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Exhibit A

Ten Year Management Accomplishment Summary



800°E b8 LLE 9z¢ €61 91T 181 0s1 16F 0 0 S2IDY YO
. ) . . aprotqay addy
£ T W 10T 9T T ( ) 97! SDION
SEL'] ¥ I oF 00 €9 08 trT ) 0Of 9Tt W gpog [eaidou] .
APIAGIAL 01810 ] sarvadg X
ore s £ 61 s 81 ve I 1 o 9 sapy|  TPIHHRIVOIEICL S12CS SHOXH
- oc - e i ] - i APIGIH
061°¢ 6011 pL PEE §9¢ Tl T6¢ 208 L€ 98k LET S2IY ssserBuoSon
00 TIL'ETSHS | 950°9b8 | 958°80T | S€TLEE L88°16€ £21°€9¢ €LLT9E | eRI's6E FOLISL | s60°1sT | oogoty $ [E10, 2nuaasy]
IS1°2€ 6LOLE | RSESI 699°1€ 979°8¢ 968°LY £61CE ELLOE 6€8°0F 189°€1 LET'ST suo], 159018 SISAAIEN
. . . . ]
FOLEL 98T'1 LbS oL 8T1°T £F8°l €81°1 LFO'T STE'L £bL 0F6 310V 1SAATE quL
59 g 9 g t 6 L < 2 4 g oN| - se[es Jo saquiny
_ ) Surgepy|  ouruUIBEY
+96 $01 001 06 0L L6 081 L6 9Ll 0z o€ sa|N T —. Lswpunog
GEFE0T POFTT | 690°LI FTS 0l 19€°0F SHSL 9TH'6 LTI 8L9°C1 TI6'se GPOPE $210% | Sunungy paquasal]
86701 ceg 961 98¢l PoL TIF'L €71 2911 16€ LEE] 96L°T saloy 1IpIm
LT 8T 0g og 11 €€ vl LE T ¥ zl 0N 2AIPIIAL
9l0Fl LT 980°1 cls 009'T FOE 85T e 0F9'T 0T8°1 968°T s[laysng|  uonoajjo) aue)
768 oF 0 09F 0 T8¢ 0 ol 0 0 0 POYIRIN/OY APIGIQIRH-TS
SEll 0 €€l 0 0g 161 0gl 091 SL € €8¢ POYRIN/OY|  [eaIUBYORN-TS (s
STTETLEXRTN[1
6E1°E 0 0 0 0 ] Tl ! STl 0 g€l aprIqIay POV pung
Jaquu g,
01 - ¢ o . ; uoneredalg ang
TO1E 0 0 orl 0 +T1 0 I 96€°1 050°1 1z€ Suddoyy ' | uone)sasogayy
LIST 0 0 0 0 L69 0 100°1 <66 0¢ FEl SAI0Y auLg yseg
L6LY 0 0 002 0 0 96F £6€°1 66€°1 <8z $Z0°1 S210Y aul] Jeo|Buor
AVIOL | €UTL AL |TUIT AL| TWOT AL | 01/60 Ad | 60/80 Ad | 80/L0 K | L0/90 XA | 90/S0 XA | S0/0 Ad | #0/€0 Ad SALLIALLDY WVI904dd

Areumumg Juaunsidwodn y uepd Juswaseuey Jeay ua ], JS A\




Paas 2ATBU puUB poom[an] ‘Auaq opewied ‘mens autd sapnjour .,
SIOPUAA ISIOY PUE 20UED J0] SUOHEIadO [BIoTaWWoD pue ‘A [ y/a[Ao1oi0w apnjow spwsad

it £re L1 sz zI 0z 99 oz 6t 61 Pl on|  smopswerBord

26 " 6 9 a zl ol 01 g 8 9 ON "

6 5 T T 8 E S
OIS P capuanov a1

3 z € € ﬁ z < - b z N ‘oni| sajony-p 1-orpext

zeeuce | oegoo | oseee | zerss | zos 11729 opE0 188°1 orgol | so1Tl | kLot g| sastonpog sty
0€8'€2 s | osce 0sL'e 081°€ 0pT'T 0zLe 0z o1z 0 S Sreidy N
— , » — - , , — — ] snoaurgpasiy

woser | 6619 | sisee | seoor | ovo'ee | esoso | erizr | cerzs | soser | e | oessel g Surzein

68ee o601 | sie's 0 0 L87°€ 0 8cz01 0 0 0 g o mop RIS

o N - o o , ,. o anuanay

orLogo | LeTheo | eotsoo | esrroo | uivese | cseeer | seotice | 6109001 | cooeos | cesctog | wesost g wonpaey

_ . . . , - . - - B , . WS
86171 socor | rest | ress ool | wosTt | zsror Zresl 0oLl | gsskl | 6ot o Jomquny| 250 d0ms1A
oY

oo'or't | zeors | esoonz | wretcer | ocozet | osvset | wwwoor | teoscr | vzzver | esoogt | csoes oN Surdwe)y

Leg'cso's | sersie | vecors | sccers | tscece | ssower | oocwsy | siceos | osecosy | oo | zeetrse o asn) feqy

- ~ - - . PR[[e1sul W-EmmMOhU

Pl ¢ 0 Z i 0 1 z ﬁ 0 b o oy 80T
€1 s 1 6 o1 ¢ bl 6 .. Ll ch on| permsur suaamo so8pLig
3 sproy

oz¢ sk T g€ 0S be w1 ob so1 IS Ll sompy| gy speoy

18 62 061 e zse 0ok stp 266 6€0'1 8z¢ 68F sy papero sproy




Exhibit B

Location Maps
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Exhibit C

Optimum Management Boundary Map
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Exhibit D

Roads
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Exhibit E

Facilities and Improvements



Withlacoochee State Forest
Facilities & Improvements

JUMPER CREEK TRACT
Jumper Creek Day Use Area

Three (3) day use areas with parking
FWC check station

Shell Island Campground
Primitive camp zone/river access only

RICHL.OAM TRACT

Richloam Hunt Camps

Ten (10) hunt camps with 181 total sites
One (1) overnight campground with sites
Three (3) camp zones on hiking trail
FWC check station

Flag Ford Bridge

Lacoochee Park
Two (2) day use areas
Canoe launch

Baird Unit

Entrance and day use area
Cedar hammock lodge
Revels pond day use area
FWC check station

Lirttle River Recreation Area
Parking area
Horse trailhead

Richloam Work Site
Ranger residence

Fire tower

Three (3) equipment sheds

CITRUS TRACT

Tillis Hill Recreation Area

37 electric campsites

One (1) covered picnic pavilion
One (1) dining hall

Two (2) bathhouses

Horse stable (28 stalls)
Dog kennel (60 cages)
Day use horse area
6,000 acre field trial area
Horse trail trailhead

One (1) camp host site

Muttual Mine Recreation Area

13 non-electric campsites

Two (2) small restrooms [one (1) each for
men/women|

Youth group area with two (2) small
restrooms [one (1) each from boys/girls]

One (1) camp host site

Hiking trailhead (“C” & “D” Loops)

Fishing pond withobservation boardwalk

Holder Mine Recreation Area

27 electric campsites

One (1) bathhouse

One (1) primitive hunt camp with 200 sites
One (1) camp host site

FWC check station

Hiking trailhead (“A” & “B” Loops)

HEADQUARTERS TRACT

McKethan Lake Day Use Area
Fee area with honor box

Three (3) picnic pavilions

One (1) restroom

Paved Loop Road (1.5 miles)
Two (2) mile nature trail
Canoe launch

One (1) camp host site

Colonel Robins
One (1) bathhouse

HEADQUARTERS SITE
One (1) ranger residence
Seven (7) office/shop buildings
Four (4) storage sheds

Three (3) pole barns



Withlacoochee State Forest
Facilities & Improvements

CROOM TRACT
FWC check station

Silver Lake Recreation Complex

Three (3) campgrounds with 37 electric
campsites

26 non-electric campsites

Hiking trailhead

Day use area

Two (2) boat ramps

One (1) large pavilion

Three (3) small pavilions

Canoe camp zone

Three (3) bathhouses

One (1) vault toilet

Four (4) camp host sites

Croom Motorcycle Area

Two (2) day use facilities

Campground with 50 electric campsites

Two (2) bathhouses

Two (2) small restrooms [one (1) each for
men/women] and one (1) large unisex
facility

Ranger residence

Pole barn

Tucker Hill Traithead

Horse trailhead and parking area

Hiking trailhead and parking area

Off-road bicycle trailhead and parking area
One (1) male/female restroom

One (1) camp host site

Ranger residence

Pole barn

Storage shed

Fire tower

Twin Pond Hunt Camp

28 Campsites and overnight camping area
open during hunting season

Special group use area

Trailhead (horse)

Hog Island Campground
20 non-electric campsites
1.8 mile nature trail
Hiking trailhead

Day use area

Boat ramp

Canoe Camping Area
Youth group camping area
One (1) bathhouse

One (1) camp host site

East Hunt Camp

15 Campsites and overnight camping area
open during hunting season

Special group use

Horse trailhead

Iron Bridge Day Use Area
Canoe launch

Parking area

Picnic area

River Junction Recreation Area
20 non-e¢lectric campsites

Boat ramp

Day use area

Hiking trailhead

One (1) camp host site

Rock Lake Lodge
Office complex
Pole barn

Seed Orchard
Two (2) storage buildings
Pole barn

T.G. Lee Unit
Two (2) pole barns
Storage shed

Marsh Unit
Pole barn



Withlacoochee State Forest
Facilities & Improvements

Florida Center for Wildfire & Forest
Management Training

Administrative building

Training building

Recreation building

Dining hall building

Pavilion

Four (4) dormitory buildings

Six (6) storage sheds

One (1) residence

One (1) restroom

TWO MILE PRAIRIE TRACT

Three (3) camp sites

Two (2) primitive camp sites
Observation deck

One (1) picnic pavilion

One (1) restroom

Picnic tables

One (1) pole barn

One (1) restroom

HOMOSASSA TRACT

Three (3) trailheads
Picnic tables

FWC check station
Two (2) pole barns
One (1) storage shed




Exhibit F

Acreage by Parcel or Tract
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Exhibit G

Proximity to Significant Managed Lands
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Exhibit H

Compliance with Local Comprehensive Plan



Board of County Commissioners

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
3600 W. Sovereign Path, Lecanto, FL. 34461-8070

Toll Free (352) 489-2120 TTY (352) 527-5312

Web Address: www.boce.citrus.fl.us

In reply, refer to:

PL2-14-234

November 13, 2014

Jennifer Reed

Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services
The Conner Building

3125 Conner Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1650

SUBJECT: 10-Year Resource Management Plan Withlacoochee State Forest
Dear Mrs. Reed:

This letter will confirm that the above referenced management plan is consistent with
the Citrus County Comprehensive Plan adopted pursuant to Section 163.3167, Florida
Statutes.

Should you require further assistance, please contact the Land Development Division at
(352) 527-5239.

Sincerely,

e el

-

“Joanna L. Coutu, AICP
Director
Land Development Division

JLC/JH/jah
Administration Building Code Compliance  Geographic Information  Land Development
Systems
Suite 109 Suite 111 Suite 147 Suite 140 Suite 141
(352) 527-5220 (352) 527-5310 (352) 527-5350 (352) 527-5544 (352) 527-5239

FAX 527-5317 FAX 527-5317 FAX 527-5523 FAX 527-5252 FAX 527-5428



Exhibit |

Department of State Report on Archeological Sites and
Historical Sites



Withlacooche State Forest Cultural Sites Table

SITEID SITE NAME SITE TYPE

CI00083 |FLORAL CITY 10MI WEST Habitation (prehistoric)

Cl00148 |COW PASTURE SOUTH Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
Cl00149 |COW PASTURE CENTRAL Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
Cl00150 |[COW PASTURE NORTH Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
Cl00153  [LIZZIE HART SINK Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
Cl00154 |WITHLACOOCHEE STATE FOREST ROCK SHELTER Campsite (prehistoric)

Cl00155 |TOM CASON FLINT KNAPPING QUARRY Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
Cl00156 |BRUSH SINK Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
Clo0157 |WITHLACOOCHEE STATE FOREST QUARRY Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
Cl00792 |NN Land-terrestrial

CI00795 |ETNA TURPENTINE CAMP Agriculture/Farm structure

Clo0796 |NN Land-terrestrial

ClI00797 |NN Land-terrestrial

ClI00798 |NN Land-terrestrial

Cl00799 |NN Land-terrestrial

Cloog01  |35-1 Campsite (prehistoric)

Cl00802 |35-2 Land-terrestrial

Clo0968 |HAMBURG PHOSPHATE MINE Land-terrestrial

Cl00969 |HOLDER PHOSPHATE MINE II Land-terrestrial

Cl00974 |HOLDER UNKNOWN PHOSPHATE MINE | Land-terrestrial

CI00977 |BEVENS STATION UNK PHOSPHATE MINE | Land-terrestrial

Cl00991 |BLUEBIRD SPRINGS MIDDEN Inundated land site

Cl01024 |FRINGETREE Land-terrestrial

Cl01053 [BIG SINK Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
Cl01054 |(MANNFIELD POND LITHIC SCATTER Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
Cl01055 |MANNFIELD DIP LITHIC SCATTER Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
Cl01056 |HISTORIC ONE Farmstead

Cl01254  |Small Quarry Doline Agriculture/Farm structure

Cl01255 |Small Quarry Hill Top Land-terrestrial

Cl01256 |Legendary Quarry Land-terrestrial

Cl01257 |Sugar Hill Land-terrestrial

Cl01258 |WSF-CU6 Land-terrestrial

Cl01259 |(Topper Land-terrestrial

Cl01260 |Hard Hat Hill Land-terrestrial

Cl01261 |Stage 1 Land-terrestrial

Cl01262 |SP 1896 Post Office Area Land-terrestrial

Cl01263 |SP 1879 Post Office Area Land-terrestrial

Cl01264 [SP Chimney Ruin Building remains

Cl01265 |SP Turpentine Still Building remains

Cl01266 |Stage Valley Land-terrestrial

ci01267 |WSF-CU-3 Land-terrestrial




SITE ID SITE NAME SITE TYPE

Cl01268 |Porter's Hill Land-terrestrial

Cl01269 |Mimosa Hill Land-terrestrial

Clo1270  |Sugar Rae Land-terrestrial

Clo1271  |WSF-CU-5 Land-terrestrial

Clo1075 |G2-01 Campsite (prehistoric)
Cl01111 |BECK PRAIRIE Cave or rockshelter
Cl01221 |Till Hill Citrus Tract Withlacoochee SF Farmstead

Cl01237 |Sandy Mounder Campsite (prehistoric)
Cl01238 |Mannfield Refuse Campsite (prehistoric)
Cl01240 |Mannfield Cattle Field Dip Vat Land-terrestrial

Cl01242 |Werner House Homestead

Cl01243 |Case Cave Cave or rockshelter
Cl01244 |WSF-CU1 Land-terrestrial

Clo1245 |S-1954 Building remains

Cl01246 |WSF-CU2 Land-terrestrial

Cl01247 |Etna resin and refuse | Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01248 |Etna resin and refuse Il Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01249 |Etna Turpentine Still Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01250 |Etna Well Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01251 |Etna Barrel Bands Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01252  |Etna Area of Large Structures Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01253 |Etna Residential Ruin A Agriculture/Farm structure
clo1272  |JP35 Land-terrestrial

Cl01273  |Dump Hill Land-terrestrial

Cl01274 |WSF-CU-8 Land-terrestrial

Cl01277 |Etna Residential Ruin B Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01278 |Etna Residential Ruin C Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01279 |Etna Residential Ruin D Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01280 |Etna Residential Ruin E Agriculture/Farm structure
Cl01333  |Williams Unknown

Cl01334 |Ashley's Camp Land-terrestrial

Cl01350 |Girlscout Cave Land-terrestrial

Cl01351 |Taylor's Herty Cache Land-terrestrial

Cl01352  |Bridgers Building remains

Cl01353  |Whatever Il Land-terrestrial

Cl01354 |Dolin Slough East Land-terrestrial

Cl01355 |Dolin Slough West Land-terrestrial

Cl01356 |Peace Cave Land-terrestrial

Cl01357 |Whatever | Land-terrestrial

HEOO039 |GORDON SPRATT FLINT KNAPPING QUARRY Campsite (prehistoric)
HE00261 |HAMMOCK HILLS Building remains

HE00275 |COOPER MINING TOWN Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
HE00276 |MINING TOWN SITE Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
HE00277 |MINING TOWN SITE/MINE Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
HE00282 |DUTTON STILL Historic burial(s)

HE00289 |CROOM No field investigation--reported by remote sensing




SITE ID SITE NAME SITE TYPE

HE00290 |DELEMETER Campsite (prehistoric)

HE00291 |FITZGERALD Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
HE00293 |ORIOLE/MILL FOUNDATIONS Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
HEO0295 |RITAL STATION Land-terrestrial

HE00296 |SMITH FORD No field investigation--reported by remote sensing
HE00297 |TERRELL No field investigation--reported by remote sensing
HE00303 |ROCK HILL/ROCK HILL SCHOOL Building remains

HEOO306 |[RIVERLAND Building remains

HE00323 |LITTLE WITHLACOOCHEE BRIDGE 3 Artifact scatter-low density ( < 2 per sq meter)
HEO0366 |Cypress Glen Campground Utilities Campsite (prehistoric)

HEO0367 |VICAR Land-terrestrial

HE00368 |GOAT ROAD Campsite (prehistoric)

HEO0369 |SMOOTH OPERATOR Land-terrestrial

HEO00380 |SUNSHINE WITHLACOOCHEE NORTH Campsite (prehistoric)

HE00399 |CLARDY 1 Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
HEO0400 |[CLARDY 2 Specialized site for procurement of raw materials
HE00433 |MCCORD SITE Land-terrestrial

HEO0434 (SILVER LAKE CANOE Log Boat - Historic or Prehistoric

HEO0465 |HOG WALLOW Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
HEO0466 |FLOOD GATE Artifact scatter-dense ( > 2 per sq meter)
HEO0467 |SHIRLEY'S SCRUB Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
HEO0468 |ROCK POND SUMMIT Campsite (prehistoric)

HEOO0469 |WINDMILL Homestead

HEO0470 |HOP SMITH PLACE Homestead

HEO0471 |DEAD FROG Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
HEO0472 |SMITH FORD POND Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
HEO0473 |FIVE BUCKS Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
HEO0474 |LONE CHIMNEY Homestead

HE00475 |THREE ROCK HILL Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
HEO0476 |DONATED DIPPING VAT Other

HE00492 |Crooked River Camp Ground Land-terrestrial

HE00493 |Silver Lake Campground Campsite (prehistoric)

HEO0533 |Rock Lake Host Site Ceramic scatter

HEO0584

WSF-CU-4

Land-terrestrial

HEOO585

Back Road Quarry

Land-terrestrial

HEOO586

AntiQ-1 (1 of 15 sites in Resource...

Land-terrestrial

HEOO587

AntiQ-2 (1 of 15 sites in Resource...

Land-terrestrial

HE00588 |AntiQ-3 (1 of 15 sites in Resource... Land-terrestrial
HEOO0589 |[AntiQ-4 (1 of 15 sites in Resource... Land-terrestrial
HEOO590 |AntiQ-5 (1 of 15 sites in Resource... Land-terrestrial

HEO0591

AntiQ-6 (1 of 15 sites in Resource...

Land-terrestrial

HE00592

AntiQ-7 (1 of 15 sites in Resource...

Land-terrestrial

HEO0593 |AntiQ-8 (1 of 15 sites in Resource... Land-terrestrial
HEO0594 |AntiQ-9 (1 of 15 sites in Resource... Land-terrestrial
HEO0595 |AntiQ-10 (1 of 15 sites in Resource... Land-terrestrial

HEO0596

Lost Man's Doline (1 of 15 sites in...

Land-terrestrial




SITE ID

SITE NAME

SITE TYPE

HEQO597

Morris Sink (1 of 15 sites in...

Land-terrestrial

HEO0598 |Bald Top North (1 of 15 sites in... Land-terrestrial
HEO0599 |Bald Top South (1 of 15 sites in... Land-terrestrial
HEO0600 (Hidden Heaven Land-terrestrial
HEO0601 |AntiQ-11 (1-15 sites in Resource... Land-terrestrial
HEO0602 |JP35 Land-terrestrial
HE00648 |East-West Road Land-terrestrial
HEOO665 |Cracker Cow Auction Site Land-terrestrial
LA01149 |CARTES ISLAND Land-terrestrial
PA00233 |RIVER BEND Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
PAOO454 |ANVIL HEAD Land-terrestrial
PAO0469 |SUNSHINE WITHLACOOCHEE NORTH Campsite (prehistoric)

PA00470

SUNSHINE WITHLACOOCHEE SOUTH

Artifact scatter-dense ( > 2 per sq meter)

PAOO510 |DUTTON STILL Land-terrestrial

SMO00567 |Wahoo Swamp Land-terrestrial

SMO00003 |CAMPSITE 1 Prehistoric midden(s)

SMO00008 |REGISTER'S Artifact scatter-low density ( < 2 per sq meter)
SMO00009 |SILVER LAKE MOUND AND VILLAGE AREA Habitation (prehistoric)

SMO00017 |STILL SUWANNEE Prehistoric quarry

SMO00018 |SAUSAGE CAN Destroyed

SMO00019 |BIG POND Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
SMO00020 |GATOR HOLE HAMMOCK Prehistoric midden(s)

SMO00021 |SNAKE SKIN Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
SMO00031 |POWER LINE ROAD POND Artifact scatter-low density ( < 2 per sq meter)

SMO00032

CYPRESS POND

Artifact scatter-low density ( < 2 per sq meter)

SMO00033 |PRAIRIE POND Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
SMO00035 |SHELL ISLAND Prehistoric shell midden

SMO00036 |BEAR ISLAND Prehistoric shell midden

SMO00056 |BOGGY ISLAND Prehistoric midden(s)

SM00133

LITTLE WITHLACOOCHEE BRIDGE 2

Campsite (prehistoric)

SM00163

GILLIAN

Campsite (prehistoric)

SM00173

KORN 1

Specialized site for procurement of raw materials

SM00188 |ALTERNATE DRILL SITE (NOT TO BE DRILLED) Unknown
SMO00196 |BEAR LAKE CANOE GROUP Log Boat - Historic or Prehistoric
SM00197 |WITHLACOOCHEE RIVER CANOE #2 Log Boat - Historic or Prehistoric

SMO00198 [HOG ISLAND CANOE Log Boat - Historic or Prehistoric

SMO00352 |WILD COW SITE Unknown

SMO00353 |RIVER JUNCTION CAMPGROUND Land-terrestrial

SM00354 |AXEHEAD POND Lithic scatter/quarry (prehistoric: no ceramics)
SMO00366 |Silver Lake Hammock Habitation (prehistoric)

SMO00367 |Fish Pro Hatchery Single artifact or isolated find
SMO00381 |Baird Tract Land-terrestrial

SMO00403 |Jumper Creek Midden 1 Prehistoric shell midden
SMO00404 |Jumper Creek Midden 2 Prehistoric shell midden
SM00422 |Wild Cow Prairie Campsite (prehistoric)
SMO00474 |Richloam Borrow Campsite (prehistoric)




SITEID SITE NAME SITE TYPE
SMO00501 |Barge Near Jumper Creek Historic shipwreck
SMO0505 |Revel's Cow Camp Building

SMO00506 |Baird Herty Cups Land-terrestrial
SMO00559 |Baird rehab site Lithic scatter
SMO0560 |Silver Lake Xeric Hammock Land-terrestrial
Cl00330 [STAGE POND CEMETERY Cemetery
Clo0445 |MANNFIELD CEMETERY Cemetery
Cl00939  [SHILOH CEMETERY Cemetery
Cl00946 |ORLEANS CEMETERY Cemetery
HEQ0464 [GIDDENS HOMESTEAD Cemetery
HEO0664 |Tucker Hill Cemetery Cemetery
PA02428 |Puzzle Road New Site Possible Cemetery
Cl00328 |CASON, JOHN HOUSE Building

Cl01222  |Tillis Hill Residence Building




Exhibit J

Management Procedures
for
Archaeological and Historical Sites and Properties



Management Procedures for Archaeological and Historical Sites and Properties on State-
Owned or Controlled Properties
(revised March 2013)

These procedures apply to state agencies, local governments, and non-profits that manage
state-owned properties.

A. General Discussion

Historic resources are both archaeological sites and historic structures. Per Chapter 267, Florida
Statutes, ‘Historic property’ or ‘historic resource’ means any prehistoric district, site, building,
object, or other real or personal property of historical, architectural, or archaeological value,
and folklife resources. These properties or resources may include, but are not limited to,
momuments, memorials, Indian habitations, ceremonial sites, abandoned settlements, sunken or
abandoned ships, engineering works, treasure trove, artifacts, or other objects with intrinsic
historical or archaeological value, or any part thereof, relating to the history, government, and
culture of the state.”

B. Agency Responsibilities

Per State Policy relative to historic properties, state agencies of the executive branch must allow
the Division of Historical Resources (Division) the opportunity to comment on any undertakings,
whether these undertakings directly involve the state agency., i.e., land management
responsibilities, or the state agency has indirect jurisdiction, i.e. permitting authority, grants, etc.
No state funds should be expended on the undertaking until the Division has the opportunity to
review and comment on the project, permit, grant, etc.

State agencies shall preserve the historic resources which are owned or controlled by the agency.

Regarding proposed demolition or substantial alterations of historic properties, consultation with
the Division must occur, and alternatives to demolition must be considered.

State agencies must consult with Division to establish a program to location, inventory and
evaluate all historic properties under ownership or controlled by the agency.
C. Statutory Authority

Statutory Authority and more in depth information can be found at:
http://www {lheritage.com/preservation/compliance/guidelines.cfin




D. Management Implementation

Even though the Division sits on the Acquisition and Restoration Council and approves
land management plans, these plans are conceptual. Specific information regarding
individual projects must be submitted to the Division for review and recommendations.

Managers of state lands must coordinate any land clearing or ground disturbing activities with
the Division to allow for review and comment on the proposed project. Recommendations may
include, but are not limited to: approval of the project as submitted, cultural resource assessment
survey by a qualified professional archaeologist, modifications to the proposed project to avoid
or mitigate potential adverse effects.

Projects such as additions, exterior alteration, or related new construction regarding historic
structures must also be submitted to the Division of Historical Resources for review and
comment by the Division’s architects. Projects involving structures fifty years of age or older,
must be submitted to this agency for a significance determination. In rare cases, structures under
fifty years of age may be deemed historically significant. These must be evaluated on a case by
case basis.

Adverse impacts to significant sites, either archaeological sites or historic buildings, must be
avoided. Furthermore, managers of state property should make preparations for locating and
evaluating historic resources, both archaeological sites and historic structures.

E. Minimum Review Documentation Requirements

In order to have a proposed project reviewed by the Division, certain information must be
submitted for comments and recommendations. The minimum review documentation
requirements can be found at:

http://www flheritage.com/preservation/compliance/docs/minimum_review_documentation_requ

irements.pdf .

# #* #

Questions relating to the treatment of archaeological and historic resources on state lands should
be directed to:

Deena S. Woodward

Division of Historical Resources
Bureau of Historic Preservation
Compliance and Review Section
R. A. Gray Building

500 South Bronough Street
Tallahassce, FL 32399-0250

Phone: (850) 245-6425

Toll Free: (800) 847-7278
Fax: (850) 245-6435



Exhibit K

Soil Maps and Descriptions
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N Citrus Tract Soils
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Created by Dersse Wikde, Ecology Faorester, Ooltober 4, 2012
0 1 5 3 6 This mep is & product of the Flonda Forest Service.
- Mo warrantias ane provided for data therain, it use,
Miles or its interpretation

L
/




Croom Tract Soils
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Soil Series Descriptions for Withlacoochee State Forest

The Adamsville series consists of very deep, somewhat poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils on broad
flats, low knolls, and lower side slopes. They formed in thick sandy marine sediments in central and
southern Florida. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 74 degrees F., and the
mean annual precipitation is about 52 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 5 percent. With adequate water
control, many areas are used for citrus. Some areas are in improved pasture. Natural vegetation consists
of pines, laurel, and water oaks with a ground cover of saw palmetto, pineland threeawn, indiangrass,
bluestem grasses, and several low panicums.

