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1.0 Project Summary

1.1 Project Background

The Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) is studying a new expressway connection
between State Road 417 near Boggy Creek Road in Orange County and Cyrils Drive in Osceola
County. This project is a re-evaluation of the Osceola Parkway Extension (OPE) Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study that was prepared for the Osceola County
Expressway Authority (OCX) in 2017. The Natural Resources Evaluation analyses conducted in
support of that PD&E Study largely coincide with the current alternatives being carried forward
by CFX. The present re-evaluation was conducted to update the previous analyses to include
additional and revised alternatives developed by CFX.

1.2 Project Description

Beginning at an interchange with SR 417, OPE will extend approximately one and a half miles
south at which point it will turn eastward just north of the Orange County / Osceola County line.
Generally paralleling the county line, OPE will extend east / southeast approximately eight
miles. Figure 1.2.1 shows the current Osceola Parkway Extension study area.

OPE will provide direct, high speed connections between several of Central Florida’s economic
generators such as the Orlando International Airport, Lake Nona Medical City in Orange County
and the Northeast District (NED) in Osceola County. OPE will also advance the expanded
regional roadway network adopted by the East Central Florida Corridor Task Force, which
recognized the need to provide enhanced east / west multi-modal travel capacity between Central
Florida and Florida’s east coast.

The OPE was originally conceived to extend the existing Osceola Parkway that begins on the
Walt Disney World Resort property and ends approximately 20 miles east near the intersection
of Boggy Creek Road and Simpson Road. The original OPE proposed to extend the Osceola
Parkway nine miles east to the proposed Northeast Connector Expressway. During the 2017
OCX PD&E study process, it was determined that a direct connection from the existing Osceola
Parkway to the proposed OPE was not viable due to high residential and community cohesion
impacts. Therefore, the alternatives herein do not directly connect to the existing Osceola
Parkway but provide the same regional connectivity and relief that the original study attempted
to resolve.
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1.3 Purpose and Need

The primary purpose of the OPE is to respond to and prepare for future growth planned and
approved in Orange County’s Innovation Way Overlay and Osceola County’s Narcoossee
Planning Initiative area and the NED planning areas. Additionally, the OPE will promote
regional system linkage and network connectivity to existing SR 417 and SR 528 in east Orange
County and the proposed Northeast Connector Expressway that is planned to provide further
connectivity to Florida’s Turnpike and US 192.

1.4 Alternatives Description

The need for the project is based on several factors including accommodating future travel
demand and capacity needs and improving system linkages. Current infrastructure will not
adequately accommodate the planned development in Orange and Osceola counties. Future
growth and travel demand is anticipated in the region because of approved proposed
developments including NED in Osceola County, planned development in the Innovation Way
Planned Overlay Area in Orange County, and planned development in the Narcoossee Planning
Initiative area. As a result, local and regional facilities are expected to exceed capacity, creating a
gap between proposed developments and a regional transportation system. Additionally, the East
Central Florida Corridor Task Force Summary Report recommended potential study areas for
new or significantly upgraded east-west corridors in the OPE study area region.

One typical section is considered for the length of the project. The proposed typical section
features two 12-foot travel lanes in each direction flanked by 12-foot paved inside and outside
shoulders. The proposed median width is 82 feet wide, which can accommodate future widening.
The ultimate typical section features an eight-lane section and two potential multi-use lanes with
a concrete median barrier wall. The proposed typical section requires 330 feet of limited access
right-of-way, which includes a border width of 88 feet on both sides of OPE as shown on Figure
1.4.1.
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Figure 1.4.1: Proposed Typical Section
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The alternatives for the project are split into two sections:

e West Segment from SR 417 to Narcoossee Road (Section 1.4.1); and
e FEast Segment from Narcoossee Road (Section 1.4.2).

1.4.1 West Segment

The SR 417 to Narcoossee Road segment features two roadway alternatives. In addition to the
OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) West of Narcoossee Road, two additional
alternatives for the West segment are identified as follows:

e Lake Nona Alternative; and

e Boggy Creek Road Alternative.

1.4.1.1 Lake Nona Alternative

The Lake Nona Alternative begins with a system interchange with SR 417 that provides access
to the Orlando International Airport. The alignment then travels south through the Lake Nona
property, where there is a partial interchange with Laureate Boulevard. The alternative continues
south until the Orange / Osceola County line, where the alignment curves to the east. Simpson
Road is proposed to be extended east of Boggy Creek Road to connect to the Poitras property.
An interchange will be provided with this extension of Simpson Road, near the county line. The
alignment continues along the Orange / Osceola County line and includes a proposed interchange
at Narcoossee Road. Due to the proximity of the proposed interchange with Narcoossee Road,
Clapp Simms Duda Road is proposed to be relocated south, so it aligns with the existing Boggy
Creek Road signalized intersection. An overview of this alternative and the OCX PD&E
Recommended Alternative (2017) West of Narcoossee Road is shown on Figure 1.4.2.
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1.4.1.2 Boggy Creek Road Alternative

The Boggy Creek Road Alternative closely follows the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative
(2017). The Boggy Creek Road Alternative also begins with a system interchange at SR 417,
then travels south and parallel to the east side of Boggy Creek Road. Simpson Road is proposed
to be extended east of Boggy Creek Road. An interchange will be provided with this extension of
Simpson Road just northeast of the existing Simpson Road and Boggy Creek Road intersection.
Similar to the Lake Nona Alternative, after the interchange, the alternative turns eastward and
parallels the Orange/ Osceola County line approaching a proposed interchange at Narcoossee
Road. Due to the proximity of the proposed interchange with Narcoossee Road, Clapp Simms
Duda Road is proposed to be relocated south, so it aligns with the existing Boggy Creek Road
signalized intersection. An overview of this alternative and the OCX PD&E Recommended
Alternative (2017) West of Narcoossee Road is shown on Figure 1.4.3.
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1.4.2 East Segment

In addition to the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017), east of Narcoossee Road, two
additional alternatives have been evaluated for the portion of the study area east of Narcoosssee
Road. The two additional alternatives for the east segment are identified as follows:

e Split Oak Minimization Alternative; and

e Split Oak Avoidance Alternative

1.4.2.1 Split Oak Minimization Alternative

The Split Oak Minimization Alternative travels north of and parallel to Clapp Simms Duda Road
before turning southeast near Canal C-29A. The alternative traverses the southwestern edge of
Split Oak Forest and includes a local access interchange with Cyrils Drive just east of Split Oak
Forest. An overview of this alternative and the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017)
East of Narcoossee Road is shown on Figure 1.4.4.
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1.4.2.2 Split Oak Avoidance Alternative

The Split Oak Avoidance Alternative also travels north of and parallel to Clapp Simms Duda
Road before turning south just before Canal C-29A. This alternative is positioned west of Split
Oak Forest and overpasses Cyrils Drive before being positioned south of and parallel to the
existing Cyrils Drive. This alternative then reconfigures Cyrils Drive into a pair of one-way
frontage roads on either side of OPE. An interchange with Cyrils Drive is provided near Absher
Road. This alternative avoids direct impacts to Split Oak Forest. An overview of this alternative
and the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) East of Narcoossee Road is shown on
Figure 1.4.5.
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Figure 1.4.5: Split Oak Avoidance Alternative
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1.5 Existing Conditions

The following sections describe the existing conditions of the natural and physical environment
within the study area.

