LAKE TALQUIN STATE FOREST
2024 LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN

EXHIBITS



Exhibit A

Ten-Year Management Accomplishment Summary



Lake Talquin State Forest

10-Year Accomplishments

Site Preparation Chop Single Pass No. 205
Disk/Raking Acres 30
Burning Acres 850
Herbicide Acres 948
Other Acres 60
Planting Longleaf Containerized No. 617,973
Acres 850
Seedling Survival Checks Survival Checks Acres 702
Plots No. 70
Timber Stand Improvement Herbicide Acres 55
Mowing Acres 36
Timber Sales Marking Acres 1325
Cruising Acres 1694
Harvest Acres 1517
Timber Inventory Inventory Update Acres 23,235
New Inventory Acres 4,656
Plots Acres 2,129
Invasive Species Control Japanese Climbing Fern Acres 291
Cogon Grass Acres 48
China Berry Acres 14
Mimosa Acres 5
Coral Ardisia Acres 4
Chinese Tallow Acres 2
Chinese Privet Acres 3
Other Acres 33
Fire No. 1
Wildfire
Acres 5
No. 7
Prescribed Burning
Acres 38,178
Recreation Day Use Estimated Forest Visitors No. 3,172,132




Overnight Primitive Camping No. 13587
Annual Entrance Pass No. 96
OOF Hunts No. 17
Roadwork Roads Constructed Miles 2
Roads Graded Miles 472
Roads Rebuilt Miles 18
Bridge Built No. 1
Bridge Repaired No. 4
Culverts Installed No. 7
Culverts Repaired No. 5
Low Water Crossing No. 13
Other No. 32
Boundary Maintenance Maintenance/Marking Miles 168
I&E Activities Programs/Tours No. 335
Radio/TV Articles No. 5
Other Activities Road Mowed Miles 868
Gate Repaired No. 12
Gate Installed No. 9
Trail Maintenance Miles 1,231
Prescribed Burn Evaluation Acres 25,875
Ditch Crossing Installed No. 1
Rx Evaluations (follow-up) Acres 34,570




Exhibit B

Boundary and Road Map






Exhibit C

Optimal Management Boundary Map






Exhibit D

Facilities, Recreation, and Improvements Map






Exhibit E

Tract and Acreage Map






Exhibit F

Proximity to Significant Managed Lands






Exhibit G

Florida Forever Projects




































Exhibit H

Department of State Report
on
Archeological Sites and Historical Sites
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Exhibit |

Management Procedures
for
Archaeological and Historical Sites and Properties
on State Owned or Controlled Lands












Exhibit J

Soil Types Map and Descriptions

































































































































































































































Exhibit K

Department of Environmental Protection
Outstanding Florida Waters












Exhibit L

Water Resources and BMAP Maps









Exhibit M

Florida Natural Areas Inventory
Managed Area Tracking Record



































































































































































































Exhibit N

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
Listed Species Occurrence Records





















Exhibit O

Lake Talquin State Forest
Twelve-Year Fire History






Exhibit P

Invasive Species Map






Exhibit Q

Current FNAI Natural Communities
and
Cover Type Map






Exhibit R

Historic FNAI Natural Communities
and
Cover Type Map






Exhibit S

Land Management Reviews
(2014 & 2019)














































































Exhibit T

Compliance
with
Local Comprehensive Plans

Gadsden, Leon, Liberty, and Wakulla Counties















Land Use Element
1. Future Land Use Map Categories

Policy 2.2.14: [L] RECREATION/OPEN SPACE (E FF . 8/17/92; REV . E FF . 7/26/06;
RENUMBERED 3/14/07)

This category contains:

(1) Government owned lands which have active or passive recreational facilities, historic
sites, forests, cemeteries, or wildlife management areas.

(2) Privately owned lands which have golf courses, cemeteries, or wildlife management
areas.

Permitted uses include passive recreation and silviculture. Active recreation facilities are
included if the site is within the USA or a rural community.

Based on an analysis of existing policies, the draft Ten-year Land Management Plan and Exhibits for the Lake
Talguin State Forest is consistent with the Tallahassee — Leon County Comprehensive Plan.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this draft plan. If you have any questions or need additional
information, please feel free to contact Stephen Hodges at the Tallahassee-Leon County Planning
Department.

Sincerely,

el

Laurel Harbin
Planning Manager
Tallahassee-Leon County Planning Department

LH/SMH/smh









Exhibit U

State Forest Management Plan
Advisory Group Summary



Management Plan Advisory Group Public Hearing

Lake Talquin State Forest

10-Year Land Management Plan

MPAG Members Present:

Chris Colburn

Benjamin Faure

David Nicholson

Ricky Lackey

Sam McCall

Bill Stinson

Commissioner Christian Caban

MPAG Members Not Present:

Tabitha Frazier
Commissioner Ron Green

FFS Staff:

&

L J

L J

®
Guests:

Alan Davis

Brian Camposano
Ryan Slyter

Emily Marsh

Mark Alexander
Matt Conislio
Leatha Flowers
Jacob Fortunas
Sharon Haughton
Devin Martins
Maria Morales
Joyce Papp
Wendy Trawick
Linda Vause

September 27, 2023
10:30 A.M.

Meeting Minutes

Tallahassee Forestry Center (TFC) Manager, Florida Forest Service (FFS)
Northwest Florida Water Management District

Representing Justin VanGorder with Florida Fish and Wildlife Commission
National Wild Turkey Federation

Local Property Owner

Local Property Owner

Leon County Elected Official

Leon County Soil and Water Conservation District
Gadsden County Elected Official

Land Planning Coordinator

Forest Management Assistant Bureau Chief
Forestry Supervisor ||

State Lands Management Planner

Public Meeting Start Time: 10:30 A.M.