The Anclote series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils in depressions,
poorly defined drainage ways, and flood plains. They formed in thick beds of sandy marine sediments.
Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 75 degrees F., and the mean annual
precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 1 percent. Anclote soils are used mainly for
range and woodland. A few cleared areas are used for truck, bulb, and flower crops, and improved
pasture. Native vegetation consists of cypress, bay, popash, pond pine, cabbage palm, red maple, and
juncus species.

The Apopka series consists of very deep, well drained, moderately permeable soils on ridges and side
slopes in the Lower Coastal Plain. They formed in thick beds of sandy and loamy marine or eolian
deposits. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 73 degrees F., and the mean
annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from O to 25 percent. Large areas are cleared and
used for citrus and tame pasture. Natural vegetation consists of bluejack oak, turkey oak, post oak, live
oak, and longleaf pine. The understory vegetation consists of bluestem, dogfennel, paspalum, pineland
threeawn, and other native grasses and weeds.

The Arredondo series consists of well drained soils that are rapidly permeable in the thick sandy surface
and subsurface layers and moderate to very slow in the subsoil. They formed from sandy and loamy
marine sediments in central Florida on slopes ranging from 0 to 12 percent. Large areas are cleared.
Citrus, peanuts, watermelons, corn, and improved pasture are the principal crops. Natural vegetation
consists of slash, longleaf, and lobolly pines, magnolia; red, live, laurel and water oaks; hickory,
sweetgum and dogwood.

The Astatula series consists of very deep, excessively drained, rapidly permeable soils that formed in
eolian and marine sands. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 73 degrees F.,
and the mean annual precipitation is about 52 inches. Slopes range from O to 30 percent.

Used mainly for citrus, truck crops, and improved pasture. Natural vegetation consists of bluejack,
blackjack, turkey oaks, longleaf pine, sand pine, and an understory of rosemary, pineland threeawn,
bluestem, paspalum, lopsided indiangrass, and panicum.

The Basinger series consists of very deep, poorly drained and very poorly drained, rapidly permeable
soils in sloughs, depressions, low flats, and poorly defined drainageways. They formed in sandy marine
sediments. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean
annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from O to 2 percent. Most areas of Basinger soil
that are cleared are used for rangeland. With water control, they are used for winter truck crops and
tame pasture. The natural vegetation consists of waxmyrtle, St. Johnswort, maidencane, pineland
threeawn, cypress, slash pine, longleaf pine, pond pine, and other water tolerant plants.



The Blichton series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, moderately slow or slowly permeable
soils on uplands in central Florida. They formed in thick beds of loamy and sandy marine sediments.
Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean annual
precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from 0O to 8 percent. Most of this soil is in forest. Many
areas have been cleared and are used for improved pasture with small areas being used for growing
watermelons, peanuts, corn, tomatoes, oranges, and grapefruit. The native vegetation consists of
sweetgum, magnolia, hickory, live oak, laurel oak, red maple, dogwood, pineland threeawn, slash pine,
longleaf pine, and loblolly pine.

The Boca series consists of moderately deep, poorly drained and very poorly drained, moderately
permeable soils in low broad flats, poorly defined drainageways and depressions of the flatwoods and
adjacent tidal flats. They formed in sandy and loamy marine sediments deposited over limestone
bedrock. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean
annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from O to 1 percent. Most areas of Boca soils are
used for rangeland. With adequate water control, some areas are used for truck crops, citrus, and
pasture. Native vegetation consists of gallberry, sawpalmetto, cabbage palmettos, slash pine, and an
understory of pineland threeawn.

The Broward series consists of moderately deep, somewhat poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils on
low-lying broad ridges in Peninsular Florida. They formed in sandy marine deposits over limestone. Near
the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean annual
precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 2 percent. Most areas of Broward soils are used
for range and woodland. A few small areas are used for vegetables, pasture, and urban development.
The native vegetation is dominated by cabbage palms and scattered slash pines in the overstory. The
understory is composed of pineland threeawn, fetterbush, grassleaf goldaster, chalky bluestem,
creeping bluestem, panicum, lopsided indiangrass, switchgrass, and sawpalmetto.

The Candler series consists of very deep, excessively drained, rapidly permeable soils on uplands. They
formed in thick beds of eolian or marine deposits of coarse textured materials. Near the type location,
the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean annual precipitation is about 55
inches. Slopes range from 0 to up to 25 percentin dissected areas. Many areas are used for citrus crops
and tame pasture. Native vegetation consists of bluejack oak, turkey oak, post oak, live oak, and longleaf
pine with a sparse understory of indiangrass, chalky bluestem, pineland threeawn, hairy panicum, and
other annual forbs.

The Delray series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, moderately permeable soils on broad flats,
flood plains, and depressions in the Lower Coastal Plain. They formed in sandy and loamy marine
sediments. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 73 degrees F., and the mean
annual precipitation is about 49 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 2 percent. Much of this soil is cleared and
where drained, it is used for improved pasture and truck crops. Natural vegetation includes southern
bayberry, pickerelweed, sedges, reeds, water tolerant grasses, and cypress, bay, tupelo and other water
tolerant trees.

The EauGallie series consists of deep or very deep, poorly or very poorly drained, slowly permeable soils
in flats, sloughs and depressional areas. They formed in sandy and loamy marine sediments in Peninsula
Florida. Near the type location, the man annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the man annual
precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 2 percent. Many areas of EauGallie soils are used
for citrus, truck crops, and pastureland. Natural vegetation consists of longleaf pine, South Florida slash
pine, and sawpalmetto. The understory vegetation includes inkberry, southern bayberry, and pineland
threeawn.



The Everglades series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, rapid to very rapidly permeable organic
soils in freshwater swamps and marshes that flood for very long periods. They formed in thick deposits
of hydrophytic plant remains. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 73 degrees
F., and the mean annual precipitation is about 53 inches. Slopes are less than 1 percent. Drained areas
are used for vegetable crops and sugarcane. The natural vegetation includes Florida willow, sawgrass,
reeds, lilies, and other aquatic, fibrous, nonwoody plants and hardwood trees.

The Floridana series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, slowly to very slowly permeable soils on
low broad flats, flood plains, and in depressional areas. They formed in thick beds of sandy and loamy
marine sediments. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 74 degrees F., and the
mean annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 1 percent. Many areas of Floridana
soils have been cleared and used for pasture. Where water control is adequate, it is used for growing
truck crops and citrus. Natural vegetation consists of sand cordgrass, cabbage palmetto, myrtle, and
pineland threeawn. In depressional areas, most of the soil has a sparse to dense cover of cypress. In
flood plains, the vegetation is mostly sweetgum, blackgum, red maple, and cypress.

The Fort Meade series consists of well drained, rapidly permeable soils that formed in moderately thick
beds of loamy sands overlying or mixed with phosphatic materials. These soils are on nearly level to
gently sloping uplands. Slopes range from 0 to 5 percent. Used mainly for growing citrus, truck crops,
and improved pasture. Native vegetation is longleaf pine or slash and loblolly pine, laurel, live, post, and
turkey oaks, and some dogwood, hickory, cabbage palm, and magnolia, with an understory of widely
spaced sawpalmetto, and pineland threeawn, bluestems, lopsided indiangrass, paspalum, and panicum.

The Ft. Green series consists of very deep, poorly drained soils formed in sandy and loamy marine
sediments. These soils are rapidly permeable in the A and E horizon and moderately slowly or slowly
permeable in the Bt horizon. They are on side slopes breaking into flood plains or depressional areas and
on broad nearly level low ridges. Slopes range from 0 to 5 percent. A large part of Ft. Green soils has
been cleared, and most is used for tame pastures. Natural vegetation is waxmyrtle, slash pine, cabbage
palm, pineland threeawn and many other grasses, vines, and shrubs.

The Gator series consists of very poorly drained organic soils that formed in moderately thick beds of
hydrophytic plant remains overlying beds of loamy and sandy marine sediments. They are in depressions
and on flood plains. Slopes are less than 1 percent. Almost all areas are in marsh or swamp wetlands
used for wildlife and water storage. Native vegetation is mostly cordgrass or Jamaica sawgrass,
maidencane, Coastal Plain willow, redosier dogwood, or swamp vegetation including baldcypress,
sweetgum, red maple, and American hornbeam.

The Hallandale series consists of shallow, poorly and very poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils
formed in thin deposits of marine sandy materials over limestone. They occur on broad low flats,
sloughs, shallow depressions, and adjacent tidal areas in Peninsular Florida. They are saturated during
the summer rainy season and after periods of heavy rainfall in other seasons. Slopes are less than 2
percent. In their native state, most of these soils are used for range land and tame pasture. Native
vegetation consists of pineland threeawn, paspalum spp., bluejoint panicum, blue maidencane,
bluestem, scattered cypress, saw palmettos, and slash pine. In tidal areas the vegetation includes
seashore saltgrass, needlegrass rush, Jamaica sawgrass, smooth cordgrass and saltwort.

The Immokalee series consists of deep and very deep, poorly drained and very poorly drained soils that
formed in sandy marine sediments. They occur on flatwoods and in depressions of Peninsular Florida.
Slopes are dominantly 0 to 2 percent but range to 5 percent. Principal vegetation is longleaf and slash
pines and undergrowth of sawpalmetto, gallberry, waxmyrtle, and pineland threeawn. In depressions,
water tolerant plants such as cypress, loblollybay gorodonia, red maple, sweetbay, maidencane, blue
maidencane, chalky bluestem, sand cordgrass, and bluejoint panicum are more common. Most areas are
used for range and forest. Large areas with adequate water management are used for citrus, tame
pasture, and truck crops.



The Kanapaha series consists of poorly drained soils with a slowly or moderately slowly permeable
subsoil. The soils formed in thick beds of sandy and loamy marine sediments. They are on nearly level to
gently sloping landscapes of upland position in the lower Coastal Plain. Slopes range from O to 5 percent.
Most of these soils are in forest. Small areas where adequate water control is established are used for
growing corn, watermelons, citrus, and tomatoes. Most of the cleared areas are used for improved
pasture. Native vegetation consists of sweetgum, maple, live and water oaks; magnolia, hickory, slash,
longleaf and loblolly pine; and an understory of several bluestem species, longleaf uniola, hairy panicum,
several threeawn species and numerous forbs.

The Kendrick series consists of well drained, slowly to moderately slowly permeable soils formed in thick
beds of loamy marine sediments on nearly level to sloping areas in the Coastal Plain. Slopes range from
0 to 8 percent. Most of these soils are cleared and used for corn, peanuts, watermelons, citrus,
tomatoes, and improved pasture. Natural vegetation is longleaf, loblolly, and slash pines; hickory,
magnolia, dogwood; and laurel, live, and water oaks. Understory consists of several bluestem species,
indiangrass, hairy panicum, and annual forbs.

The Lacoochee series consists of shallow, poorly drained, moderate or moderately rapid permeable soils
on broad coastal plain tidal marshes. They formed in sandy and loamy marine sediments overlying soft
limestone. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 74 degrees F., and the mean
annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes are less than 1 percent. Almost all areas of Lacoochee
soils are used for wildlife habitat and remain in native vegetation consisting dominantly of seashore
saltgrass, marshhay cordgrass, big cordgrass, needlegrass rush and smooth cordgrass. Vegetation is
often sparse.

The Lake series consists of excessively drained, rapidly to very rapidly permeable soils formed in thick
beds of sand. They are on nearly level to steep slopes in central Florida. Slopes range

from O to 30 percent. Large areas are used for citrus, and some are used for watermelons and improved
pasture. Natural vegetation consists of bluejack, blackjack, turkey and live oaks, scattered longleaf pine,
and an understory of scattered palmetto, pineland threeawn, bluestem, and paspalum.

The Lochloosa series consists of somewhat poorly drained, slowly permeable soils formed in thick beds
of sandy and loamy marine sediments in central Florida. Slopes range from O to 8 percent. Most of these
soils are cleared. Tame pasture is the dominant use of these areas. Some cleared areas are used for
corn, citrus, peanuts, tomatoes, and watermelons. Native vegetation consists of slash and loblolly pine,
dogwood, hickory, live, laurel and water oak, sweetgum, red maple, and magnolia. The understory is
waxmyrtle, briars, and native grasses.

The Malabar series consists of very deep, poorly to very poorly drained soils in sloughs, shallow
depressions, and along flood plains. They formed in sandy and loamy marine sediments. Near the type
location, the mean annual temperature is about 73 degrees F., and the mean annual precipitation is
about 55 inches. Slopes range from O to 2 percent. Large areas of the Malabar soils are used extensively
for range. Some areas are used for citrus crops, truck crops, and improved pasture with adequate water
control. Native vegetation consists of scattered slash pine, cypress wax myrtle, cabbage palm, pineland
threeawn, and maidencane. In depressions, the vegetation is dominantly St. Johnswort or maidencane.

The Micanopy series consists of somewhat poorly drained, slowly to very slowly permeable soils formed
in thick beds of sandy and clayey marine sediments on uplands in the Coastal Plain. Slope ranges from 0
to 8 percent. Most of the acreage is cleared and is used for tame pasture. A few cleared areas are used
for citrus crops, corn, peanuts, and watermelons. Native vegetation consists of loblolly, slash, and
longleaf pine, magnolia, hickory, dogwood, and laurel, live, and water oaks. Understory vegetation
consists of creeping bluestem, indiangrass, chalky bluestem, toothachegrass, and numerous annual
forbes.



The Myakka series consists of deep and very deep, poorly to very poorly drained soils formed in sandy
marine deposits. These soils are on flatwoods, high tidal areas, flood plains, depressions, and gently
sloping to sloping barrier islands. They have rapid permeability in the A horizon and moderate or
moderately rapid permeability in the Bh horizon. Slopes range from 0 to 8 percent. Most areas are used
for commercial forest production or native range. Large areas with adequate water control measures
are used for citrus, improved pasture, and truck crops. Native vegetation includes longleaf and slash
pines with an undergrowth of sawpalmetto, running oak, inkberry, waxmyrtle, huckleberry, chalky
bluestem, pineland threeawn, and scattered fetterbush.

The Oldsmar series consists of very deep, poorly drained and very poorly drained soils in flats and
depressions of Peninsular Florida. They formed in sandy marine sediments overlying loamy materials.
Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean annual
precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 2 percent. Most areas of Oldsmar soils remain in
native vegetation. Areas with water control are used for citrus, truck crops, and tame pasture. Native
vegetation consists of cabbage palmetto, sawpalmetto, live oak, slash pine, with an undergrowth of
laurel, wax myrtle, and pineland threeawn. In depressions the trees are cypress, blackgum, pond pine,
loblolly bay, red maple, and sweetbay. Other plants included maidencane, blue maidencane, chalky
bluestem, sand cordgrass, and bluejoint panicum.

The Okeelanta series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils in large fresh
water marshes and small depressional areas. They formed in decomposed hydrophytic non-woody
organic material overlying sand. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 74
degrees F., and the mean annual precipitation is about 59 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 2 percent.
Many areas of Okeelanta soils are cleared and are used for truck crops, sod, sugarcane, and improved
pasture grasses. Some areas are not developed and are used for water storage and as a wildlife habitat.
Native vegetation consists of sawgrass, lilies, sedges, and other water tolerant plants. Willow, southern
bayberry, and melaleuca are common tree species.

The Paisley series consists of deep, poorly drained, slowly permeable soils that formed in clayey marine
sediments influenced by underlying calcareous materials. These soils are on neary level, low broad
Coastal Plains. Slopes are less than 1 percent. Most areas of Paisley soils remain in native vegetation. A
few cleared areas are used for improved pasture. Native vegetation consists of slash, longleaf, and
loblolly pine, swamp white oak, swamp maple, and sweetgum with an understory of wax myrtle,
cabbage palmetto, bluestem, and native grasses.

The Placid series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils on low flats,
depressions, poorly defined drainageways on uplands, and flood plains on the Lower Coastal Plain. They
formed in sandy marine sediments. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72
degrees F., and the mean annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from O to 2 percent.
Placid soils are used mainly for range and forest. A small acreage has been drained and is used for truck
crops, citrus, and pasture. Natural vegetation consists of pond pine, bay, cypress, gum, pickerel weed,
and coarse grasses.

The Pomello series consists of very deep, moderately well to somewhat poorly drained soils that are
sandy to depths of more than 80 inches. Pomello soils formed in sandy marine sediments in the
flatwoods areas of Peninsular Florida. Slopes range from 0 to 5 percent. Pomello soils are mostly used
for range and forest production. A few areas are used for pasture. Inits northern extent of occurrence
many areas are used for urban development. Native vegetation is dominated by scrub oak, dwarf live
oak, sawpalmetto, longleaf pine, slash pine, and pine land threeawn.



The Pompano series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils in depressions,
drainageways, and broad flats. They formed in thick beds of marine sands. Near the type location, the
mean annual temperature is about 73 degrees F., and the mean annual precipitation is about 50 inches.
Slopes range from O to 2 percent. Most areas of this soil is used for rangeland. Where drained, it is used
for growing truck crops, citrus fruits, and improved pasture. Natural vegetation consists of palmetto,
widely spaced cypress, gum, and slash pine, and native grasses.

The Seffner series consists of very deep, somewhat poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils on the rims
of depressions and on lower lying flats and knolls in the Lower Coastal Plain of south Florida. They
formed in sandy marine sediments. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 74
degrees F., and the mean annual precipitation is about 52 inches. Slopes range from O to 2 percent.
Most areas of Seffner soils are cultivated. Corn, citrus, melons, strawberries, and tomatoes are the
principal crops. Some areas are in improved pasture. The natural vegetation consists of longleaf pine,
laurel oak, and water oak with an understory of sawpalmetto, pineland threeawn, indiangrass, bluestem
grasses, and several low panicums.

The Smyrna series consists of very deep, poorly to very poorly drained soils formed in thick deposits of
sandy marine materials. Permeability is rapid in the A, E and C horizons and moderate or moderately
rapid in the Bh horizons. Slopes range from O to 2 percent. Natural vegetation consists of longleaf and
slash pines with an undergrowth of sawpalmetto, running oak, gallberry, waxmyrtle, and pineland
threeawn. Most areas are used for forest and range. Large areas are used for tame pasture.

The Sparr series consists of very deep, somewhat poorly drained, moderately slowly to slowly
permeable soils on uplands of the coastal plain. They formed in thick beds of sandy and loamy marine
sediments. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean
annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from O to 8 percent. Most areas of Sparr soils are
used for corn, citrus, peanuts, watermelons, truck crops, and tame pasture. Native vegetation consists
of longleaf pine, slash pine, loblolly pine, magnolia, dogwood, hickory, and live oak, laurel oak, and
water oak.

The Sumterville series consists of very deep, somewhat poorly drained, slowly permeable soils on
uplands of the lower coastal plain. They formed in sandy and clayey marine deposits. Near the type
location, the mean annual temperature is about 73 degrees F., and the mean annual precipitation is
about 56 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 5 percent. Most areas of Sumterville soils are in pasture. The
natural vegetation consists of live oak and water oak.

The Tavares series consists of very deep, moderately well drained, rapidly or very rapidly permeable
soils on lower slopes of hills and knolls of the lower Coastal Plain. They formed in sandy marine or eclian
deposits. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean
annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from 0 to 8 percent. Most areas of Tavares soils are
used for citrus. A few areas are used for corn, vegetable crops, watermelons, and improved pasture. In
most places the natural vegetation consists of slash pine, longleaf pine, a few scattered blackjack oak,
turkey oak, and post oak with an undercover of pineland threeawn. In some places natural vegetation
consists of turkey oak, blackjack oak, and post oak with scattered slash pine and longleaf pine.

The Terra Ceia series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils in fresh water
marshes. They formed in more than 50 inches of well decomposed, hydrophytic, herbaceous plant
remains. Near the type location, the mean annual precipitation is about 61 inches and the mean annual
temperature is about 75 degrees F. Slopes are 0 to 1 percent. Drained areas are used for truck and bulb
crops, sugarcane, and improved pasture. Large undeveloped areas are used for water storage and as
wildlife habitat. The natural vegetation consists of sawgrass, lilies, sedges, reeds, maidencane, spikerush,
and other aquatic plants. Wooded plant species include cypress, blackgum, cabbage palm, carolina ash,
loblolly bay, red maple, sweetbay, and pond pine. American and white mangrove trees are dominant in
tidal areas.



The Wabasso series consists of deep or very deep, very poorly and poorly drained, very slowly and
slowly permeable soils on flatwoods, flood plains, and depressions in Peninsula Florida. They formed in
sandy and loamy marine sediments. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72
degrees F., and the mean annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from O to 2 percent.
Most areas of Wabasso soils are in natural vegetation and are used for native range. Areas with
adequate water control measures are used for citrus, truck crops, and tame pasture. The natural
vegetation consists of longleaf pine, slash pine, cabbage palm, live oak, with an understory of
sawpalmetto, laurel oak, waxmyrtle, chalky bluestem, and pineland threeawn.

The Wauchula series consists of very deep, very poorly or poorly drained, moderately slow or slowly
permeable soils on flatwoods on the lower coastal plains. They formed in sandy and loamy marine
sediments. Near the type location, the mean annual temperature is about 72 degrees F., and the mean
annual precipitation is about 55 inches. Slopes range from O to 5 percent. Many areas of this soil have
been cleared and are used for tame pasture or range. Some areas are used for citrus and vegetable
crops where water control is adequate. The natural vegetation consists of longleaf pine, slash pine,
sawpalmetto, with an understory of inkberry, fetter, southern bayberry, and pineland threeawn.

The Weekiwachee series consists of moderately deep, very poorly drained, soils that formed in well
decomposed sapric material overlying sand and soft and hard limestone. These soils are on broad nearly
level Coastal Plain tidal marsh areas. They are flooded daily during normal high tides. Slopes are less
than 1 percent. Areas of this soil remain in native vegetation consisting dominantly of needlegrass rush,
seashore saltgrass, marshhay cordgrass, big cordgrass, and smooth cordgrass.

The Williston series consists of moderately deep, well drained, moderately slowly permeable soils that
formed in moderately thick beds of clayey marine sediments overlying soft limestone. They are on
nearly level to sloping upland landscapes in the Coastal Plain. Water runs off the surface modeately
rapidly. Slope is dominantly less than 5 percent but ranges up to 8 percent on hillsides. Most areas
remain in native forest vegetation of laurel, live and water oaks, hickory, magnolia, sweetgum,
dogwood, redbud, and longleaf, loblolly, and slash pine. Understory vegetation consists of chalky
bluestem, hairy panicum, greenbriar, blackberry, and numerous forbes.



Exhibit L

Water Resources
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Exhibit M

Florida Natural Areas Inventory
Managed Area Tracking Record



Summary of Occurrence Records Currently in the FNAI Database

Common Name

Plants

Dwarf Spleenwort
Auricled Spleenwort
Modest Spleenwort
Curtiss' Spleenwort
Ruffled Spleenwort
Sinkhole Fern

Florida Bonamia
Brooksville Bellflower
Chapman's Sedge

Sand Butterfly Pea
Southern Lip Fern
Pygmy Fringe Tree
Scrub Pigeon-wing
Piedmont Jointgrass
Okeechobee Gourd
Longspurred Mint
Florida Fingergrass
Longleaf Fingergrass

Spoon-leaved Sundew
Scrub Buckwheat

Coastal Vervain
Tampa Vervain
Chapman's Skeletongrass
Hartwrightia

Florida Hasteola

Star Anise

Cooley's Water-willow
Nodding Pinweed
Pine Pinweed
Pondspice

Florida Spmy-pod
Pinesap

Pygmy Pipes
Narrowleaf Naiad

Scientific Name

Asplenium pumilum
Asplenium erosum
Asplenium verecundum
Asplenium x curtissii
Asplenium x plenum
Blechnum occidentale
Bonamia grandiflora
Campanula robinsiae
Carex chapmanii

Centrosema arenicola
Cheilanthes microphylla
Chionanthus pygmaeus
Clitoria fragrans
Coelorachis tuberculosa
Cucurbita okeechobeensis
Dicerandra cornutissima
Digitaria floridana
Digitaria gracillima
Drosera intermedia
Eriogonum longifolium
var. gnaphalifolium
Glandularia maritima
Glandularia tampensis
Gymnopogon chapmanianus
Hartwrightia floridana
Hasteola robertiorum
Hllicium parviflorum
Justicia cooleyi

Lechea cernua

Lechea divaricata

Litsea aestivalis
Matelea floridana
Monotropa hyvpopithys
Monotropsis reynoldsiae
Najas filifolia
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Sherman's Fox Squirrel
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Scott's Seaside Sparrow

Florida Scrub-Jay
Limpkin

Great Egret

Florida Burrowing Owl

Short-tailed Hawk
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Osprey
Brown Pelican

Bachman's Sparrow
Red-cockaded
Woodpecker

Hairy Woodpecker
Roseate Spoonbill

Glossy Ibis

Florida Clapper Rail
Black Skimmer
Least Tern

Royal Tern
Sandwich Tern

Fishes
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Recreation and Facilities
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Headquarters Tract Facilities and Recreation
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Jumper Creek Facilities and Recreation
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Exhibit O

Fire History Graph
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Exhibit P

Non-Native Invasive Species
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largerooct morning glory \:| air potato
Mexican petunia - Caesar's weed
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mother-in-law's tongue - Chinese Tallow

mulberry, paper |:| cogongrass
mulberry, white - coral ardisia
napier grass |:| creeping fig

hatal grass |:| Japanese climbing fern
old world climbing fern :| lantana

oyster plant - mimosa

pampas grass |:| rattlebox
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rattlebox \:| sword fern

rosary pea \:| tropical soda apple
skunk vine - wandering Jew
sour orange |:| wedelia
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west indian marsh grass
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Citrus Tract Non-Native Invasive Species
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Croom Tract Non-Native Invasive Species
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Headquarters Tract Non-Native Invasive Species
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Jumper Creek Non-Native Invasive Species
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Richloam Tract Non-Native Invasive Species
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Two Mile Prairie Non-Native Invasive Species
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Exhibit Q

Current Natural Communities
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Citrus Tract Current Natural Communities
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Two Mile Prairie Current Natural Communities
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Homosassa Tract Current Natural Communities
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Jumper Creek Current Natural Communities
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Richloam Tract (East) Current Natural Communities
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Exhibit R

Historic Natural Communities
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CitrusTract Historic Natural Communities
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Croom Tract Historic Natural Communities
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Homosassa Tract Historic Natural Communities
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Jumper Creek Historic Natural Communities
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Richloam Tract (East) Historic Natural Communities
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Two Mile Prairie Historic Natural Communities
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Management Prospectus



CONSERVATION AND RECREATION LANDS
MANAGEMENT PROSPECTUS

ANNUTTELIGA HAMMOCK

DIVISION OF FORESTRY
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE & CONSUMER SERVICES

Management Goals

The Annutteliga Hammock Conservation and Recreation Lands (CARL;} project
encompasses approximately 29,025 acres northwest of Brooksville in Hernando and
Citrus Counties. The Division of Forestry proposes to manage the northeastern
and southeastern porticons of the project comprising approximately 14,336 acres.

The property will be managed in accordance with, and in a manner designed to
accomplish, the acquisition goals and objectives as approved by the Land
Acquisition Advisory Council. These goals and objectives are hereby incorporated
by reference.

The primary land management goal for the Division of Forestry is to restore,
maintain and protect in perpetuity all native ecosystems; to integrate compatible
human use; and to insure long-term viability of populations and species considered
rare. This ecosystem approach will guide the Division of Forestry's management
activities on this project.

Qualifications for State Designation

Major communities represented on the project include sandhill, upland
hardwood forest, depression marsh/sandhill upland lake, sand pine scrub, basin
marsh, sinkhole lake, xeric hammock, and sinkhole. The project's size and
diversity makes it highly desirable for use and management as a state forest.