1.5.1 Existing Land Use

Land cover land use data from the South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD, 2016)
was utilized to develop a baseline of existing habitat types within the study area. Limited ground
truthing by biologists was conducted during field reviews on August 13, August 14 and
November 7, 2018 to confirm existing land uses within the study area. During field reviews, it
was noted that several areas that were mapped as improved or unimproved pasture have
subsequently been developed. In these areas, the maps included as Figure 1.5.1 and 1.5.2 were
updated from 2018 aerials and photointerpretation to reflect current land uses. Habitat types were
mapped using the Florida Land Use/ Cover and Forms Classification System (FLUCFCS).

A summary of habitat types within the project study area are presented in Table 1.5.1 and
Figures 1.5.1 and 1.5.2 show the habitats within the project study area.
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Table 1.5.1: Existing Land Use Types within Study Area

FLUCFCS Description
Classification
111 Fixed Single Family Units
113 Mixed Units, Fixed and Mobile Home Units
118 Rural Residential
121 Fixed Single Family Units
123 Mixed Units, Fixed and Mobile Home Units
129 Medium Density Under Construction
132 Mobile Home Units
140 Commercial and Services
149 Commercial and Services Under Construction.
190 Open Land
211 Improved Pastures
212 Unimproved Pastures
213 Woodland Pastures
221 Citrus Groves
243 Ornamentals
251 Horse Farms
310 Herbaceous (Dry Prairie)
320 Upland Shrub and Brushland
321 Palmetto Prairies
411 Pine Flatwoods
420 Upland Hardwood Forests
434 Upland Mixed Coniferous / Hardwood
511 Natural River, Stream, Waterway
512 Channelized Waterways, Canals
520 Lakes
530 Reservoirs
611 Bay Swamps
615 Streams and Lake Swamps
617 Mixed Shrubs
621 Cypress
624 Cypress - Pine - Cabbage Palm
625 Wet Pinelands Hydric Pine
630 Wetland Forested Mixed
641 Freshwater Marshes
643 Wet Prairie
740 Disturbed Land
743 Spoil Areas
747 Dikes and Levees
810 Transportation
814 Roads and Highways
834 Sewage Treatment
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Figure 1.5.1: Existing Land Use Map West Segment
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Figure 1.5.2: Existing Land Use Map East Segment
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1.5.2 Existing Conservation Areas

As shown on Figure 1.5.2, Split Oak Forest Wildlife and Environmental Area (SOFWEA) is one
of the predominate land uses within the eastern portion of the study area. Comprising
approximately 1,689 acres, SOFWEA lies in all or portions of Sections 2 and 3, Township 258,
Range 31E, with a small portion of the area also located in Section 27, Township 24S, and Range
31E. Public access to the area is provided directly off Cyril’s Drive and Clapp Simms Duda
Road.

SOFWEA is managed by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), in
cooperation with Orange and Osceola counties, to conserve and restore natural wildlife habitat
for a wide range of imperiled wildlife species and other wildlife species, focusing primarily on
the conservation of gopher tortoise habitat. The area was acquired and conserved in part with
FWC Gopher Tortoise Mitigation Program funds, to offset development impacts to gopher
tortoises. Funding received from wetland mitigation permits and grant funding from the Florida
Community Trust Program aides in natural resource conservation and helps provide high-quality
fish and wildlife based public outdoor recreational opportunities in SOFWEA. A Management
Plan for SOFWEA (2017-2027) is included as Attachment A.

Also located within the eastern portion of the study area is Eagles Roost. Eagles Roost is a 232-
acre site located off of Clapp Simms Duda Road in Township 24S, Range 31E, Sections 27 and
33. The parcel is located west of SOFWEA. The property was acquired on May 8, 2006 by
Orange County through the Green Park Land Acquisition for Conservation and Environmental
Protection (PLACE) program. The Green PLACE program mission statement is as follows:

“To preserve and manage environmentally sensitive lands, protect water resource lands and to
provide a quality passive recreational outdoors experience for existing and future generations.”
A management plan for Eagles Roost (Revised 2014) is included as Attachment B.

Located within Eagles Roost is the Back to Nature Wildlife Refuge and Education Center. In
August of 2007, the Orange County Board of County Commissioners approved a lease between
Back to Nature Wildlife Refuge and Education Center and Orange County to lease 20 acres for
the relocation of their current facility to Eagles Roost. The mission of the Back to Nature
Wildlife Refuge is to rescue, raise, rehabilitate, and release injured or orphaned Florida native
species.

Within the eastern portion of the study area is Canal C-29A. Canal C-29A is owned and
maintained by the South Florid Water Management District. As shown on Figure 1.5.2, Canal
C-29A connects Lake Hart and Ajay Lake. The approximate right of way width of Canal C-29A
varies between 180 and 250 feet. Multiple conservation easements have also been dedicated to
the South Florida Water Management District to comprise Canal C-29A. Copies of these
conservation easements are included as Appendix C. Both the Split Oak Avoidance and Split
Oak Minimization alternatives cross Canal C-29A. Impacts to Canal C-29A will require
modifications to these conservation easements as well as a South Florida Water Management
District Right of Way Occupancy Permit.
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1.5.3 Existing Soil Conditions

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Soil Surveys for Osceola and Orange
counties were reviewed for near-surface soil and groundwater information. The NRCS Soil
Survey maps of the study area are shown on Figure 1.5.3. A summary of NRCS Soil Survey soil
types within the project corridor are provided in Table 1.5.2. A detailed geotechnical analysis of
the soil types is available in a separate Geotechnical Report.

Table 1.5.2: NRCS Soil Types

Soil Classification Acres PercenX;ﬁStudy Drainage Class
Adamsville 13.4 0.2% Somewhat Poorly Drained
Archbold 54.1 0.9% Moderately Well Drained
Basinger 386.1 6.3% Poorly Drained
Candler 5.1 0.1% Excessively Drained
Hontoon 295.1 4.8% Very Poorly Drained
Immokalee 5423 8.8% Poorly Drained
Malabar 5.6 0.1% Poorly Drained
Myakka 454.2 7.4% Poorly Drained
Narcoossee 78.7 1.3% Moderately Well Drained
Ona 107.7 1.8% Poorly Drained
Pits 0.5 0.0% -

Placid 229.6 3.7% Very Poorly Drained
Pomello 495.1 8.1% Moderately Well Drained
Riviera 3.7 0.1% Very Poorly Drained
Samsula 626.5 10.2% Very Poorly Drained
Sanibel 205.5 3.3% Very Poorly Drained
Smyrna 2238.2 36.4% Poorly Drained

St. Johns 155.6 2.5% Poorly Drained

St. Lucie 4.3 0.1% Excessively Drained
Tavares 64.7 1.1% Moderately Well Drained
Water 122.1 2.0% -

Zolfo 58.6 1.0% Somewhat Poorly Drained
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Figure 1.5.3: NRCS Soil Survey Soil Types
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2.0 Protected Species and Habitat

The protected species and habitats that may occur in the study area are based on available
resources and confirmed by qualified ecologists during limited field reviews. Field reviews for
the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) was collected by Kimley Horn and
Associates (KHA) and Inwood in 2016. The ecologists recorded the presence of and utilization
by protected species. The term “protected species” generally refers to species that are protected
by law, regulation, or rule. More specifically, the term protected species refers to those species
listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and those listed under Florida’s Endangered and
Threatened Species List, Chapter 68A-27, Florida Administrative Code.

