover, and roseate tern.
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e The park’s land base also protects a representative segment of rare coastal
grassland community and undeveloped mainland shoreline with easy access via
hiking trails.

e The park’s primary recreation area benefits visitors by offering remote and
pristine beaches, increasingly rare in Florida.

e The park provides residents and visitors with high-quality boating, fishing,
kayaking, birding, swimming, and beachcombing within the highly populated
areas of Southwest Florida.

Don Pedro Island State Park is classified as a State Park in the DRP’s unit classification
system. In the management of a State Park, a balance is sought between the goals of
maintaining and enhancing natural conditions and providing various recreational
opportunities. Natural resource management activities are aimed at management of
natural systems. Development in the park is directed toward providing public access to
and within the park, and to providing recreational facilities, in a reasonable balance,
that are both convenient and safe. Program emphasis is on interpretation on the park'’s
natural, aesthetic, and educational attributes.

PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF THE PLAN

This plan serves as the basic statement of policy and direction for the management of
Don Pedro State Park as a unit of Florida's state park system. It identifies the goals,
objectives, actions, and criteria or standards that guide each aspect of park
administration, and sets forth the specific measures that will be implemented to meet
management objectives and provide balanced public utilization. The plan is intended to
meet the requirements of Sections 253.034 and 259.032, Florida Statutes, Chapter 18-2,
Florida Administrative Code, and is intended to be consistent with the State Lands
Management Plan. With approval, this management plan will replace the 2001
approved plan.

The plan consists of three interrelated components: the Resource Management
Component, the Land Use Component and the Implementation Component. The
Resource Management Component provides a detailed inventory and assessment of the
natural and cultural resources of the park. Resource management needs and issues are
identified, and measurable management objectives are established for each of the park’s
management goals and resource types. This component provides guidance on the
application of such measures as prescribed burning, exotic species removal, imperiled
species management, cultural resource management, and restoration of natural
conditions.



The Land Use Component is the recreational resource allocation plan for the park.
Based on considerations such as access, population, adjacent land uses, the natural and
cultural resources of the park, current public uses, and existing development,
measurable objectives are set to achieve the desired allocation of the physical space of
the park. These objectives locate use areas and propose the types of facilities and
programs and the volume of public use to be provided.

The Implementation Component consolidates the measurable objectives and actions for
each of the park’s management goals. An implementation schedule and cost estimates
are included for each objective and action. Included in this table are (1) measures that
will be used to evaluate the DRP’s implementation progress, (2) timeframes for
completing actions and objectives, and (3) estimated costs to complete each action and
objective.

All development and resource alteration proposed in this plan is subject to the granting
of appropriate permits, easements, licenses, and other required legal instruments.
Approval of the management plan does not constitute an exemption from complying
with the appropriate local, state, or federal agencies. This plan is also intended to meet
the requirements for beach and shore preservation, as defined in Chapter 161, Florida
Statutes, and Chapters 62B-33, 62B-36, and 62R-49, Florida Administrative Code.

In the development of this plan, the potential of the park to accommodate secondary
management purposes was analyzed. These secondary purposes were considered
within the context of the DRP’s statutory responsibilities and the resource needs and
values of the park. This analysis considered the park natural and cultural resources,
management needs, aesthetic values, visitation, and visitor experiences. For this park, it
was determined that no secondary purposes could be accommodated in a manner that
would not interfere with the primary purpose of resource-based outdoor recreation and
conservation. Uses such as water resource development projects, water supply projects,
stormwater management projects, linear facilities, and sustainable agriculture and
forestry (other than those forest management activities specifically identified in this
plan) are not consistent with this plan.

The potential for generating revenue to enhance management was also analyzed.
Visitor fees and charges are the principal source of revenue generated by the park. It
was determined that multiple-use management activities would not be appropriate as a
means of generating revenues for land management. Instead, techniques such as
entrance fees, concessions, and similar measures will be employed on a case-by-case
basis as a means of supplementing park management funding.