Conditions Affecting Intensity of Management

There are no known major disturbances that will require extraordinary
attention so the level of management intensity is expected to be typical for a
state forest.

Timetable for Implementing Management

Once the core area is acquired and assigned to the Division of Forestry
for management, public access will be provided for low intensity, non-facilities
related outdoor recreation activities. Until specific positions are provided
for the project, public access will be coordinated through Withlacoochee Forestry
Center (WFC) Headquarters and management activities will be conducted utilizing
personnel from WEC.

Initial or intermediate management efforts will concentrate on site
security, public and fire management access, resource inventory, and removal of




existing trash. Steps will be taken to insure that the public is provided
appropriate access while simultanecusly affording protection of sensitive
resources. Vehicular use by the public will be confined to designated rcads and
unnecessary access points will be closed. An inventory of the site's natural
resources and threatened and endangered flora and fauna will be conducted tc provide
the basis for formulation cf a management plan.

Prior to collection of necessary resource information, management proposals
for this project can only be conceptual in nature. Long-range plans for this
property will generally be directed toward the restoration of disturbed areas
and maintenance of natural communities. To the greatest extent practical,
disturbed sites will be restored to conditions that would be expected to occur
in naturally functioning ecosystems. Management activities will alsc stress
enhancement of the abundance and spatial distribution of threatened and endangered
species.

An all season burning program will be established utilizing practices that
incorporate recent research findings. Whenever possible, existing roads, black
lines, foam lines and natural breaks will be utilized to contailn and control
prescribed and natural fires.

Timber management activities will primarily consist of improvement
thinnings and regeneration harvests aimed at maintaining and perpetuating forest
ecosystems. Plantations will be thinned to achieve a more natural appearance
and, where appropriate, will be reforested with species that would typically be
found in a naturally functioning ecosystem. Stands will not have a targeted
rotation age but will be managed to maintain a broad diversity of age classes
ranging from young stands tc areas with old growth characteristics. This will
provide habitat for the full spectrum of species that would be found in the natural
environment.

The resource inventory will be used to identify sensitive areas that need
special attention, protection or management, and to locate areas that are
appropriate for any recreational or administrative facilities. Infrastructure
development will primarily be located in already disturbed areas and will be the
absolute minimum required to allow public access for the uses mentioned above,
to provide facilities to accommodate public use, and to administer and manage
the property.

The Division will promote recreation and environmental education in the
natural envircnment. As a general practice, if it is determined that a new
recreation area is needed, low impact, rustic facilities will be the only kind
developed. High impact, organized recreation areas will be discouraged because
of possible adverse effects on the natural environment. Unnecessary roads,
firelines and hydrological disturbances will be abkandoned and/or restored to the
greatest extent practical.

Revenue Generating Potential

As mentioned above, timber sales will be conducted as needed to improve
or maintain desirable ecosystem conditions. These sales will primarily take place
in upland pine stands and will provide a variable source of revenue dependent
upon a variety of factors. Revenue generating potential for this project is



expected to be low to moderate.

Management Costs and Sources of Revenue

It is anticipated that management funding will come from the CARL trust
fund. Budget needs for interim management are estimated as follows.

SALARY ({3 FTE'S) 5 85,020
EXPENSE 25,000
OPERATING CAPITAL OQUTLAY 116,800
TOTAL $226,820

SALARY
Forestry Supervisor II $35,300
Senior Forest Ranger 29,090
Secretary Specialist 20,630
385,020
EXPENSE $25,000

OPERATING CAPITAL OUTLAY

Pickup Truck, 4x4, (2) @ $23,000 546,000

Farm Tractor, 4x4, w loader 35,000
Harrow, 7 foot 14,000
Water Tank & Pump (2) @ $1,400 2,800
Mobile Radic (3) @ $1,200 3,600
Computer System 5,000
Bush Hog 4,500
Tree Planter 4,300
Portable Radio (2) @ 3800 1,600

$116,800



Florida Springs Coastal Greenway

Citrus County

Purpose for State Acquisition

The ragged coastline of Citrus County, with its salt
marshes, clear spring runs, hammocks, and flatwoods,
is being affected by the encroaching development in this
part of the state. The Florida Springs Coastal Green-
way project will conserve the natural landscape of this
coast, protecting the water quality of the spring runs
and estuaries where endangered manatees congregate,
preserving natural lands that link with congervation
lands to the south, and providing scenic areas in which
the public can enjoy fishing, hilang, or learning about
the natural world of this coast.

Manager

Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) of the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection (Crystal
River and St. Marting River); Division of Forestry
(DOF) (Homosassa Reserve/Walker Property), and
the Office of Greenways and Trails (OGT) managing,
the northern part of the project, adjacent to the Cross
Florida Greenway.

General Description

The project is a major link in efforts to preserve the
northern peningular Gulf Coast. It includes three tracts
along the karst coastline of Citrus County. The Crystal
River tract, a significant part of the headwaters of the
Crystal River, is a crucial habitat for the Gulf Coast

Florida Springs Coastal Greenway
FNAI Elements

Manatee G2/82
Florida Scrub-jay G2/82
Florida Black Bear G5T2/82
Green Turtle G3/82
Eastern Indigo Snake 3/83
Gopher Tortoise G3/S3
Florida Mouse G3/83
Swallow-tailed Kite G5/52
Hawksbill G3/51
Tampa Vervain G2/52
Florida Olive Hairstreak G3T2/83
Coastal Vervain G3/83

30 rare species are associated with the project

Climate Change Lands

manatee population; it is also a prime nesting location
for bald eagles and ospreys. Natural communities
within the tract include floodplain marsh, freshwater
tidal swamp, tidal marsh, and upland hammock. It also
contains some pine plantations. The St. Marting River
tract i predominantly hydric hammock, bottomland
forest, salt marsh, mangrove islands, and spring-run
streams, all in good to excellent condition. It borders
the St. Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve. Though much
ofits timber has been harvested, and a quarter is pasture,
the Homosassa Reserve/Walker Property is important as
acorridor between Chassahowitzka Water Management
District and Chassahowitzka National Wildlite Refuge
and the conservation lands to the north. The archaeo-
logical significance of this areais high. Citrus County
is one of the fastest growing in the state, and residential
development is a serious threat to this project. Devel-
opment will increase boat traffic, which is the greatest
current threat to the manatee population.

Public Use

The project will be managed as buffer preserves and a
state forest, providing such recreational opportunities
as fishing, canoeing, hiking and camping.

Acquisition Planning

OnNovember 19, 1994, the Land Acquigition Advisory
Council (LAAC) amended Crystal River to add three
tracts that include Three Sister Springs (56 acres). On
that date LAAC also combined three CARL projects
(Crystal River, St. Martins, and Homosassa Reserve)
and renamed the project Florida Springs Coastal
Greenway. The project breakdown is as follows:

Placed on List 1995*
Project Area 41,108*
Acres Acquired 29,124%
at a Cost of $50,869,57 3
Acres Remaining 11,984
with Estimated (Tax Assessed) Value of $5,867,904

T Crystal River, 5t Martins and Homosassa Reserve projects
combined in 1995
" Includes acreage acquired and funds spent by the SWHEWD
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Florida Springs Coastal Greenway
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Florida Springs Coastal Greenway

Crystal River (~14.758 acres) Phase It Crystal River
11, Phase II: Crystal Cove—major owner 1s Burnip
and Sims (acquired); Phase I Crystal River State
Reserve—major owner is Hollins (acquired). St.
Marting (~14,040 acres) Phase I Large ownerships
within Area I as identified in Project Design; Phase IT:
Other ownerships within Area I and large ownerships
within Area II; Phase lIl: Other ownerships within Area
II; and Phase IV: ownerships in Area 1L Major tracts
have been acquired. Only smaller strategic tracts and
offshore islands remain.

Homosassa Reserve (~8,377 acres) Phase T: Rooks tract
(acquired); the Walker tract {(acquired by the Southwest
Florida Water Management District) and other owner-
ships except in Sections 28, 33, 34 and 7. Phase ITI:
minor ownerships in Sections 28 and 33, the 160-acre
Villa Sites Add. to Homosassa Sub in Section 34, also
the 134-acre Johnson parcel in Section 7. All large
and strategic ownerships with willing sellers have been
acquired with the exception of the Black ownership,
an unwilling seller. This portion of the project is, n
effect, complete.

OnMarch 10, 1995, the Land Acquisition & Management
Advisory Council (LAMAC) approved a fes-simple,
424-acre addition (in former Crystal River project) to
the project boundary. The addition was sponsored by
the landowners, James C & Alice H. Rhoades, and had
a 1994 taxable value of $821,700.

On October 30, 1995, the LAMAC approved a
fee-simple, 200-acre addition {(in former Crystal
River project) to the project boundary. The addition,
sponsored by landowner Corneal BB Myers, consisted
of one parcel and a 1994 taxable value of $400.000.

On Oetober 30, 1996, the LAMAC transferred this
project to the Substantially Complete Category.

On March 14, 1997, the LAMAC approved a fee-simple,
80-acre addition (in former Crystal River project) to the
project boundary. The addition, sponsored by landowner
Dixie Hollins, consisted of one parcel and a 1996
taxable value of $64.000.

On QOctober 15, 1998, the LAMAC designated an
additional 156 acres as essential. Previous essential
parcels included land acquired as of January 26, 1995,
and the Black ownership (in the former Homosassa

Reserve project).

On April 6, 2001, the Acquisition and Restoration
Couneil {ARC) adopted a Group A and Group B for
the Florida Forever (FI) Priority list and moved this
project fo Group B.

On December 5, 2003, the ARC moved this project to
Group A of the 2004 FF Priority list.

On February 6, 2004, the ARC approved a fee-simple,
142-acre addition (in former Homosassa Reserve
project) to the project boundary. The addition,
sponsored by the Audubon Society and DEPs CAMA
and DRP, consisted of two landowners (Hampton
Facilities LTD & Barr), 2 parcels, and a 2003 taxable
valug of $524,000.

Coordination

Although this project does not have any 50-percent
partners at this time, the Southwest Florida Water
Management District has acquired a major ownership
within the project, as well as tracts adjacent and south
of the project area.

Management Policy Statement

The primary goals of management of the Florida Springs
Coastal Greenway project are: fo conserve and protect
significant habitat for native species or endangered and
threatened species; to conserve, profect, manage, or
restore important ecosystems, landscapes, and forests;
to enhance or protect significant surface water, coastal,
vecreational, timber, fish or wildlife resources which
local or state regulatory programs cannot adequately
protect; to provide areas, including recreational trails,
for natural-resource-based recreation; and to preserve
significant archasological or historical sites.

Management Prospectus

Qualifications for state designation 'The proximity
of the Crystal River and St. Martins River tracts of the
Florida Springs Coastal Greenway Project to the St
Martins Marsh Aquatic Preserve and its major fresh-
waler sources gqualifics them as a state bufler preserve.
The size and restorable forest resources of the Homo-
sassa Reserve/Walker Property tract make it suitable
for a state forest.

Manager DRP is recommended as the lead manager

for the Crystal River and St. Mastins River tracts. The
DOF will manage the Homosassa Reserve tract.
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Florida Springs Coastal Greenway
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Florida Springs Coastal Greenway
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Conditions affecting intensity of management Por-
tions of the Florida Springs Coastal Greenway include
lands that would be considered “low-need” tracts
requiring basic resource management and protection.
However, increasing public pressure for recreational
access and a developing ecotourism industry may push
portions of this project into the “moderate to high-need”
calegory.

Timetable for implementing management and provi-
sions for security and protection of infrastructure
Within the first year after acquisition, management will
concentrate on site security, public and fire manage-
ment access, resource inventory, and exotic removal.
DRP and DOF will provide aceess to the public while
protecting sensitive resources. The project’s natural
resources will be inventoried and a management plan
developed within one year.

Long-range plans for this property will generally be
directed at the perpetuation of natural communities
and protection of listed species. An all-season burn-
ing program will use existing roads, black lines, foam
lines, and natural breaks to contain fires. Areas of sil-
viculture in the Crystal River project will be returned
to their original character and species composition.
About 25% of the Homosassa Reserve tract contains
pasture suitable for reforestation and restoration. The
resource inventory will be used to identify sensitive
areas and to locate any recreational or administrative
facilitics. Unnecessary roads, fire lines, and hydrologi-
cal disturbances will be restored to the greatest extent
practical. Infrastructure will be located in disturbed
arcas and will be the minimum needed for public access

Management Cost Summary/DRP

Category 1996/97
Source of Funds CARL/LATF
Salary $161,909
OPs $ 61,031
Expense $103,062
0oco $ 9579
FCO $ 0
TOTAL $335,581

Florida Springs Coastal Greenway

and management.

Revenue-generating potential Initially, no revenue is
expected to be generated. During restoration of pine
plantations, some revenue to offset the cost of manage-
ment may be generated from the sale of timber. Any
estimate of revenue from this harvest depends upon a
detailed assessment of the value of the timber. As the
recreational component develops and additional staffis
assigned, there may be a potential for revenue from this
source. No potential revenue estimates are available at
this time. On the Homosassa Reserve, the DOF will
sell timber as needed to improve or maintain desirable
ecosystem conditions. These sales will provide variable
revenue, but the revenue-generating potential for this
tract is expected to be low.

Cooperators in management activities 'The Florida
Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission is recom-
mended as a cooperating manager for hunts to eliminate
feral hogs and to manage certain species. Because of
the proximity of certain parcels to the Cross Florida
Greenway and the Crystal River National Wildlife Ref-
uge, the Office of Greenways and Trails and the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service can be cooperative managers
on parts of the project. Citrus County and the City of
Crystal River may also cooperate in management. The
DOF will also cooperate with other state agencies, local
governments and interested parties as appropriate.
The DOF is managing the Homosassa Reserve tract as
an addition to the Withlacoochee State Forest.

Updated 12/30/2010
1997/98 1998/99
CARL/LATF CARL/LATF
$166,767 $171,770
$ 98,300 $152,136
$ 90,000 $139,290
$ 40,000 $ 61,907
$ 0 $ 0
$395,067 $525,103
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CONSERVATION AND RECREATION LANDS
MANAGEMENT PROSPECTUS

JORDAN RANCH

DIVISION OF FORESTRY
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE & CONSUMER SERVICES

Date Submitted
November 2, 1994

The Jordan Ranch Conservation and Recreation Lands (CARL) project
encompasses approximately 3,218 acres aleng the Withlaccochee River, northwest
of Inverness, in Citrus County. The Division of Forestry proposes to manage
the property in accordance with, and in a manner designed toc accomplish, the
acquisition goals and cbjectives as approved by the Land Acquisition Advisory
Council. These goals and objectives are hereby incorporated by reference.

The primary land management goal for the Division of Forestry is to
restore, maintain and protect in perpetuity all native ecosystems; to
integrate compatible human use; and to insure long-term viability of
populations and species considered rare, This total resource concept will
quide the Division of Forestry's management activities on this project.

Major communities represented on the project include sandhill, =xeric
hammock, pasture, basin swamp, pine plantation, basin marsh, floodplain
forest, agricultural land, sandhill upland lake, and depression marsh/wet
prairie. Fire management will be one of the most important tools for
management of this project. According to Florida Statutes, the Divisicn of
Forestry is the state's wildland fire agency and consequently is the logical
choice for lead management of this project.

Jordan Ranch will be managed as part of Florida's state forest system.
There are no know major disturbances that will require extraordinary attention
so the level of management intensity is expected to be typical for a state
forest. Once the core area is acquired and assigned tc the Division of
Forestry for management, public access will be provided for low intensity,
non-facilities related outdoor recreation activities., Until specific
positions are provided for the project, public access will be coordinated
through Withlaccochee Forestry Center (WFC) Headquarters and management
activities will be conducted utilizing personnel from WEC.

Initial or intermediate management efforts will concentrate on site
security, public and fire management access, rescurce inventory, and removal
of existing trash. Steps will be taken to insure that the public is provided
appropriate access while simultaneously affording protection of sensitive
resources. Vehicular use by the public will be confined to designated rocads
and unnecessary access points will be closed. An inventory of the site's
natural resources and threatened and endangered flora and fauna will be
conducted to provide the basis for formulation of a management plan.

Prior to collection of necessary resource information, management
proposals for this project can only be conceptual in nature. Long-range plans
for this property will generally be directed toward the restoration of
disturbed areas and maintenance of natural communities. To the greatest
extent practical, disturbed sites will be restored to conditions that would be
expected to occur in naturally functioning ecosystems. Management activities
will also stress enhancement of the abundance and spatial distribution of
threatened and endangered species.

Jordan Ranch



Page 2

An all season burning program will be established utilizing practices
that incorporate recent research findings., Whenever possible, existing roads,
black lines, foam lines and natural breaks will be utilized to contain and
control prescribed and natural fires.

Timber management activities will primarily consist of improvement
thinnings and regeneration harvests alimed at maintaining and perpetuating
forest ecosystems. Plantations will be thinned to achieve a more natural
appearance and, where appropriate, will be reforested with species that would
typically be found in a naturally functioning ecosystem. Stands will not have
a targeted rotation age but will be managed to maintain a broad diversity of
age classes ranging from young stands to areas with old growth
characteristics. This will provide habitat for the full spectrum of species
that would be found in the natural envircnment.

The resource inventcry will be used to identify sensitive areas that
need special attention, protection or management, and to locate areas that are
appropriate for any recreational or administrative facilities. Infrastructure
development will primarily be located in already disturbed areas and will be
the absolute minimum required to alleow public access for the uses mentioned
above, to provide facilities to accommodate public use, and to administer and
manage the property.

The Division will promote recreation and environmental education in the
natural environment. As a general practice, if it is determined that a new
recreation area is needed, low impact, rustic facilities will ke the only kind
developed. A canoe launch and primitive campground may eventually be
developed along the river; however, high impact, organized recreation areas
will be discouraged because of possible adverse effects on the natural
environment. Unnecessary roads, firelines and hydrological disturbances will
be abandoned and/or restored tc the greatest extent practical.

It is anticipated that management funding will come from the CARL trust
fund. As mentioned above, timber sales will be conducted as needed to improve
or maintain desirable ecosystem conditions. These sales will primarily take
place in upland pine stands and will provide a variable source of revenue
dependent upon a variety of factors. According to soil survey data, the soils
of this project range in productivity from low to medium for sand pine and
longleaf pine; consequently, revenue generating potential of this project is
expected to be low to moderate.



Jordan Ranch
Page 3

Budget needs for interim management are estimated as follows.

SALARY
Senior Forest Ranger 529,090
$29,090
EXPENSE $ 6,400
OPERATING CAPITAL OUTLAY
Pickup Truck, 4x4 517,250
Farm Tractor, 4x4, w loader 31,340
Harrow, 7 foot 12,500
Water Tank & Pump 1,200
Mobile Radic (2) @51,100 2,200
Bush Hog 3,500
Portable Radio 700
568,690
SALARY $29,090
EXPENSE 6,400
OPERATING CAPITAL OUTLAY 68,690

TOTAL $104,180



Withlacoochee State Forest Addition

County(ies):
Water Mgmt. District:

Substantially Complete # 9

Cost/Tax Value

Acquired: 0 $0
3,900 $5,604,000
3,900 $5,604,000

Southwest Florida

Remaining: Regional Planning Council; Withlacoochee

House District(s): 42

Totals:

Senate District(s): 10

The majority of this tract is comprised of freshwater wetlands; i.e., hydric hammocks, basin and depression marshes, and
floodpiain swamp. These wetlands provide a significant storage area for surface water and act as z buffer for storm waters.
Higher elevations appear as islands among generally low, wet terrain. The natural communities of the project provide
habitat for numerous wildlife species.

The hydric communities found on the project area are extremely sensitive and vulnerable. Extensive development could
alter traditional water levels, increase surface water runoff, decrease water quality, and increase downstream flooding.

There are no known developments planned for the project area; however, the high growth rate in Sumter County makes
future development in the area likely.

FNALI Element Occurrences

Recreation/Public Use

Tchaeolcrgl:almistonc

Asplenium x plenum

UPLAND HARDWOOD FOREST

G1/81
G7/83

limited hunting
hiking
camping

nature study

wildlife mgmt. area

S-40

Although the project area has not
been systematically surveyed for
cultural resource sites, it is be-
lteved to have potential for ar-
chaeological investigations.
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#9 Withlacoochee State Forest Addition

anagement Policy Statement/Public Purposes - 270

The primary goals of management of the Withlacoochee State Forest Addition CARL project are: to conserve and protect
significant habitat for native species or endangered and threatened species; to conserve, protect, manage, or restore
important ecosystems, landscapes, and forests, in order to enhance or protect significant surface water, coastal,
recreational, timber, fish or wildlife resources which local or state regulatory programs cannot adeguately protect; and to
provide areas, including recreational trails, for natural-resource-based recreation.

nagem

Qualifications for sfate designation The size and diverse forest resources of the Withlacoochee State Forest Addition
CARL project make it desirable for management as a state forest. )
Manager The Division of Forestry will manage the project as part of the Jumper Creek unit of the Withlacoochee State
Forest.

Management goals See policy statement. The primary land management goal for the Division of Forestry is to restore,
maintain and protect all native ecosystems; to integrate compatibie human use; and to insure long-term viability of rare
populations and species.

Conditions affecting intensity of management There are no known disturbances that will require extraordinary attention,
so management intensity is expected to be typical for a state forest,

Timetable for implementing management and provisions for security and protection of infrastructure The
Division is currently managing about 10,100 acres in the project area, providing public access for low-intensity, non-
facilities-related outdoor recreation while protecting sensitive resources. Management efforts are concentrating on site
security and public access. Although roughly 70% of the project has already been purchased, other lands remain to be
acquired that are important for resource protection and for public access. As more parcels are acquired, they will be
incorporated into the existing management unit. An inventory of the natural resources and threatened and endangered fiora
and fauna will be conducted to provide the basis for any necessary amendments to the management plan.

Long-range plans for this project will generally be directed toward restoring disturbed areas to their original
conditions, as far as possible, as well as protecting threatened and endangered species. An all-season burning program
will use, whenever possible, existing roads, black lines, foam lines and natural breaks to contain fires. Timber management
will mostly involve improvement thinnings and regeneration harvests. Plantations will be thinned and, where appropriate,
reforested with species found in natural ecosystems. Stands will not have a targeted rotation age. . Infrastructure will
primarily be located in disturbed areas and will be the minimum required for management and public access. The Division
will promote environmental education.

Revenue-generating potential The Division of Forestry will sell timber as needed to improve or maintain desirable
ecosystem conditions. These sales will provide a variable source of revenue, but the revenue-generating potential for this
project is expected to be low.
Cooperators in management activities The Division will cooperate with and seek the assistance of other state agencies,
local government entities and interested parties as appropriate.
Management costs and sources of revenue It is anticipated that management funding will come from the CARL trust
fund. Budget needs for interim management are estimated as follows. ‘

T o Aol TR e

Category Source Expense
Start-up CARL $28,140 $8,000 $81,100

S$-42



#9 Withlacoochee State Forest Addition

Project History

CARL Acquisition History

Ranking Assessment Approved: #2 1985
(lastSyrs.)  Kproject Design Approved: 32186 | Year Acres Funds
1994 78 Boundary/Design Modifications 1977 10,148 $2,150,000
1993 71 | None
1992 59
1991 74 ) )
1990 66 '

anning and Status

Phase I  Original. proposals - Mondello and Cacciatore/Jumper Creek, and C.B. Jones tract in Section 4, Township 22
South, Range 21 East. Phase Il Recommended additions by the Florida Natural Areas inventory. Phase Ill; Inholdings
in Withlacoochee EEL project area.

Approximately 10,148 adjacent acres were purchaéed under the EEL program. There are approximately 45 ownerships

within the project area.

Resolutions 65-82 and 84-2 in support of state acquisition have been received from Sumter County and the Withlacoochee
Regional Planning Council, respectively.
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Land Management Review

Withlacoochee State Forest
Lease No. 3316, 3560, 4145

May 24-25, 2005

Prepared by Division of State Lands Staff

Keith Singleton, Land Acquisition and Management Planner
Williarm Howell, OMC Manager
Rain Baker, Administrative Assistant

For
The Withlacoochee State Forest Review Team

Final Report

September 26, 2005

Land Manager:

Area:
County:

Mgt. Plan Revised:

Mgt. Plan Due:

DOF

159,307
Hernando and
Sumter
4/18/03
41813




Management Review Team Members

Agency Team member Team member
Represented Appointed In attendance
DOF Bill Korn Bill Korn

DRP Christina Olson Christina Olson

FWC Matthew Chopp Matthew Chopp
Private Land Manager Michael Liberton Michael Liberton
Conservation Org. (TNC) Walter Thomson Wialter Thomson
DEP Harry Michaels Harry Michaels
Sumter County Lita Hart Lita Hart

Observer (FNAI) Carolynn Kindell

Process for Implementing Regional Management Review Teams

Legislative Intent and Guidance:

Chapter 259.036, F. S. was enacted in 1997 to determine whether conservation, preservation, and
recreation lands owned by the state Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund
(Board) are being managed properly. It directs the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) to
establish land management review teams to evaluate the extent to which the existing management
plan provides sufficient protection to threatened or endangered species, unique or important natural
or physical features, geological or hydrological functions, and archaeological features. The teams
also evaluate the extent to which the land is being managed for the purposes for which it was
acquired and the degree to which actual management practices, including public access, are in
compliance with the adopted management plan. If a land management plan has not been adopted,
the review shall consider the extent to which the land is being managed for the purposes for which it
was acquired and the degree to which actual management practices are in compliance with the
management policy statement and management prospectus for that property. If the land
management review team determines that reviewed lands are not being managed for the purposes
for which they were acquired or in compliance with the adopted land management plan, management
policy statement, or management prospectus, DEP shall provide the review findings to the Board, and
the managing agency must report to the Board its reasons for managing the lands as it has. A report
of the review team findings are given to the managing agency under review, the Acquisition and
Restoration Council, and the Governor and Cabinet.

Review Site

The management review of Withlacoochee State Forest is approximately 159,307 acres in
Hernando, Citrus, Pasco and Sumter County that are managed by the Division of Forestry. The
team evaluated the extent to which current management actions are sufficient, whether the land is
being managed for the purpose for which it was acquired, and whether actual management
practices, including public access, are in compliance with the management plan. The management
plan update is due on April 18, 2013.



Management Review Determination

Is the land being managed for the purpose for which it was acquired?

After completing the checklist, team members were asked to answer “yes” or “no” to this question.
All team members agreed Withlacoochee State Forest is being managed for the purpose for which
it was acquired.

Are actual management practices, including public access, in compliance with the
management plan?

After reviewing the management plan, team members were asked to answer “yes” or “no” to this
question. All team members agreed Withlacoochee State Forest is being managed for the purpose
for which it was acquired.

Commendations to the Managing Agency

1. The team commends the DOF for the outstanding condition of Two Mile Prairie as a
result of the exceptional burn program and habitat restoration efforts. VOTE (+6, -0)

2. The team commends the DOF for the Hydrological restoration accomplished at the
Baird Tract. VOTE (+6, -0)

3. The team commends the DOF for the well managed enduro event that minimized
environmental impacts. VOTE (+6, -0)

4. The team commends the DOF for the quality of the management plan including
exceptional use of ecosystem management goals and desired future conditions for natural
communities. VOTE (+6, -0)

Exceptional Management Actions

The following items received high scores (excellent) on the review team checklist (see
attachments).

e Management and protection of the strand/dome swamps, mesic flatwoods, hydric hammock,
wet prairie and sawgrass marsh natural communities.

Protection of listed plants.

Survey of area’s cultural resources.

Quality of prescribed fires in natural communities.

Initiation of scrub restoration.

Management of wildlife habitat, hunting and fishing quality

Control of invasive plants

Hydrologic/geologic functions (placement of roads, culverts and ditches)

Quality of surface water.



Resource protection (boundary survey, proper use of gates and fencing, and sighage).
Management of multiple uses (cattle grazing, silvicuiture.)

Management of public access (roads, parking)

Management of recreational opportunities, interpretive facilities and signs, environmental
education and outreach.