The ecologists also documented the types and quality of habitats in the study area which includes
the alignments described in Sections 1.4.1 and 1.4.2. This information was used in conjunction
with publicly available geographic information systems (GIS) resources and field surveys for the
purpose of supporting effect determinations for protected resources. The information was
collected and prepared in accordance with Sections 7 and 10 of the ESA and Chapter 16,
Protected Species and Habitat, of Part II of the FDOT’s PD&E Manual.

2.1 Protected Species

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Environmental Conservation Online System (ECOS)
provided the list of potentially occurring federally protected species shown in Table 2.1.1. Table
2.1.1 also includes potentially occurring species which are state listed or included in Florida’s
Imperiled Species Management Plan (2016 and amended December 2018).

Based on evaluation of collected data and field reviews, the federal- and state-listed species
discussed below were observed as having the potential to occur within or adjacent to the study
area. Maps reflecting a summary of collected data and field reviews are provided as Figures
2.1.1 and 2.1.2. An effect determination was made for each of these federal and state listed
species based on an analysis of the potential impacts of the proposed project on each species.
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Figure 2.1.1: Western Alternatives Listed Species
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Figure 2.1.2: Eastern Alternatives Listed Species
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Table 2.1.1: Listed Species

Federal State SEEEE
Common Name Scientific Name of
Status Status o
ccurrence
Mammals
Florida Panther Puma concolor coryi E E Low
Eleoarlrda Black Ursus americanus floridanus N N* Moderate
Reptiles
Eastern Indigo . : ,
Snake Drymarchon corais couperi T T High
g:zreﬂja"ed Mole | prestiodon egregious lividus T T Low
Sand Skink Neoseps reynoldsi T T Low
American . e .
Alligator Alligator mississippiensis T(S/A) N High
Gopher Tortoise | Gopherus polyphemus C T High
Florida Pine P/tquh/s melanoleucus N T High
Snake mugitus
Birds
Eyerglade Snail Rostrhamus sociabilis E E Moderate
Kite plumbeus
Red-Cockaded Picoides borealis E E Moderate
Woodpecker
Wood Stork Mycteria americana High
Audubon’s
Crested Polyborus plancus audubonii T T Low
Caracara
Florida Scrub-Jay | Aphelocoma coerulescens T T High
Southeastern .
American Kestrel Falco sparverius paulus N T Moderate
Elorlda Sandhill Grus canadensis pratensis N T High
rane
(F)I\c’)vrllda Burrowing Athene cunicularia floridana N T Low
Little Blue Heron | Egretta caerulea N T High
Tricolored Heron | Egretta tricolor N T High
Roseate SV
Spoonbill Ajaia ajaja N T Moderate
Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus N** N** High

E= Endangered; T=Threatened; T(S/A)=Threatened due to Similarity of Appearance; SSC=Species of Special Concern; C —
Candidate Species; N=Not Listed;
*The Florida black bear is still protected under Florida Black Bear Conservation Rule 68A-4.009 (F.A.C.) and the FWC Florida
Black Bear Management Plan
**The Bald eagle is still protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, Migratory Bird Treaty Act and FWC
Management Plan regulations
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2.1.1 Federally Protected Species
2.1.1.1 Florida Panther

The Florida panther is considered Endangered by the USFWS and FWC. The panther
historically occurred throughout the southeastern United States but hunting pressure and habitat
alterative severely reduced panther populations. Though the study area does not fall within the
USFWS “Primary”, “Secondary”, or “Dispersal” Zones for the Florida panther, the species was
designated as having a low potential for occurrence based on the absence of nearby FWC
Panther Telemetry points. Telemetry points collected from FWC show that one collared male
(FP062) was detected in February 2000 approximately 14 miles west of the study area in
proximity of Reedy Creek Swamp. Methodology for the collection of telemetry locations was
described by Land et al. (2008). No panther telemetry data has been collected within the study
area. Following the USFWS Panther Effect Determination Key (February 19, 2007), it has been
determined that the proposed project “may affect, not likely to adversely affect’ the Florida
panther. Figure 2.1.3 shows telemetry data of Florida panther FP062 last active in February
2000.
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Figure 2.1.3: Panther Telemetry Points
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2.1.1.2 Eastern Indigo Snake

The Eastern indigo snake, listed by both the FWC and the USFWS as Threatened, is a habitat
generalist, using a variety of habitats from mangrove swamps to xeric uplands. These snakes are
cold-sensitive and require gopher tortoise burrows, other animal burrows/dens, or stumps for
protection during winter months. These snakes require large tracts of natural, undisturbed
habitat, and prefer to forage in and around wetlands for their preferred prey — other snakes.

The Eastern indigo snake was designated as having a high potential for occurrence based on the
presence of suitable upland habitat within the study area. To minimize potential adverse impacts
to the eastern indigo snake, CFX will implement the USFWS-approved Standard Protection
Measures for the Eastern Indigo Snake (updated August 1, 2017) during the proposed roadway
improvements. With the implementation of these measures, it has been determined that the
project “may affect, not likely to adversely affect’ the eastern indigo snake.

2.1.1.3 Blue-Tailed Mole Skink and Sand Skink

The study area is located within the sand skink and blue-tailed mole skink consultation area.
Both the sand skink and blue-tailed mole skink are listed as Threatened by the USFWS and
FWC. The three most important factors in determining the presence of skinks are location within
the Consultation Area, elevation, and suitable soils. Sand skinks occur on sandy ridges of interior
Central Florida, including Orange and Osceola counties. They are found within these geographic
areas typically at elevations of 82 feet above sea level and higher. They occur in excessively
drained, well-drained, and moderately well-drained sandy soils, with suitable soil types including
Apopka, Arrendondo, Archbold, Astatula, Candler, Daytona, Duette, Florahome, Gainesville,
Hague, Kendrick, Lake, Millhopper, Orsino, Paola, Pomello, Satellite, St. Lucie, Tavares, and
Zuber. These soil types typically support scrub, sandhill, or xeric hammock natural communities,
though these may be degraded by impacts to overgrown scrub, pine plantation, citrus grove, old
field, or pasture. Soil types within the study area that support skink habitat include Pomello and
Archbold soils. Suitable skink soil types are shown on Figure 2.1.4 and Figure 2.1.5. If a site
has suitable soils at the appropriate elevation within the counties where skinks are known to
occur, there is a likelihood of presence, and potential effects to skinks should be considered.
Primary populations of sand skinks occur on the Lake Wales, Winter Haven, and Mt. Dora
Ridges in Highlands, Lake, Marion, Orange, Osceola, Polk, and Putnam counties. Blue-tailed
mole skinks seem to be restricted to the Lake Wales Ridge in Highlands, Polk, and Osceola
counties. Although this project includes areas of suitable soils at suitable elevation, the study
area is not located on the Lake Wales, Winter Haven or Mt. Dora Ridges.