The use of private land managers to facilitate restoration and management of this park
was also analyzed. Decisions regarding this type of management (such as outsourcing,
contracting with the private sector, use of volunteers, etc.) will be made on a case-by-
case basis as necessity dictates.
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MANAGEMENT PROGRAM OVERVIEW

Management Authority and Responsibility

In accordance with Chapter 258, Florida Statutes and Chapter 62D-2, Florida
Administrative Code, the Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) is charged with the
responsibility of developing and operating Florida's recreation and parks system. These
are administered in accordance with the following policy:

It shall be the policy of the Division of Recreation and Parks to promote the state park
system for the use, enjoyment, and benefit of the people of Florida and visitors; to
acquire typical portions of the original domain of the state which will be accessible to all
of the people, and of such character as to emblemize the state's natural values; conserve
these natural values for all time; administer the development, use and maintenance of
these lands and render such public service in so doing, in such a manner as to enable
the people of Florida and visitors to enjoy these values without depleting them; to
contribute materially to the development of a strong mental, moral, and physical fiber
in the people; to provide for perpetual preservation of historic sites and memorials of
statewide significance and interpretation of their history to the people; to contribute to
the tourist appeal of Florida.

The Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund (Trustees) has granted
management authority of certain sovereign submerged lands to the DRP under
Management Agreement MA 68-086 (as amended January 19, 1988). The management
area includes a 400-foot zone from the edge of mean high water where a park boundary
borders sovereign submerged lands fronting beaches, bays, estuarine areas, rivers, or
streams. Where emergent wetland vegetation exists, the zone extends waterward 400
feet beyond the vegetation. The agreement is intended to provide additional protection
to resources of the park and nearshore areas and to provide authority to manage
activities that could adversely affect public recreational uses.

Many operating procedures are standardized system-wide and are set by internal
direction. These procedures are outlined in the DRP’s Operations Manual (OM) that
covers such areas as personnel management, uniforms and personal appearance,
training, signs, communications, fiscal procedures, interpretation, concessions, public
use regulations, resource management, law enforcement, protection, safety, and
maintenance.



Park Management Goals

The following park goals express the DRP’s long-term intent in managing the state
park:

1. Provide administrative support for all park functions.
2. Protect water quality and quantity in the park, restore hydrology to the extent
feasible, and maintain the restored condition.

. Restore and maintain the natural communities/habitats of the park.

4. Maintain, improve, or restore imperiled species populations and habitats in the
park.

5. Remove exotic and invasive plants and animals from the park and conduct
needed maintenance-control.

6. Protect, preserve, and maintain the cultural resources of the park.

. Provide public access and recreational opportunities in the park.

8. Develop and maintain the capital facilities and infrastructure necessary to meet
the goals and objectives of this management plan.

w

\l

Management Coordination

The park is managed in accordance with all applicable laws and administrative rules.
Agencies having a major or direct role in the management of the park are discussed in
this plan.

The Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS), Florida Forest
Service (FFS), assists DRP staff in the development of wildfire emergency plans and
provides the authorization required for prescribed burning. The Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), assists staff in the enforcement of state laws
pertaining to wildlife, freshwater fish and other aquatic life existing within the park. In
addition, the FWC aids the DRP with wildlife management programs, including
imperiled species management and Watchable Wildlife programs. The Florida
Department of State (FDOS), Division of Historical Resources (DHR) assists staff to
ensure protection of archaeological and historical sites. The Florida Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP), Office of Coastal and Aquatic Managed Areas
(CAMA) aids staff in aquatic preserves management programs. The DEP, Bureau of
Beaches and Coastal Systems aids staff in planning and construction activities seaward
of the Coastal Construction Line. In addition, the Bureau of Beaches and Coastal
Systems aid the staff in the development of erosion control projects.

Public Participation

The DRP provided an opportunity for public input by conducting a public workshop
and an Advisory Group Meeting to present the draft management plan to the public.
These meetings were held on Wednesday, February 27, 2013 and Thursday, February
28, 2013, respectively. Meeting notices were published in the Florida Administrative
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Weekly on Tuesday, February 19, 2013, Volume 39, Issue 34, included on the
Department Internet Calendar, posted in clear view at the park, and promoted locally.
The purpose of the Advisory Group meeting is to provide the Advisory Group
members an opportunity to discuss the draft management plan (see Addendum 2).

Other Designations

Don Pedro Island State Park is not within an Area of Critical State Concern as defined
in Section 380.05, Florida Statutes, and it is not presently under study for such
designation. The park is a component of the Florida Greenways and Trails System,
administered by the Department’s Office of Greenways and Trails.

All waters within the park have been designated as Outstanding Florida Waters,
pursuant to Chapter 62-302, Florida Administrative Code. Surface waters in this park
are also classified as Class Il waters by the Department. This park is adjacent to the
Lemon Bay Aquatic Preserve as designated under the Florida Aquatic Preserve Act of
1975 (Section 258.35, Florida Statutes).