Management of waste disposal.

e Quality and condition of buiidings.

Recommendations and Checklist Findings

The management plan must include responses to the recommendations and checklist items that
are identified below.

Recommendations
The following recommendations resulted from a discussion and vote of review team members.

1. The team recommends that DOF continue to coordinate with the FWC particularly with
road maintenance and other costs associated with hunting, as well as with non-game
species management, in the forest. (VOTE: 5+, 1 abstain )

Manager’'s Response: FWC has recently provided funds for improvement of two miles of forest road
in the Richloam Tract. Continued efforts will be made to review WMA-related road projects and
hunt camp issues. WSF staff will continue to approach the FWC for their support and funding. As it
refates to the non-game program at WSF, FWC over the years has been very active in monitoring
listed animal species. The state forest staff will renew communications with current biological staff
to prioritize and schedule cooperative efforts for species monitoring and habitat improvement
projects.

2. The team recommends that DOF provide additional staff and resources to accomplish the
prescribed fire goals identified in the management plan, specifically to address areas where
backlogs exist. (VOTE: 4+, 1-)

Manager’'s Response:Following past years of drought that fimited burning, prescribed fire
accomplishments on the forest have focused recently on the sandhill habitat in the Citrus and
Croom tracts. Much of the flatwoods of Richioam consist of moderate-to-heavily stocked planted
pine stands with imbedded basin swamps and cypress domes. Ground fuels can be heavy in
places, making burning more of a challenge. Despite past years where burn acreage goals were
met, the burn frequency on individual stands is still well behind our goals for the 2 — 4 year return
interval to maintain fuels and ground cover vegetation at desired levels. WSF staff will continue to
evaluate forest stands to prioritize those sites with high groundcover quality and attempt to focus
prescribed fire efforts in these areas. Continued efforts too will be needed to thin overstocked
timber to allow for more a more aggressive burning schedule.

3. The team recommends that DOF increase the law enforcement presence on the forest due
to significant trash dumping, damage to archeological sites, off-road vehicle uses and other
illegal uses of these lands. (VOTE: 5+, 0-)

Manager’'s Response:Coordination among law enforcement agencies is critical to achieving
increased presence on the forest. DOF will attempt to facilitate additional meetings among agencies
to highlight specific needs for LE support. DOF wilf review effectiveness of current law enforcement
hours on the state forest with the Office of Agricuitural Law Enforcement to help evaluate the need
for the additional of CARL-funded positions for the forest.



Checklist findings

The following items received low scores on the review team checklist (see Attachment 1), which
indicates that management actions, in the field, were insufficient (f) or that

The issue was not sufficiently addressed in the management plan (p). These items need to be
further addressed in the management plan update.

1. Discussion in management plan of inadequate law enforcement presence on the
property.(f)
Manager's Response:
Please refer to the response given above to team recommendation 3.

2. Discussion in management plan of the need for more equipment and staffing. (f)

Manager’s Response:

There’s no doubt that increased levels of equipment and funding would assist forest managers
achieve the goals established in the 10-year management plan. DOF will continue to review the
management priorities at WSF and request additional positions and funding to reflect the current
conservation acreage and increased work loads existing af this forest.

Team Member's Comments

Natural Communities: protection and maintenance: (l.A)

e This is an excellent plan, the agency staff have worked hard to manage the property while
balancing other state responsibility.

e Continued work is needed to increase burn frequency in the flatwoods focusing on high
quality areas with good ground cover. Management plan has an excellent description of
desired future condition for the major plant communities.

¢ Additional work is needed to survey and map each tract for FNAI natural communities. This
should help in setting up priorities for burning and silviculture prescriptions.

e Good job initiating restoration of scrub site in Two-Mile Prairie, continued effort is needed to
expand burning and hardwood control in the adjacent scrubby flatwoods.

¢ Hydrological interference at Baird tract.

e Sawgrass marsh prescribed burning regime should be addressed unless flooding can
produce same result (habitats).

¢ Dog hunting seems to be in conflict with Rx treatment in Richloam.

Listed Species: protection and preservation (1.B1, 1.B.2)

¢ Amphibian surveys need to be conducted and plan could be improved by mapping unique
vegetative communities. Desired future conditions for other vegetative communities with in
WSF should be contained (staffing will need to be addressed to accomplish this.)

e Mgt. plan needs to address new issues related to scrub jay population in Richloam and
describe appropriate mgt strategies and new desired condition.



e Are they surveying fox squirrels/other endangered species, mostly anecdotal evidence? |
see the potential for expanding the database.

¢ Indigo sighted in Two-Mile Prairie on 5/25/05.

e Scrub jays on Richloam were only recently identified and need to be included in plan.

Cultural Resources: (Il.A; 11.B)
s State forest has five staff members trained as archeological monitors. Staff appears
conscientious in monitoring intrusive mgt actions to avoid disturbing archeological sites.
Mgt plan needs to provide more thorough discussion of cultural/ archeological sites on the
property.
¢ Excellent archeological survey by Gary Ellis to document significant sites.
¢ Not enough surveying done in Richloam.

Prescribed Fire (Natural Community Maintenance): (l1l.A)

¢ Correct interval for burning (on a repeated frequent basis) is very important, much more so
than blind frequency.

e |Interval for flatwoods should be 3 yrs. Data should indicate average at specific intervals out
of maintenance condition. Quality is good in burned sites. Direction of prescribed fire
program needs to be better established by mgt. plan.

¢ Return interval in flatwoods needs to be reduced to control fuel buildup and encourage
diverse ground cover.

¢ Growing season fire in Two-Mile Prairie over last two years looked good. Quality of burns all
looked very good.

e Staffing during times of emergency response would have to be addressed if the agency was
to improve the frequency of # of acres burned.

Restoration of Disturbed Natural Communities: (lll.B)

¢ Excellent job of replanting old pastures, especially at Two-Mile Prairie. Great survival of long
leafed pine at two mile prairie.

¢ Richloam restoration of hydro-flow needs to be monitored. It appears that there was little
data on the “before” conditions, like the uses of old trails and placement of old culverts.

Non-native Invasive and Problem Species: (lll.D)

* |nvasive exotic plant management should receive added attention in the future years as this
is an important issue. However many improvements have been made to date.

Looks like a great job has been done on cogon grass. Hogs seem to be a problem.

Exotic plant control not listed as a priority, staffing?

Possible solution for hogs could be contract hunting or special hog hunt.

Good documentation of new sightings and populations are mapped and monitored. All sites
have had an initial treatment. More work is needed to control hogs in Baird unit.

Hydrologic/Geologic Function (lll.E)

¢ Recommend coordination with water management districts to improve understanding and
management within this area.

e Superb efforts to plan and execute restoration of wetlands and surface flows in the Baird
unit. The rehydration of the basin marsh and the flatwoods appear to have been very
successful. Excellent work to re-hydrate marshes /prairies in Two-Mile Prairie.

e Management plan does not address what steps will be taken to return hydrology to cypress
swamps (p 75). Addressed in field review.



Adjacent Property Concerns: (lll.G)

Emphasis should be on public education to assist with adjacent land use conflicts. Suggest
an agency staff member assist local governments in comprehensive plan reviews to
recommend language and methods that may help counties minimize areas of land use
conflicts. This could be expanded to include rezoning reviews if the agency would like to
actively participate in addressing land use conflicts.

No discussion of steps needed to restore newly acquired areas.

The continued purchases of the properties adjacent to state lands are good. | would
concentrate on acquiring the larger tracts. | would put together an adjacent agreement with
landowners on exotic species.

Public Access and Education: (IV.1; IV.2; IV.3; IV.4) and Management Resources (V.1, V.2,
V.3,V.4)

DOF needs more staff to maintain all their roads.

Portable toilets are provided, but very limited permanent facilities.

Need more equipment for staff.

Need a permanent exotic/invasive plant manager.

| have a concern for pressure being too great in this area. | think that recreation should be
passive and remain confined to those areas already disturbed.

It is noted that in the past few years that quality employees are resigning in favor of the
private sector due primarily to pay.

Inmates handle the disposal of waste. Sanitary facilities are very expensive.

Big problem with staff trying to keep up with road maintenance. Program needs greater
resources for road maintenance.

Need FWC support for sanitary facilities for hunting.

Insufficient equipment, need at least two gyro-tractors.

Insufficient staff for, Rx fire, for ecology, biology, exotic species management.

Given the very rough flatwoods environment, the road conditions were better than average.
Excellent recreation opportunities especially as it relates to hunting and off road trail use.
More helicopter time needs to be allocated for burning in this state forest.

Improvement are noted in some staffing but it appears additional personnel are still needed
to accomplish burning goals and biological monitoring, as well as exotic plant treatments.
A formula should be developed to allow a portion of proceeds from a specific tract to go to
staffing and management of that tract.

Management Area Uses (IV.A, IV.B)

Trail connectivity should be improved beyond the WSF. The county would be interested in
reviewing this issue with DOF and other jurisdictions involved. Would like to see caves
protected as well as studied. They are a vital habitat resource.

Is there staff available to protect the park if visitor usage increases?

| really like the idea of Jumper creek excluding airboats this allows for others in the area to
enjoy the creek.

Greater concentration on listed animal and plant species would make this more popular.

| think that Jumper Creek is one of the few opportunities for a true nature experience in west
central Florida, please consider those interested in this type of activity when other use
groups come asking for greater access.

Exceptional Management Actions

Quality of burning in Two-Mile Prairie is excellent



Exceptional burning quality

Hydrological restoration on the Baird Tract is excellent.

Well managed enduro event at Richloam that minimizes environmental impact.
Management plan quality is a model for other management areas.

Very good management plan.

Need some specific improvements in fire management goals section.

Good fire management effort but limited by staff.

Two-Mile Prairie is an excellent improvement

Re-hydrating Two-Mile Prairie and the Baird Tract - this will assist with ground water quality
and possible flooding.

Burning practices

Property purchase near current property.

Exceptional longleaf pine planting, maintenance, and restoration!

Exceptional hydrological restoration is occurring in Baird Unit.

Good job of management and implementation of strategies identified in the 10-year
management plan, especially in areas of hydrological restoration and restoration of old
pastures and bug-killed timber sites.

Recommendations for Improving Management of this Site:

Data collection seems key to being able to manage the various tracts and adhere to the
management plan. Data collection should be used to develop measurable criteria that
would enhance future management and proved assessment tools.

Hire exotics specialist.

Need more road maintenance personnel.

FWC cooperation with road maintenance and hunting management issues and other non-
game issues.

More staff.

Need FAS and road crews that are dedicated to the forest/burn management — especially
the frequency of burning, more equipment dedicated to prescribed burning, i.e. the backlog
of needed burns.

Additional staff is needed for full-time dedication to prescribed burns since staff is often
assigned to emergency response leaving a hole in fire management.

Reduce pine density goals to basal areas that allow greater light penetration to enhance
more grassy, herbaceous ground cover.

Prescribed fire capability seems to be hampered by agency emergency management/fire
control responsibilities; Great priority to prescribed fire.

Don’t plant slash in jurisdictional / biological wetlands.

Continue to focus forest management of forest ecosystem health.

Categorizing management plan identifying listed species

Patrolling exotic species — the forest properties due to size are critical

Re-evaluate roads and close if not necessary for patrons or as fire lines.

Always improve public education and outreach! This is essential due to increased
immigration to Florida.

More staff, more equipment is needed.



Name of Site: Withlacoochee ST County: Citrus County
Managed by:  Division of Forestry Acres: 59097 Acres

Review Date:  5/14-16/2008
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Consensus Commendations to the Managing Agency
The following commendations resulted from discussion and vote of the review team members.

1. The team commends the manager and staff on their work to identify and protect caves and to develop a
cave management plan. (VOTE 6+, 0-)

2. The team commends the DOF in cooperation with FWC on a successful merease in red cockaded
woodpecker populations and suitable habitat on the forest. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

3. The team commends the manager and stafl on their innovative, sound management of ofl-site pine
restoration through under-planting longleaf pines, which retains continuity and fosters improvement of
groundcover quality through all stages of transition to longleaf pine. { VOTE &6+, 0-)

4. The team commends the manager and staff on their longleaf pine reforestation in pasture on the
Homosassa Tract, and for considering innovative idea of using pinestraw harvest to generate revenue and
control bahiagrass. (VOTE 6+, 0-)

5. The team commends the manager and stafl on their aggressive and effective control of cogon grass.

(VOTE 6+, 0-)

6. The team commends the manager and stafl on their development of rare plant survey and mapping
protocol that includes invasive plant threat assessment. (VOTE 6+, 0-)

Tk

7. The team commends the manager and stafl on their excellent interagency cooperation efforts. (VOTE
6+, 0-)

Yokl

§. The team commends the manager and stafl on their outstanding cultural resource protection, inventory,
and educational outreach. (VOTE 6+, 0-)

9. The team commends the manager and stafl on the increases in prescribed fire acreage and quality of the
burns. (VOTE 6+, 0-)

10. The team commends the manager and staff on the outstanding preparation of materials and field review
for the land management review. (VOTE 6+, 0-)

Consensus Recommendations to the Managing Agency

The following recommendations resulted from a discussion and vote of review team members. The
management plan must include responses to the recommendations identified below.

1. The team recommends that DOF intensify prescribed fire efforts on the Two-Mile Prairie Tract to
reduce hardwoods encroachment in the sandhills and continue efTorts to reduce the hardwoods on
the Citrus Tract. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)



Managing Agency Response: The Withlacoochee Forestry Center (WEC), Withlacoochee State Forest
(WSF) will take advantage of every opportunity to prescribe burn for the reduction of hardwood
encroachment in the sandhills both on the Two-Mile Prairie tract as well as the Citrus tract of the WSE.
Through timber management operations scheduled for the next two years, aveas needing the application of
Sire will have fiel load heights reduced and pine stocking levels reduced  Once these operations are
completed prescribe burns will be planmed and carvied out on these sites, weather permitting. The staff of
the WSF will continue emphasis on growing season burning as a means to promote habitat diversity and
control on hardwood competition.

2. The team recommends DOF evaluate restoration needs for areas where cogon grass has been
eradicated. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

Managing Agency Response: The WSF has actively engaged in the mapping of exolic species, primarily
cogon grass. To date there are two spots of fairly large size found on the Citrus Tract of the WSF. One
occupies and area of approximately 19 acves, and the other, slightly larger than 5 acres. As of the date of
the review both areas still continue to show the presence of cogon grass and frealment is continuing for
any sprigs that area found. In the meantime good sandhill ground cover can be found adfacent to and the
treatment area. Staffis beginning to see that native ground cover in areas where the exotic has been
removed is slowly working its way info the vacaled areas. The staff of WSF feels thal prior to trying to
reestablish native ground cover in the impacted area the site should remain fallow for two (2) years with
routine checks being preformed on the site to verify that the exotic has been evadicated. If after two years
the site does not need treatment the staff of WSF will coordinate restoration of the site through Andrews
Nursery., WSF also purchased a seed flail vac approximately four years ago which has been used to collect
sandhill seed. This machine will be utilized for the collection of sandhill species seed and the seed used to
restore/revegelale areas needing restoration afler exotic species removal. We will document these
assessments, management actions and results in order to better understand the effects of long-term cogon
grass treatments on the restoration of native groundcover.

3. The team recommends that DO request that 'WC consider initiating a fox squirrel population
assessment in the forest. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

Managing Agency Response: The WSF in cooperation with the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission will initiate an Incidental Observation assessment for the Sherman Fox Squirrel. Incidental
observation will be defined as identifving a species determined fo be threatened or endangered while
conducting business within the forest during routine land management operations. This Incident
Observation assessment will be conducted throughout the forest and species identified documented in ARC
MAP as to species, location point, time, tract identifier and common name. As incidental observations for
threatened and endangered species are added to the data table, in the future, a general trend for the health
of the species can be derived

This table was developed prior to the Land Management Review for the forest, for the monitoring of gopher
tortoise. The data collected will not be just for the gopher tortoise or Sherman fox squirrel but will be for
all forms of threatened and endangered species that may be found on the forest. Currently the table has
more than 100 entries listed in the ARC GIS table of which 15 indicate the location of Sherman Fox
Sguirrel. Other species included are the gopher tortoise, Indigo snake, Short tailed hawk and Florida
Scrub jay.

Checklist Findings

The following items received high scores on the review team checklist, which indicates that management
actions exceeded expectations.



e Natural communities: Hydric & Mesic Hammock, Strand & Dome Swamp, Upland Mixed Forest
and the Sinkhole.

e Scored high in all areas of listed species: Protection and Preservation.

*  Cultural resources concerning cultural survey and protection and preservation.

*  Resource management prescribed fire including the areas being burned and the quality

*  Restoration of ruderal areas involving the off step plantation/under planting. hardwood removal
from sandhill, and mine reclamation.

o Allareas of wildlife management and non-native invasive and problem species.

»  Hydrogeologic functionhydro-alteration involving roads and culverts.

*  Allareas of ground water monitoring and the quality of surface water monitoring.

»  Resource protection including boundary survey, gates and fencing.

*  Adjacent property concerns involving inholdings and additions.

e Allareas of multiple resource uses and public access maintenance.

* Infrastructure regarding the buildings.

The following items received low scores on the review team checklist, which indicates that management
actions noted during the Field Review (FR) were not considered sufficient (less than 2.5 score on average),
or that the text noted in the Management Plan Review (PR) does not sufficiently address this issue (less
than .5 score on average.). The management plan must include responses to the checklist items 1dentified
below:

1. Management issues related to the natural communities including the mesic flatwoods (FR),
hydric/mesic hammock, terrestrial cave, upland forest, sinkhole and tidal marsh (PR).

Managing Agency Response: The Withlacoochee Forestry Center (WFC), Withlacoochee State Forest
(WSE) will take advantage of every opportunity to prescribe burn in the mesic flatwoods to promote the
reduction in palmetto heights and increase habital diversity. Where fuel loads become too heavy, other
Jorms of treatment may be utilized to reduce fuel load heights followed by a prescribed bum.

As for the Plan Review of other communily types - when the WSF management plan is due for revision in
2013, the above mentioned commmmily types will be discussed in greater detail under a more general
breakdown of community types found on the forest referencing desived fiture conditions for each
communily type.

2. Management issues relating to surface water quantity. (PR)

Managing Agency Response: With the revision of the WSF management plan in 2013 the plan will address
coordinaling informaltion sharing referencing surface water monitoring that is being conducted by other
land management agencies (Le. DEP and SWFWMD). In the interim, staff of the WSF will contact the
other agencies appropriate staff and begin having reports sent to us from their respective affices.

3. Management of adjacent property concerns, including the Suncoast Parkway and exotic species.

(PR)

Managing Agency Response: Staff of the WSF has been actively engaged in the development/placement of
the Suncoast Parkway extension. Staff from the forest has attended numerous meetings on the extension.
Written responses regarding the Suncoast Parkway have been sent from our state office with input from the

field Staff from the state office attended a meeting on the parkway along with representatives from DEP
onJuly 31, 2008. The local staff will continue to monitor the process of the parkway and the assessment of
concerns will be part of WSF revised plan in 2013,

In response to exotic species threats from adjacent properties, within the past year the Division has
adopted a Hold Harmless Agreement, Invasive Plant Treatment form (Florida Department of Agriculture
Sorm 11273), allowing state personnel to treal exolics on lands adiacent fo state forest. This will be



referenced when the Withlacoochee State Forest plan is revised in 2013, along with the need to place more
emphasis on the control of invasive exotics.

4. Management of Resource protection involving law enforcement presence. (FR)

Moanaging Agency Response: The WSF is actively pursuing more interagency cooperation regarding law
enforcement on the WSF. This past year a new officer of Agricultural Law Enforcement Officer (OALE)
was approved by the legislature. This individual may be onboard and patrolling the forest as early as
November of 2008. Our current OALE officer works closely with the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission officers. This interagency cooperation has lead to an increased presence on the
forest, however, more staff and funding is needed to adequately cover the entire 160,000 acres located in 5
counties.

5. Management of the infrastructure including equipment, staff and funding. (FR)

Managing Agency Response: Staff and increased funding would be beneficial to the WSF to adeguately
maintain our critical infrastructures necessary to carry out our mission. As funding permits new facilities
have been constructed and older facilities taken out of service. Since the last review of the area occurred
the following has been completed: new bathhouse at Holder Mine, new pavilion at Holder Mine, road
improvements and RV parking pad improvements, new bathhouse at Tillis Hill, new Stables at Tillis Hill,
live oaks, chickasaw plums and redbuds planted in campgrounds, new bathroom established at Two Mile
Frairie, primitive campsites develop at Bear Head Hammock and Oxbow trail along river, observation
deck completed on Johnson Pond, primitive camping sites developed on World Woods parcel. Support and
Sfunding from the Florida Legislature is necessary to get any additional personnel and/or equipment on
board to maintain and improve our infrastructure. Staff of the WSF have made requests for equipment
through our normal budgeting process, however, funding is the limiting factor and our road maintenance
equipment continues to get older. Road maintenance is listed as a high priority in our 10 year management
plan estimated coast to correct our roads 8100,000 annually.
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Consensus Commendations to the Managing Agency
The following commendations resulted from discussion and vote of the review team members.

1. The team commends the FFS staff on their efforts to improve groundcover diversity in the sandhill in
conjunction with RCW management. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

|

2. The team commends the FFS stafT for establishing partnerships with user groups to acquire a large
number of volunteers to mitigate for visitor impacts. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

|

3. The team commends the staff for their exceptional and ongoing efforts to monitor and treat non-native
invasive plants throughout the forest. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

|

4. The team commends the FF'S staff for the development and maintenance of a detailed and effective GIS,
and training of staff for its daily application. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

|

5. The team commends the FFS staff for recent accomplishments to prescribed burning, with excellent
Judgement for getting priorities. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

|

Consensus Recommendations to the Managing Agency

The following recommendations resulted from a discussion and vote of review team members. The
management plan must include responses to the recommendations identified below.

1. The team recommends FFS assess opportunities to increase prescribed burning in Jumper Creek.

(VOTE: 6+, 0-)

|

Managing Agency Response: The FES will re-assess prescribed burning priovities on the whole af
Withlacoochee State Forest and look for opportunities to increase prescribed burning within the Jumper
Creek Tract.

2. The team recommends FFS reassess the burn intervals in the next management plan revision, to make it
more consistent with FNAI standards. (VOTE: 6+, 0-)

i

Managing Agency Response: As with all plan revisions, the FFS will re-evaluate the desived bum infervals
as well as all other perimeters and guidelines found within the old plan. This will be done by taking into
consideration any and all new information, research, and State Office guidance.

Field Review Checklist Findings

The following items received high scores on the review team checklist, which indicates that management
actions exceeded expectations.

o Natural Commumties, regarding dome swamp, hydric hammock, wet prainie, basin swamp,
depression marsh, floodplain swamp, mesic hammock, scrub, upland mixed forest, and blackwater
stream.

*  Listed Species, regarding animal inventory, red cocked woodpecker, gopher [rog, burrowing owl,
plant inventory, Craighead’s Nodding cap, filmy fern, Coocley’s water willow.



e Natural Resources, regarding listed species or habitat monitoring, other non-game species or
habitat monitoring, fire effects monitoring, other habitat management effects monitoring, and
nvasive species survey/monitoring.

o Cultural Resources, regarding the cultural resource survey.

o Resource Management, regarding the quality of the areas bemg burned.

*  Non-native, Invasive and Problem Species, regarding the prevention and control of animals.

»  Hydrologic/Geologic Function, regarding ditches, hydro-period alteration, and water level

alterations.

Surface Water Monitoring, regarding the water quality and quantity.

Resource Protection, regarding roads and culverts.

Ground water monitoring, regarding the quality and quantity of the water.

Resource protection, regarding the boundary survey, gates/fencing, signage and law enforcement

presence.

*  Adjacent Property Concerns, regarding the VA national cemetery and inholdings/additions.

*  Public Access & Education, regarding roads, parking, boat access, wildlife, invasive species,
habitat management activities, interpretive facilities and signs, recreational opportunities, and the
management of visitor impacts.

Items Requiring Improvement Actions in the Management Plan

The following items received low scores on the review team checklist, which indicates that the text noted in
the Management Plan Review does not sufficiently address this issue (less than .5 score on average.).
Flease note that overall good scores do not preclude specific recommendations by the review team
requiring remediation. The management plan must include responses to the checklist items identified
below:

1. Management of natural communities, specifically scrubby flatwoods, hydric hammock, wet
prairie, basin marsh, basin swamp, floodplain mixed forest, and blackwater stream, with
documentation in the management plan.

Managing Agency Response: Desived future conditions for each of the above natural communities will be
written into the revised management plan. Maps and acreages of each of these community types will also
be added into the Plan,

2. Increased protection of listed species, specifically the gopher frog, burrowing owl, plant inventory,
Craighead orchid, and filmy fern, with documentation in the management plan.

Managing Agency Response: Generally, FFS does not manage state lands properly for single species but
rather for habitat that is in good ecological condition that would support a wide range of native species.
Desived future conditions (DFC s} ave developed based on best scientific knowledge for certain “keystone’
species and management practices are then tailored to meet these DFC s, FFS will document in the next
management plan all kmown occurrences of listed species and discuss, as appropriate, monitoring
protocols and management needs for specific species occurring on the forest.

3. Discussion regarding deficiencies with relating to natural resource surveys, more specifically other
habitai management effects monitoring, with documentation in the management plan.

Managing Agency Response: The FIS will continue to conduct forest inventory on an annual basis with
the goal of inventorving ten percent of the total acreage each year. WFC s GIS database is complete with
regard lo prescribed burning, exotic control activities, forest thinning, wildfire, imber stand improvement
activities, site preparation activities, etc. The data collected is adequate to assess the success or failure of
management strategies used on this state forest. Additional monitoring will occur as needed for particular
situations warranting special consideration. Monitoring and resource surveys will be identified as needed
and discussed in the next management plan revision.

4. Discussion regarding deficiencies relating to cultural recourses, specifically protection and
preservation, with documentation in the management plan.



Managing Agency Response: In the next revision of the management plan, the FFS will determine all
practical sohtions to protect the cultural resources on WSF. This will be done in consultation with the
Division of Historical Resources.

5. Issues with non-native, invasive and problem species, specifically the prevention of animals, with
documentation in the management plan.

Managing Agency Response: In the next revision of the management plan, the FFS will consider practical
solutions to lessen the impact of problem exotic animals on WSE, This will be done in consultation with the
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission.

5. Adjacent property concerns, specifically neighboring invasive species management, the VA
national cemetery and surplus lands that have been identified, with documentation in the
management plan.

Managing Agency Response: In the next revision of the management plan, the FFS will consider practical
solutions to lessen the impact of non-native plants invading WSF from adjoining properties.

Items Requiring Improvement Actions in the Field

The following items received low scores on the review team checklist, which indicates that management
actions noted during the Field Review were not considered sufficient (less than 2.5 score on average).
Please note that overall good scores do not preclude specific recommendations by the review team
requiring remediation. The management plan must include responses to the checklist items identified
below:

1. Management of natural communities, specifically mesic flatwoods, scrubby flatwoods and the
basin marsh, with documentation in the management plan.

Managing Agency Response: It is noted here that the average Mesic Flatweoods score of 1.80, Scrubby
Flatwoods score of 2.0, Basin Marsh score of 2.0 on the LMR Checklist actually documents the collective
estimate by LMR team members of the percent of each community that is in “maintenance condition”. As
stich, these scores reflect a “snapshot in time " and statistically suggest that 26% of the Mesic Flatwoods,
30% of the Scrubby Flatwoods, 30% of the Basin Marsh is in maintenance condition. The restoration
efforts that FE'S is curvently working on in these habitats at WSF will continue and will be thoroughly
addressed in the management plan update. The FFS will use data from varying sources to determine fire
Srequency.

2. Issues relating to non-native, invasive and problem species, specifically the prevention of animals,
with documentation in the management plan.

Managing Agency Response: The FIFS will consider viable strategies to control non-native invasive
animal species on WSF. Wild hogs are currently the most obvious problem on WSF. Strategies such as
additional hunting and trapping will be considered. Cost/Benefit analysis will be made and budget requests
will be made based on most cost efficient workable solutions.