Skink suitable soils impact acreage was calculated for the east and west segments of the study
area. Skink suitable soils predominately exist within the west segment of the study area as shown
on Figure 2.1.4. The OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) West of Narcoossee Road,
Boggy Creek Road, and Lake Nona comprise the west segment of the analysis. The Boggy Creek
Road Alternative has the most suitable soils impacts at 39 acres, followed by the Lake Nona
Alternative at 33 acres and lastly the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) West of
Narcoossee with the least amount of skink suitable soils at 32 acres. The Boggy Creek
Alternative Ponds has impacts of 3 acres, and the Lake Nona Alternative Ponds has impacts of 3
acres. Skink suitable soils were not present in the east segment of the study area consisting of the
OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) East of Narcoossee, Split Oak Avoidance

CENTRAL Natural Resources Evaluation

FEOKIPA Osceola Parkway Extension 27

AUTHORITY



Alternative, and Split Oak Minimization Alternative as shown on Figure 2.1.5. Table 2.1.2
shows the skink suitable acreage of each of alternatives by segment.

No surveys for skinks were conducted for this study. Due to the isolation of the suitable soils
from occupied skink habitat, it has been determined that the project “may affect, not likely to
adversely affect”’ the blue-tailed mole skink and the sand skink. Consultation regarding the sand
skink and blue-tailed sand skink will occur during the design phase.

Table 2.1.2: Skink Suitable Soil Impact Acreage

Alternative Skink Suitable Soils Acreage Impact
OCX PD&E Preferred
Alternative (2017) West of 32 Acres
Narcoossee
g Boggy Creek Road 39 Acres
€
()]
3 Boggy Creek Road Ponds 3 Acres
3
= Lake Nona 33 Acres
Lake Nona Ponds 3 Acres
OCX PD&E Preferred
Alternative (2017) East of Not Present
Narcoossee
é Split Oak Avoidance Not Present
()]
@ Split Oak Avoidance Ponds Not Present
(2]
©
w Split Oak Minimization Not Present
Split Oak Minimization Not Present
Ponds
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Figure 2.1.4: Skink Suitable Soils West Segment
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Figure 2.1.5: Skink Suitable Soils East Segment

N\

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII.IIIIIIIIIIIII’

N .
0 0.3 0.6
[ —— Y]
7] S Legend
E::::: Study Area
Split Oak Avoidance Alternative; Skink Suitable Soils Acreage = 0 acres
I:l Split Oak Avoidance Alternative Ponds; Skink Suitable Soils Acreage = 0 acres
Split Oak Minimization Alternative; Skink Suitable Soils Acreage = 0 acres
3 |:| Split Oak Minimization Alternative Ponds; Skink Suitable Soils Acreage = 0 acres
<
"I-“!\...l... (O\I‘
“‘ ......Illllllllllll
o** *

- OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) East of Narcoossee Rd.; Skink Suitable Soils Acreage = 0 acres
| Skink Suitable Soils

“ ....IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII.I.IIIIIIII.I.IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII.
. T :
. n
- n
= | ]
= n
i._ -I ‘IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII.IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII:
Ajay :
|
»
(=] '
- -
" a “ —
relis Lo 0: L e | “
*
0. Y
LN q .
- *x EEEEEEEEEEN ‘I
M I T T L L Yo, 21
5
L )
|
-
L ]
[ terl -
=% L
Her .
-
|
-
2
eun®”
Myrt
Figure 2.1.5:
gE(N)TRl}S,Lx Osceola Parkway Extension SR 417 Skink Suitable Soils Page No.
AUTHORITY Project Environmental Impact Report Re-Evaluation East Segment 2-10
centrar Natural Resources Evaluation
FEORIPA Ogceola Parkway Extension
AUTHORITY

2-10




2.1.1.4 American Alligator

The USFWS continues to protect the alligator under the Endangered Species Act classification as
Threatened due to similarity of appearance. The USFWS thus regulates the harvest of alligators
and legal trade in the animals, their skins, and products made from them, as part of efforts to
prevent the illegal take and trafficking of endangered “look-alike” reptiles.

The American alligator was designated as having a high potential for occurrence based on visual
observations of the species and the presence of suitable habitat within the study area. This
species is common within Central Florida and long-term viability of this species is not
anticipated to be affected. The USFWS does not consult or make determinations of affect for this
species due to its commonality, and listing is maintained primarily for law enforcement
purposes. Based on the provision of compensatory mitigation to offset wetland and surface water
habitat impacts, CFX has determined that the proposed project, regardless of the selected build
alternative, “may affect, not likely to adversely affect” the American alligator.

2.1.1.5 Everglade Snail Kite

The Everglade snail kite is listed as Endangered by the USFWS since 1987. The Everglade snail
kite was designated as having a moderate potential for occurrence based on the project’s location
within the USFWS Snail Kite Consultation Area and presence of suitable nesting habitat at East
Lake Tohopekaliga.

The project is located within the consultation area for the Everglade snail kite, but outside of
critical habitat and the priority management zones. Though the majority of the project will
impact uplands, there are impacts proposed to wetland ditches which connect directly to forested
and emergent wetlands and littoral fringe. Suitable foraging habitat consists of relatively shallow,
emergent wetland vegetation suitable for occupation by apple snails.

No surveys for snail kites or their nesting habitat was conducted for this study. Based on the
distance to documented nesting habitat, it has been determined that the proposed project “may
affect, not likely to adversely affect’ the Everglade snail kite. Consultation regarding the
Everglade snail kite will occur during the design phase.

2.1.1.6 Red-Cockaded Woodpecker

This species is listed as Endangered by the USFWS. The red-cockaded woodpecker (RCW) is a
habitat specialist, requiring stands of over-mature pine that have contracted the red-heart disease.
RCW’s require diseased trees for cavity building, which they use for nest and roost cavities.
Preferred pine stands need to have a fairly open canopy with a sparse subcanopy to allow easy
flight. RCWs must also have ample foraging habitat consisting of younger pines surrounding the
cavity trees.

The red-cockaded woodpecker was designated as having a low potential for occurrence based on
the lack of documented sightings within the project corridor. No species-specific RCW surveys
were conducted for this study. Based on this information and the project’s location within the
USFWS Red-cockaded Woodpecker Consultation Area, it has been determined that the proposed
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project “may affect, not likely to adversely affect’ the red-cockaded woodpecker. Consultation
regarding the red-cockaded woodpecker will occur during the design phase.