Land Planning Coordinator, Alan Davis (FFS) opened the meeting by introducing himself and explained the
purpose and statutory framework for the Lake Talquin State Forest 10-Year Land Management Plan process.
He explained that the Plan is not an annual work plan or detailed operational plan but provides general and
conceptual guidance for management of Lake Talquin State Forest (LTSF) for the next 10-year period.

Mr. Davis confirmed compliance with the Florida Sunshine Law advising MPAG members to not discuss the
draft outside of the public meetings. He stated that the meetings are open to the public, recorded, and

minutes taken.



Mr. Davis stated that both MPAG meetings are open to the public and proper notice was given. The
meetings were advertised to the public in the Tallahassee Democrat on August 31, 2023, in the Florida
Administrative Register on September 15, 2023, FFS webpage, as well as posted at the kiosks on LTSF. The
meetings were announced at the Leon County Commissioners meeting on September 12, and at the
Gadsden County Commissioners meeting on September 19, 2023. He noted that the draft plan goes
through various approvals before and after the MPAG meetings but that the FFS Director is granted final
authority on changes to the draft plan. He described the day’s two meetings: The first meeting is
informational and provides opportunity for public comment; the 1:00 p.m. Workshop meeting provides
opportunity for the MPAG members to discuss the public input and to share their personal comments on
the draft plan. The public is welcome to attend the Workshop, but participation is limited to MPAG
members.

Mr. Davis then requested MPAG Member introductions and attendance was taken.

Mr. Davis asked the advisory group to elect an MPAG chairperson. Chris Colburn was elected to serve as
chairperson.

Mr. Davis reiterated the purpose of this meeting is to receive public input which would be later discussed
in the Workshop.

Mr. Davis then introduced Forestry Supervisor Ryan Slyter who presented a PowerPoint presentation of the
10-Year Plan. A member of the public asked what qualifies something as an archeological resource. Mr.
Camposano provided the definition of an archeological resource. Mr. Davis asked if there were any
clarifying questions regarding the presentation. Mr. Fortunas inquired about any challenges or obstacles
FFS encounters regarding meeting some of the goals stated in the presentation. Mr. Davis explained that
any challenges faced are due to personnel and available funding resources. Mr. Colburn stressed that they
are lucky to have various resources to tap into within FFS to be able to accomplish goals and day-to-day
duties on LTSF.

Mr. Davis asked if there are any further questions.

Mr. Davis transitioned to presenting the submitted Speaker/Comment Forms. Ms. Flowers appreciates the
ongoing efforts of FFS and the partnership between FFS and the Southern Trailriders Association (STA). As
a 50 + year resident of Ft. Braden, Ms. Flowers presented a Wish List on behalf of the STA for FFS to consider
regarding the improvement of the equestrian community’s experience and safety on LTSF. Specifically,
concerns about being pushed out by the mountain biking community within the Leon County boundaries
of LTSF, and concerns regarding lack of signage directing users to trailheads and existing service roads to
provide additional equestrian riding options within the Ft. Braden Tract. Ms. Flowers requested signage
suggesting equestrian routes on Joe Budd Tract. Ms. Flowers requested signage for recreational users on
the North Ochlockonee Tract to increase the number of visitors. Ms. Flowers also requested a connecting
trail from the Ft. Braden Tract across Coe Landing Road into the Hwy 20, Lake Talquin Tract to expand the
riding mileage onto the service roads. Also requested was a connecting trail from Joe Budd Tract to the
Rocky Comfort Tract. Ms. Flowers also requests a connecting trail from the Lines Tract to access a significant
tract of land within a current Florida Forever project. Lastly, Ms. Flowers requested gravel not be used on
trails due to damage and danger to horses.

Mr. Fortunas, representing the Tallahassee and Leon County Planning Department, requested increased
access for hiking and biking, particularly within the North and South Ochlockonee Tracts and the Hwy 20
Tract on LTSF. Increased access would help increase educational and conservation opportunities. Mr.
Fortunas also represents the Tallahassee Mountain Biking Association (TMBA). Mr. Fortunas stated that
TMBA is advocating for better single tract trail options in the North and South Ochlockonee Tracts and Hwy
20 Tract. These hiking and biking trails would be relatively low impact and would not require significant
maintenance after initial installation and would be highly compatible with nearby conservation areas.
Enhanced access as well as increasing the presence of a new user group on LTSF would be beneficial to the
state forest. Mr. Fortunas supported Ms. Flowers’ suggestion in a connecting trail across Coe Landing Road.
Mr. Fortunas does not advocate a trail that would welcome hikers, bikers, and equestrian riders; rather, a
tract that runs parallel to the trail for equestrian riders due to trail erosion concerns.



e Mr. Alexander supported Mr. Fortunas' proposals with no further comment.

s Mr. Conislio supported Mr. Fortunas’ proposals. Mr. Conislio also announced that TMBA has weekly board
meetings in which FFS and any members of the public are welcome to attend.

* Mr. Davis asked if there were any more questions or comments from the public. Ms. Flowers stated that
the Ft. Braden Trail was initially designated for equestrian use only. Hiking was added to the trail at a later
date. Ms. Flowers stated the dangers of bike riders to equestrian riders due to biking speed. Ms. Flowers’
concerns stem from a safety perspective, rather than an attempt to exile the biking community. Ms.
Flowers disagrees on Mr. Fortunas’ statement about road erosion due to equestrian use. Ms. Flowers has
observed erosion can occur from bikers, specifically due to the quantity of bikers, and should be considered
moving forward.

s Mr. Alexander stated that he understands that the plan is to have the Lines Tract allow for equestrian use
but does not believe this to be ideal. Due to personal past use and previous maintenance done on the tract,
equestrian use would make this challenging for the biking community. Mr. Alexander offered to help clear
off tract and if it will be open to horseback riding.