3. The need for management resources, specifically equipment, staff and funding, with
documentation in the management plan.

Muanaging Agency Response: Managing a siate forest for the objectives set forth in the management plan
requires equipment, staffing and funding. There is not enough equipment, staffing or funding to effectively
do everything that is needed or mandated. Therefore, the FFS must prioritize projects and programs to
accomplish what is most needed at any particular point in time to give the taxpayer the biggest return on
investment. The current economy and resulting cuts in equipment replacement, staffing and budgets makes
the need to prioritize that much move critical. The FFS is always looking for the most cost efficient methods
to accomplish our mission and will continue to identify needs and submit and justify budget requests as

needed.



Florida Forest Service Manager and Key Staff Present:

Winnie Schrieber, Forestry Center Manager

Mike Penn, Forestry Resources Administrator

Joe Tyberghein, Recreation Administrator

Dan Taylor, Forestry Supervisor IT (Timber)
Wilbur Priest, Forestry Supervisor IT (CART Lands)
Vincent Morris, Forestry Supervisor IT (Ecology)
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Withlacoochee State Forest
Management Plan Advisory Group

Advisory Group Meeting Minutes

August 26, 2014
Members Present:
Wendy Poag, Lake County Parks and Trails Division
Sally McDavid, Florida Forever Back Country Horsemen
John Thomas, Landowner / Cattle Interest
Dennis Johnson, Richloam Sportsman Association
Patricia Laird, SouthWest Association of Mountain bike Pedalers
Ralph Hancock, Florida Trail Association Suncoast
Eric Hoyer, Natural Resource Planning Service
Mickey Thomason, Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Chris Reed, Southwest Florida Water Management District
Scotland Talley, Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

Keith Mousel, Florida Forest Service

Members Absent:
Ted Schrader, Pasco County Commissioner
Joe Meek, Citrus County Commissioner
Diane Rowden, Hernando County Commissioner

Christine Andenberg, Hernando County Audubon Society



Staff Present:

Wilbur Priest, Forestry Supervisor 11

Denise Wilde, Ecology Forester

Vincent Morris, Forestry Supervisor II

Bill Korn, Director’s Office

Jennifer Reed, Director’s Office

Judi Tear, Government Operations Consultant I
Justin Draft, Forestry Supervisor II

Casey Chapman, Forest Ranger

Kawika Bailey, Forestry Operations Administrator
Bob Lindemuth, Senior Forester

Mona Neville, Forester

Ryan Grumbly, Forester

Michael Penn, Resource Administrator

Eddie Duval, Forestry Supervisor I

The Public Meeting of the Withlacoochee State Forest Management Plan Advisory group was
called to order at 6:00pm in the Withlacoochee Training Center at the Withlacoochee State
Forest, 24059 Childs Road, Brooksville, Florida, 34601.

Mr. Bill Korn gave an introduction. He explained that all state agencies are required by Florida
Statute to hold a Public Hearing in preparation of management plans for Trustee-owned State
lands. The Advisory Group for this meeting is to conduct the Public Hearing.

Mr. Korn then introduced several of the Florida Forest Service personnel including himself,
Jennifer Reed, and Denise Wilde. He said that the meeting would not be recorded, but that
meeting notes would be taken. He introduced Mike Penn, Keith Mousel, and Kawika Bailey.
Several members of the public that were present at that time introduced themselves: Casey
Chapman (who is also a FFS Forest Ranger), Zach Chapman (a hunter), Alton Chapman (a
hunter), and Talbott Parten (Quail Forever).

Mr. Korn noted that representatives of four big facets of the FFS programs all had

representatives present:  Eddie Duval (Recreation) Justin Draft (Timber), Vince Morris
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(Ecology), Kawika Bailey (Operations/Fire), and Mike Penn (Resources, supervising Mr. Draft
and Mr. Morris). He noted that Mr. Bailey was previously working at Tate’s Hell.

Mr. Korn, finished with introductions, progressed to the business end of the meeting. He related
that the Public Meeting, as required by law, was announced in a prior County Commission
Meeting for each of the five counties (Citrus, Hernando, Lake, Pasco, and Sumter), in legal ads
in area newspapers, in the Florida Administrative Register, and in local area kiosks.

Mr. Korn noted that no County Commissioners were present due to it being a primary election
night, although they all had been invited.

Mr. Komn then referenced the “Government in the Sunshine” Rule, which states that those
delegated as members of the Advisory Group are forbidden to speak to cach other regarding
agenda items outside of a publicly noticed meeting. This holds true until their term concludes,
which is when the Director submits the plan to DEP (usually about 2 months).

Mr. Korn explained the hearing tonight served to introduce the Advisory Group and their role
was to listen to the general public and staff” response to their questions. He stated the proper time
for the Advisory Group to speak and share opinions would be the workshop that would take
place at 10am the following day.

The next point of order was to select a chairperson to introduce the agenda tonight and for
procedural needs at the meeting tomorrow. Mr. Korn had previously asked Keith Mousel, WSF
Center Manager, if he would be willing to serve in this role, and he agreed. Scotland Talley,
FWC, nominated Keith Mousel as chairperson. The motion was seconded and carried. Mr.
Mousel accepted the chair.

Mr. Korn reviewed how the Public Hearing would be conducted. Mr. Mousel would introduce
himself and then each member of the Advisory Group will introduce themselves, as well as staff
members. Mr. Korn said there would be a presentation, then an opportunity for questions and
answers, and then anyone who had filled out a form and wished to speak would have five
minutes to do so. He indicated that the Q& A portion was not the time for opinions. Mr. Ko
stressed that the Advisory Group is here to listen and answer accordingly only, and not to debate.

The Advisory Group Meeting closed at 6:20 pm. Mr. Korn indicated that the Public Meeting and
Hearing would convene at 6:30pm.



Withlacoochee State Forest
Management Plan Advisory Group

Public Meeting/Hearing Minutes

August 26, 2014

The Public Meeting/Hearing of the Withlacoochee State Forest Management Plan was called to
order at 6:32pm in the Withlacoochee Training Center at the Withlacoochee State Forest, 24059
Childs Road, Brooksville, Florida, 34601. The Management Plan Advisory group members
present were as follows:

Wendy Poag, Lake County Parks and Trails Division

Sally McDavid, Florida Forever Back Country Horsemen

John Thomas, Landowner / Cattle Interest

Dennis Johnson, Richloam Sportsman Association

Patricia Laird, SouthWest Association of Mountain bike Pedalers
Ralph Hancock, Florida Trail Association Suncoast

Eric Hoyer, Natural Resource Planning Service

Mickey Thomason, Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Chris Reed, South West Florida Water Management District
Scotland Talley, Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

Keith Mousel, Florida Forest Service

Staff Present were as follows:
Wilbur Priest, Forestry Supervisor 11
Denise Wilde, Ecology Forester
Vincent Morris, Forestry Supervisor II
Bill Korn, Director’s Office

Jennifer Reed, Director’s Office



Judi Tear, Government Operations Consultant I
Justin Draft, Forestry Supervisor II

Casey Chapman, Forest Ranger

Kawika Bailey, Forestry Operations Administrator
Bob Lindemuth, Senior Forester

Mona Neville, Forester

Ryan Grumbly, Forester

Michael Penn, Resource Administrator

Eddie Duval, Forestry Supervisor I

Keith Mousel welcomed the Advisory Group and members of the public to the Withlacoochee
Training Center (WTC) and stated that the WTC 1s where wildland firefighters, first responders,
and others are trained. He introduced himself as the Withlacoochee Forestry Center’s Center
Manager and stated that he has 27-28 years at the Florida Forest Service (FFS), mostly around
the Withlacoochee State Forest (WSF), but also in Sarasota and St. John’s County.

He next introduced the members of the Management Plan Advisory Group (MPAG) that were
present (see above) and noted the following County Commissioners were also members, but
were not present: Ted Schrader, Joe Meeks, Gary Breaden, and Diane Rowden. He then
introduced Mike Penn, WSF Resource Administrator, who would be giving a PowerPoint
presentation.

Mr. Penn stated the public input was very valuable to forest management and it is a challenge to
balance competing uses and interests and there are many different user groups with different
wants and needs. He stated the forest is public land, we are obligated to manage land properly,
and for the purpose for which is was purchased.

Mr. Penn explained the PowerPoint presentation he was about to give would show the highlights
of the plan and was not all-encompassing. It would show where we are and where we intend to
go. He stated that it was to be an informal presentation and asked that the public ask questions as
he proceeded, if they had any.

Mr. Penn next related some of his background: he has been with FFS for 15 years, working in
Volusia County as an Other Public Lands Manager, and then he managed Goethe State Forest for
seven years. He has been at WSF for five years. Prior to that, he worked for the U.S. Forest
Service and private industry in Colorado for seven years. He said that his current job is
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challenging but always very interesting. At this point his career has now been mostly spent in
Florida.

Mr. Penn noted many WSF staff members present and that he may to defer to them to answer
questions. Mr. Penn then proceeded with his presentation which highlighted the main points of
the Management Plan, and went over the Goals included therein.

During his presentation, Mr. Penn was asked a question about how WSF was treating Air Potato,
a non-native invasive plant. He replied there is currently an insect being used as a biological
control agent.

Mr. Penn concluded his presentation and asked if there were any questions.

Mr. Mousel again asked if there were any questions (there were none at that time) and stated that
he did not introduce an absent MPAG member, Christine Andenberg. The public began to ask
questions.

Q&A

Question #1. Mr. Chapman, a hunter, asked if there were to be any improvements to Lacoochee
Park.

Mr. Penn responded there was an old park there with a ball field and that we were possibly going
to partner with the community to create a picnic area, but there were no set plans.

Mr. Chapman expressed concern that any plans to the area would stop hunting there.

Mr. Penn replied there was no plan for that and hunting would always exist in that part of the
forest.

Mr. Komn stated there were only two speaker forms, from Mr. Parten and Mr. McIntosh, and
asked the public to please fill out a form and turn it in if they had any written comments, which
would be discussed the following day.

Mr. Parten asked if there were any plans for specific basal areas in quail areas.

Mr. Penn responded that in one area, known as UERP, there were no specific plans for basal
areas and we will manage timber with quail in those areas. Vince Morris then replied there were
specific basal areas in plant communities, such as in the description of sandhill, where the basal
area was 60-80. Mr. Penn concurred that 60-80 was appropriate, and as the timber grew to 60-80
basal area, it would be harvested to 30-50 basal area; each area was treated individually, and
uneven-aged management would mostly be utilized.

It was then asked if there would be three tiers of age class, as with the Stoddard-Neel System.
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Mr. Penn replied that was a good option, as well as other uneven-aged techniques.

Mr. Korn then held up a copy of the Management Plan to the audience, and stated it was
available online and about 79 pages not including exhibits. He said there were copies available.

Question #2. A member of the public asked about the flatwoods and the hardwood reduction
plan; they wanted to know if a goal-based plan existed.

Mr. Penn replied that hardwood reduction occurs with prescribed burning, and also in and around
Red-Cockaded Woodpecker (RCW) clusters. In some areas that are overgrown FFS may use
chemical treatment to start, but would rely on prescribed burning thereafter.

A different member of the public asked for clarification: were “oaks™ hardwoods?

Mr. Penn replied, hardwoods include oaks, hickories, and other species. He elaborated that
sandhills where there are quail historically burned every two to three years and were thus
maintained as a fire climax ecosystem. Fire thusly kept oaks at bay and pines would regenerate
in those areas.

Question #3. The same member of the public asking the last half of the previous question asked
why FFS cut and left stumps.

Mr. Penn responded that FFS does this because we burn with ATVs and it was a safety issue: we
leave stumps so FFS personnel who undertake prescribed burning on ATVs do not get hurt. He
agreed the stumps are ugly, but they go away in several years.

Another member of the public stated it also prevents injuries to hikers.

Vince Morris stated it also saves the backs of the people doing the chainsaw work and prevents
the chainsaw bar from going into the dirt.

The member of the public asked what happens to the stumps.

Mr. Morris replied the stumps will sprout and while prescribed burning will eventually remove
the stump, prescribed burning only kills back the resprouts and never really kills the oaks; it only
reduces their height. He stated this is mostly done in RCW clusters to reduce predation of RCWs
around RCW trees and that accounts for maybe 6-8 acres out of 640 acres. This happens in the
Citrus and Croom Tracts.

At this point, Mr. Korn explained the acronym “FNAI” that some of the public may have heard
referred to is the Florida Natural Areas Inventory. They call for a “sparse mid-story of oak™ and
ideally, we use burning as the only source for oak control.



Gary MecIntosh, who lives on the cast side of the Croom Tract and maintains horse trails, had a
comment about page 40, referencing Croom, where it states that hikers and bicyclists may use
“all open named forest roads” and the State of Florida recognizes a horse as a vehicle. He started
to ask that horses also be allowed on roads when Mr. Korn intervened and said he needed to
bring his comments and concerns up during the public testimony portion of the hearing.

Question #4. A member of the public asked if FFS was going to add more places for water for
horses.

Eddie Duval answered this question, saying water was deficient on the Citrus Tract and he was
working with Sally McDavid. He listed the current sources of water for horses on the Citrus
Tract: Tillis Hill, Mutual Mine, Holder Mine, a well/tank at Perryman Place, two water troughs
that fill with rainwater, on Trail 14 and 12, Trail 13 and 11, and on Trail 13 south of Trail 2. He
stated at one time there was a trough on CR491 near Trail 6 and also on Trail 9 off of
Heatherwood. He explained there are no major issues with water, as most starting/stopping
places were within 5 miles or so of water and there are no long-range plans to drop wells.

The member of the public asked if there was a capped well at Mansfield Pond.

Mr. Duval replied there was a test well there for SWFWD and in some places there were historic
wells associated with windmills.

Question #5. A hunting member of the public asked if there was a way to tell an individual
horse, much like there is for a vehicle or an ATV. He wanted to know how a hunter could tell
one horse from another if he had an issue.

Mr. Duval replied they do not require a special permit or tag, like an ATV. Mr. Korn stated all
open roads are technically state highways and newer acquisitions of state land had limited
vehicle access. The original 113,000 acres had some closed roads, but lots of vehicular access
year-round, which was unlike most State Parks. There were legal and street legal designations for
OHVs. In the 1970s, special legislation was passed that allowed OHVs to access the Croom
Motorcycle Area (CMA) (excepting the main road) without being street legal. There are no
permits required for horses or hikers. In the CMA, the fee is for OHVs only, which serves to
raise funds.

The member of the public then asked if there was any plan to have horses carry a tag or to
register in any way.

Mr, Duval replied that there was not, although all horses must carry proof of a current negative
Coggins test.

Mr. Korn stated that staff will to be here after the meetings to answer questions and at this point
we would be moving on to the public testimony portion of the meeting. At this point, there were
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two members of the public that wished to speak and some written comments from FWC and the
general public. Mr. Korn stated those wishing to speak would have five minutes to speak and it
was important for us to hear from the public.

Public Testimony
Talbott Parten

Talbott Parten was the first speaker, representing Quail Forever (QF). They have been raising
money to improve public land in Apalachicola, Citrus, and other lands. He expressed gratitude
for the great work FFS is doing and that we have accomplished a lot with a relatively small
budget. He indicated he would be reading from a written statement (attached the end of this
document). He stated QF had similar goals to FFS and they were excited to partner with FFS.

He indicated QF would like to discuss a hardwood management program (Goal 1, Objective 1).
They would like to help us fight hardwood encroachment through fire frequency; we could use
their volunteers to accomplish this goal and perhaps use the STOP program.

Objective 10, Environmental Education, was another goal they would like to partner with us to
accomplish. Mr. Parten mentioned pollinator planting projects, youth projects, and educating the
public about bird dogs, upland management, and quail hunting.

Objective 11, our volunteer program, was another area that Mr. Parten indicated QF would like
to partner on; they could help with volunteers, grants, and fundraising.

Mr. Parten then moved on to Goal 3, noting that FFS burns about 25% of the forest annually.
His organization would like to see burn blocks decreased in size in quail focal areas and would
like to partner with us to raise money for that purpose. He stated they were glad to see Objective
2, groundcover restoration, included in the plan.

Regarding Goal 4, Rare Species, QF would like to help as a maintenance partner even though
quail are not a listed species. They would like to help with covey counts.

Mr. Parten said he would like FFS to consider using the Neel-Stoddard approach and maintain
40-60 basal area for quail in focal areas, to encourage more quail. He thanked FFS again for all
the hard work and the opportunity to speak.

Gary McIntosh

Gary McIntosh was the second speaker, who had spoken previously in the Q&A section and
was deferred. He stated he was a member of the Back Country Horsemen of Florida and for



eight years he had lived near the north end of Croom, was a neighbor of FFS, and was impressed
with our work.

He referenced page 4, paragraph 2 in the management plan, where it states all open roads are
open to hikers and bicyclists. He stated that the State of Florida considers a horse a vehicle and
he would like all open roads to be open for horses as well. He stated he had an advisory opinion
on that subject from the Attorney General.

A second concern of Mr. McIntosh was the eastern portion of Croom near Hog Island was often
utilized by boy scouts, eagle scouts, and other groups, and they often used the State Trail in the
area, vet no markers existed on the roads to warn vehicle drivers of hikers. Also, signs were
needed where horse trails cross roads.

Mr. Duval stated that FR13 on the Sumter side of Croom and where FR13 crosses FR17 are
problem areas.

At this point, Mr. Korn announced the MPAG will meet at the same location at 10am the
following morning. Members will look at the written comments and then proceed around the
group and ask for input, so that the advisory group can form recommendations. These
recommendations will then be sent to the Bureau Chief, then to the Director’s office. They will
use a lot of the input and most things but not all will go into the plan. There will be another
opportunity for public input when the Director submits the final plan to the Acquisition and
Restoration Council (ARC). This happens for all Board of Trustees lands. ARC has a public
hearing and other agencies have 45 days to review. During this time, the public can also give
input.

A question was asked from the public: can the Management Plan be changed after the ARC
meeting?

Mr. Korn replied that it can and DEP has the final approval of the plan. Mr. Ko said the ARC
panel is delegated by the Trustees and the DEP State Lands Director will probably schedule it for
the February meeting next winter and they need to have the plan for 90 days prior to the meeting.
Jennifer Reed stated they are actually shooting for December.

A member of the public then asked if we will be working on fixing erosion on the trails, as some
of them are quite bad. Mr. Korn replied that if they know of a specific road or trail that is
problematic they should notify Mr. Penn.

Another person stated that dogs running loose and unattended had caused a problem with their
horse. Mr. Korn replied day-to-day operational issues such as those should be brought to the
immediate attention of Mr. Duval or Mr. Penn and that the public should not wait until this
meeting to bring those kinds of issues up.
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At this point, a third speaker asked to be heard.

Fred Fulcher

Fred Fulcher 1s Vice President of the Florida Forever Back Country Horsemen. He said he had
lots of questions from members and people from out of state that want to bring their dogs with
them. He would like to request FFS allow dogs at Tillis Hill. He understands dogs are allowed
at the more primitive campsites, but people with dogs would like to be able to have them at the
campsites with amenities as well.

The meeting adjourned at 7:36 pm.
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Written Comments received at the Public Hearing

Rebecca Fulcher, Inverness FL FFBCH

Currently no dogs are allowed in Tillis Hill campground. Most equestrians have dogs and like to
camp with dogs. Many will not camp where dogs are not allowed. To allow campers to bring
their dogs would bring many more campers to the Tillis Hill camp area.

Kelly Fredericks, Brooksville FL.  Concerned Citizen

Curious about feasibility of solar or wind-generated water sources on tracts that are water
deficient to improve sources of wildlife and horse. Dogs access to Tillis Hill.

Gary McIntosh, Bushnell FL. Back Country Horsemen of Florida

Pg 40 P2 Croom add equestrian to last sentence. Recreation safety study for hikers, bicyclists &
equestrians crossing roads.

Talbott Parton, Thomasville GA  Quail Forever

QF’s response to management plan — burning requests, thinning, lowered basal area. Thank you
for your hard work. (Note: see attached written statement)

Zachary Chapman, Webster FI.  Citizen, hunter

I would like to see the roads in Richloam in better shape. Some of the roads that used to be
graded regularly haven’t been graded in years. Some have been limerocked, but are already in
need of repair. If all the traditionally graded roads were worked on at least twice a year, it would
keep them passable most of the time.

Tom Loughlin, Tampa FL. Quail Forever

Consider defining UERP in the plan (Upland Ecosystem Restoration Project).
Other Prepared Written Documents / Attached

Ted Schrader, Pasco County Commissioner (see attached)

Scotland Talley, FWC (see attached)

Talbott Parten, Quail Forever (see attached)
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From: Ted Schrader [mailto:tschrader@pascocountyfl.net]
Sent: Friday, August 22, 2014 3:09 PM
To: Reed, Jennifer; Penn, Michael
Subject: Withlacoochee State Forest Resource Management Plan/Written Comments and Suggestions

Good Afternoon Ms. Reed and Mr. Penn:

Thank you for inviting me to serve as a member of the Advisory Group for the 10-year Resource
Management Plan for the Withlacoochee State Forest.

| am sorry that | am unable to attend the public meetings and hearing on August 26 and 27 due to the
fact that | am a member the Pasco County Canvassing Board and we must meet on these two days to
canvass ballots from the primary election.

Therefore, | am providing my written comments as outlined below which | hope will be helpful at the
upcoming public meetings and hearing:

* Suggest continuing efforts to improve and expand camping opportunities. (Potential revenue and
increased service levels)

e Suggest the development of interpretive, educational and/or historical exhibits on management
practices, ecosystems and historical activities in areas where visitors congregate.

* Suggest close monitoring of and control of exotic animals. This is a growing issue especially with
hogs and the large snakes continuing to move north in Florida.

* Suggest continuing efforts to provide easy access points to the water bodies and rivers for
paddling community

® Suggest continuing efforts to encourage and allow for concessions to encourage and provide easy
access to outdoor activities such as running, bike riding and paddling including eco-tours.
(Potential revenue and increased service levels)

& Suggest continuing to look for opportunities for special events involving outdoor activities such as
running, paddling and biking. (Potential revenue and increased service levels).

® Possible development of a Cross Country running destination site compared to the site that hosts
the High School and College meets in Tallahassee at one of the Regional Parks in the area.

(Potential revenue and increased service levels)

e Increased promotions of what recreational opportunities are offered in the Withlacoochee State
Forest

If you have any questions regarding the above comments and suggestions, please do not hesitate to
contact me.
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Thank you,

Ted J. Schrader

County Commissioner

Pasco County Board of County Commissioners
Historic Pasco County Courthouse

37918 Meridian Avenue

Dade City, FL 33525

Phone: 352-521-4111

Fax: 352-521-4105

E-mail: tschrader@pascocountyfl.net

"Bringing Opportunities Home"

The information transmitted, including attachments, is intended only for the person(s) or entity to
which it is addressed and may contain material that is confidential, privileged and/or exempt
from disclosure under applicable law. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of,
or taking of any action in reliance upon this information by persons or entities other than the
mtended recipient is prohibited. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and
destroy any copies of this information. Under Florida law. email addresses are public records. If

vou do not want vour email address released in response to a public-records request. do not send
electronic mail to this entity. Instead. contact this office by phone or in writing.

CUSAIEAT
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August 26, 2014

Mr, Mike Penn
Withlacoochee State Forest
15019 Broad Street
Brooksville, L, 34601

RE: Draft Withlacoochee State Forest Management Plan
Near Mr. Penn

I have reviewed the draft 10-year management plan for the Withlacoochee
State Forest (WSF) and have the following comments and concerns:

Page 18: D. 1. Adjacent conflicting uses

The last two land management reviews raised issues with the extension of
the Suncoast Parkway and expansion of the VA Cemetery. The FFS response
to the LMR report indicated that these issues would be addressed in the
updated management plan, Have these issues been resolved?

Page 30: Table of Endangered or Threatened species
FWC requests the addition of four FNAT tracked mammal species,

Homosassa Shrew (Sorex longirostris eionis) G5T3 S3 N 88C
Rafinesque’s Big-eared Bat (Corynorhinus rafinesquii)  G3G4 S2 NN
Big Brown Bat (Eplesicus fuseus) G3S3NN

Florida Long-tailed Weasel (Mustela frenata peninsulae) G3T3 83 N N

Page 42: a. Rock Lake Lodge

The guail hunted on the premises may have been pen-raised as that is a
common practice (although wild populations were quite robust in this part of
Florida through the seventies). Mourning doves are a migratory species and
to my knowledge have never been pen-reared for hunting. T would suggest
rewording to indicate they primarily hunted upland game birds on (he
property.

Page 45: 1. Dames Cave Complex

Due to the emerging threat of White-nose Syndrome (WNS) to cave roosting
bats, FWC asked to be included in the assessment and planning of day-use
opportunities,

Page 46: C. [Tunter Access

Need clarification that participation in hunts is regulated in a variety of ways
on the different units, with different equipment, and for different species. |
suggest rewording Lo the effect that there are many opportunities to
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Mr. Mike Penn
Page 2
August 26, 2014

participate in hunts on WSF for a variety of game species. Each area has
specific regulations that are published annually in the WMA brochure,
Also, check stations are manned during quota hunts, but not all hunts,

Page 66 A. Sandhill

The plan describes “Maintenance stocking of longleat pine” as 60-80 BA
which exceeds the FNAI recommended 20-60. FNAI has collected data on 7
sandhill reference sites on conservation lands in Florida (including une on
WS Citrus tract). At cach reference site data is colleated al 30 points. Only
two reference sites had 10 or more points that exceedad 60 BA (Eglin ATB
and Ocala NF}. The average BA only exceeded 60 on Eglin AFB (63.7 BA). I
would suggest that stocking at 40-60 BA is more appropriate for sandhill
communitics on WSF,

Another concern is the vague description of “some large trees greater than 16
inches” DBH. Both the Croom and Citrus tracts have robust populations of
RCWs and require large diameter pines for cavity excavation. Based on a
cursory review of literature a Larget of 15-20 large trees per acre is needed to
ensure that sufficient cavity trees are available,

Page 76 - 78: 5. Terresirial Caves

Entrance zone:
Changes in airflow will also affect bat ceeupaney. Changes in airflow will
cause hats Lo abandon roost sites (Richter, Humphrey, and Brack 1993,
TLudlow and Gore 200, Martin 200 1).

Twilight Zone
Tricoloved bats (Perimyotis subflavus; formerly the eastern pipistrelle
(Pipistrelius subflavus)), use the twilight zone as winter hibernacula.

Current Condition
Change eastern pipistrelle to tricolored bat and add that tricolored bats use
caves almost exclusively during the winter when entering extended bouts of
torpor/hibernation.

Management Actions
In 2014 FWC conducted winter cave surveys in WSF, searching for caves
serving as bat hibernacula, with special focus on the trieolored bat, FWC also
has been monitoring the caves for sipns of the emerging fungal disease known
as white-nose syndrome that has decimated cave bat populations from
Georgia north to Canada. Both species of bats known to currently use/
historically use the caves on WSF, the southeastorn myotis and the tricolored
hat, are both susceprible to the fungus and have been documented with the
fungus in more northern states, During 2014, FWC visited multiple caves at
WEF, 2 of which were serving as hibernacula for tricolored bats. To dale
WNS has not been detected in Florida. Both the southeastern myotis and
tricolored bat are listed as SGCN in FWC's state wildlife action plan.