2.1.1.7 Wood Stork

The wood stork is listed by USFWS as Threatened. The wood stork was designated as having a
high potential for occurrence based on the presence of foraging habitat, observations of
individuals during field reviews within the study area, and the project’s location within the 18.6-
mile Core Foraging Area (CFA) of two active nesting colonies. The primary concern for this
species is loss of suitable foraging habitat within the CFA of a wood stork colony.

As part of the design and permitting of this project, impacts to wetlands within the study area
will be mitigated for within the CFA of one (1) or more of the affected rookeries or at a federally
permitted, regionally significant mitigation bank that has been approved by the USFWS.
Therefore, it has been determined that the proposed project “may affect, not likely to adversely
affect” the wood stork.

2.1.1.8 Audubon’s Crested Caracara

The Audubon’s Crested caracara is listed as Threatened by the USFWS. The crested caracara
inhabits Florida’s prairies and rangelands. They forage on many kinds of insects, fish, reptiles,
birds, and mammals. They will feed on live captured prey, but also on carrion. Caracara nests are
usually constructed within cabbage palms.

The project is located within the USFWS Audubon’s Crested Caracara Consultation Area. The
project occurs at the northernmost edge of the consultation area for this bird in Central Florida.
During field reviews, no caracara or their nests were immediately observed, but full surveys were
not conducted following the USFWS Audubon’s Crested Caracara Draft Survey Protocol —
Additional Guidance (2016-2017 Breeding Season).

Based on the lack of documented caracara nesting within the study area, it has been determined
that the proposed project “may affect, not likely to adversely affect” Audubon’s crested caracara.
Consultation regarding the caracara will occur during the design phase.

2.1.1.9 Florida Scrub-jay

The Florida scrub-jay, listed as Threatened by the USFWS, is an endemic species found in
Florida scrub habitats. This gregarious jay is a habitat specialist and typically lives in scrub and
scrubby flatwoods habitats. Potential suitable habitat was identified in several locations within
SOFWEA. Surveys conducted during the OCX OPE PD&E Study in 2016, identified occupied
scrub-jay habitat less than one-half mile north of the project corridor within SOFWEA. This re-
evaluation did not include scrub-jay surveys in accordance with the USFWS Scrub-jay Survey
Guidelines (2007). As the project corridor has not been surveyed following USFWS Scrub-jay
Survey Guidelines, surveys will be required during the design and permitting phase. If occupied
habitat is documented during design-phase surveys, a mitigation plan will likely be required to
offset unavoidable impacts.
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As no occupied scrub-jay habitat has been documented within the design alternatives evaluated,
it has been determined that the proposed project “may affect, not likely to adversely affect”’ the
Florida scrub-jay. Consultation regarding the scrub-jay will occur during the design phase.

2.1.2 Federal Species Preliminary Effect Determination Summary

Ten federally listed species were evaluated to determine if the proposed project will affect these
species. Based on review of available data, in conjunction with field reconnaissance and surveys,
the following preliminary effects determinations shown in Table 2.1.3 have been made:

Table 2.1.3: Federally Listed Species Preliminary Effect Determination

Common Name Preliminary Effect Determination Federal Status
Florida Panther may affect, not likely to adversely affect E
Eastern Indigo Snake | may affect, not likely to adversely affect T
g:gireﬂja”ed Mole may affect, not likely to adversely affect T
Sand Skink may affect, not likely to adversely affect T
American Alligator may affect, not likely to adversely affect T(S/A)
Everglade Snail Kite | may affect, not likely to adversely affect E
Red-Cockaded :

Woodpecker may affect, not likely to adversely affect E

Wood Stork may affect, not likely to adversely affect T

éudubon s Crested may affect, not likely to adversely affect T
aracara

Florida Scrub-Jay may affect, not likely to adversely affect T

E= Endangered; T=Threatened; T(S/A)=Threatened due to Similarity of Appearance; SSC=Species of Special Concern; C =

Candidate Species; N=Not Listed
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2.1.3 State-Listed and Other Protected Species
2.1.3.1 Florida Black Bear

The Florida black bear is protected under Florida Black Bear Conservation Rule 68A-4.009
(F.A.C.) and the FWC Florida Black Bear Management Plan. The Florida black bear was
designated as having a moderate potential for occurrence based on the presence of suitable
habitat, partial location of the study area within the FWC-designated Occasional Range of the
Central Bear Management Unit, and documentation of the species within one mile the study area.
Due to the project’s location outside of the FWC-designated Abundant and Common Ranges for
the species, it has been determined that the proposed project “may affect, not likely to adversely
affect” the Florida black bear.

2.1.3.2 Gopher Tortoise

Gopher tortoises are a Threatened wildlife species and are protected by state law, Chapter 68A-
27, Florida Administrative Code. This species requires well-drained and loose sandy soils for
burrowing, and low-growing herbs and grasses for food. These conditions are best found in the
sandhill (longleaf pine-xeric oak) community, although tortoises are known to use many other
habitats including sand pine scrub, xeric oak hammocks, dry prairies, and pine flatwoods which
are commonly found on SOFWEA. During field reviews of the study area, gopher tortoise
burrows were observed within SOFWEA.

If gopher tortoises or burrows are found within the study area during the permitting phase of the
project, CFX will coordinate with FWC to secure all permits needed to relocate the tortoises and
associated commensal species prior to construction. With the implementation of these measures,
it has been determined that this project “may affect, not likely to adversely affect” the gopher
tortoise.

2.1.3.3 Pine Snake

The pine snake is a large, stocky, tan or rusty colored snake with an indistinct pattern of blotches
that is listed as Threatened by the FWC. The species requires habitats with open canopies and
dry sandy soils in sandhill, sand pine scrub, and scrubby flatwoods, in which it burrows and
often coexists with gopher tortoises. Suitable habitat exists within the project corridor but there
have been no documented sightings of the pine snake within the study area and it was not
observed during field reviews. CFX will survey the study area for gopher tortoises prior to
construction and will coordinate with FWC to secure the necessary permits to relocate gopher
tortoises and associated commensal species prior to construction. With the implementation of
these measures, it has been determined that the proposed project “may affect, not likely to
adversely affect’ the pine snake.

2.1.3.4 Southeastern American Kestrel

The Southeastern American kestrel is the smallest falcon species found in the United States and
is listed as Threatened by the FWC. This species requires pine scrub habitat, dry prairies, mixed
pine hardwood forests, and pine flatwoods. Nests are typically built in tall dead trees or utility
poles with an unobstructed view of surroundings. No species-specific surveys for the
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Southeastern American kestrel were conducted for this study. During the design and permitting
phase, CFX will implement field surveys to document suitable nesting cavities.