11
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IMPLEMENTATION COMPONENT

The resource management and land use components of this management plan provide a
thorough inventory of the park’s natural, cultural, and recreational resources. They outline the
park’s management needs and problems, and recommend both short and long-term objectives
and actions to meet those needs. The implementation component addresses the administrative
goal for the park and reports on the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP),
Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) progress toward achieving resource management,
operational, and capital improvement goals and objectives since approval of the previous
management plan for this park. This component also compiles the management goals,
objectives, and actions expressed in the separate parts of this management plan for easy review.
Estimated costs for the ten-year period of this plan are provided for each action and objective,
and the costs are summarized under standard categories of land management activities.
MANAGEMENT PROGRESS

Since the approval of the last management plan for Don Pedro Island State Park in 2001,
significant work has been accomplished and progress made towards meeting DRP’s
management objectives for the park. These accomplishments fall within three of the five general
categories that encompass the mission of the park and DRP.

Park Administration and Operations

. Over the last ten years the park’s Citizen Support Organization (CSO), Barrier Island
Parks Society, has contributed over 922 hours of volunteer service.

. The park’s CSO has provided the park with:
o funding for kayaks used for ecotours that are available the park’s land base
e ecotours tour guides
e abeach buggy
e materials to construct build a boardwalk
e materials to construct cages to protect sea turtle nests
e materials for the park’s interpretive programs

Resource Management
Natural Resources

. Over 224 acres of exotics were removed from the park, including the all of the
Australian Pines (Casuarina equisetifolia).
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. Fifteen acres of Marine Tidal Swamp community has been restored to the park.

° Park staff coordinated with USDA to remove of 56 exotic and nuisance animals,
including 41 raccoons, 14 coyotes, and 1 bobcat.

. Park and District staff has burned over 80 % of the park’s fire-dependent natural
communities. Recreation and Visitor Services Park Facilities.

Park Facilities
Recreational Facilities

. In 2003, a new day use area was developed at the park’s land base. Newly constructed
facilities include two picnic pavilions, a small restroom and nature trails.

. In 2006, a new roof was constructed for the beach picnic pavilion following Hurricane
Charley.

. The dune boardwalk was replaced to protect the dune system and improve beach access.

° In 2007, the park installed a universally accessible water fountain for visitors.

. Staff has developed new interpretive programs for the park’s visitors, including onsite

sea turtle and shore bird education programs.

. More paddlers are launching kayaks from the park’s land base.

Support Facilities

. In 2003, the park established a temporary shop area that includes storage sheds and
parking area.

MANAGEMENT PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

This management plan is written for a timeframe of ten years, as required by Section 253.034
Florida Statutes. The Ten-Year Implementation Schedule and Cost Estimates (Table 7)
summarizes the management goals, objectives, and actions that are recommended for
implementation over this period, and beyond. Measures are identified for assessing progress
toward completing each objective and action. A time frame for completing each objective and
action is provided. Preliminary cost estimates for each action are provided and the estimated
total costs to complete each objective are computed. Finally, all costs are consolidated under the
following five standard land management categories: Resource Management, Administration
and Support, Capital Improvements, Recreation Visitor Services, and Law Enforcement.
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Many of the actions identified in the plan can be implemented using existing staff and funding.
However, a number of continuing activities and new activities with measurable quantity targets
and projected completion dates are identified that cannot be completed during the life of this
plan unless additional resources for these purposes are provided. The plan’s recommended
actions, time frames and cost estimates will guide DRP’s planning and budgeting activities over
the period of this plan. It must be noted that these recommendations are based on the
information that exists at the time the plan was prepared. A high degree of adaptability and
flexibility must be built into this process to ensure that DRP can adjust to changes in the
availability of funds, improved understanding of the park’s natural and cultural resources, and
changes in statewide land management issues, priorities, and policies.

Statewide priorities for all aspects of land management are evaluated each year as part of the
process for developing DRP’s annual legislative budget requests. When preparing these annual
requests, DRP considers the needs and priorities of the entire state park system and the
projected availability of funding from all sources during the upcoming fiscal year. In addition to
annual legislative appropriations, DRP pursues supplemental sources of funds and staff
resources wherever possible, including grants, volunteers, and partnerships with other entities.
DRP’s ability to accomplish the specific actions identified in the plan will be determined largely
by the availability of funds and staff for these purposes, which may vary from year to year.
Consequently, the target schedules and estimated costs identified in Table 7 may need to be
adjusted during the ten-year management planning cycle.
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Addendum 1— Acquisition History






Sequence of Acquisition

On February 15, 1985, the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund of
the State of Florida (Trustees) obtained title to a 132.9-acre property constituting the
initial area of Don Pedro Island State Park. The Trustees purchased the property from
Sunshine State Bank for $1,500,000. This purchase was funded under the Save Our
Coasts (SOC) program. Since this initial purchase, the Trustees acquired several parcels
under Preservation 2000/ Additions and Inholdings and added them to Don Pedro
Island State Park. Presently the park is consisted of approximately 245 acres.