+ Ms, Flowers stated that they have been out at the Lines Tract scouting and helping with maintaining the
trail.

¢ An STA member stressed that they are trying to work with the TMBA community, not against them.

s Mr. Davis then thanked everyone for participating and adjourned the public hearing portion of the
meetings.

Public Meeting End Time: 11:23 A.M.



Management Plan Advisory Group Workshop Meeting
Lake Talquin State Forest

10-Year Land Management Plan
September 27, 2023
1:00 P.M.

Meeting Minutes

MPAG Members Present:

e Chris Colburn Tallahassee Forestry Center (TFC) Manager, Florida Forest Service (FFS)

e Benjamin Faure Northwest Florida Water Management District

s David Nicholson Representing Justin VanGorder with Florida Fish and Wildlife Commission
* Ricky Lackey National Wild Turkey Federation

e Sam McCall Local Property Owner

+  Bill Stinson Local Property Owner

MPAG Members Not Present:
e Commissioner Christian Caban Leon County Elected Official

e Commissioner Ron Green Gadsden County Elected Official

e Tabitha Frazier Leon County Soil and Water Conservation District
FFS Staff:

¢ Alan Davis Land Planning Coordinator

e Brian Camposano Forest Management Assistant Bureau Chief

s Ryan Slyter Forestry Supervisor ||

e  Emily Marsh State Lands Management Planner
Guests:

e leatha Flowers
e Joyce Papp

Workshop Meeting Start Time: 1:00 P.M.

s Land Planning Coordinator, Alan Davis introduced himself and opened the LTSF MPAG Workshop. He reminded
the MPAG members of the Florida Sunshine law and that the purpose of the workshop is to review and discuss
the draft and that any edits made to the draft would be presented to the FFS Director for approval. He noted
that minutes will be recorded and emailed to the MPAG members and will be approved via negative response
review. MPAG member appointment will terminate when the final draft is submitted to the Acquisition
Restoration Council. Forestry Supervisor Il Ryan Slyter was available to make proposed changes to the draft
during the page-by-page review.

»  Mr. Davis requested that if any MPAG members had comments regarding the public hearing conducted earlier
that they be addressed when we reached the part of the draft LMP it pertained to during the page-by-page
process.

e Page 4: Mr. Stinson observed that the project known output archeological resources and restore, maintain,
and protect hydrological resources was not listed in the past accomplishments section. Mr. Stinson inquired if
these were new goals in the plan. Mr. Davis stressed that the listed past accomplishments are what has been
accomplished since the last plan. Mr. Colburn confirmed that these are not new goals, and that only the main
accomplishments are captured within the plan as opposed to every individual accomplishment. Mr. Colburn



further confirmed that archeological resources are monitored annually. Mr. McCall inquired what happens to
the wild hogs after they have been captured and removed from the property. Mr. Colburn relayed that the
hogs are destroyed. Mr. Lackey observed that prescribed burning was significantly lower during Fiscal Year
2019-2020 but was later compensated in the following fiscal years. Mr. Lackey inquired if extra staff was needed
to complete those subsequent burns or if the same crew was utilized. Mr. Slyter confirmed that it was the same
crew. Mr. Lackey inquired the annual acreage goal for prescribed burning on LTSF. Mr. Slyter relayed 2,500 to
3,800 acres is the goal, but they have been burning 3,200 acres the last couple of years. Mr. Lackey inquired if
raising the goal, given the stellar year in 2021, while utilizing the same staff is feasible. Mr. Slyter agrees that
more burning will occur due to the stands falling within the fire regime. FFS does not want to adjust the fire
regime too much. Mr. Colburn added that Mr. Lackey’s question is common, and that FFS will strive to burn
more acres. However, such language is not recommended to avoid pigeonholing the staff to that updated
acreage goal; should it be difficult for the staff to achieve. Mr. Lackey inquired if the plan has the goal of 3,200
acres already listed. Mr. Colburn confirms that goal acreage is listed in the plan, as well as more detail is
explained within each community type. Mr. Lackey encourages FFS to burn as much as they can. Mr. Davis
confirmed no changes made to Page 4.

Page 5: Mr. Stinson, while referencing Goal 2, stated that counting visitors need to be more accurate. Mr.
Stinson noted the sign that references day use fees, but there is no place to deposit the money, which makes
tracking visitors inaccurate. Thus, Mr. Stinson is unsure how LTSF staff are tracking the number of visitors. Mr.
Stinson stresses that getting accurate numbers are important. Mr. Camposano explained that counting visitors
is a fluid process; that day use fees, camping fees, etc. are all purchased online through the camping reservation
system as one way to track visitors. Traffic counters on different main roads within the state forests that are
rotated annually are also used to count visitors. FFS tracks hunters, camping stays, etc. There is a lot of data
that the State Recreation Coordinator, Bin Wan, uses for tracking. Bin Wan actually has a PHD in Recreation
Management; specifically, he went to school and learned how to manage people and manage visitors and so
he has a very formulaic, reputable way to accurately track the number of visitors for not just LTSF, but for all of
our state forests. The numbers will never be completely accurate, but the way we are doing it now allows us
to be consistent. Mr. Stinson inquired if FFS means to say there is no reason to have an entrance kiosk at the
forest. Mr. Colburn confirmed the sign in, and fee collection strategies have never been accurate data. Mr.
Faure expressed that it is a very labor-intensive strategy to have a volunteer count the number of visitors. Itis
time consuming, and it depends on how much the staff can commit to it. Mr. Davis reiterate that while the
conversation is good to have, the purpose of this meeting is to suggest changes to the plan to keep within time.
Mr. Stinson observed there are no reports online of the annual liaison meetings, and wanted to know if these
meetings were occurring. Mr. Slyter confirmed these meetings occur on an annual basis and minutes are
recorded during said meetings. Mr. Stinson strongly suggests for these minutes to be posted online. Mr. Davis
stressed that a copy of the minutes is housed locally. Mr. Davis suggests that staff can help Mr. Stinson obtain
a copy of those meeting minutes.