2.1.3.5 Florida Sandhill Crane

The Florida sandhill crane is a tall, long-necked, long-legged crane that is listed as Threatened
by the FWC. This species requires wet and dry prairies, marshes, and marshy lake edges. Three
pairs of sandhill cranes were observed during field reviews in 2018. No species-specific surveys
were conducted for sandhill crane nests for this study. CFX will survey areas of suitable nesting
habitat prior to construction if construction activities take place during the nesting season
(January through July), and will coordinate with FWC if nesting pairs are identified within 400
feet of the project’s construction limits.

2.1.3.6 Florida Burrowing Owl

The Florida burrowing owl is classified as Threatened by the FWC. The Florida burrowing owl
was designated as having a low potential of occurrence based on the lack of documented
sightings within one mile of the study area, the minimal suitable habitat present, and the lack of
sightings during field reviews. CFX will survey areas of suitable nesting habitat prior to
construction.

2.1.3.7 Wading Birds

The tricolor heron and little blue heron are designated as having a high potential of occurrence
based on visual observations of these species in the study area. The roseate spoonbill was
designated as having a moderate potential of occurrence based on visual observations. The
primary concern for impacts to these species is the loss of foraging habitat consisting primarily
of wetlands. As part of the design and permitting of the proposed project, wetland impacts will
be mitigated to prevent a net loss of wetland habitat functions and values. Since the mitigation of
wetland impacts will be undertaken by CFX, it has been determined that the proposed project
“may affect, not likely to adversely affect’ the little blue heron, tricolored heron, and roseate
spoonbill.

2.1.3.8 Bald Eagle

The bald eagle is protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, Migratory Bird
Treaty Act, and FWC's bald eagle rule (F.A.C. 68A-16.002). On April 20th, 2017, the Florida
Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission’s approved revisions to the state’s bald eagle rule
(68A-16.002, F.A.C.). The approved rule revisions became effective in June 2017 and eliminate
the need for applicants to obtain both a state and federal permit for activities with the potential to
take or disturb bald eagles or their nests. Under the approved revisions, only a federal permit is
required.
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Based on the USFWS National Bald Eagle Management Guidelines and the FWC Bald Eagle
Management Plan, construction activities proposed at least 660 feet from an eagle nest do not
require an Eagle Permit from the USFWS. Based on FWC’s eagle nest locator, nest No. OR078
(last active in 2014) is located within a cell tower within the Boggy Creek alignment. The
pedestrian survey conducted in August 2018 did not observe this nest. Updated surveys will be
conducted during design to determine if the nest is indeed an eagle’s nest and if it remains active.
Coordination will be required with USFWS if nests are present within 660 feet of proposed
development. Shifts in the alignment may be considered to minimize direct impacts. If an
alignment shift cannot be accommodated due to engineering constraints, an incidental take
permit may be required.

2.2 Designated Critical Habitat

A review of USFWS’s Environmental Conservation Online System, shows that the study area
does not include any designated or proposed critical habitat for any threatened or endangered
species.
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3.0 Wetland Evaluation
3.1 Methodology

The proposed project has been evaluated for potential impacts to wetlands in accordance with
Executive Order 11990, “Protection of Wetlands”. Wetlands and surface waters within the study
area were identified and assessed in accordance with Part 2, Chapter 9 of the PD&E Manual and
consistent with the state wetland jurisdictional methodology, as described in Chapter 62-340,
Florida Administrative Code, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Wetland
Delineation Manual (1987).

Formal wetland boundary delineations and surveys were not conducted as a part of this study and
will be completed as part of the state and federal permit process. Limited ground truthing by
biologists was conducted during field reviews on August 13, August 14 and November 7, 2018.
During field reviews, a representative sample of wetlands were visited by biologists. When
appropriate, these communities are discussed collectively depending upon their hydrologic
connection. There are no wetlands or surface waters designated as Outstanding Florida
Waterways within the project study area.

3.2 Wetland Impact Analysis

As described in Section 1.3, the project is composed of two segments. In addition to the No-
Build alternative, in addition to the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017), two
additional build alternatives have been evaluated. For comparison purposes the OCX PD&E
Recommended Alternative (2017) was divided into a segment west of Narcoossee Road, and a
segment east of Narcoossee Road, similarly to the additional build alternatives. The east and
west segments of the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) are shown on Figures 3.2.1
and 3.2.2.

The No-Build Alternative would result in no impacts to wetlands, surface waters, or other
surface waters.

For the build alternatives, potential direct impacts to wetlands, surface waters, and other surface
waters were assessed for the study area. Table 3.2.1 and Table 3.2.2 show the proposed wetland,
other surface water, and surface water impacts within the study area by alternative and project
segment.

Within the West Segment, the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) West of
Narcoosee Road is anticipated to include approximately 29 acres of impacts to forested wetlands,
and 3 acres of impacts to non-forested wetlands. The OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative
(2017) West of Narcoossee Road also includes 18 acres of other surface waters. Total impacts to
wetlands for the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) West of Narcoosee Road is
estimated at 32 acres.

Also within the West Segment, the Boggy Creek Road Alternative is anticipated to include
approximately 31 acres of impacts to forested wetlands, and 4 acres of impacts to non-forested
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wetlands. The Boggy Creek Road Alternative also includes 21 acres of impacts to other surface
waters. Total impacts to wetlands for the Boggy Creek Road Alternative is estimated at 35 acres.
The Boggy Creek Road Alternative Ponds are anticipated to include approximately 2 acres of
forested wetlands, and 2 acres of non-forested wetlands. The Boggy Creek Road Alternative
Ponds also include 1 acre of impact to other surface waters. Total impacts to wetlands for the
Boggy Creek Road Alternative Ponds are estimated to be 4 acres.

The Lake Nona Alternative in the West Segment is anticipated to include 38 acres of impacts to
forested wetlands, and 4 acres of impacts to non-forested wetlands. The Lake Nona Alternative
also includes 31 acres of impacts to other surface waters. Total impacts to wetlands for the Lake
Nona Alternative is estimated at 42 acres. The Lake Nona Alternative Ponds are anticipated to
include less than 1 acre of forested wetlands, and 2 acres of non-forested wetlands. The Lake
Nona Alternative Ponds also include 2 acres of impacts to other surface waters. Total impacts to
wetlands for the Lake Nona Alternative Ponds are estimated to be 2 acres.

Within the East Segment, the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) East of Narcoossee
Road is anticipated to include approximately 98 acres of impacts to forested wetlands, and 14
acres of impacts to non-forested wetlands. OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) east of
Narcoossee Road also includes 1 acre of impact to other surface waters. Total impacts to
wetlands for the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) East of Narcoossee Road is
estimated at 112 acres.

Also within the East Segment, the Split Oak Avoidance Alternative is anticipated to include 12
acres of impacts to forested wetlands, and 30 acres of impacts to non-forested wetlands. The
Split Oak Avoidance Alternative also includes 19 acres of impacts to other surface waters. Total
impacts to wetlands for the Split Oak Avoidance Alternative is estimated at 42 acres. The Split
Oak Avoidance Ponds are anticipated to include approximately 1 acre of forested wetlands, and

8 acres of non-forested wetlands. The Split Oak Avoidance Ponds also include less than 1 acre of
impact to other surface waters. Total impacts to wetlands for the Split Oak Avoidance Ponds are
estimated to be 9 acres.