Lease Agreement

On September 9, 1985, the Trustees conveyed management authority of Don Pedro
Island State Park to the Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) under Lease No. 3415.
The lease is for a period of fifty (50) years, which will expire on September 8, 2035.
According to the lease agreement, the DRP manages Don Pedro Island State Park for
public outdoor recreation and related purposes.

Title Interest
Trustees hold fee simple title to Don Pedro Island State Park.
Special Conditions on Use

Don Pedro Island State Park is designated single-use to provide resource-based public
outdoor recreation and other park related uses. Uses such as water resource
development projects, water supply projects, storm-water management projects, and
linear facilities and sustainable agriculture and forestry, other than those activities
specifically identified in this plan, are not consistent with this plan or the management
purposes of the park.

Outstanding Encumbrances
There no outstanding rights, uses or encumbrances that applies to Don Pedro Island

State Park. Additionally, there are no legislative or executive directives that constrain
the use of this property.
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Department of Environmental Protection
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Don Pedro Island State Park
Stump Pass Beach State Park
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February 28th, 2013

L ocal Government Representative

The Honorable Bill Truex, Commissioner,
District 3

Charlotte County Board of

County Commissioners

18500 Murdock Circle

Port Charlotte, Florida 33948

Agency Representatives

Mr. Chad Lach, Park Manager
Florida Park Service
Gagparillaldand Administration
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Mr. Thomas Williams, Senior Forester
Florida Forest Service

Florida Department of Agriculture and
Consumer and Services

Myakka State Forest

2000 South River Road

Englewood, Florida 34223

Mr. Joseph Bozzo, Senior Environmental
Analyst

South Florida Water Management District
23998 Corkscrew Road

Estero, Florida 33928

Mr. Peter Diamond, Conservation Planner
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission

Division of Habitat and Species
Conservation Planning Services

3434 Hancock Bridge Pkwy., Ste 209 B
North Fort Myers, Florida 33908

Mr. Andy Dodd, Chair

Charlotte County Soil and Water
Conservation District

25550 Harbor View Road, Unit 3
Port Charlotte, Florida 33980

Tourism Development Council
Representative

Ms. Lorah Steiner

Charlotte Harbor Visitor & Convention
Bureau
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Port Charlotte, Florida 33948
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Representative
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Mr. George Fox, President
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Don Pedro Island State Park Advisory Group Staff Report

The Advisory Group meeting to review the proposed land management plan for Don Pedro
Island State Park was held at Cedar Point Environmental Park in Englewood, Florida on
Thursday, February 28th, 2013, at 9:00 AM.

Chip Futch represented Lorah Steiner. Larry Behrens (Peace River Audubon Society) was not in
attendance. Jim Grant (Barrier Island Parks Society) was not in attendance. All other appointed
Advisory Group members were present as well as Heather Stafford (DEP/CAMA Lemon Bay
Aquatic Preserve), Lynette Auger (Charlotte County Parks and Recreation Department), and
Wilma Katz (Coastal Wildlife Club). Additionally, Peter Diamond (Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission) provided written comments.

Attending Division of Recreation and Parks staff members were Lew Scruggs, Daniel Alsentzer,
Ezell Givens, Natalie Cole, Sally Braem, and Chad Lach.

Mr. Alsentzer began the meeting by explaining the purpose of the Advisory Group and
reviewing the meeting agenda. He provided a brief overview of the Division of Recreation and
Parks’ (DRP) planning process. Mr. Alsentzer summarized public comments received during
the previous evening’s public workshop. Mr. Alsentzer then asked each member of the
Advisory Group to express his or her comments on the draft plan.

Summary of Advisory Group Comments

Don Milroy (Palm Island Estates Homeowners) asked whether DRP intends to significantly
expand park facilities over the next five to ten years. He then inquired as to by what measure
DRP will consider the park to have reached maximum carrying capacity. Mr. Milroy inquired
how the park controls the number of visitors, especially by different means of entry, i.e.,
pedestrians walking, driving, boating, etc. He further inquired about the rate of compliance at
the bay and gulf pay stations on Don Pedro Island.