Page 7: Mr. Stinson inquired if the number of acres restored under Goal 3, Objective 4 is different from the
number of acres where restoration measures were taken. Did staff plant something but later died? Mr. Slyter
confirmed that failed planting has occurred before but is rare. In those cases, the staff tries again. Mr. Faure
inquired if staff plants wiregrass. Mr. Colburn responded that they rarely plant wiregrass. Mr. Colburn clarified
that this objective relates to restoration using prescribed burning. The measure listed is often blurry, and that
is where the Land Management Reviews come in to clarify the measures; when they ask what percentage of
our forests is in maintenance condition. That is oftentimes a direct reflection of prescribed burning.

Page 11: Mr. Colburn recommended to remove language regarding Girl Scouts of Gateway Council. The
sublease is expired.

Page 14: Mr. Stinson observed that under current staffing should read “a permanent, appropriately
credentialed staff member for the educational center for serious educational efforts” should replace OPS staff
language. Mr. Davis confirmed with Mr. Colburn that this is current staffing. Mr. Colburn explained that OPS
Park Rangers are not assighed to Bear Creek Educational Forest. They manage the forests through duties such
as cleaning and changing garbage. Mr. Stinson relayed that he will bring up his previous statement elsewhere



in the plan. Mr. McGCall, under Additional Land Needs, suggested language to be inserted regarding
recommendations to DEP or Florida Forever acquisitions to take in consideration of endangered plants and
species. Mr. Davis explained that the information is observed in the Optimal Boundary Map, but at the same
time, to acquire land specifically for that, we’re looking for lands that help facilitate management and also that
that comes with that. Because it is not a detailed operational plan, Mr. McCall's suggested language is not
necessarily needed here just because it is conceptual. FFS and DEP discuss the protection of endangered plants
and species when acquiring property. Florida Forever projects do have their own write-ups per project, and
some of that language is incorporated into those projects. Mr. McCall inquired if FFS makes recommendations
to DEP. Mr. Davis confirms this to be true. Additionally, there is a management prospectus, per every Florida
Forever Project, and some of those T&E species Mr. McCall referenced to are called out in those project
descriptions. Mr. McCall observed the highest ranking of species listed in the table is a G3. The property he
owns, which is close to a property near Hammock Creek has Chapmans rhododendron, has some plant species
that have a G1S1 rating; the highest rating of federal plants can have which appears that FFS imported their
acquisition of most endangered plants then that would be helpful to observing species that you may not ever
see again if it is destroyed. Mr. Davis agreed and clarified that the table’s data came from The Florida Natural
Areas Inventory (FNAI) or if FFS observes a species, it is then incorporated into that Endangered Species Table.
Mr. McCall expressed that there are adjoining properties with G1 ratings. Mr. Davis stated that this is something
that FFS reports to FNAI and asks FNALI if they can FFS help identify those species on FFS property.

Page 15: Mr. McCall observed that there are conflicting adjacent land uses; namely an increase in mining
adjacent to LTSF in South Gadsden County. Mr. McCall mentioned Crowder and a new Bear Creek mine (Bear
Creek Mining) and that the individual who owns Twin Springs recently applied or received approval for a sand
mine on his property. On property that Mr. McCall owns, an individual applied for a sand mine in which Mr.
McCall objected because it is within the Chapmans rhododendron protection zone. With more mining
occurring, there is less of an opportunity to do what you want to do, and once it’s mined, it's gone forever. Mr.
MccCall further stressed that there are conflicting adjacent land uses present. Mr. Colburn suggested to pull
language used in other state forest land management plans that do have conflicting adjacent land uses related
to mining.

Page 17: Mr. Stinson observed that the 2014 Land Management Review is 10 years out of date, and that the
review process appears to be too pristine. Mr. Davis explained that these reviews are done every five years and
are facilitated through FDEP, and the dates are like this because these reviews are done on DEP’s schedule.
LTSF is due for another review in the near future, but it is in five-year increments and based on DEP’s schedule,
not FFS’s. The Land Management Reviews listed in the Exhibits are the most current reviews within this 10-
Year planning interval. Mr. Stinson expressed that he does not know how these reviews are conducted but has
concerns about the scoring throughout. Scores are almost too perfect except for one area which makes it
appear as if an actual evaluation was not completed, and only utilized the staff’s observations. Mr. Slyter
clarified that there is a review panel that does come out to the forests to conduct these reviews. Mr. Davis
asked Mr. Stinson if his questions had been answered, which Mr. Stinson denied. Mr. Stinson continued to
stress that the report appears to make it sound like everything is perfect, and no more improvements are
needed, which sounds doubtful to Mr. Stinson. Mr. Davis stated that because he was not present at the 2014
or 2019 Land Management Review, that he cannot specifically speak to that review, but there is another one
scheduled soon. Mr. Camposano stressed that there is a member from each agency that constitutes as the
review panel and gives FFS an honest evaluation of what they think through calculations and weighted averages.
The individuals on the panel who makes their recommendations remain anonymous. Mr. Stinson digressed.
Page 20: Mr. Stinson inquired about FFS’s input regarding septic tanks related to maintaining water resources.
Mr. Davis requested clarification. Mr. Stinson stated that counties set regulations, best management practices,
or questions about proximity of septic tanks to one of the feeder streams. Mr. Davis stated he is not familiar
with the permitting process but is certain there are conditions that must be met for septic tanks. Mr. Faure
stated that a lot of this falls under the jurisdiction of the Water Management District, as well as, establishing
goals like best management practices; like what is being done in the Wakulla County with the Spring Bay system
in trying to convert septic to sewer. He is certain that sewer systems have not yet been establish in the area.