The Split Oak Minimization Alternative within the East Segment is anticipated to include 10
acres of impacts to forested wetlands, and 26 acres of impacts to non-forested wetlands. The
Split Oak Minimization Alternative also includes 1 acre of impacts to other surface waters. Total
impacts to wetlands for the Split Oak Minimization Alternative is estimated at 36 acres. The
Split Oak Minimization Ponds are anticipated to have no impact to forested wetlands, non-
forested wetlands, or other surface waters.
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Figure 3.2.1: Western Alternatives Wetland and Surface Water Maps
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Figure 3.2.2: Eastern Alternatives Wetland and Surface Water Maps
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Table 3.2.1: West Segment Wetland Impact Analysis

Alternative Description FLUCFCS Map ID Impact (Acres)
Other Surface Waters 512, 530 14, 112, 123 18
Mixed Wetland Hardwoods 617 75, 86 &
OCX PD&E Cypress 621 2,8,22,58, 77,99, 134 21
Recommended  "\yetiand Forested Mixed 630 109 5
(2017) Alternative | Freshwater Marshes 641 7,29, 55 121, 126 3
Narcoossee Rd. Forested Wetland Impacts 29
Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 3
Total Wetland Impacts 32
Other Surface Waters 512, 530 14, 53, 101, 112, 123 21
Streams and Lake Swamps 615 67 1
Mixed Wetland Hardwoods 617 75, 86 5}
Cypress 621 2,8,22,58,77,99, 134 20
Boggy Creek Road | Wetland Forested Mixed 630 109 6
Freshwater Marshes 641 7,29, 55, 121 3
Forested Wetland Impacts 31
- Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 4
5 Total Wetland Impacts 35
:E,, Other Surface Waters 512 112 1
b Mixed Wetland Hardwoods 617 75 2
% | Boggy Creek Road | Wet Prairie 643 67 2
2 Ponds Forested Wetland Impacts 2
Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 2
Total Wetland Impacts 4
Other Surface Waters 512, 530 14, 27, 53, 112, 123 31
Streams and Lake Swamps 615 67 1
Mixed Wetland Hardwoods 617 75, 85 7
Cypress 621 2,4, 22,58, 63, 77, 88, 125 29
Lake Nona Wetland Forested Mixed 630 109 2
Freshwater Marshes 641 7,29, 55, 121 3
Forested Wetland Impacts 38
Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 4
Total Wetland Impacts 42
Other Surface Waters 512 112 2
Wet Prairie 643 78 2
Lake Nona Ponds Forested Wetland Impacts 0
Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 2
Total Wetland Impacts 2
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Table 3.2.2: East Segment Wetland Impact Analysis

Alternative Description FLUCFCS Map ID Impact (Acres)
Other Surface Waters 512, 530 41, 53, 60, 79 1
Mixed Wetland Hardwoods 617 61, 94, 120 15
OCX PD&E Cypress 621 5,87, 117 19
Recommended Hydric Pine Flatwoods 625 11, 64 37
(2017) Alternative | Wetland Forested Mixed 630 13, 45, 49, 95 27
East of Freshwater Marsh 641 25, 35, 40, 81, 91, 97, 102, 114, 116 14
Narcoossee Rd. Forested Wetland Impacts 98
Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 14
Total Wetland Impacts 112
Other Surface Waters 512, 530 60, 65, 79 19
Mixed Wetland Hardwoods 617 15, 66, 69 8
Cypress 621 72 3
Split Oak Wetland Forested Mixed 630 95 1
Avoidance Freshwater Marshes 641 1,114 30
Forested Wetland Impacts 12
Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 30
Total Wetland Impacts 42
= Other Surface Waters - - 0
g Mixed Wetland Hardwoods 617 69 1
2 . Wetland Forested Mixed 630 95 0
) Split Oak Freshwater Marshes 641 1,114 8
£ Avoidance I et Prairie 643 78 0
‘Q Forested Wetland Impacts 1
w Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 8
Total Wetland Impacts 9
Channelized Waterways, Canals; Reservoirs 512, 530 60, 79 1
Bay Swamps 611 30 3
Mixed Wetland Hardwoods 617 15 3
Cypress 621 87 1
Split Oak Hydric Pine Flatwoods 625 122 2
Minimization Wetland Forested Mixed 630 95 4
Freshwater Marsh 641 1,50, 73, 83, 114, 116 23
Forested Wetland Impacts 10
Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 26
Total Wetland Impacts 36
Other Surface Waters - - -
Forested Wetlands - - -
M_S;_)Iit_ Oi’_k Non-Forested Wetlands - = =
|n|;r2:]z;slon Forested Wetland Impacts 0
Non-Forested Wetland Impacts 0
Total Wetland Impacts 0
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3.3  Uniform Mitigation Assessment Methodology

The Uniform Mitigation Assessment Methodology (UMAM) per Chapter 62-345, F.A.C.,is a
state and federally approved method used to assess wetlands in the State of Florida. UMAM was
developed by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) and the water
management districts to determine the amount of mitigation required to offset adverse impacts to
wetlands. The methodology was designed to assess functions provided by wetlands, the amount
those functions are reduced by a proposed impact, and the amount of mitigation necessary to
offset the proposed functional losses. This method is also used to determine the degree of
improvement in ecological value that will be created by proposed mitigation activities.

The UMAM assessment includes a Qualitative Characterization (Part 1) as well as a Quantitative
Assessment and Scoring (Part 2). The Qualitative Assessment is a basic descriptor of the site
being evaluated. The variables described include the following:

* Significant nearby features,

» Water classifications,

 Assessment area size,

* Hydrology and relationship to contiguous off-site wetlands,
» Uniqueness of the assessment area,

* Functions of the assessment area, and

 Wildlife utilization.

The Quantitative Assessment provides a score of the assessment area in both the current
condition and “with project” condition. The assessment scoring evaluates the following
parameters:

* Location and landscape support,
* Water environment, and
* Vegetative community.

3.4 Uniform Mitigation Assessment Results

For this PD&E Study, representative UMAM scores were developed for representative wetlands
(by FLUCFCS category) directly impacted by the proposed project. In order to calculate
functional loss, the difference between the existing condition (current) scores and the proposed
condition (with) scores for each habitat type (see Tables 3.4.1 and 3.4.2) was multiplied by the
acreage of proposed impact to determine the lost value of functions to fish and wildlife resulting
from construction of the proposed project (see Tables 3.4.1 and 3.4.2). Functional loss was
calculated by habitat type for each Build Alternative and Project Segment.