Commissioner Bill Truex (Charlotte County Board of County Commissioners) asked for an
overall summary of the park’s Conceptual Land Use Plan. He notes that there are uplands
present on the Optimum Boundary Islands which may have potential for visitor access as the
natural communities on these islands do not consist entirely of mangrove swamp.

Tom Williams (Florida Forest Service) assessed that cost estimates for proposed land use
additions and projects in the park appear to be ambitious but are still reasonable, especially if
the DRP intends to implement or break ground on these projects over the course of ten years.

Andy Dodd (Charlotte County Soil and Water Conservation District) complimented the staff on
accomplishments, especially for onsite restoration efforts and mitigation on the Land Base. He
states that the pine tree thinning in the park has been effective the purposes of restoring the
natural community type. However, he also states that removal of the exotics has been a
necessary priority and that commendable field action has been taken. Mr. Dodd recommends
continuing monitoring and removal of any exotic species. He notes no adverse affects of the
methodologies in practice. He pointed out on the base map the area where Charlotte County
has acquired land for stormwater management and proposes a wildlife corridor underpass
crossing CR 775 to the Land Base. Mr. Dodd added that mitigation of beach erosion should
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continue and that although projects to mitigate beach erosion often involve “give and take”
results, the overall effect is a net-benefit to the park.

George Fox (Englewood Fishing Club) commented on insufficient or sparse signage identifying
the park at its boundaries and entrances. He inquired whether the distance from the dock to the
day-use areas on the land base is compliant with ADA requirements. He notes the long
distance and potentially uneven surface of the path. Additionally, he perceived that the
estimated carrying capacity of the park is high, relative to its small land area, especially when
considering that portions of the park are not accessible areas to the public. Mr. Fox asked what
the typical rate of usage is and whether the park frequently reaches its carrying capacity. He
was also concerned about the methods used to estimate costs for proposed park projects or
development and inquired how the cost estimates are generated. He recommends prioritizing
tasks and basing prioritization on the state of the economy and State budget. Mr. Fox further
recommends sequencing proposed infrastructural improvements, giving the example that prior
to developing a passenger shuttle or ferry service, the park needs increased parking.

Joseph Bozzo (South Florida Water Management District) complimented the
comprehensiveness and accuracy of the flora and fauna surveys. He also notes that the resource
management and land use components are well written, including significant details on a wide
range of environmental and outdoor recreation tourism planning topics. Additionally, Mr.
Bozzo inquires whether it would be necessary to provide additional restroom facilities at the
primitive paddle-in campsite on the island or whether campers could utilize the existing
permanent restroom facility, since it seems preferable to use a single sewer facility for
environmental, operational, and aesthetic reasons.

Peter Diamond (Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission) inquired whether there is
a surplus of mangrove swamp in the park. He followed by asking how or what basis DRP
makes determinations about adding or subtracting land from park management. Mr. Diamond
further inquired whether DRP would consider adding the undeveloped island of mangrove
swamp that is adjacent to the island portion of the park in Lemon Bay.

Lynette Auger (Charlotte County Parks and Recreation Department) commented that the park
does not appear to have reached its full carrying capacity and, accordingly, it would be
appropriate to improve visitor access to the island.

Heather Stafford (CAMA, Lemon Bay Aquatic Preserve) inquired how DRP determines where
public access should be encouraged. She also asked what benefits are expected to be gained
from acquiring the various parcels identified on the optimum boundary map. Ms. Stafford
concluded by stating that CAMA/Lemon Bay Aquatic Preserve staff would be interested in
assisting with any efforts to develop ecotourism in and around the park.
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Summary of Written Comments

Peter Diamond (Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission) provided detailed
comments in writing in addition to his attendance at the meeting. FWC commends DRP for
envisioning desired future conditions for each habitat type, as well as for setting goals and
making recommendations for managing habitats and for protecting such imperiled wildlife
species as marine turtles. Among the natural resource management goals for the Plan, items of
particular interest to FWC include restoring hydrology, natural habitats, and imperiled species
populations, and removing exotic-invasive plants and animals. Additional topics of concern
include burying electrical lines, prescribed burning methods, eradicating exotic plants and
animals within Park boundaries, and acquiring adjacent land parcels as proposed in the draft
plan.
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Staff Recommendations

The staff recommends approval of the proposed management plan for Don Pedro Island State
Park as presented, with the following significant changes:

e Language will be added to the plan that states if the project to bury the electrical lines does
move forward, an updated gopher tortoise survey will be completed and efforts will be
made to avoid all burrows to the greatest extent possible. The Division of Recreation and
Parks will consult the appropriate permitting guidelines for those burrows that cannot be
avoided.

e Language will be added to discuss management techniques such as roller chopping prior to
prescribed fire and the burn rotation for mesic flatwoods on pages 29-30 and 50-51 of the
document.

e Wildlife underpass and information regarding the need for a wildlife corridor will be added
to the discussion of the County Road 775 widening.

e The proposal to add primitive paddle-in camping on the island can specify that the existing
restroom facilities, which are located nearby, could be utilized by campers.