Mr. Davis agreed and stated that if you do not have a sewer system in place, then you have to have a septic
tank. Mr. Stinson expressed that in some areas in Gadsden County, they have been converted to a tertiary
treatment septic tank that was required for new construction around the lake. Mr. Colburn stated that we
cannot address any of thatin the plan. Mr. McCall stated that in his discussions with Gadsden County Planning
and Zoning, you cannot have a septic tank if you are below certain water levels of the lake.

Page 22: Mr. Nicholson observed in Table 5 of a repeated mammals section. Duplicated section is to be deleted.
Mr. Nicholson also inquired if the Chapmans rhododendron extends to any of LTSF property. FFS said no.
Page 24: Mr. Faure noted that this page addressed some of Mr. McCall’s questions about the acquisitions. Mr.
Colburn inquired if Mr. McCall’s property falls within the Optimal Management Boundary Map. Ms. Marsh
provided Mr. McCall a copy of the Optimal Boundary Map. Mr. McCall confirmed that his property does reside
within the Optimal Boundary.

Page 25: Mr. McCall asked why there are food plots and if they are specifically for hunters. FFS confirmed that
they are specifically for Operation Outdoor Freedom (OOF) and for hunters. FFS stated that food plots also
improve wildlife.

Page 27: Mr. Stinson inquired if the Gopher Tortoise language means to say that there no Gopher Tortoises
found or Bear Creek or if FFS was thinking of moving them but decided not to due to lack of information. Mr.
Camposano clarified that the statement is a statutory requirement for all of our plans effective July 2022, FFS
is required to assess the feasibility. For LTSF, FWC reached out to FFS to assess the status of the area. There
are probably a few areas that FFS can become some recipient sites that will not conflict with FFS’ primary
objectives with management and might be a little deficient on the number of Gopher Tortoises. Atthe moment,
FFS is attempting to identify potential suitable land that FFS tries to establish Gopher Tortoise Recipient Sites
on should that need arise. Mr. Colburn agreed and stated that the sampling in the plan does not refer to the
Bear Creek Tract. FFS knows that there are Gopher Tortoises within the Bear Creek Tract. The sampling was
originally done on the Joe Budd Tract.

Page 31: Mr. Davis addressed the public comment regarding the planned activities subsection under the
recreation section for trails. Mr. Davis inquired the MPAG members if there was specific language, they would
like to include in the plan based on the public comment addressed previously about establishing more trails.
Mr. Faure inquired if the Lines Tract was the tract dedicated to equestrian use specifically. Mr. Colburn clarified
that it was the Ft. Braden Tract that was designated for equestrian use. Mr. Colburn acknowledged the STA’s
wish list. Signage concerns can be addressed in the annual action plan without having to be in the 10-Year Land
Management Plan. Furthermore, if something is not in plan(s) does not mean that it will not or cannot be
accomplished. Mr. Camposano expressed FFS’s understanding, on a recreational and agency level, of the
demand for additional trails, access, utilization, and that is something FFS is very cognizant of. Mr. Camposano
advised that FFS must be cautious in where these trails are established, especially after what was heard today
regarding horses and bikes on these trails. So, we must be thoughtful about how we plan for those things, and
we have to think about the amount of staffing and resources that are in place. We may be willing to put in
certain trail heads or facilities, but it is a question of what staffing, and resources are currently in place to
manage these new establishments. We must be sure that we would be able to manage these proposals before
they are to be established. Trails are easy to maintain daily as opposed to a campground. Mr. Camposano
reiterated that there are the ten-year plans, which are required by law; the five-year plan, which is when FFS
looks into requests for funding, and the annual one-year operational plan. Mr. Camposano cautioned against
using language that is stronger than “consideration for”, because if the plan goes to the Division Director and
he is uncomfortable committing us to those resources right now, then it may be kept within the plan but as a
consideration. Mr. Stinson inquired if there is a growing demand for trails. Mr. Camposano expressed that the
pandemic has increased the demand for more trails. FFS explicitly lists initiatives in the plan that FFS will do
and has funding for. Otherwise, this does give FFS the capability in going back and add to the plan at a later
date. Mr. Colburn inquired if the panel has addressed everything in the public comment regarding trails. The
plan does address the Lines Tract and assessing the needs and feasibility because there is more due diligence
needed before FFS completes that initiative. Mr. Colburn stated that it is strong enough that if FFS decides it is
feasible, there is an exhibit in place that would allow FFS to proceed without going through an ARC amendment.