When looking over the whole management plan, T am concerned that the only
bat species that is considered is the southeastern myutis (Myaotis
austroripariust. The plan states that the tricolored bal is 4 common bat with
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Mr. Mike Penn
Page 3
August 26, 2014

a wide range in roost habitat selection. The tricolored bat is listed as a
SGCN by FWC in the state’s Wildlife Action Plan, and has experienced atcep
population declines in northern portions of its range due to white-nose
syndrome. Although the USFWS has not been formally petitioned to list the
species as threatened/ endangered under the ESA, the service has begun an
investigation to delermine the validity of continuing the listing process for
the tricolored bat. Based on cave surveys conducted in Feb. 2014, we know
that multiple caves on the WSF are being used as hibernacula for tricolored
bats. Although tricolored bats have been known to form summer roosts in
caves, trees, and manmade structures, their winter roost requirements are
specific to caves. During the winter, tricolored bats enter extended houts of
torpor and suppress their metabolism and immune system, subsisting on fat
reserves that were established prior to entering torpor. Any disturbance of
the torpor process can be detrimental to tricolored hats as it will cause them
to use fat reserves faster, potentially causing them to siarve andfor expend
additional energy. This additional use of energy could potentially cause
fatalitics and reduced reproductive output, although little is known about the
consequences of disturbance during torpor in tricolored bats in Florida,

General Comments:
Overall the plan is generally well written and addresses all the required
elements thoroughly for this very diverse forest.

[ am happy to see the emphasis on prescribed fire in the plan with very
aggressive goals for preseribed fire within natural community specific
intervals. The emphasis on prescribed fire is significantly improving habitat
for a number of fire-dependent species.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the draft 10-year
management plan for the Withlacoochee State Forest and da not hesitate to
contact me if I can be of assistance.

Sincerely, i

[ I | —

i/ g’
Scotland Talley
Conservation Biologist
Wildlife and Habitat Management, Section
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservution Commission
3377 E. US Hwy 90
Lake City, Florida 32055
(386) 758-0525 (office)
(386) 758-5799 (fax)
(386) 588-4407 (cell)
www.mylwe.com
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To: Quail Forever Members, Volunteers, and Wildlife Enthusiasts,

The Florida Forest Service recently released a 10 Year Management Propasal for
Withlacoochee State Forest. The proposal is attached in this email, if you are interested; please
take a look at it. These plans are usually very broad in what they seek to accomplish, however this
plan should benefit the quail at Withlacoochee. The public hearing is at the Withlacoochee Training
Center on August 26 at 6:30 pm. A few individuals representing Quail Forever will attend the public
hearing to ensure the needs of our chapters and organization are heard. Below, | have outlined
QF’s response to the proposal and some of the pages where these topics are discussed in the 10
Year Document. Please review these and relay any concerns.

The Florida Forest Service's mission is to "Conserve and Enhance Natural Resources.” This is
very similar to QF’s mission of the “conservation of quail, pheasants and other wildlife through
habitat improvements, public awareness, education and land management policies and programs.”
As an organization, QF is very excited to partner with the Florida Forest Service to support Habitat
Improvement through the Florida/Georgia Quail Coalition. The Florida Forest service accomplishes
a lot at the Withlacoochee State Forest; an area of over 100,000 acres- all with a budget of only 2.6
million dollars a year. From improving Red Cockaded Woodpecker habitat to maintaining boat
ramps and burning, they do a great job!

Plan Specifics-

GOAL 1: Sustainable Forest Management
Objective 1: Continue to update the annual silviculture management plan including reforestation,
harvesting, prescribed burning, restoration, and timber stand improvement activities and goals.
(Short Term Goal)

1. Objective 1 (pg. 10)- OF would like to discuss the development of a “Hardwood Management
Plan.” This will be especially important to fight hardwood encroachment in the sandhills and
will result in improved quail habitat. We would like to see hardwood reduction included in
the main mission and increased fire-frequency. QF will also inquire about the possibility of
using volunteers or even the 5.T.0.P program- Short Term Offender Program to accomplish
some management goals; such as cutting and removing hardwoods.

1. Objective 10- We would like to help partner with their environmental education programs,
from planting pollinator habitat with kids to interacting with youth and the community about
bird dogs, quail hunting, and upland habitat.
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3. Objective 11- WSF volunteer program- We want to help increase their volunteer hours and
our fundraising events can directly benefit WSF.

GOAL 3: Habitat Restoration and Improvement

1. Objective 1- 116K acres of burnable habitat- about 30,000 burned annually; roughly 1/4 of
the forest burned. Withlacoochee State Forest is currently in the process of developing
smaller burn blocks for bobwhites within the focal area. QF wants to thank the FFS for
working to improve quail. We also want to Inquire how we can assist on expanding the
acres of the focal areas.

2. Dbjective 2 (pg 13)- Stated Goal of restoration of ground cover- we are thankful for this
inclusion and their objective to reduce hardwood encroachment.

GOAL 4: Listed and Rare Species Habitat Maintenance, Enhancement, Restoration, or
Population Restoration
Pg. 32- Offer to volunteer with covey call counts to determine population density.

General Practices-

WSF currently maintains many miles of firebreaks. If necessary, QF would like to help
increase the number of firebreaks to allow for smaller burn units.

The 10 year management plan includes goals for hardwood reduction, herbicide use to
control hardwoods, and mechanical vegetation control. All of which are critical practices to
improve bobwhite habitat and populations.

Finally, Quail Forever would like your consideration to maintain a 40-60 basal area In the
bobwhite focal areas.

Thank you for reading this. If you have any additional concerns or comments, please direct
them to me, my contact information is on the bottom of this page. We want to focus on
improvements that are both affordable and realistic. Habitat improvements are QF's first priority.
The Florida Forest Service operates on a limited budget; Quail Forever wants to ensure that any
additional expenditure, changed use of funds, or other financial changes are spent on habitat
improvement.

Thanks,

Telbott Parten | Regional Representative, Florida and Georgia
Quail Forever | 13083 Henry Beadel Dr | Tallahassee, FL 32312
p. (229) 2689-8199 | {paden@auaiiforever.org

v gusllfersver.org
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Withlacoochee State Forest
Management Plan Advisory Group

Advisory Group Meeting Minutes

August 27, 2014
Members Present:
Wendy Poag, Lake County Parks and Trails Division
Sally McDavid, Florida Forever Back Country Horsemen
John Thomas, Landowner / Cattle Interest
Dennis Johnson, Richloam Sportsman Association
Patricia Laird, SWAMP
Ralph Hancock, FTA Suncoast
Eric Hoyer, NRPS
Mickey Thomason, FLDEP
Chris Reed, SWEFWMD
Scotland Talley, FWC

Keith Mousel, FFS

Members Absent:
Ted Schrader, Pasco County Commissioner
Joe Meek, Citrus County Commissioner
Diane Rowden, Hernando County Commissioner

Christine Andenberg, Hernando County Audubon Society
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Staff Present:

Wilbur Priest, Forestry Supervisor 11

Denise Wilde, Ecology Forester

Vincent Morris, Forestry Supervisor II

Bill Korn, Director’s Office

Jennifer Reed, Director’s Office

Justin Draft, Forestry Supervisor II

Kawika Bailey, Forestry Operations Administrator
Michael Penn, Resource Administrator

Eddie Duval, Forestry Supervisor [

The Public Meeting of the Withlacoochee State Forest Management Plan Advisory group was
called to order at 10:08pm in the Withlacoochee Training Center at the Withlacoochee State
Forest, 24059 Childs Road, Brooksville, Florida, 34601.

All present were given a copy of the minutes of the pre-hearing Management Plan Advisory
Group (MPAG) meeting and the public hearing held August 28, 2014. Keith Mousel welcomed
the group and pointed out the location of the bathrooms and break rooms where coffee and water
were available. He apologized for the temperature in the meeting room, explaining the A/C was
out and that crews would hopefully arrive soon to remedy the problem.

Mr. Mousel explained this meeting was being held at the Withlacoochee Training Center (WTC),
where 2,000-3,000 people annually are trained; 42 out of 52 weeks a year, the facility is used for
trainings, meetings, etc.

Mr. Mousel described the Firefighter’s Memorial directly outside the building, which had been
remodeled to face the buildings. A statue of Smokey Bear is illuminated to face the three flag
poles and granite walkway, which is engraved with the names of the eight firefighters FFS has
lost in the line of duty. The Memorial was designed and built by FFS personnel, with the
exception of some of the granite work, which was subcontracted. He invited the MPAG members
to walk around the facility and especially to visit the Memorial.

Mr. Mousel stated lunch would be provided in the Dining Hall at noon, after which the meeting
would reconvene at the present location. A sign-up sheet would be passed around to record who
had eaten lunch, therefore satisfying the record-keeping requirements in case of an audit.
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An MPAG member asked if inmates still cook the food.

Mr. Mousel replied affirmatively; Sumter Correctional Institution (SCI) inmates cook, mow, and
turn beds at the facility.

Bill Korn explained the agenda for the meeting: Wilbur Priest and Jennifer Reed would work
together on the Management Plan, which would be projected overhead on to a screen; comments
would be tracked in the margins as the meeting progressed. Changes would be added directly if
the group reached a consensus. Mr. Korn asked that members use a page number when referring
to the plan to facilitate the process.

Mr. Korn referred to the minutes from the prior evening’s meeting and asked for the members to
take a few minutes of quiet time to read them over. He explained pages 1-3 covered the first
meeting, pages 4-12covered the second meeting, and pages 12-13 were the written comments
received. Pages 13 and those after that contained the other written documents received, all of
which would be reviewed during today’s meeting. He asked the members to see if any changes
were needed. Members then took 10 minutes to read over the minutes.

Sally McDavid stated under Question #4 on page 8, “Heather” should be changed to
“Heatherwood” as that is the proper name of the street. On page 9 under Gary McIntosh’s
spoken comments, his affiliated organization should be changed from “Florida Forever Back
Country Horsemen” to “Back Country Horsemen of Florida”, as these were two different
organizations and he was not affiliated with the former. Under those same comments, there was a
typographical error and “spoke” should be changed to “spoken™.

Denise Wilde stated Michael Penn’s title on page 2 should be changed from “Center Manager”
to “Resource Administrator”. On page 4, “Michael Penn, FFS” should be stricken and replaced
with “Keith Mousel, Center Manager”. On page 35, “Keith Mousel, Center Manager” should be
stricken and replaced with “Michael Penn, Resource Administrator”.

Chris Reed stated Kevin Love had been omitted in the minutes as a MPAG member.

Mr. Korn replied Christine Andenberg was the official conservation member and had indicated
to Mr. Penn that she would try to have another Audubon member attend. Mr.Keim, the Florida
Audubon, Hernando Chapter conservation chair was hoping to attend or give written comments.
He had called him earlier today but was unable to reach him.

Patricia Laird stated asked for clarification on page 6 at the bottom regarding basal area (BA).
Mr. Penn had said 60-80 was appropriate; she believed Mr. Parten was asking for 40-60 BA.

Mickey Thomason stated his last name had been spelled incorrectly, with the “h” omitted, on
pages 1 and 4.
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Mr. Mousel asked the members if they approved the minutes with the aforementioned changes.
Dennis Johnson made a motion to approve the minutes. Mr. Thomason seconded the motion. All
members answered aye, none answered nay. The motion was carried.

Mr. Korn explained how handling of the draft of the Management Plan would proceed following
the meeting. Any changes made as a MPAG group consensus would be included, although there
could also be changes suggested by other FFS staff. A digital version of the MPAG amended
plan then would be emailed within a week to the Forest Mgt Bureau Chief and the Assistant
Director for their consideration. .If anyone wanted to see the copy that would be sent up after all
those changes, it would be made available. Minutes of this meeting would be forwarded to each
MPAG member within next week and Mr. Korn asked that each member get any corrections
back to FFS within a week. As email is the faster method of transmission, he requested the
MPAG members write their emails on the member list, which would be sent around the room.

Response to Public Testimony and Written Comments

Talbott Parten

Mr.Parten’s verbal comments from the previous night’s meeting closely mirrored the written
comments that were attached; Mr. Korn indicated both would be covered at once. Mr. Parten was
representing Quail Forever.

Mr. Parten’s first comment was that he would like to see hardwood management incorporated in
into sustainable forest management, similar to a Silvicultural Management Plan. Mr. Korn
directed the members to page 4, stating what was suggested was more like an Action Plan or an
Operational Plan. Such items are not put into this management plan but wording could be
provided for direction. Mr. Parten would like FFS to fight hardwood encroachment and stated
that QF had volunteers that could help. Mr. Korn stated the broader question was: is the plan
adequate as written for hardwood encroachment?

Eric Hoyer stated Timber Stand Improvement indicates treatment of hardwood encroachment.
The plan also addresses hardwood encroachment in the Ecosystem descriptions.

Scotland Talley concurred, stating Goal #3 addresses encroachment, as does Red-cockaded
Woodpecker (RCW) habitat enhancement.

Mr. Hoyer stated it might not be obvious to the laymen.

Mr. Korn related that “Hardwood Management Program™ and other verbiage may be an issue of
semantics.
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Wendy Poag stated she would go against the grain: there were no performance measures
included in the plan. “Acres Treated” or “did a burn occur” were often used, but no real outcome
was otherwise indicated. Acres burned, for example, were quantified, but that was not a measure
of hardwood control. Adaptive management was needed. Is buming effective in controlling
hardwoods? A performance measure needed to be added. Perhaps FFS could reduce the
hardwood to a certain amount per acres, such as 1% canopy cover in sandhills.

Mr. Korn stated Desired Future Conditions (DFC) called for a “sparse oak midstory” as the only
measure, but asked what that number would be. He indicated “we know it when we see it”. FNAT
has specifics, but we do not know how to put that in the Management Plan.

Ms. Poag replied that FFS knows what to aim for but other people reading the plan would not
know the goal.

Mr. Talley related this is an issue many are still struggling with. It is hard to define what we are
trying to achieve. In the Sherman’s Fox Squirrel (FWC) action plan, they know they need
hardwoods but they struggle with how to describe it. A basal area measure is figured for Fox
Squirrels, yet the plan also says generally that in areas with stream bottoms, hardwood patches
are “sufficient™. This gets into the “art™ of land management. FWC currently has no standard for
themselves as to how many oaks should be left.

Ms. Poag asked how, then, do we reach DFC? That should be the goal, the performance measure.

Mr. Korn replied that we do a survey of 10% all timber stands annually; the data includes BA
and height of hardwoods, although the majority of the data collected focuses on pine timber and
invasive exotics on a stand level. Mr. Korn defined a stand as a commonly managed piece of
woods, one that has a similar burn and harvest history. But as to what comprises a “sparse
hardwood midstory”, we don’t know.

Mr. Thomason stated it seemed like a range of values would work. In fisheries, they (DEP) use a
range of 20-80% submerged plants as a value for habitat. Much variability exists.

Mr. Talley stated on a large property, one is never truly “done” with management. Wildlife such
as RCWs and other species are at the low end of what is needed in terms of hardwoods. Quail
and Sherman’s Fox Squirrels are at the midrange, and migratory passerines area at the higher
end, needing even more hardwoods. He likes a mosaic of diversity in stand conditions.

Mr. Hoyer asked Mr. Korn or Vince Morris if specifics for a specific site would be on an
operational plan.

Mr. Korn replied the state lands accomplishment report, which is tabulated monthly, captures
some of this data, but the presence of oaks is not captured.
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Mr. Morris replied after many years of examining the issue they crafted the word “sparse”.
Currently the trend is to start protecting oaks, whereas earlier the trend was to kill all oaks. The
fire return interval addresses the encroachment issue. A 1-3 year fire return interval is optimal for
sandhills and a 2-4 year fire interval is optimal for flatwoods. Where BA exceeds 30-40 sand
post oak become prevalent, whereas where there is frequent fire, there are none. This is a point
we have argued for years. Fire return intervals affect hardwood encroachment. Whether that
makes hardwoods “sparse” enough is still under debate.

Mr. Komn asked if members had reached a point where they agreed on a change to an item in the
plan. If not, he would like to move on.

Mr. Mousel indicated that this may be off-track and that performance measures should be
included when FFS updates the annual Silviculture plan, which is an operational plan that
includes all timber, including oaks, and not just pines. The relevant performance measure is the
completion of the annual update. Revenue generating items are on the Timber Plan, but revenue
depleting items are also included, such as prescribed burning, chemical treatment, etc.

Michael Penn stated this is a planning objective, updated annually.
Chris Reed concurred.

The next item that Mr. Parten relayed concerned goal 10 on page 6, environmental education.
Quail Forever would like to partner with FFS on our environmental education plan and youth
programs.

Ms. MeDavid commented their involvement would help.

Mr. Korn and Mr. Talley both requested a list of volunteer names and contacts. FFS would love
to have the help.

Mr. Korn asked if there were any thoughts on a need to change the plan; there were none.

Mr. Parten’s next item concerned goal 3, habitat restoration. He noted that WSF bumns
approximately 25% of their acreage annually, and while this is great, QF would like to see block
size decreased in quail focal areas. They could help raise money to accomplish this. QF also
liked the FF'S policy direction in including groundcover restoration.

Ms. Poag asked why QF desired a decrease in burn block size.

Denise Wilde replied that she had studied quail for her thesis and explained that QF would be
requesting this so as to create a greater dispersion of habitat within a quail’s home range. A
smaller block size would allow burned and unburned areas within a single bird’s home range so
there would be the diversity of habitat requisite for nesting, feeding, roosting, hiding, etc.
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Mr. Reed stated that if FFS burns properly this will happen anyway.
Mr. Hoyer was not sure why we would want smaller burn blocks.
Patricia Laird noted that FFS uses roads as fire breaks.

Mr. Penn explained that in general, the Citrus and Croom tracts are laid out in sections and
because of this FFS usually burns an average of 640 acres at a time, but sometimes half that
amount. It takes just as many people to accomplish a 220 acre burn as a 640 acre burn. If FFS
were to burn smaller blocks, the total amount of acreage burned annually would decrease.

Mr. Talley understood the challenges. He stated solid evidence existed that species with smaller
home ranges need smaller burn blocks. Usually a block is burned, then the block adjacent to it.
FFS could be more thoughtful about the arrangements. It is easier to burn next to a previously
burned block and a challenge to bum elsewhere, especially with differing weather conditions. He
suggested that perhaps if weather conditions are optimal, a non-adjacent block could be burned
instead. From a wildlife standpoint, it is better to stagger blocks if at all possible.

Eddie Duval said this is an ongoing issue with quail hunters. They historically broke the Field
Trial Area (Citrus tract) into 20 acre blocks for quail, but not a lot was gained from that effort.
More manpower was needed, and more energy to create fire lines (often food plot strips were
utilized). In the sandhill, it does not matter if a whole section is burned or only 20 acres, because
the burn will still leave a mosaic pattern due the variation in soil types and vegetation. Trying to
do 1/8 acre plots was a waste of fuel and energy because the variation of soil types within a
section left a mosaic anyway. FFS does not need to burn one small block after another to
accomplish this.

Mr. Ko stated several members of QF were present at the meeting so this was a valid point to
discuss.

Wilbur Priest stated, similar to goal 1, this was not a plan change but should be addressed in
FFS’s operational plans, specifically a burn plan.

Mr. Kom agreed and asked if there were any “quail focal areas” — a term used by Mr. Parten.

Mr. Talley answered there was an UERP area on the Citrus Tract. (Note: defining “UERP” was
discussed later in the meeting).

Ms. Poag stated this again goes back to performance measures. Readers of the plan see the
number of acres burmed, which is a landscape level accomplishment. Is it needed in the plan?
Probably not. A mosaic, a diversity of habitats, is imbedded in the landscape. Prescribed burning
is undertaken with multiple species in mind whether the burn is 20 acres, 640acres, or 2000
acres.
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Mr. Korn explained FWC had tried to include statistics in their management which included
ranges and addressed structure, but that was met with moderate success. FFS and the Florida
Park Service (FPS) were generally not doing this for each community. The amount of upland
habitat within an appropriate fire frequency is a quantifiable measure and is being used by FFS
and FPS. Mr. Korn believed the next step was to reach a point of knowing how much sandhill
was in DFC and then using this a quantifiable objective? FFS has not yet been asked that
question but is moving in that direction, as FWC already has. Mr. Korn asked if they should
move on to the next item.

Dennis Johnson and Ms. Laird both expressed that this was an operational issue.

Mr. Parten’s next item addressed rare species and extended another offer of volunteers. Mr.
Parten wished FFS to use the Stoddard-Neel method and adhere to a 40-60 basal area in quail
focal areas.

Mr. Korn defined the idea of basal area for the members: it is the square footage of all the tree
trunks in an area. If one was to take an acre of land and cut all the trees at 4 '4” above ground and
push them all to one comer, “basal area” would be the surface area of these trees. Mr. Kom
further explained that above 100 BA is getting too thick and dense, and that BA is directed by
FFS policy and this information is in the State L.ands Handbook. A balance point is 60-80 BA;
below that, there is too little shading. Mr. Kom explained FFS’s Director David Core is a
traditional silviculture guy and that the 60-80 basal area was an accepted norm for most timber
stands. Mr. Kom restated that 40-60 BA was the suggestion and asked if a plan change was
needed.

Ms. Laird asked for an explanation of the Stoddard-Neel system of management.

Mr. Talley explained that this was a single tree selection method and was a more artistic
approach. Tt involved setting a reverse J-curve number and marking each tree in a diameter
class.

Mr. Korn further explained it is to achieve an all-aged stand.

Mr. Talley said this was a “look up, look around” method.

Mr. Korn said it was developed with a focus on the North Florida red clay quail areas.
Mr. Talley said it was developed in pursuit of aesthetics.

Mr. Korn asked if the plan was adequate to maintain quail.

Mr. Talley replied if using FNAI as a reference, 60 BA was on the high end; they recommend
40-60 for sandhill and stated he also requested that change in his written comments from the
previous meeting.
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Mr. Penn responded that he was not opposed to decreasing the BA to 40, but would like to keep
the upper end of 80 BA. He explained that FFS also manages for timber production and needs
that volume to make timber harvest feasible. He could see 40-80 BA, but letting that grow up so
there would be volume for timber sales, which is an FFS objective.

Ralph Hancock asked if WSF has a thriving quail population.

Mr. Talley replied it is improving. The goal is one bird per 3 acres. Two state owned
conservation lands in the program have achieved the goal: Blue Springs Tract of Twin River
State Forest and Apalachee WEA.

Mr. Penn asked if WSF is now at one bird per 5 acres.

Mr. Talley replied that WSF is just about at that point. For a frame of reference, he stated 1 bird
per 3 acres on public conservation lands is fantastic. However, quail specialists talk about quail
per acre, as much as 5-10 quail per acre. But this happens with lots of funding and effort.

Mr. Kom asked if an adjustment was needed to the plan.
Mr. Johnson suggested a change to 40-80 BA.
Mr. Talley agreed he would like to see that.

Mr. Mousel asked if a change from 60-80 BA to 40-80 BA was the group consensus. The
members agreed and Mr. Mousel said the change would be made.

Mr. Morris added that this change should be noted in two places, including the sandhill portion
of the plan.

Jennifer Reed noted that Tom Laughlin had also provided a written comment on the same item
and also that he wanted “UERP” to be defined in the Plan.

Mr. Korn stated this was an additional written comment, but related. He referenced page 13 in
the meeting minutes, in which Tom Laughlin from Quail Forever had asked that “UERP” be
defined in the plan.

Mr. Reed stated it was not in the glossary of abbreviations.

Mr. Kom asked Ms. Reed and Mr. Priest to do a search to see if it was in the Plan. He said if it is
not in, it would be added as it is a program and could be referenced. If it is in the Plan, it should
be defined.

Mr. Talley defined “UERP” as the Upland Ecosystem Restoration Project. He referenced page

32 of the Plan and gave some background on the program. The name of the program originated

from a summit at Tall Timbers. It was intended to include grassland birds, Sherman’s Fox
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Squirrels, Gopher Tortoises, and a full range of uplands species. It was to be a multi-agency
project.

Mr. Korn noted that technically the lead job position — once in Tall Timbers is now housed as
part of FWC.

Gary Mclntosh

Mr. McIntosh’s public testimony on page 10 of the meeting referenced page 40, paragraph 2 in
the plan. It states that hikers and bicyclists are permitted on open roads. Mr. McIntosh wanted
horses (“equestrians™) to be added as well. Mr. Korn stated this was an omission and the change
would be added.

Mr. Korn stated Mr. McIntosh’s second statement was an operational issue regarding trails used
by Boy Scouts and others. He wanted signs put up at all hiking and horse trail crossings.

Mr. Duval said WSF had tried to address this issue in the past. Where trails cross forest roads,
emphasis has instead been placed on the trail itself to notify users they were approaching a road,
and that is the present FFS stance. He explained signs on forest roads do not last long and are
often vandalized, creating an expense for the state. In the area Mr. McIntosh spoke of, signs are
posted on the trails to alert hikers of an approaching road crossing.

Ms. McDavid stated that she could not speak to Croom but was very familiar with Citrus. In
Citrus, if a trail comes up to a road, one should stop and look before crossing. However, there
are areas where there are hills and curves and people do speed through the woods in their
vehicles, so it could be an issue. But in general, she does not think posting each crossing on the
road is necessary.

Ms. Laird was aware of the low visibility area Mr. McIntosh spoke about.

Mr. Komn stated this was an operational issue and not at the level of the Management Plan. Mr.
Penn, Mr. Duval, and Lita Hart (WSF Recreation Administrator) would be advised to follow up
on the issue.

Ms. McDavid said it might be a good idea for areas with a blind spot.
Mr. Thomason asked how much interaction FFS has with FTA (Florida Trail Association).

Mr. Penn stated he did not have much interaction himself} that was more of a (WSF) Recreation
Section issue.
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Mr. Talley stated in goal 2, public access and recreation, an objective might be added to assess
road and trail crossing safety concemns.

Mr. Duval asked if the group thought the terminology was acceptable.

Mr. Ko stated there was a suggestion on the floor to add an objective to the recreation section
under goal 2 to assess safety concerns of trail crossings at public road. This would not be a road
by road analysis, as that would be an operational plan.

Ms. Poag stated Lake County has signs in both directions and the crossing marked at trail
crossings.

Mr. Talley remarked that longevity of the signs is an issue.

Mr. Korn stated that every road / trail crossing was marked in Pine Log State Forest. It was a lot
of signs.

Ms. McDavid said so many signs would be intrusive and would detract from the forest
experience.

Mr. Talley said we might add them just where visibility is an issue.

Mr. Ko again asked if an objective (#13) should be added or maybe it should go into the 5 year
Recreation Plan.

Mr. Thomason stated it is an ongoing thing. Perhaps where there are recurring accidents it should
be addressed.

Mr. Johnson said it was an aspect of safety.

A consensus was not reached to add verbiage to assess safety where trails cross roads, and it was
decided it was an operational concern at the individual site.

Mr. Duval said he would bring it up with the Recreation Section and it was not a forest road
issue, but more specific to recreation.

Fred Fulcher
Fred Fulcher stated in his testimony he wanted dogs allowed at Tillis Hill.

Mr. Kom noted the time was 11:30am, and that the group was maybe Y of the way done. He
suggested they take 30 minutes for lunch at noon. The group agreed.
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Ms. Reed noted that Mr. Fulcher also had written comments on the same topic as did his wife,
Rebecca Fulcher, and another member of the public, Kelly Fredericks.

Ms. McDavid stated she also had brought emailed comments she had received on the same topic.

In his testimony on page 12 of the meeting minutes, Mr. Fulcher’s stated members of his
horseback riding organization as well as those inquiring from out of state wanted dogs allowed at
Tillis Hill. Rebecca Fulcher and Kelly Fredericks also wanted dogs allowed at Tillis Hill.
Additionally, Kelly Fredericks wanted windmills up (to power water wells).

Ms. McDavid stated she had comments from two members of her horseback riding group. A Ms.
Janet stated most riders have dogs and are not using the camp because dogs are not allowed. She
commented in bold capital letters that revenue was being lost. A Ms. Karen asked if anyone
could inquire on her behalf about submitting a written request to have dogs allowed at Tillis Hill.

Mr. Duval stated that current policy does not allow “pets”™ this mainly refers to dogs, but also
includes pot-bellied pigs, goats, etc. However, dogs are the issue. During past field trials they
provided for dogs at a sort of camp. But State policy states that pets (dogs) can’t be left
unattended for more than 30 minutes.