Additional revisions were made throughout the document to address editorial corrections,
consistency of spellings and notations, and other minor corrections.
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Notes on Composition of the Advisory Group

Florida Statutes Chapter 259.032 Paragraph 10(b) establishes a requirement that all state land
management plans for properties greater than 160 acres will be reviewed by an advisory group:

“Individual management plans required by s. 253.034(5), for parcels over 160 acres, shall be
developed with input from an advisory group. Members of this advisory group shall include, at
a minimum, representatives of the lead land managing agency, co-managing entities, local
private property owners, the appropriate soil and water conservation district, a local
conservation organization, and a local elected official.”

Advisory groups that are composed in compliance with these requirements complete the
review of State park management plans. Additional members may be appointed to the groups,
such as a representative of the park’s Citizen Support Organization (if one exists),
representatives of the recreational activities that exist in or are planned for the park, or
representatives of any agency with an ownership interest in the property. Special issues or
conditions that require a broader representation for adequate review of the management plan
may require the appointment of additional members. DRP’s intent in making these
appointments is to create a group that represents a balanced cross-section of the park’s
stakeholders. Decisions on appointments are made on a case-by-case basis by DRP staff.
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Don Pedro Island State Park Soil Descriptions

(2) Canaveral Fine Sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes - This soil is nearly level and is
somewhat poorly drained. It is located on the deep, sandy ridges and flats on marine
terraces. The mapped area is large and ranges approximately 11,520 acres. The slopes
are linear and convex.

Typically, this soil has a surface layer of black fine sand about 7 inches thick. The
underlying material is fine sand. The upper part is dark gray in color and extends to a
depth of 15 inches. The next layer is light brownish gray and 80 inches deep.

Included with this soil in mapping are some small areas of Captiva soil that makes up
about 3 percent or less of the map unit.

This soil has a water table at a depth of 12 to 36 inches. The available water capacity is
very low. The permeability is very rapid.

(11) Myakka Fine Sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes - This soil is nearly level and is poorly
drained. It is on the broad flatwoods within the uplands of the county. The slopes of
this soil are smooth to slightly concave.

Typically, this soil has a surface layer of very dark gray fine sand about 3 inches thick.
The subsurface layer is fine sand about 23 inches thick. The upper part, to a depth of 3
inches is gray. The lower part, to a depth of 23 inches, is light gray. The upper part of
the subsoil to a depth of 27 inches is dark black and firm and the next 5 inches is dark
reddish brown and friable. The lower part to a depth of 43 inches is mixed black and
dark reddish brown.

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of EauGallie, Immokalee, Oldsmar,
Smyrna and Wabasso soils. The included soils make up about 15 percent or less of the
map unit.

This soil has a high water table at a depth of 6-18 inches for 1 to 3 months and 10 to 40
inches below the surface for 2 to 6 months. It recedes to a depth of more than 40 inches
during extended dry periods. The available water capacity is moderate. Permeability is
rapid in the surface and subsurface layers and moderate to moderately rapid in the
subsoil.

(22) Beaches - This soil is nearly level and poorly drained. These areas consist of narrow
strips of shell and sand fragments along the Gulf of Mexico. Slopes are convex and
range from 0 to 3 percent. The depth to water table can vary from 0-72 inches.

(24) Kesson Fine Sand, 0 to 1 percent slopes - This is a nearly level, very poorly

drained soil on broad tidal swamps. Areas are subject to tidal flooding. Slopes are
smooth.
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Typically, the surface layer is about 6 inches of sand that contains shell fragments.
The underlying layers are fine sand that contains shell fragments, and they extend
to a depth of 80 inches or more. The upper 4 inches is pale brown, the next 3
inches is light brownish gray, the next 25 inches is light gray with dark gray
streaks and the lower 42 inches is white.

Included with this soil in mapping are areas of Captiva and Wulfert soils and soils
that have organic surface layers. Also included are soils that have loamy material
throughout. Included soils make up about 10 to 15 percent of any mapped area.