Regarding the cyclists” public comment about assessing the need and feasibility for some trails on the North
and South Ochlockonnee and Lines Tracts. Mr. Stinson corrected that it was the Hwy 20 Tract, not the Lines
Tract the cyclists were referring to. Mr. Colburn stated that the cyclists were satisfied with the plans to the
Lines Tract. An MPAG member inquired if language should be inserted stating “assess the need and feasibility
for additional multi-use cycling trails in the North Ochlockonee, South Ochlocknee and Hwy 20 Tracts”? Mr.
Stinson suggested stating, generally, without naming the tracts; something that would reflect that the demand
increases the priority of this initiative. Mr. Colburn confirmed that this would still be covered by the objectives,
and just because it says to assess the need and feasibility does not mean that we are committed to it and that
we have to do it. It just means that we heard what the public said, and we are willing to take a look atit. Mr.
Davis commented that it leaves the door open. Mr. Camposano stated that if there is a demand for it from all
different directions, then that will motivate FFS to get a project together. Mr. Lackey inquired where the
funding comes from. Mr. Colburn stated that funding comes from requests on annual basis from legislative
allotments. Mr. Lackey inquired if funding is from appropriated dollars. Mr. Colburn confirmed this to be true.
Mr. Camposano added that there are donors to the Friends of Florida that have specified those funds to go to
the state forests. Mr. Lackey inquired if funding comes from timber money. Mr. Camposano stated that timber
money goes back into the big pot that gets appropriated each year. Mr. Lackey inquired if that is just a portion
of the appropriated amount. Mr. Camposano confirmed to be true. Mr. Faure inquired about the consideration
of adding another paragraph about the other two (2) tracts. Mr. Colburn inquired if one of the recreation short-
term goals already covers that language. Mr. Davis confirmed that it does. Until there are specifics, FFS can do
a plan amendment at a later date. This leaves the door open in the ten-year plan without having to specifically
say what went where. Mr. Faure suggested mentioning assessing of needs and feasibility to avoid having to do
an amendment at a future date. Mr. Davis commented that an amendment would have to be completed if an
initiative is not specifically addressed. Mr. Colburn understood Mr. Faure’s stance and stated that if initiatives,
such as ground disturbing activities are stated within the plan and do not have a corresponding exhibit which
shows the topography, the impact of resources, like stream crossing, then it is not typically addressed in the
plan specifically; rather, the plan mentions such initiative in general terms. Mr. Davis once again asked the
MPAG members if they agree to the general language on Page 31 and reiterated that the door is still open; the
language does not prevent FFS from doing anything; it just does not lay out exactly what FFS will do during the
ten-year planning period because FFS do not know that yet. If it comes up again later down the road, it can be
addressed during that time. Mr. Davis asked if there are any proposed changes that anyone would like to see.
Mr. Stinson commented that he would like to see a word incorporated eluding to “growing demand” to keep
this concept within conversation. Mr. Davis suggested the following “single recommendations of recreation
will be considered throughout the planning period”. Mr. Lackey suggested adding the language “based on
demand and the end of the sentence”. Mr. Colburn pointed out that “based on demand” language is mentioned
in the first sentence of the first paragraph. Mr. Camposano stated that that language is written in all FFS ten-
year land management plans. For an example, our Croom Motorcycle area in Withlacoochee gets all kinds of
demand, but they don’t think they can take more people; so, we’re not necessarily going to try to grow that
place in order to prevent reaching the carrying capacity. FFS is looking at the demand based on where the
numbers of people are, because if the numbers keep growing and the calls keep coming in, then they are going
to have to let them in; because otherwise, we are not being good stewards of the land. Mr. Stinson inquired if
we should say something about working with interest groups, with the stakeholders who were talking about
these recreation recommendations. Though the plan does not sound restrictive, it does respond to what people
want. Mr. Davis, again, reiterated that the current language in the plan is not meant to serve as a response,
rather, it leaves the door open for future recommendations. Mr. Camposano added that budgetary concerns
mustalso be considered. Mr. Colburn mentioned that having the Liaison Committee is a good outlet for working
out these types of considerations and serves as a starting point for those conversations. Mr. Davis inquired if
the members are comfortable with the language on page 31.

Page 32: Mr. McCallinquired the effect of horses and bikes on wildlife, such as bear and turkey, deer and eagles
with horses and bikes being in their habitats. Additionally, Mr. McCall inquired how the bikes and horses effect
hunting. Mr. Colburn stated that for the Wildlife Management Areas (WMAs), FFS and FWC work together



regarding hunting regulations. Joe Budd is the only WMA that Lake Talquin State Forest has, and therefore all
recreation uses other than hunting is prohibited on Joe Budd during hunting season. However, Joe Budd is an
area that has a very limited hunt due to quota and specific designated weekends. Mr. Stinson inquired if
someone could bring in their horse trailer during hunting season. Mr. Colburn stated no, and no other
recreation activities are allowed, except for hunting, during hunting season. In other WMAs, this is not a rule,
rather highly encouraged and is discussed annually with FWC with rule changes. If FFS receives a lot of feedback
about user conflicts, it is addressed during that period of discussions with FWC. Mr. Stinson inquired if there
are major effects to wildlife if there are mountain bikes and horses where hunting does occur and if the animals
are compatible or if they leave the area. Mr. Nicholson stated that patterns may change, but hunting can have
the same impact as horses and bikes, so generally, they are fairly compatible. If you have an extremely high
use area, it will change patterns, but it is not anticipated to see that kind of change on Lake Talquin State Forest.
Mr. Colburn added that he has observed deer and other wildlife move into an area where they were harvesting
timber with loud equipment happening every day. Mr. Davis, Mr. Nicholson, and Mr. Colburn all agreed that
the animals become accustomed to these activities. Mr. Camposano explained that the language is written in
a way that does prioritize one initiative, such as recreation, over the other (hunting). FFS must be as open and
accommodating as possible to all recreation types. If we prevent one group from their recreational experience,
be it hunting or otherwise, that user group will surely have some complaints to FFS. Mr. McCall believed
language “highly encouraged” would be better but settled for the current language already in place. Mr. Stinson
inquired about an analogous sentence under Education tying back to the Trails section related to partnerships
with bikers and equestrian user groups. Mr. Davis stated that the language about the Liaison Committee covers
that language. Mr. Stinson stated the language comes off as FFS is working independently, and not consulting
other agencies in making choices, but under the Education section, FFS is speaking about partnerships. Mr.
Davis suggested adding language geared towards the Liaison Committee. Mr. Camposano suggested the
language “we encourage public comment or participation through the Liaison Panel meetings”. Mr. Colburn
suggested language “FFS may create partnerships with volunteer groups”. MPAG members decided to insert
the following language: “FFS encourages public participation with the liaison group meetings / partnerships
with recreational user groups in support of the forest’s recreation goals” under the Recreation section.