Mr. Duval asked if campers could reasonably provide that. He continued to explain that on the
Forest, a 10° leash is also required, which would be an issue with the horse group. FFS would
struggle with how to accommodate them. He further noted Mr. Fulcher’s views do not represent
“all people in the nation™: a previous poll had indicated that a higher margin of people did not
want pets allowed. However, it appeared that those wanting pets allowed were more vocal. He
stated that many people will work out a pet sitter, and most horse owners have more than just
one dog to watch at home. Mr. Duval remarked that the out of state people represent only a small
percentage of the users at Tillis Hill, but more than 50% of the people arriving from the north do
have a pet. He refers these people to Ross Prairie and other areas allowing pets. Mr. Duval noted
they do have other options.

Ms. McDavid asked how campers in primitive camps (where pets are allowed) get around the
statutes.

Mr. Duval explained other camps allow pets, but not horses, The statute is still enforced for
hikers and camp users. They could ask for pets to be allowed in Croom Motorcycle Area (CMA),
but would run into similar problems to Tillis Hill. Pets are allowed in primitive areas and hunt
camps.

Ms. McDavid asked if the 30-minute rule was a Florida Statute. She stated the (Florida) Park
Service polled users and most did not want pets allowed, but this was years ago and opinions
must have changed as State Parks have been pet friendly for some years. She asked how parks

31



can allow dogs to be left unattended for over 30 minutes: do the parks not enforce this, or is this
statewide?

Mr. Duval replied it is in FFS Policy and Procedures.
Ms. MeDavid asked if dogs are allowed at Holder Mine Campground.
Mr. Duval replied they were.

Ms. McDavid stated the last few years many horse people have been traveling with dogs. She
explained they do not consider them “dogs”, but “fur babies”, and it would be harder to find a
place to take care of them that meets their expectations. Ms. MecDavid said some people do not
camp during the weekend during her organization’s “annual shindig” because they cannot bring
their dogs. She was asked if it is limiting revenue and responded that she believed it is. Ms.
McDavid stated that as a camper, however, she can see the issue. She could see that dog owners
might not properly clean up after their pets and as people leave the site to go to dinner, the
“yapping” might get excessive. She stated she is not anti-dog, but can see the issues. Allowing
dogs would create revenue, but rules would need to be spelled out and policed. Dogs would have
to be picked up after and not left unattended. Enforcement would be the issue.

Mr. Duval clarified dogs are allowed in day use areas outside the camp, for hiking. However,
Tillis Hill is a confined area. Furthermore, in that facility, they also have functions at the pavilion
and the dining hall. The same issues would be encountered with those users were they to show
up with dogs. Mr. Duval emphasized Tillis Hill is not just a camp; the other public facilities,
activities, and situations there must be considered.

Mr. Mousel stated from a Management Plan standpoint, those are issues to be handled locally,
and not addressed in the plan. Perhaps user groups should be polled; we may have good reason
to exclude dogs.

Mr. Ko related this was an operational issue and Mr. Mousel should decide. FFS cannot keep
all visitors happy, although Mr. Duval has certainly tried in his 40 years at FFS. Mr. Korn said
we have to do what works and may need to revisit the issue.

Ms. McDavid said that a conversation and meeting to discuss the issue would go a long way and
we need to not just include the horse people. All user groups need to feel listened to and be able
to provide input.

Mr. Korn stated it was not a plan issue. He stated the remaining written comment was about a
wind source and the group would pass on that as it was incidental.
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Zachary Chapman

Mr. Chapman’s comments on page 12 of the meeting minutes expressed the need for better roads
in the Richloam Tract. He wanted the roads in better shape and asked those traditionally graded
to be done twice annually.

Mr. Ko stated it was a valid question, but grading was an operational issue. However, the issue
of overall road condition in Richloam should be discussed.

Ms. Laird asked how much harvesting took place in Richloam and stated logging activities
destroy roads. She noted that FFS does try to repair roads after a harvest, but most roads are
utilized by loggers during a timber harvest.

Mr. Penn answered most timber harvesting does effect roads and in their contract loggers must
leave roads as they found them. However, this may be unrealistic, although they do try to
reshape the roads. Mr. Penn agreed with Ms. Laird: the roads in Richloam are in bad shape. Mr.
Penn explained road damage is only partially from logging: there is also a mud bogging problem
with the public. FFS’ road crew has decreased as has funding. Mr. Penn explained that FFS tries
to limerock primary roads to allow main access for logging and they try to make it so logging
trucks can get from a secondary or tertiary road to a limerocked road quickly. He stated it is an
issue and a multipronged approach is needed. More enforcement is needed, along with funding
and education. Mud bogging, jeep groups, and off-road vehicles are a problem on all tracts, but it
manifests itself more on Richloam because it is wetter. The road crew is running ragged trying to
get to what they can.

Mr. Kom asked if money is available for road care to be done prior to gun season.

Mr. Penn replied Jim Peters tries and that is a main goal. However, weather is a factor: 4° of rain
creates a problem. The problem is also political. Mr. Peters starts on one area and a complaint is
received from another area which must be attended to. Hauling equipment over five counties
takes time. Mr. Penn stated this is a much-discussed issue, along with issues about littering and
dumping.

Mr. Korn asked if Mr. Penn was referring to just litter or also dumping,.

Mr. Penn replied dumping is an issue too. FFS had law enforcement, but they were rolled into
FWC. They are out in the forest, but they have a lot going on. Mr. Penn stated FFS does not
have nearly enough law enforcement: WSF has 160,000 acres spread over five counties and only
2 law enforcement officers specifically tasked with State Forest issues.
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Ms. McDavid noted the poor road conditions prevent the people FFS wants to get in from getting
in; she bought a 3" vehicle expressly for the purpose of accessing the forest. She stated for most
people FR 13 or FR 10 are the only ways to access the forest. As soon as it rains, one can camp
out on CR 491 just south of Grover Cleveland Road and see the droves of “mudders” coming in
on Trail 16. She stated on the Florida Military Vehicle group’s Facebook page, she can point out
where on the forest their posted pictures are - the mound on Trail 19, among other places. She
stated the Florida Military Vehicles group is a big problem; because they have “Military” in their
title, they seem to think they have free reign- even though they are not a military organization,
just citizens who own old military vehicles. Law enforcement is not there when this group rides
the forest. Ms. McDavid wanted to make clear she is not criticizing law enforcement, as she
understands their budget constraints and other issues. She related an incident in which rail
buggies behind Heatherwood terrorized some residents and one horse got loose because of it.
She stated the Sheriff’s office won’t get involved. Ms. McDavid described another incident in
which someone was pulling gopher tortoises, law enforcement was called, and the person was
told it would take law enforcement 1 % hours or more to get there. She reemphasized that law
enforcement is not a presence and thought perhaps someone in Tallahassee with power needs to
make some decisions. Until then, everything in the Management Plan will be affected, as this
sort of thing is happening all over. Ms. McDavid referenced an incident in which the trash barrel
holders at Bear Head were burned and restated too much damage is occurring, we need law
enforcement.

Mr. Johnson related that in parts of Richloam, the Sportsman Association could help. He stated
people can complain to the camp host or call Jim Peters, but only so much can be done. A road
is fixed, then a 4WD vehicle comes in and spins donuts. He remarked it is covered in the plan
that FFS will maintain access to the forest.

Mr. Ko remarked that forest staff does not interface enough with the public to hear and address
all these complaints; therefore these issues come up during meetings. He stated Mr. Mousel
needs to be made aware of specific issues and the problem with lack of law enforcement was not
going to be solved at this meeting. He asked that if nothing warranted a change in the plan, the
meeting needed to move on.

Ms. Laird stated the issue at hand was not specific to roads, but was a law enforcement issue.
She asked how much FFS works with law enforcement and if something could be done.

Mr. Mousel responded that FFS has a good working relationship with FWC and FWC gets a bad
rap because their officers are not seen in camps as often as FDACS officers were before the
merger. Mr. Mousel related just last Friday night he rode with law enforcement for 8 hours and
saw 30 tickets issued. They make an effort, but he understood the frustration from the public,
who are seeing only a snapshot. However, once busted in an area for illegal activity, those
people may not return.
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Mr. Hoyer asked if law enforcement could patrol specific problem areas.
Ms. Laird said it may not be feasible to pick on one area when they have many areas to cover.

Mr. Mousel stated that FFS is reaching out to other county law enforcement patrols; however, if
they cannot get to the area in their sedan, they are not coming. Citrus County Sherriff’s Office
(CCSO) would patrol Tillis Hill, Holder Mine, and Mutual Mine, but not much else. They would
not go off the main roads.

Someone remarked the Sheriff’s office does have a 4WD.
Mr. Mousel remarked they are city boys and would not go off-road.

Mr. Korn stated it was generally an operational issue. Law enforcement did not have a
representative on MPAG and Mr. Korn said he wasn’t sure if that was their fault or ours.
Legislatively, they were not part of the MPAG membership. Mr. Ko asked, what is the answer
to the problem with trash and vandalism? He related that the Center Manager can go out all night
with law enforcement to give them the message. But it is an operational issue. Two law
enforcement positions were funded with Florida Forever, but if that money goes away so do the
positions. Mr. Korn stated as a matter of record FWC has heavy funding from marine interests.
Law enforcement is required to log a certain number of hours on the water: Many officers are
now required to log in 750 hours on an airboat or covering marine interests, and if an officer
does not adhere to that, they could lose their job. Mr. Korn inquired about the number of
CARI/Florida Forever funded positions.

Mr. Talley said funding is allocated across all positions. It is federal money with strings. It has
been 15 years since the DEP/FWC merger, and the culture of marine / game wardens still exists;
they are frustrated as well. Administratively and legislatively, they must produce two officers per
county. Also, there are a few undercover officers.

Mr. Penn stated that FFS is well aware of the problem and is frustrated because it limits our
productivity. It is a huge cost when vehicles get stuck, roads are destroyed, etc. However, much
of the public does not know they are doing wrong. A shift in group thinking is needed. Also, the
huge cost to taxpayers should be stressed.

Mr. Korn stated that the group would now break for lunch and should return at 12:45.
-Break for Lunch-
At 12:45, the meeting resumed.

Mr. Korn stated the meeting would now proceed to the individual MPAG members. He thanked
Mr. Carlos Climent (WTC Manager) for lunch.
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Mr. Korn stated the group first needed to return to Mr. Chapman’s comments and get closure on
that subject. He asked if, regarding law enforcement, there were any changes needed in the plan
as written. He remarked that law enforcement is a challenge, and roads an operational issue.
Seasonal complaints about roads are received prior to hunting season.

Mr. Hoyer stated perhaps under goal 8 on page 10, an objective could be added to increase
cooperation with law enforcement in control of illegal behavior.

Mr. Priest stated that was not in the goal section.

Mr. Morris said it was addressed by goal 8 objective 3 and in the five year Road Management
Plan.

Mr. Korn asked if anything should be added to the plan regarding roads, as per Mr. Chapman’s
comments about the level of maintenance. Should there be a change in the conceptual plan?

Multiple comments were made at this point by several MPAG members and FFS staff regarding
the nature and content of the action plans written for WSF and what the most appropriate way
would be to address road and law enforcement concerns in the Management Plan draft.

Mr. Hoyer suggested adding an objective to page 10.

Mr. Thomason related what he saw at Ocala National Forest (ONF), where at one time all roads
were open and there was a lot of damage. ONF stated that not all roads needed to be open and
they limited motorized access. At Santos, illegal jumps were being built for mountain bikes.
ONF brought in the International Mountain Bike Association to operate the area with great
success. Mr. Thomason suggested FFS could do something similar for mudders by creating a
place for them and limiting access elsewhere. It worked for ONF.

Ms. McDavid stated that closing roads and posting them as such is one thing, but enforcement is
another.

Mr. Thomason stated that increased law enforcement was needed.

Mr. Korn replied from an operational perspective more knowledge of priorities was needed.
Specific priorities needed to be identified through dialogue with the public, landowners, and law
enforcement. He suggested a group be assembled similar to the BioBlitz, when multiple
biologists gather to survey an area. He restated this issue was operational, but asked if verbiage
about roads needed to be added to the plan. Should it be addressed in the future? Perhaps it
should not be in a specific section of the plan. A discussion with Tallahassee personnel was
needed to see if it should be included. Mr. Korn stated that the eight goals in the plan were
described in Florida Statute and were mandated. The place to mention roads/ road issues would
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be in “Capital Facilities and Infrastructure™.... but there wasn’t any specific Florida Forever goal
that addressed law enforcement needs on public lands.”

Mr. Mousel suggested verbiage to add:

Objective 4: Increase dialog with user groups and law enforcement to decrease damage to
roads, vandalism, illegal dumping, and illegal uses. (Ongoing Goal)

Performance Measure: Decrease in road issues. Decrease in illegal issues.

Ms. Laird stated as Croom Motorcycle Area had been so successful, why not create a similar
area for mud bogging? It might increase revenue and decrease problems.

Mr. Korn asked that the issue be held and returned to later. He asked if the group approved the
wording that had been suggested by Mr. Mousel. There was a consensus and the wording for the
new Objective was added in the Plan. Mr. Korn asked if there was a suggestion for a
performance measure.

Ms. MeDavid suggested a good measure would be a decrease in maintenance costs.

Mr. Korn asked if an objective to cover law enforcement issue needed to be added; he asked if
the adopted wording covers the issue or was more needed.

Ms. McDavid stated opinion regarding what she saw as a real need to improve law enforcement
efforts on the forest.

Mr. Korn asked if the same values were captured in the goal as on page 21, or if more narrative
was needed in this section on Law Enforcement.

John Thomas stated that if law enforcement was needed and if it was not addressed now, it
would just be worse later. He lives on CR 581and stated he had called about someone killing a
deer but was told law enforcement had to spend time on the water and did not have time for his
issue. He had issues with people setting fire to his pasture west of CR 491; he was told that law
enforcement could not catch them. He related that these people sleep all day then prowl at night.
Mr. Thomas asked if these problems are not addressed specifically, have we done our job?

Mr. Korn suggested maybe Ms. Reed or Mr. Priest or Mr. Mousel could work on this section and
describe law enforcement status and challenges and put in a section under law enforcement. He
stated the problems needed to be identified in the text of plan that supported the added
goal/objective.

Ms. Reed stated she would work with Mr. Talley on this as well.

Mr. Talley stated at the local level, Mr. Mousel has obviously been engaged in communication
with law enforcement. They are aware of the issues, said Mr. Talley, but he compared it to a
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“Whack-a-Mole” game in which they deal with one issue and others continually pop up in
different places. Mr. Talley stated the real issues for all law enforcement are manpower and
funding. Short of dropping trees on roads to keep people out, which was not feasible, he was
unsure of an answer.

Ms. Poag stated that an informational or educational campaign, similar to Smokey Bear, was
needed and currently no message was reaching schools.

Mr. Korn stated this was a local issue and apparently a big concern of both user groups and
adjacent land owners. Therefore, it would certainly be appropriate to add language to the plan to
capture that, as well as law enforcement challenges and issues.

Mr. Korn stated there was one more set of written comments received - from Mr. Talley. He
asked that Mr. Talley cover that as the meeting proceeded around the room with each MPAG
member having their turn to share comments. He asked each member stale in general terms if the
plan was good or bad and if they had anything to add. He asked members refer to a page number
for specific comments.

MPAG Member Comments

Eric Hoyer
Mr. Ko stated Mr. Hover had to leave the meeting early, therefore he would comment first.

Mr. Hover’s first comment was he noticed the operating budget was stated as 2.6 million, but
another part of the plan listed revenues which totaled only 1.3 million and therefore it did not add
up. He asked if there were any plans to augment revenue with concessions for canoes and kayaks
or horses, or to add user additional user fees.

Mr. Mousel stated concessions in CMA were being discussed. Canoe / kayak concessions were
not being discussed as there were vendors outside the immediate area, and additional permits
were bought for horses. Other than CMA, concessions had not been discussed. After the
widening of I-75 was completed a CMA concession might work.

Mr. Priest mentioned the Friends of Florida State Forest (FFSF).

Mr. Mousel responded FFS does try to work through FFSF. He referenced pages 15-16 and said
revenue comes mainly from timber, but there are other varied sources such as apiaries, CMA
permits, cattle grazing, saw palmetto drupe permits, and camping fees which do not go back

directly to the WSF budget, per se, but are funneled into an inecidental trust fund for FFS
statewide. Nine million dollars needs to be generated to keep FFS running. He stated it comes
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back to WSF in an indirect manner. Mr. Mousel explained that revenue is also funneled through
FFSF, a non-governmental organization (NGQO). People can write a check to FFSF and earmark
it for a specific project or for WST in general. It is not enough to cover road maintenance, but it
does offer some direct support. It helped offset a grant for CMA, provided the purchase of an
ATV for exotics species control, and provided signage for trails. Mr. Mousel stated that he is
always looking for ways to generate revenue. He noted that grazing can be a high source of
revenue,

Mr. Penn stated stafl center-wide should be added to the total dollar figure. This included fire
control and not just direct Resource Section staff. Some of these personnel. such as fire control,
do work on the forest but it is not their primary job duties. They may only be working on the
forest 10-20% of their time.

Mr. Korn stated DEP was under the same gun to generate revenue in “growth areas™; some other
areas being looked at recently by FFS throughout the state have included cattle and pine straw
leases.

Mr. Priest noted the figures listed in the plan are averages taken over a number of years, and
Exhibit A had details for the last 10 fiscal years.

Mr. Hoyer stated that was his last comment and thanked the group. He said overall it was a good
plan and was well-written and comprehensive. Mr. Hoyer then left the meeting.

Scotland Talley

Mr. Talley referenced his written comments which were attached to the meeting minutes. He
referenced page 18 of the plan and wished to discuss conflicting uses such as the Suncoast
Parkway and the V.A. Cemetery expansion. He asked if those issues had been resolved. He
understood future conflicts could not be resolved but wanted to know if those two issues had
been.

Mr. Mousel responded that the Suncoast would continue to be an issue unless it was killed for
good, which was not likely, and it looked like it was going though. He stated FFS has been
working to get mitigation, possible purchase of lands, and funds for fire line maintenance,
weather stations, and other items.

Mr. Talley suggested that a couple sentences be added to reflect the fact that the Suncoast
Parkway is coming,.
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Mr. Mousel stated something could be added about the V.A. Cemetery; he was told the last time
the VA had asked for land was to be the last time they could ask and it was written into the lease
that they would not ask for more land.

Mr. Priest asked if there were any other conflicts that should be mentioned.
Mr. Duval suggested the expansion of [-73.

Mr. Mousel replied it was in the plan.

Mr. Duval asked about the (Sable Trail) gas pipeline.

Mr. Mousel stated it was going down the power line.

Mr. Priest explained that only 50° outside the right of way would be taken.

Ms. Poag stated the Sabal Trail natural gas pipeline was not mentioned in the easement section
nor in the adjacent conflicting land use section.

Mr. Thomason stated he had heard DOT researching having a high-speed highway built from
Tampa to Jacksonville. No members were aware of that project.

Mr. Priest stated that he heard Suncoast Parkway 3 would affect Levy County.

Mr. Talley referenced Table 3, Threatened and Endangered Species, on page 30. He indicated he
had talked to Terry Doonan (FWC) about four mammal species that were not included: these
were FNAI tracked species that were not listed. The Tricolored Bat was split from the Pipistrelle
and would also be added as a FNAI tracked species.

Mr. Morris stated that if it were a candidate, it would be listed on the table.
Mr. Korn asked to clarify that the Tricolored Bat was not currently listed.

Mr. Talley replied it is a candidate species. The other species he wanted included in the table
were: Homosassa Shrew, Rafinesque’s Big-eared Bat, Florida Long-tailed Weasel and Big
Brown Bat.

Mr. Morris remarked we had looked for those species, but not yet found them.

Mr. Talley stated they are within the range of WSF, but have not been found occurring on the
property.

Ms. Poag asked if there had been a survey to look for them.

Mr. Ko asked if there were additional species.
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Ms. Wilde explained the species listed on Table 3 were listed and FNAI tracked species that had
been found on WSF; this data had been extracted from WSF’s listed species geodatabase.
Another separate protocol listed all listed and FN Al tracked species FFS was looking for; this list
already contained the Homosassa Shrew, Rafinesque’s Big-eared Bat, and Florida Long-tailed
Weasel, but not the Big Brown Bat or the Tricolored Bat. It also included numerous other
amphibian, reptile, bird, and mammal species that were listed or FNAI tracked but had not yet
been found on WSF.

Mr. Korn clarified that Table 3 contained species that “are known to occur” on WSF, actually
observed, and that this list did NOT include species that were being looked for.

Ms. Reed reminded everyone that if these species were sighted, the proper form would be needed
to be turned into FNAL

Mr. Talley commented that he would coordinate with Mr. Doonan.

Mr. Talley’s next item concerned Rock Lake Lodge. He referenced page 42 of the plan, and
stated the wording made it sounds like pen-reared doves were released on the site.

Mr. Priest stated the passage described referred to the previous owners of the property.

Mr. Talley suggested the wording be replaced with “upland game birds on premises”, because
only the USWFS would have been able to release doves.

Mr. Duval stated we were dealing with historical data.
Mr. Mousel remarked the previous owners were raising quail and planting for quail.

Mr. Korn asked if there were any objections to changing the language. There were not, and the
verbiage was changed.

Mr. Talley referenced page 45, which discussed the Dames Cave Complex and a possible future
day use arca. He also referenced page 6, objective 3, cooperation with the Karst Conservancy in
developing day use areas. Mr. Talley had previously spoken with Terry Doonan and Kevin
Oxenrider (FWC), who have concerns aboutWhite Nose Syndrome (WNS). WNS has been
detected in Georgia and Alabama now. He asked that the plan include language stating FFS
would work with the Karst Conservancy and FWC so WNS can be addressed.

Mr. Morris stated that would probably be done anyway.

Mr. Talley indicated the Tricolored Bat would probably be listed due to high mortality from
WNS throughout most its range.

The language to include FWC was approved and added.
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Mr. Talley expressed concern about the hunter access section. He stated it should be clarified
that hunting is undertaken in different ways in different units. He felt the language in this section
was too broad and made it sound like check stations were always open and operating.

Mr. Kom asked if anyone had a problem with changing the language in that section.

Mr. Talley stated there were many opportunities to participate in hunting. Each area has specific
rule and regulations which are published annually. The check stations are open during quota
hunts but not during all hunts.

Mr. Korn asked if everything else should be deleted.
Mr. Talley stated two sentences should.
Ms. Reed suggested “participation in game hunts regulated by FWC when necessary”.

Mr. Talley stated it gives the impression of more limitations than exist; the check station is not
staffed during all hunts.

Ms. Reed suggested “staffed during some hunts™.
Mr. Talley agreed.

Mr. Talley stated his concerns with sandhill stocking had already been addressed. The last part of
his written comments referred to pages 76-78, regarding terrestrial caves; he referred everyone to
his written comments. Mr. Talley expressed concern regarding cave entrances and said the
operation of airflow needed discussion. Kevin Oxenrider wished to add wording regarding bat
occupancy.

Mr. Ko asked Mr. Talley if his written comments included specific language he wanted
included.

Mr. Talley replied his comments were not specific wording he wanted but were meant to capture
the general idea. He wished similar wording to be written as part of the plan on page 76.

Mr. Korn asked where airflow should be addressed.

Mr. Talley replied “airflow may affect bat occupancy” could be included.

Mr. Ko remarked this was very technical and asked Mr. Morris what he thought.
Mr. Morris replied it seemed accurate.

Mr. Talley replied Tricolored Bats use caves for winter roosting during torpor.

Mr. Morris asked if that level of detail should be included in the DFC.
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Mr. Talley stated he had written to support the idea.
Mr. Morris stated maybe the plan should not be that detailed.

Mr. Korn noted Mr. Talley had included two lengthy paragraphs on the subject in his written
comments in the meeting minutes. Mr. Korn referenced page 78, management actions, which
indicated the intention to write a Cave Management Plan. He suggested the language be added,
“...Cave Management Plan will be developed in cooperation with FWC”.

Mr. Talley explained his comments were not meant to go directly into the plan, but to back up
his ideas. He concluded by stating a good job was done on the plan; it was thorough and
complete. He was glad the prescribed burn objectives were aggressive. He remarked he had
recently driven around Richloam and Croom and liked seeing all the burns; FFS had been doing
a good job and should keep it up.

John Thomas

Mr. Thomas stated he lived south of Inverness on CR3581, cast of the Citrus Tract. He leases
grazing rights from FFS. Mr. Thomas stated he had very good luck with cattle and a 90%
conception rate. He leases almost 300 acres. He subleases a good-sized piece up CR 491 from a
dairy operation. Mr. Thomas referenced page 16; 3589 acres in WSF are under cattle leases,
which generates $60,000 in revenue annually. His fees are $15,000 and he is very happy with it.
He and his wife are both from Citrus County. They have cattle in Citrus, Hernando, Sumter, and
Lake Counties. His family has owned land in Homosassa since 1891. He has two daughters that
have herds and Mr. Duval knows his son, who is also in the cattle business. Mr. Thomas stated
many young people, including people half his age, are looking for a place to raise cattle, and
WSF has 160,000 acres. Mr. Thomas explained in order to raise cattle, you need fences and
water; it is the cow’s job to raise a calf. He shipped 5 semi loads this year and the price of cattle
has doubled in the last year due to drought, which is a problem. He states the cattle will pay for
pumps, wells, and fences on FFS land.

Mr. Thomas stated the other big issue is cogon grass: it is a challenge to kill it. Tropical Soda
Apple is also an issue. He stated there is another plant that looks just like bahia, but livestock
won’t touch it, and there is lots of it on the Cason Tract. He compared land renovation to
prescribed burning: without prescribed burning, FFS is out of business. Similarly, pasture
renovation is vital to cattle. Sandhill needs to be renovated so it is in top condition and the pH is
where it should be. After 3-5 years, this land is on a downhill slide. Mr. Thomas would like to
take a chopper, aerator, or offset disk to some of the land to make it more productive.
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Mr. Priest remarked that on most cattle leases no soil disturbance is allowed. He wondered if the
other bahia-like grass Mr. Thomas was referring to was Natal Grass.

Mr. Thomas said he could get the name of the plant later, but it was a bad grass and cattle would
not touch it. He stated he was glad to be invited and he had two leases and he would like to
double that. He further stated FFS needed someone to tell people what they could and could not
do, and what is and is not right. He stated farmers need renovation like FFS needs prescribed
burning. He recalled a large historical fire and the damage it had caused, and stated it was
necessary to renovate land to upkeep production.

Mr. Korn replied we are bound at the field level with contracts that come out of Tallahassee, and
asking for changes is higher than his pay grade- but wise use and management of pasture sites
was certainly something of interest and concern to Commissioner Adam Putnam. Mr. Kom
stated the decreasing amount of agricultural land is certainly an issue, but generally FFS’ plans
and funding has focused on returning state forest land to native groundcover and trees. He said it
was certainly a good point and he indicated he would carry the issue to his supervisor.

Mr. Thomas stated Babcock Ranch is 90,000 acres with cattle and row-cropped land. Why not
put food on that land? He emphasized the need to maintain land.

Ms. Reed stated Babcock Ranch is doing exactly that.

Mr. Komn asked Mr. Thomas if a person with a cattle lease would work to put money into
(pasture) restoration.

Mr. Thomas replied they would, and that his father-in-law has 33 acres of non-productive land
south of Inverness planted in millet and rye. He replanted it six weeks ago and has covered up
one ditch line. He is able to do this because the market has improved. Mr. Thomas stated you can
grow corn, cattle, or hogs, you just need a good fence. He stated lessees are willing to spend the
money, as 20-30 acres could bring in half a million dollars. Mr. Thomas thanked the group for
the opportunity to speak.

Mike Penn asked Mr. Thomas if it had been his cattle that ate the sand pine in the seed orchard,
ripping off the bark. This was in reference to a very unusual incident that occurred at the Seed
Orchard several years ago.

Mr. Priest said it was a previous lease.

Mr. Thomas said that man lost 35 cows on a previous lease; he had only lost one.

Sally McDavid

44



Ms. McDavid thanked the group for their work and said she had learned a lot. She appreciated
the work done, and everyone had been easy to work with and the cooperation had been great.