The water table fluctuates with the tide and ranges from 0-6 inches. The available
water capacity is low. Permeability is moderately rapid or rapid.

(28) Immokalee sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes - This is a nearly level, poorly drained
soil in flatwoods areas. Slopes are smooth to convex.

Immokalee soil makes up about 90 percent of this map unit. Minor components
included with this soil when mapping are EauGallie, Myakka, Oldsmar, Smyrna
and Wabasso.

Typically, the surface layer is black sand about 4 inches thick. The subsurface layer
is dark gray sand in the upper 5 inches and light gray sand in the lower 27 inches.
The subsoil is sand to a depth of 69 inches. The upper 14 inches is black and firm,
the next 5 inches is dark reddish brown, and the lower 14 inches is dark yellowish
brown. The substratum is very bale brown sand to a depth of 80 inches or more.

The soil in this map unit has a high water table within 6-18 inches of the surface
for 1 to 3 months and 10 to 40 inches below the surface for 2 to 6 months. It recedes
to a depth of more than 40 inches during extended dry periods. The available
water capacity is low. Permeability is rapid in the surface and subsurface layers
and moderate or moderately rapid in the subsoil.

(37) Satellite fine sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes - This is a nearly level, somewhat
poorly drained soil on low knolls and ridges. Slopes are smooth to convex.

Typically, the surface layer is gray fine sand about 3 inches thick. The substratum
extends to a depth of 80 inches or more and is white and light gray fine sand.

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of Immokalee, Myakka,

Daytona and Pompano soils. Included soils generally make up 10 percent or less
of any mapped area.
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In most years, under natural conditions, this soil has a water table at a depth of 12
to 42 inches for 2 to 6 months and at a depth of 42 to 72 inches for 6 months or
more. The available water capacity is very low. Permeability is very rapid.

(48) St. Augustine sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes - This is a nearly level, somewhat
poorly drained soil formed by f{ill and earthmoving operations. Most areas are
former sloughs and depressions or other low areas that have been filled with
sandy material. Slopes are smooth to slightly convex and range from 0 to 2
percent.

There are no definite horizonation because the soil has been mixed during
movement and reworking of the fill material. Typically, the upper 30 inches
consists of mixed very dark grayish brown, very dark gray, dark gray and gray
sand with a few lenses of silt loam and about 20 percent multicolored shell
fragments less the 3 inches in diameter. Below this to a depth of 80 inches or more
is undisturbed fine sand. The upper 10 inches is dark grayish brown with about 15
percent multicolored shell fragments. The lower 40 inches is light gray with about
30 percent multicolored shell fragments.

Included with this soil in mapping are areas where the fill material is underlain by
organic soils and other areas where the mixed fill material is less than 20 inches
thick. Also included are areas that contain lenses or pockets of organic material
throughout the fill. In addition, there are small-scattered areas with more than 35
percent shells or shell fragments within the fill. Several areas with some urban
development or in related uses have been included. These areas typically make up
less than 5 percent of the map unit.

This soil has a water table that varies with the amount of fill material and artificial
drainage within any mapped area. However, in most years, the water table is 24 to
36 inches below the surface of the fill material for 2 to 4 months. It is below a
depth of 60 inches during extended dry periods. The available water capacity is
low. Permeability is estimated to be rapid.
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Imperiled Species Ranking Definitions

The Nature Conservancy and the Natural Heritage Program Network (of which FNAI is a part) define an
element as any exemplary or rare component of the natural environment, such as a species, natural
community, bird rookery, spring, sinkhole, cave or other ecological feature. An element occurrence (EO)
is a single extant habitat that sustains or otherwise contributes to the survival of a population or a
distinct, self-sustaining example of a particular element.

Using a ranking system developed by The Nature Conservancy and the Natural Heritage Program
Network, the Florida Natural Areas Inventory assigns two ranks to each element. The global rank is
based on an element's worldwide status; the state rank is based on the status of the element in Florida.
Element ranks are based on many factors, the most important ones being estimated number of Element
occurrences, estimated abundance (number of individuals for species; area for natural communities),
range, estimated adequately protected EOs, relative threat of destruction, and ecological fragility.

Federal and State status information is from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; and the Florida Game and
Freshwater Fish Commission (animals), and the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services (plants), respectively.

ENAI GLOBAL RANK DEFINITIONS

(G T Critically imperiled globally because of extreme rarity (5 or fewer occurrences or less
than 1000 individuals) or because of extreme vulnerability to extinction due to some
natural or fabricated factor.