Page 33: Mr. Nicholson suggested adding language that reads “with an emphasis on growing season burns as
applicable” at the top of the page. Mr. Camposano agreed with language addition. Mr. Colburn originally
suggested to back off strong language to avoid painting FFS into a corner; however, Mr. Nicholson’s suggestion
would not bind FFS to a specific initiative. MPAG members agreed to add in “as applicable” language. Mr.
Stinson stated that the plan talks about more burning, but the past accomplishments reflect the goal had
already been met. Mr. Lackey explained that fire return intervals are set based on historical patterns. The goals
are set within a specific timeframe, or even at a lower target, but FFS is always trying to surpass and overachieve
said goals. Mr. Slyter explained that a 2-to-4-year fire interval can be set, but some stands may be burned in
20 years, and other stands may be burned in 3 years. Then you will have some years like Covid, where stands
didn’t get burned, and so they are burned in the fourth year, but is a good way for FFS to catch up. Mr. Faure
inquired if the language talks about the wildfire prevention program as a means of wildfire reduction. Mr.
Lackey stated that on page 34, it states that prescribed burning is a wildfire prevention method.

Page 37: Mr. Stinson inquired about training in invasive species control. Mr. Stinson requested language
inserted about training opportunities for employees. A couple of MPAG members pointed out that some
language is already inserted in the last paragraph above the Invasive Species Table. Mr. Camposano stated that
there are a lot of foresters that have expressed their interests in learning more about the species found on the
forests. Mr. Stinson inquired clarification on species that are listed as stable. Mr. Slyter explained that it
depends on what they are noticing within the forest. Mr. Colburn added to Mr. Slyter’s statement, that these
are cases where FFS has a handle on the control of the species, but reluctant to say that it is decreasing because
they know it is invasive and could pop up somewhere else miles away.

Page 39: Mr. Stinson inquired if recent changes in acres between the historic and current acreage are due to
the survey and reclassifying communities as managed community types. Mr. Colburn explained that historic
acres represent the communities that were in place prior to European settlement. Mr. Stinson observed that



Sandhill community decreased significantly in size, and if this community was since then, roped in to managed
community types. One MPAG member stated that the fire regime can alter the type of communities that could
fall under Managed Community Types. Mr. Camposano stated that sometimes the community types are not
restored back to its historical acreage. FNAI's earliest aerial photography dates back to the 1950s to get current
community types. Mr. Colburn added that FNAI uses other determining factors such as indicator species and
soil types to determine the historic and current communities. Mr. Camposano stated that FFS attempts to
restore what is restorable. Some communities may not be salvageable. FFS is managing pine plantation
communities towards the natural community it should be in, but it is not permanently altered. It is just the
current stage of management that it is in. The mapped survey is as accurate as it can possibly be. Mr. Stinson
stated that it appears that 8% of the total community is not what it used to be historically and falls under a
different category. Mr. Camposano stated that it takes copious amounts of time and money to restore a
community back to its historic state. Mr. Stinson inquired how ponds are classified. Mr. Faure noted that they
would be classified under communities like Basin Swamp or Basin Marsh. Mr. McCall inquired about the
acreage within the table, and if other managed land coverage types needed an extra three (3) asterisks next to
the 1,737 acres. Mr. Davis advised that all other managed community types that do not fall under the previous
tables are recorded on the following table “Other Managed Land Cover Types”.

Page 51: Mr. Stinson requested a couple of species to be added to the Current Conditions under the Sandhills
Community section. Mr. Davis asked if they are currently there. Mr. Stinson said yes. Mr. Colburn expressed
that Sand live oak is already listed. Mr. Stinson requested several species that were not listed to be listed. Mr.
Slyter placed a comment of the species in the draft document that Ms. Marsh will update to include missing
species. Mr. Colburn requested clarification if Mr. Stinson wanted Sand post oak or Post Oak to be listed. Mr.
Stinson requested both to be listed. Mr. Camposano stated that if Mr. Stinson has seen those species on the
sandhills of the forest, then FFS can list them in the plan. Mr. Davis advised Mr. Slyter to put in a comment
regarding the species to be added (Sand post oak, Tuberosa, and Veriegata).

Page 56: Mr. Stinson requested Fringe tree be listed under current conditions.

Page 60: Ms. Marsh noted an extra space between paragraphs that need to be deleted.

Page 10: Mr. Faure noted that there are a few areas on Table 2, such as the Apalachicola National Forest, which
the Water Management District manages. Mr. Camposano stated that only the lead managing agencies are
listed for this table.

Mr. Davis asked if there were any questions or comments on the exhibits. None of the MPAG members had
suggested changes to the exhibits.