Ms. McDavid wished to discuss advertising for the MPAG meeting, which was not addressed in
the plan. She stated it had been in the Citrus County Chronicle on the 3", She had asked if it
would be a problem to put the notice out to her email list and Facebook page.

Mr. Penn had responded previously that it would be acceptable.

Ms. McDavid wondered if many users showed at the previous night’s meeting because of the
newspaper announcement; there had also been a front page article in the paper, which she asked
about.

Mr. Penn replied FFS did not ask for the article, but the paper had called. He called them back,
but they did not return his call and he did not talk to them.

Ms. McDavid expressed the article was a good thing. She realized FFS does the legal notice, but
perhaps more could be done to let user groups know about the meeting.

Mr. Korn mentioned the possibility of a notification list, like that used for prescribed burning:
FFS keeps a list of people to contact in case a prescribed burn is happening in their area. Florida
Statute provides structure as to what announcements must be made.

Ms. McDavid said as with the newspaper and legal notices, FFS should also let user groups
know about the meetings.

Ms. McDavid referenced page 2 in the introduction, which states, “The (Withlacoochee) river
twists throughout its 70-mile northwesterly journey from the Green Swamp in northern Polk
County to its mouth on the Gulf of Mexico, south of Cedar Key”. She stated that the
Withlacoochee River actually comes out at Yankeetown- not in the city limits, but near there.

Mr. Korn asked if the group approved of a change from “Cedar Key” to “Yankeetown™; the
change was approved and the language changed.

Ms. McDavid referenced page 6, goal 2, objective 9, which stated that the estimated cost to
update the WSF brochures and website was $10,000. She related her group had an event for
which a lady could not find a map for the trails. Her horse group was migrating to a new website,
and had asked Lita Hart (Recreation Administrator) for a button they could include to navigate to
our website. The person wanting a trail map could not find one and there was only a link to the
SWFWMD site. Ms. McDavid asked what format we get for the brochures costing $10,000.

Mr. Korn said they have a map on one side and information on the other.
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Ms. McDavid stated on her organization’s website they have a downloadable .pdf. It “keeps it
green” and saves them money. She moved a kiosk in Citrus because they went through 1000
maps in 5 months. Now, people can print maps from their website; they just send them the URL
of the website.

Mr. Korn expressed concern about the lack of maps on the FFS website.

Mr. Priest responded Ms. Hart is aware of the issue and they are working on Two Mile Prairie
and Homosassa to get a scan code to get to a map on the webpage.

Mr. Mousel clarified it was a QR code and they had been redone.
Mr. Priest explained they were working on more detailed maps.

Ms. Reed remarked that trail maps are being worked on district by district; they are revamping
the maps statewide.

Ms. McDavid referenced page 18, and expressed dismay that FFS lost an inmate crew leader,
and by not being able to keep this position FFS probably lost $80,000 worth of work. She asked
if there were plans for further cuts.

Mr. Mousel replied FFS was not threatened with cuts this past fiscal year. He explained that
when cuts occur vacant positions are let go before cutting a held position. However, those
positions do not come back easily.

Mr. Korn concurred much manpower was lost because of that position cut.

Ms. McDavid referenced page 22 and asked for Nature Coast Back Country Horsemen to be
added as a user group.

Ms. McDavid referenced page 40, Croom Tract, Item 2. She reiterated Mr. McIntosh’s concern
that equestrians be added to the last sentence of the first paragraph.

Mr. Korn stated the change had already been made.

Ms. MeDavid thanked the group.

Wendy Poag

Ms. Poag stated she represented Lake County, but was also a member of the Florida Native Plant
Society, Land Management Committee, as well as “representing” politicians, hunters, horse
interests, people that have dogs, and various “tree-hugger” groups. She appreciated there were so
many aspects to manage. She referenced page 1, Management Needs, and asked if there were not
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more needs or if those were the most pressing. She asked why items such as exotics species and
plant and animal inventories were not included.

Mr. Korn agreed, stated the point was well taken, and it would be revisited. He asked WSF to
take another look at this and update the language.

Ms. Poag asked if there were any public access points in Lake County.

Mr. Mousel replied there was one on Bay Lake Road; hunters, bikers, and hikers could access
Richloam from the trail.

Mr. Penn added, so could “mudders™.
Ms. Poag expressed curiosity about promoting access sites.

Mr. Mousel stated Bay Lake Rd. had a parking lot for the Van Fleet Trail which was adjacent to
WSF and provided driving access to Richloam.

Ms. Poag wondered if any partnership was in place with the County for bathroom maintenance,
patrolling, and other items.

Mr. Mousel replied there had been two partnerships with County governments. Years ago, a
grant had provided for a bathroom and trailhead at Tucker Hill. Currently, the Good Neighbor
Trail project was a partnership which also included DOT and was going to provide
improvements to the old railroad bed in Croom.

Ms. Poag stated normally FFS does not reach out to counties, and is missing partnership
opportunities.

Mr. Korn noted FFS has subleased some sites such as landfills and Whispering Pines to counties.

Ms. Poag expressed ecotourism is a different economic base for the State, as is agrotourism.
Lands belonging to ONF, WSF, SSF, STRWMD were not known or toured on the county level.
She asked if this should be in the plan.

Mr. Penn responded that FFS is developing a MOA with Hernando County to assist with lease at
Chinsegut Hill, and that FFS would manage the exotics. Also, a state lands tour had recently
been planned with Citrus County tourism personnel.

Ms. Poag replied, but it is not a goal on the State Forest.
Mr. Ko replied it had been added on Welaka, and asked if specific wording should be added.

Ms. Reed stated this had worked well regards the Big Shoals Public Lands property —
specifically on the City of White Springs website, where the City in conjunction with the Water
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Management District, FFS, and FWC had touted ecotourism for mountain bikes. This includes
Big Shoals State Park and is doing well.

Ralph Hancock stated he had been involved with them, too.

Ms. Poag asked about natural communities management. Had FFS had figured the percentage of
land in DFC?

Mr. Kom replied it is not in there.

Ms. Poag referenced page 5, regarding monitoring public access resource impact, and asked why
a performance goal, such as the number of visitor opportunities per day, was not listed. She
stated user groups should be managed to control erosion. She asked if anything measured
impacts or dollars spent.

Mr. Korn replied the DEP Land Management Review (LMR) process scores how well visitor
impacts are managed, but it is not a specific Florida Forever goal/objective.

Ms. Poag asked if it was a goal on a different level.

Mr. Korn asked how one would measure visitor impact and how to determine how much use is
too much.

Ms. Poag stated carrying capacity is the usual measure but is has not been defined.
Mr. Ko noted that Croom was hit hard by use by multiple recreation groups.
Ms. Poag asked if there was no goal, should there be an objective in this regard?

Mr. Mousel responded it would be possible if we had managed access. He stated the main forest
had been in public access since the 1930°s and impacts were hard to measure.

Ms. Poag stated the public always wants more trails and more boat ramps, but at what point does
it degrade the experience?

Mr. Duval responded again, we were talking about carrying capacity.
Mr. Korn stated he would bring the issue up to management.

Mr. Penn said they were trying to figure how to measure that and over time, they will have more
tools and will be better able to evaluate, but it is beyond FFS to develop it.

Mr. Duval remarked because some people don’t need a permit, it can be hard to carrying
capacity.
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Mr. Talley elaborated, stating in some areas people over 60, or disabled, for example, are exempt
and in other areas there are no exemptions. There are processes for rule changes and it very hard
to decrease hunting opportunities, but easy to increase them. There is language in the statutes
regarding “no net loss of hunting”.

Mr. Penn stated if Ms. Poag was interested FFS would be happy to give her a tour of the forest.

Dennis Johnson

Mr. Johnson stated in general the plan is good. He stated another objective was needed so FFS
can find ways to fund an increase in the quantity, but not quality, of law enforcement, as the
DOACS law enforcement has been lost. He stated it needed to be added as a specific goal
(objective).

Mr. Korn replied FFS needs to increase dialogue with law enforcement to decrease damage to
roads and to decrease vandalism.

Mr. Johnson agreed and believed if it was seen in the goals it would get more attention. He stated
he used to be in law enforcement. He related one incident where a man had run on foot into the
woods in Richloam. The Sheriffs’ Departments from Citrus, Lake, and Sumter did nothing
because they did not know the roads. They called him because they knew he hunted the area and
he brought them a map. Mr. Johnson stated Hernando County does the best job, but local law
enforcement does not know where things are on the forest.

Mr. Korn asked if a consensus existed to add an objective to increase the amount of law
enforcement presence.

Ms. Poag asked where in the plan it would go.
Mr. Thomason said wherever appropriate.

Ms. Reed suggested the wording “Increase quantity and quality of law enforcement presence to
address issues on the forest”.

Mr. Ko said it’d be probably better to omit “quality™.
Mr. Morris agreed and said they might be insulted.
Mr. Johnson stated laws could be passed, but manpower was needed to enforce those laws.

Mr. Johnson stated his sportsmen’s group hosts a cleanup on Richloam. Sumter County
sometimes provides dumpsters and other equipment, although for the first time in 14 years, they

forgot the dumpster. He stated over 2 tons of household garbage was collected, including over 80
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tires. He stated you couldn’t go 15 feet in the forest without finding beer bottles and cans. He
stated that was the end of his comments.

Mr. Korn replied everyone was in agreement.

Mickey Thomason

Mr. Thomason thanked the group for the opportunity and stated FFS was doing a good job with
the balancing act required to manage the forest. He said the plan was good.

Mr. Thomason referenced page 35, objective 3, and stated it was the only objective with
someone’s name assigned to it. The group agreed the name should be removed.

Mr. Thomason referenced page 64, dome swamp conditions. He asked what part of DEP FFS is
working with that does hydrologic restoration on FFS lands.

Mr. Penn replied much work was done on Baird through DOT mitigation, in particular with
Allen Berdette. However, they have redistricted and are now out of Orlando so there is no one in
that office with a hydrological background.

Mr. Korn moved that the last three words “performed by DEP” be stricken.

Mr. Thomason stated there was also a mudding issue. A goal should be added to recreation to
assess the establishment of a mudding area; if they do not have a designated place, they will go
anywhere.

Mr. Priest asked if it would be free, or would FFS charge a fee?

Mr. Thomason responded it was an operational issue. However, CMA should be used as an
example: a need was met and it created revenue. He thought the issue, while a “Pandora’s Box”,
should nonetheless be assessed. He stated there was a mudding site by Inglis that was making a
fortune at $15 a head.

Mr. Priest asked if we should assess the need for additional OHV sites.
Mr. Penn stated there are private bogging areas which incur a cost, but FFS is free.
Mr. Thomason stated wherever the party is, that is where they will go.

Mr. Priest replied there are probably places on Citrus where the grandkids go where the
grandfather went.

Mr. Kom stated the Director often hears from the same people on issues and has expressed
openness and desire to everyone and their thoughts on management and public use.
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Ms. Laird said it could be made affordable, competitive, and make money.
Mr. Ko stated, so we want to assess opportunities for areas for. ....

Mr. Duval stated the terminology is “sticky”.

Ms. Reed suggested “OHV™.

Mr. Korn suggested “off road vehicles™.

It was clarified that a licensed OHYV is less than 50” and has other parameters as well, and what
we’re talking about here are road vehicles.

Mr. Ko stated some wordsmithing would be undertaken to add relevant language.

Mr. Thomason indicated that was his last comments, and the plan was good.

Chris Reed

Mr. Reed stated the plan was a good one and most of his notes had already been addressed. He
stated he thought Ecology in particular had done a great job and mentioned the geo-database, the
RCWs, and the exotics.

Mr. Reed referenced page 47 and the targeted prescribed burn goal of 30,000 acres. He thought
the goal should be closer to 35,000 acres, based on the amount of pyric communities.

Mr. Ko stated 30,000 was not as lofty, but appropriate especially if some of those communities
had young or unthinned pine trees.

Mr. Mousel stated that acreage could be increased but the wild card was the Richloam Tract,
which could be too wet, just right, or too dry to burn. FFS reached 15,000 acres this year, but
also hit Citrus hard. If only 2000 acres are able to be burned in Richloam, 30,000 acres can be
hard to maintain.

Mr. Reed responded sandhill has a short rotation and FFS should be able to make up the
difference there.

Mr. Kom replied that FFS did not necessarily want to burn 30,000 acres annually, but to average
that much, to hit a range.

Mr. Reed understood that 45,000 might be burned one year, and 20,000 the next.

Mr. Korn asked Mr. Mousel and WSF staff take a look and possibly bump that number up, or
use a range.
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Mr. Thomason said a caveat of weather or personnel could be listed.

Mr. Reed wanted fire to be considered for a long term goal, and to see a condition class pursued.
He related TNC, USFS, and SWFWMD had moved to classifying units by status of fire return
interval. Four condition classes were used, geared towards disturbance interval:

e Condition 1: area is within FNAI fire return / disturbance interval
¢ Condition 2: area is within one rotation of FNAI fire return / disturbance interval
s Condition 3: area is within 2 years of FNAI fire return / disturbance interval

¢ Condition 4: area needs more than fire to return to FNAI fire return / disturbance
interval

Ms. Poag asked if such a statement could be made as ‘7,000 acres are within one year fire return
interval”.

Mr. Reed replied once descriptions are in hand they can be done annually depending on what has
been achieved.

Ms. Poag asked if it is part of an evaluation.

Mr. Reed replied DEP required them to do it.

Mr. Ko commented it is more geared to ecological condition.

Kawika Bailey stated condition class was more appropriate for the annual burn plan.
Mr. Reed responded it was a long term goal.

Mr. Penn asked Mr. Reed to please send that information to him.

Mr. Talley stated there was an ecological condition model on Osceola National Forest.
Mr. Korn responded it was an operational level matter.

Mr. Mousel expressed interest in getting it into the plan. However, he asked if, without going
through the Forest Management Bureau, a precedent was being set for the rest of the state. He
said it could be embraced as an entry into the fire history map, but should be discussed with
Forest Management. He stated he would also like to see the descriptions.

Mr. Reed stated it was a good tool because it can be queried to see what is in and out.

Mr. Mousel stated FFS assessment was based on the rough -one year, two year, etc. - to see what
areas needed to be burned.
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Mr. Bailey was in favor of condition class and asked if it considered DFC.

Mr. Reed stated his next comment might be operational as well, but he wished to discuss
invasive exotic animals. He noted exotic plants were covered on page 52, but there was a big
hole in the plan with the omission of exotic animals — namely, hogs. How are levels maintained?

Mr. Korn asked if the statement in the 4™ paragraph regarding feral hogs was not sufficient. If
not, what would he like to see added?

Mr. Reed replied additional hunting or trapping opportunities. FFS could contract with USDA
where hogs are changing natural communities, or hog/dog hunts could be held.

Mr. Korn asked if there is a problem with hogs.
Mr. Reed replied there is one, on Richloam.

Mr. Korn stated if a problem exists, it should be identified in the plan, including a statement of
what to do about it.

Mr. Morris stated WSF kind of ignores hogs and perhaps it should be brought up with FWC as it
is a game animal.

Mr. Mousel and Mr. Talley responded it is not a game animal and there is no hog size or bag
limit on hogs during hunts on WSF.

Mr. Morris suggested we beef up the wording with newer information.
Mr. Korn suggested some verbiage could be added and asked Mr. Penn for his input.

Mr. Penn stated some things could be added but there was not any money available to deal with
the issue. WSF gives special use permits for hog trapping, but where everyone wants to trap is at
Rock Lake. He stated FFS is trying to do some things. Could there be a gun hunt opportunity?

Mr. Reed suggested that FF'S allow dogs to be used during special hunts

Mr. Penn added, on Richloam.

Mr. Mousel related most WSF permits are for traps.

Mr. Korn asked if a consensus had been reached that a change was needed in the plan.
Ms. Laird stated the wording sounded like FFS is doing the trapping.

Mr. Mousel stated FFS holds the administrative permit, but issues it to those who want it.
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Mr. Thomas agreed with Mr. Reed; permission exists, but it needs to be promoted. A specific
vehicle is needed.

Mr. Korn replied FFS would take a look and see what words work.
Mr. Laird expressed a need to elaborate.

Mr. Penn related hog dog hunts could be set up but it would depend on the location. On
Richloam it would affect prescribed burning as FFS would not want to burn during hunting,

Mr. Talley stated in some regions a summer hog dog hunt had been added — although he
(personally) would not want to do that in the heat of summer.

Mr. Reed stated some places administer their own hunts, some contract it out, and some do it for
free.

Mr. Penn asked if Mr. Reed could supply names.
Mr. Reed stated they encourage the hog dog hunts to take place at night.

Mr. Reed referenced page 7 goal 3 and stated the “measureables” could be beefed up. Regarding
mosquito control, there should be a measure of need for an arthropod control plan (ACP).

Mr. Kom replied, only if it is requested by the local county mosquito control district. The ACP is
not needed if no interest exists in treating. It is up to the County to initiate. If they want to spray
then they must develop an arthropod control plan — to be approved by FFS - which includes
where and what treatment is to occur.

Mr. Reed referenced goal 4, objective 4, on page 8; he had an issue with the performance
measure, number of depression marshes surveyed. Mr. Reed suggested that FFS should highlight
“target” marshes, and the performance goal should be the percentage of target marshes surveyed.
Perhaps only those with T&E species should be surveyed.

Mr. Morris suggested the number of significant, focal marshes be targeted and where listed
species occurred they should be checked annually.

Mr. Talley stated that if only those marshes previously having T&E species were surveyed, then
other places where T&E species were might be missed. He related that striped newts had recently
been found in new areas.

Mr. Priest suggested the number of acres surveyed.

Mr. Reed suggested certain areas to be survey should be identified and a percentage of those
should be surveyed.
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Mr. Korn suggested the number of marshes be targeted, and a percentage of those be surveyed.
Mr. Penn stated this could be done along with timber stand inventory.

Mr. Reed indicated that was his last comment.

Ralph Hancock

Mr. Hancock indicated that he had not seen the 10 Year Management Plan before and he was
impressed with the job and the time and effort put in. He stated his learning curve as far as “what
in hell are you talking about?” had gone through the roof.

Mr. Hancock referenced page 38, at the top, regarding solid waste dumping. He had read the part
about sending a warning letter to offenders and wanted to know if it is known who they are, why
they are not busted. Do the chops exist to prosecute them?

Mr. Duval responded that when a dump of illegal waste is found, law enforcement will go
through it to look for indentifying marks. If they are found, law enforcement will take the case to
ajudge. They will prosecute.

Mr. Talley stated that junk mail is great for illegal dumps.

Mr. Thomas related an incident where he had a dumpster on his yard and someone had filled it-
but they left mail. A Lt. Colonel was found to be the guilty party, and he asked what he could do
to make things right. Mr. Thomas replied to him, “Don’t do it to anyone else.”

Mr. Hancock stated that trying to keep up with mowing trails was a problem where feral hogs
were present. He stated it put him between a rock and a hard place: he would like to see fewer
hogs, but he would not want to hike during a hog hunt or take equipment down a trail during a
hunt season.

Mr. Korn stated that page 52 perhaps describes the problem more.

Mr. Hancock replied no, he was just reinforcing his view. If there were more hunts, there would
be less time to hike, burn, mow, etc. He thanked the group for the opportunity to participate.

Mr. Korn thanked Mr. Hancock for volunteering on the Forest.

Patricia Laird

Ms. Laird stated most of her concerns had already been addressed. She referenced page 38,
stating the leased property did not line up with the exhibits. She indicated it might warrant going
back and checking page numbers.
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Mr. Korn asked Mr. Priest for clarification.
Mr. Priest replied those were specific to landfills.
Mr. Korn said a comparison would be made and asked Mr. Priest to take a closer look.

Mr. Thomason stated perhaps a disclaimer should be included and leases and subleases could be
detailed out; a more comprehensive list might be needed.

Mr. Priest said it included utility easements and such.

Ms. Laird referenced page 18, the inmate program. She recognized that an inmate supervisor
position lost represented a huge loss of viable manpower.

Mr. Korn related the Andrews Nursery’s inmate help had gone away too, and fluctuations with
inmate programs happen. He stated while WSF had been fortunate because Sumter Correctional
Institution (SCI) had always been supportive, FFS needs to have inmate supervisors.

Mr. Penn stated that everyone agreed and when times get better he would like to get that position
back. However, more WSF employees have been getting inmate certified so they can be utilized
for special jobs. He stated he would be going through certification soon and Mr. Morris is
certified and uses inmates for RCW work. Dan Taylor, a forester, has also been certified.

Ms. Laird thought it sounded like a step towards rectifying the issues.

Ms. Laird asked about the Good Neighbor Trail (GNT) which was to go several miles through
the forest on a trail 4WD vehicles commonly used.

Mr. Kom replied local government funds had been provided for the GNT.

Mr. Mousel stated the GNT would be a paved trail from the Withlacoochee State Trail through
the forest to Richbarn Road. Places where it crosses the trail system would be reinforced so FFS
will be able to cross it with fire equipment. Either side was to have permanent posts to prevent
mud boggers,etc. from damaging it. Ms. Laird asked if the GNT would be an ongoing expense.

Mr. Mousel replied it would not.
Ms. Laird asked if there would a place to access the GNT.

Mr. Mousel replied that a parking lot, made small intentionally, was to be created. It would not
be big enough for horses.

Ms. Laird asked if there would be a day use area.
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Mr. Mousel replied there would not, but there would be a kiosk and a sign that said “entering
WSF”.

Mr. Korn stated he did not see anything about the proposed paved Good Neighbor Trail in the
plan.

Mr. Priest and Mr. Morris both stated that it was a more recent development.

Mr. Korn stated it should be added to Exhibit N, “Planned Recreational Improvements map”,
along with a small text insert in the plan.

Mr. Thomason indicated he had one more item he wished to discuss: page 16, item 7, aquatic
preserves. He asked if Withlacoochee State River was an aquatic preserve.

Ms. Reed said she would check on that.
Mr. Priest said the National Wildlife Refuge is considered an aquatic preserve.

Ms. Reed said there are three or four: Apalachicola Bay, the Keys, and Estero Bay among them.
These are regional areas of special concern.

Mr. Thomason asked if the table with adjacent managed lands had those listed.

Keith Mousel
Mr. Mousel stated he had some technical edits that he would not be going over.

Mr. Mousel referenced page 49, seed orchard, the paragraph starting with “To maintain a viable
seed-producing orchard”. He wished to add that any new seed orchard would be within the
existing boundaries of the present seed orchard.

Mr. Mousel referenced page 53, msects and disease. He wished to change the first statement,
“currently there are no insect problems on WSF” to “currently there are no insect problems
related to pines on WSF”.

Mr. Talley asked if there had been Red Bay laurel wilt on WSF.
Mr. Morris, Mr. Penn, and Mr. Mousel stated there was.
Mr. Talley noted it was expected to occur on WSF.

Mr. Morris stated it was on Headquarters and Croom but not on Richloam or Jumper Creek.
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Mr. Komn asked that Croom and Richloam be added to the relevant sentence and Richloam and
Jumper Creek left out.

Mr. Mousel referenced the same paragraph, last sentence. He stated there were no applicable
control measures, but FFS had inoculated 25 trees on Headquarters in an attempt to keep them
alive and free from laurel wilt. He stated that a sentence should be added to state that fact.

Mr. Korn referenced page 71, current conditions; a change was needed to reflect that Croom and
Headquarters have laurel wilt.

Mr. Mousel stated Wandering Jew needed to be added to the list of other invasive exotic plants.
Mr. Korn asked what page that was on and if it was on a table as well.

Mr. Morris replied it was on page 50 but not on a table.

Mr. Korn said they will need to add it in

Mr. Reed stated it was also in Exhibit P.

Mr. Korn asked if there was anything else.

Mr. Morris stated the Table of Contents and relevant page numbers were all messed up on the
draft.

Ms. Reed said it would be fixed.

Mr. Penn stated several people expressed they liked the plan and it how well it was done. He
thanked Mr. Priest, to whom he had delegated the task, and said he had done a good job.

Ted Schrader (Written Comments)

Mr. Korn stated there were written comments from Pasco County Commissioner Ted Schrader
which had been attached to the meeting minutes but not yet discussed. He asked everyone to take
a minute to look them over and see if any important points were missed, needed discussion, or
changed anyone’s mind about the plan.

After a minute, Mr. Korn noted that Mr. Schrader’s comments were mostly geared towards
Recreation; specifically, to increase access points for paddling, bicycling, camping, etc.

Mr. Duval stated this had mostly been addressed and that FFS was looking to expand a hunt
camp in Pasco County. Hogs had already been addressed.
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Ms. Poag said Mr. Schrader’s comments spoke to what she had said about measuring
recreational impacts and the needs to know where you are. She stated that county governments
are focused on increased amenities.

Mr. Duval said Mr. Schrader was probably not aware of a recent Pasco County track meet at
Lake MecKethan, among other activities.

Mr. Komn asked if there was anything that needed to be addressed on the plan. Was it necessary
to increase promotion of recreational opportunities in the State Forest? No one expressed need to
make any further changes to the plan.

No changes were suggested.

Mr. Kormn thanked everyone for coming and reminded them they were legally bound not to
discuss anything amongst themselves until ARC gets the plan. He stated that Director Jim Karels
travels a lot and likes to read what people think, so he was sure he would be reading the minutes.
He said they should be ready to mail out to everyone to read/review within the next week.

Mr. Mousel thanked everyone for coming and recognized it was not an easy process- especially
without A/C in the building. He appreciated everyone taking their time for the meeting.

Mr. Thomason made a motion to adjourn.
Mr. Johnson seconded the motion.

The meeting was adjourned at 3:37 pm.
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Exhibit V

WSF Budget Summary



(oA THTE | percmisgerTaator [ ST St ey c
14 EXPENDITURES - Need
|Resource Manag t $ 1,809,516 30.40% 5 6,118,032.63
Exotic Species Control $ 65,270 250% 503,127.68
5.80%
Prescribed Burning % 1,167 256 S 1,167,256.23
Cultural Resources Management E 2611 0.10% 5 20,125.11
Timber Management 3 263,692 10.10% S 203263584
Hydrological Management $ 18,276 070% 5 140,875.75
$ - $ -
OTHER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT § 292 411 11.20% 5 2,254,012.02
Listed Species Management $ - S -
Forest Pest and Disease % - $ -
Plant Conservation Program % - $ -
State Forest Research Projects $ - S -
Boundary Surveys for State Forests $ - $ -
Other Activities Also Include: % - $ -
Liaison Communify Meetings / Boundary Line
Maintenance / Forest Inventories and Various Other
Activities / Wildfire Suppression on State Forests
5 -
Administration $ 203,643 7.80% $ 1,5669,758.37
Central Ofiice Headquarters $ 203,643 780% 5 1,569,758.37
DistrictRegions % - $ -
Units/Projects $ - S -
$ - 5 -
|Support $ 770,189 29.50% $ 2,938,265.67
Land Management Planning $ 46,985 1.80% 5 362,251.83
Land Management Reviews $ 7,832 0.30% 5 60,375.32
Training/Staff Development $ 148,816 570% 5 1,147,131.12
Vehicle Purchase $ 10,443 0.40% S 80,500.43
Vehicle Cperations and Maintenance 3 389,011 14.90% S -
$ - S -
OTHER SUPPORT $ 167 082 5.40% S 1,288,006.87
State Forest Land Acquisition Support 5 -
Other Activilies Also include: $ - S -
Computer Maintenance / Radio Maintenance / Technical
Support / Management of Apiary and Cattle Leasss /
State Forest Easements and Other Various Activiies | § - 5 -
g -
Capital Improvements $ 509,108 19.50% $ 3,924,395.83
MNew Facility Construction $ 120,087 4.60% s 925,754.94
Facility Maintenance § 389,01 14.90% E] 2,998,640.99
S -
Visitor Services/Recreation $ 334,184 12.80% S 2,576,013.74
Information/Education $ 75,714 2.90% s 583,628.11
Operations % 258,470 9.90% 5 1,892 385,63
5 -
Law Enforcement % - 0.00% 5 -
Total $ 2,610,811 100 20,125,107.33
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