(G R Imperiled globally because of rarity (6 to 20 occurrences or less than 3000 individuals) or
because of vulnerability to extinction due to some natural or man-made factor.

(G S Either very rare or local throughout its range (21-100 occurrences or less than 10,000
individuals) or found locally in a restricted range or vulnerable to extinction of other
factors.

(Gl T apparently secure globally (may be rare in parts of range)

[C1 demonstrably secure globally

(€] - I of historical occurrence throughout its range may be rediscovered (e.g., ivory-billed
woodpecker)

(C), CURTR believed to be extinct throughout range

(€, (CH extirpated from the wild but still known from captivity or cultivation

(CF T Tentative rank (e.g.,G27?)
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range of rank; insufficient data to assign specific global rank (e.g., G2G3)

rank of a taxonomic subgroup such as a subspecies or variety; the G portion of the rank
refers to the entire species and the T portion refers to the specific subgroup; numbers
have same definition as above (e.g., G3T1)

rank of questionable species - ranked as species but questionable whether it is species
or subspecies; numbers have same definition as above (e.g., G2Q)

same as above, but validity as subspecies or variety is questioned.
due to lack of information, no rank or range can be assigned (e.g., GUT2).
Not yet ranked (temporary)

Critically imperiled in Florida because of extreme rarity (5 or fewer occurrences or less
than 1000 individuals) or because of extreme vulnerability to extinction due to some
natural or man-made factor.

Imperiled in Florida because of rarity (6 to 20 occurrences or less than 3000 individuals)
or because of vulnerability to extinction due to some natural or man-made factor.

Either very rare or local throughout its range (21-100 occurrences or less than 10,000
individuals) or found locally in a restricted range or vulnerable to extinction of other
factors.

apparently secure in Florida (may be rare in parts of range)
demonstrably secure in Florida

of historical occurrence throughout its range, may be rediscovered (e.g., ivory-billed
woodpecker)

believed to be extinct throughout range
accidental in Florida, i.e., not part of the established biota
an exotic species established in Florida may be native elsewhere in North America

regularly occurring but widely and unreliably distributed; sites for conservation hard to
determine

due to lack of information, no rank or range can be assigned (e.g., SUT2).
Not yet ranked (temporary)

Not currently listed, nor currently being considered for listing, by state or federal
agencies.
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LEGAL STATUS

FEDERAL

(Listed by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service - USFWS)

[ Listed as Endangered Species in the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and
Plants under the provisions of the Endangered Species Act. Defined as any species that is
in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range.

o] Proposed for addition to the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants as
Endangered Species.

I T Listed as Threatened Species. Defined as any species that is likely to become an
endangered species within the near future throughout all or a significant portion of its

range.
| I Proposed for listing as Threatened Species.
C o, Candidate Species for addition to the list of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and

Plants. Defined as those species for which the USFWS currently has on file sufficient
information on biological vulnerability and threats to support proposing to list the
species as endangered or threatened.

E(S/A) ..covvenen. Endangered due to similarity of appearance.
T(S/A) v Threatened due to similarity of appearance.
EXPE, XE............ Experimental essential population. A species listed as experimental and essential.
EXPN, XN .......... Experimental non-essential population. A species listed as experimental and non-

essential. Experimental, nonessential populations of endangered species are treated as threatened
species on public land, for consultation purposes.

STATE

ANIMALS ........ (Listed by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission - FFWCC)
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Listed as Threatened Species by the FFWCC. Defined as a species, subspecies, or isolated
population, which is acutely vulnerable to environmental alteration, declining in number
at a rapid rate, or whose range or habitat, is decreasing in area at a rapid rate and
therefore is destined or very likely to become an endangered species within the near
future.

Listed as Species of Special Concern by the FFWCC. Defined as a population which
warrants special protection, recognition or consideration because it has an inherent
significant vulnerability to habitat modification, environmental alteration, human
disturbance or substantial human exploitation that, in the near future, may result in its
becoming a threatened species.

(Listed by the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services - FDACS)

Listed as Endangered Plants in the Preservation of Native Flora of Florida Act. Defined as
species of plants native to the state that are in imminent danger of extinction within the
state, the survival of which is unlikely if the causes of a decline in the number of plants
continue, and includes all species determined to be endangered or threatened pursuant
to the Federal Endangered Species Act of 1973,as amended.

Listed as Threatened Plants in the Preservation of Native Flora of Florida Act. Defined as
species native to the state that are in rapid decline in the number of plants within the
state, but which have not so decreased in such number as to cause them to be
endangered.
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