He then asked each MPAG member to comment on the draft plan. Mr. Colburn appreciated the time each
member took to provide their input. Mr. Nicholson stated that the plan is a thorough and well put together
plan. Mr. Faure stated that the plan addressed the optimal boundary for water quality and quantity, which is
one of the main goals of the Northwest Florida Water Management District, even though it is an impounded
system controlled by the dam. It was a good discussion regarding the endangered species and prescribed fire
sections. He commented on the Lake Talquin Dam at Bloxham and suggested to consult with DEP regarding the
campground’s proximity to the Dam, should the campground be placed nearby. He stated for FFS to focus on
the prescribed burning goal and emphasis on the growing season burns. Mr. Davis stated that the
representative for the local Soil and Water Conservation District is not present and transitioned to Mr. Lackey.
Mr. Lackey appreciated FFS’s work with constrained resources and stressed FFS to prescribe burn and surpass
those goals. He also suggested to consider the taxpayer’s dollars when considering future infrastructures. Mr.
McCall stated that he used to write reports for a living and was impressed by the writing and found no spelling
or grammar errors. Though the Gadsden County representative was not present, Mr. McCall expressed his
appreciation for the conversation related to the adjacent mining and high biodiversity areas in Gadsden County,
as this is an important topic. Mr. McCall agreed with the prescribed burning and a job well done from FFS and
is concerned about meeting the needs of the hikers, hunters, bikers, and horseback riders while trying to
preserve the land. Mr. Stinson stated that this property is an unusually important place to implement these
conservation practices, and get folks to use this state forest recreationally, as well as more of an emphasis on
the education to let people know what is happening portion of this state forest. Mr. Stinson agreed on



everyone’s comments about the plan being well written. He added that it was very easy to read. He also
thanked FFS for their hard work.

Mr. Davis noted that the draft will be submitted to the Acquisition and Restoration Council for review.
Consideration by the Council will likely occur at the February 9, 2024, public meeting.
e Mr. Davis thanked everyone for their time and participation and adjourned the meeting.

Workshop Meeting End Time: 2:36 P.M.
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Arthropod Control Plans
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Exhibit X

Lines Tract Multi-Use Trail Plan

Introduction

The Lines Tract of Lake Talquin State Forest is located on the far northwest shore of Lake
Talquin and has around & miles of trail that is currently designated for mountain bikers and
founding of the Line’s Tract trails and campsite, usership has remained low in comparison to
other recreational sites within the Forest. Allowing for horseback riders to use the trail in
conjunction with the other trail users will allow not only for more use of the trails, but more
volunteers to help maintain it.

The plan for Line’s Tract is to assess the feasibility of turning the existing bike trails into a multi-
use trail system that would allow for horseback riders as well as mountain bikers and hikers to
vse the trails simultaneously. The plan would be to use the existing trails as much as possible to
reduce overall ground disturbance but, would require the installation of two bridges to allow
horses to cross two (2) sections of stream. The largest ground disturbing part of the project will
be the expansion of the current parking lot to allow for large horse trailers to easily park and turn
around. In addition, updated kiosks and signs will need to be made to reflect the changes made to
the multi-use trail.

Planned Improvements and Cost Estimates

Parking expansion (lime rock surfacing for 6 pull-through horse trailer slots) $2.800

Installation of informational kiosk (2-panel) $5,000
Parking lot fencing 300° $1.500
Bridges over creek (10 - 4"x 87x 167, 24 - 17x 67x 16" composite, hardware) $2.080
Trail markers (painting supplies) $400
TOTAL $11,780

If this project is approved, funding will be requested from annual appropriations to agency in one
or more phases based on priority, feasibility, and demand.

Included in this exhibit are the site layout plan, photos and maps of the site, and a Division of
Historical Resources Compliance Form.
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Exhibit Y

Bloxham Campground Plan

Introduction

The Bloxham Tract of Lake Talquin State Forest is about 140 acres on the southwest shore of
Lake Talquin. adjacent to the Jackson Bluff Diam. With its proximity to Tallahassee and unique
lakefront forest setting, the Bloxham Tract is an attractive site for a campground. It has existing
forest roads, a water well, and power on site. Currently the Bloxham Day Use Area on the
eastern portion of the Bloxham Tract is available for groups by reservation only and offers a boat
ramp with a dock, picnic pavilion, and a house with running water and restrooms. This
campground is proposed for the western portion of the tract to provide additional opportunities
for public access and recreation.

This plan is for the installation of twelve (12) new primitive campsites, each consisting of a
parking pad, fire ring, grill, and picnic table. Campground amenities will include a
bathhouse/restroom with septic system, pavilion, canoe/kayak launch and fishing dock. All
campsites will have electric hook up and running water except the tent-only sites.

Planned Improvements and Cost Estimates

Installation of underground power and water lines (2. 4007 £30.,000
Installation of bathhouse pad (plumbing, electrical) $15,000
Installation of septic system $12,000
Installation of bathhouse (2-shower, 2-toiliet) £120.000
Campsite access road improvement (lime rock surfacing 2 4007 £12.000
Installation of 12 campsites

(127x 407 parking pads, fire rings, grills, picnic tables) £12.000
Installation of pavilion (28°x307) $15.000
Installation of informational kiosk (2-panel) $3,000
Installation of canoe/kavak launch/fishing dock $20,000
TOTAL $239.000

If this project 1s approved, funding will be requested from annual appropriations to the agency in
one or more phases based on priority, feasibility, and demand.

Included in this exhibit are the site layout plan, photos and maps of the site, and a Division of
Historical Resources Compliance Form.
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