Within the West Segment, the OCX PD&E Preferred Alternative (2017), west of Narcoossee

Road is anticipated to result in a loss of 20 UMAM Functional Units. The Boggy Creek Road
Alternative is anticipated to result in a loss of 23 UMAM Functional Units. The Boggy Creek
Road Alternative Ponds are anticipated to result in a loss of 2 UMAM functional Units. Also

within the West Segment, the Lake Nona Alternative is anticipated to result in a loss of 27
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UMAM Functional Units. The Lake Nona Alternative Ponds are anticipated to result in a loss of
1 UMAM functional Unit. It is important to note that the UMAM scores for wetlands within the
West Segment are generally lower than the wetlands in the East Section due to adjacent
developed land uses.

Within the East Segment, the OCX PD&E Preferred Alternative (2017), east of Narcoossee Road
is anticipated to result in a loss of 82 UMAM Functional Units. The Split Oak Avoidance
Alternative is anticipated to result in a loss of 34 UMAM Functional Units. The Split Oak
Avoidance Ponds are anticipated to result in a loss of 7 UMAM Functional Units. Also within
the East Segment, the Split Oak Minimization Alternative is anticipated to result in a loss of 27
UMAM Functional Units. The Split Oak Minimization Alternative Ponds are anticipated to
result in no loss of UMAM Functional Units.

The estimated functional loss values presented here are based on existing conditions with limited
ground truthing. The UMAM scores and values presented in Tables 3.4.1 and 3.4.2 are subject to
agency review and are likely to change during the state and federal permitting process.
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Table 3.4.1: West Segment UMAM Functional Loss

Alternative Description FLUCF Location and Water Community Score Delta Impact Functional
P CS Landscape Environment Structure (Sum/30) Acres Loss
Mixed Wetland 617 5 6 6 057 | -0.57 3 -2
oc a Hardwoods
X PD&E
Recommended Svyplresz _ . 621 6 7 6 0.63 -0.63 21 -13
(2017) Alternative etland Foreste 630 6 6 6 0.60 | -0.60 5 3
West of Narcoossee | Mix
Rd. Freshwater Marsh 641 5 6 5 0.53 -0.53 3 -2
Total 32 -20
gggi]”“)ss and Lake 615 7 7 7 0.70 | -0.70 1 4
Mixed Wetland 617 5 6 7 060 | -0.60 5 -3
Hardwoods
Boggy Creek Road Cypress 621 6 7 7 0.67 -0.67 20 -13
- pyotand Forested 630 5 6 7 0.60 | -0.60 6 4
S ixed
g, Freshwater Marsh 641 5 6 7 0.60 -0.60 3 -2
Q
@ Total 35 23
[2]
2 -
2 Mixed Wetland 617 5 6 6 057 | -0.57 2 -1
Hardwoods
Boggy Creek Road —
Ponds Wet Prairie 643 5 6 6 0.57 -0.57 2 -1
Total 4 -2
gf:;?n'gss and Lake 615 7 7 7 070 | -0.70 1 -1
Mixed Wetland 617 6 6 7 063 | -0.63 7 -3
Hardwoods
Lake Nona Cypress 621 6 7 7 0.67 -0.67 29 -14
Wetland Forested 630 6 6 7 063 | -0.63 2 .
Mixed
Freshwater Marsh 641 6 6 7 0.63 -0.63 3 -2
Total 42 -27
Wet Prairie 643 6 6 6 0.60 -0.60 2 -1
Lake Nona Ponds
Total 2 -1
CENTRAL
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Table 3.4.2: East Segment UMAM Functional Loss

Alternative Description FLUCF Location and Water Community Score Delta Impact Functional
P CS Landscape Environment Structure (Sum/30) Acres Loss
Mixed Wetland 617 8 7 6 070 | -0.70 15 -11
Hardwoods
Cypress 621 7 7 8 0.73 -0.73 19 -14
OCX PD&E e
Recommended FIV txc (;"e 625 7 7 8 073 | -0.73 37 -27
(2017) Alternative awoods
East of Narcoossee | VVetland Forested 630 8 7 7 073 | 073 27 -20
Rd. Mixed
Freshwater Marsh 641 8 7 7 0.73 -0.73 14 -10
Total 112 -82
Mixed Wetland 617 7 8 8 0.77 | -0.77 8 6
Hardwoods
Cypress 621 8 8 9 0.83 -0.83 3 -3
Split Oak Wetland Forested
Avoidance Mixed 630 7 8 8 077 | -0.77 1 -1
Freshwater Marsh 641 8 8 8 0.80 -0.80 30 -24
é Total 42 -34
= Mixed Wetland
Q - -
2 Hardwoods 617 7 8 8 0.77 0.77 1 1
Iﬁ Cypress 621 8 8 9 0.83 -0.83 0 0
Split Oak Wetland Forested
Avoidance Ponds | Mixed 630 7 8 8 077 | 077 8 6
Freshwater Marsh 641 8 8 8 0.80 -0.80 0 0
Total 9 -7
Bay Swamps 611 8 8 7 0.77 -0.77 3 -2
Mixed Wetland 617 8 8 7 077 | -0.77 3 -2
Hardwoods
Cypress 621 8 8 9 0.83 -0.83 1 -1
Split Oak Wet Pinelands Hydric 625 8 7 7 0.73 -0.73 2 -1
Minimizatoin Pine ) )
Wetland Forested 630 7 8 7 073 | 073 4 3
Mixed
Freshwater Marsh 641 8 8 8 0.80 -0.80 23 -18
Total 36 =27
Split Oak - - - - - - 0 0
Minimization Ponds Total 0 0
CENTRAL
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4.0 Essential Fish Habitat

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, as amended through
October 11, 1996, requires the regional Fishery Management Councils and the Secretary of
Commerce to describe and identify Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) for species under federal
Fishery Management Plans. EFH is defined in the Magnuson-Stevens Act as “those waters and
substrate necessary to fish for spawning, breeding, feeding, or growth to maturity.” The term
“fish” includes finfish, crabs, shrimp, and lobsters in the Gulf of Mexico region. On April 23,
1997 [62 Federal Register (FR) 19723], the National Marine Fishery Service (NMFS) issued
proposed regulations containing guidelines for the description and identification of EFH in
fishery management plans, adverse impacts on EFH, and actions to conserve and enhance EFH.
These rules were revised and finalized on January 22, 2002 (67 FR 2343). The regulations also
provide a process for NMFS to coordinate and consult with federal and state agencies on
activities that may adversely affect EFH. The purpose of the rule is to assist in describing and
identifying EFH, minimize adverse effects on EFH, and identify other actions to conserve and
enhance EFH. The purpose of the coordination and consultation provisions is to specify
procedures for adequate consultation with NMFS on activities that may adversely affect EFH.

The study area is located within the central portion of the state of Florida and the impacts

associated with this project will not affect marine or estuarine environments. Therefore, no
potential impacts to EFH are proposed or expected.
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5.0 Anticipated Permits and Mitigation

Both the USACE and SFWMD regulate impacts to wetlands within the study area. Other
agencies, including the USFWS, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the
FWC, review and comment on wetland permit applications. The FWC also issues permits for
gopher tortoise relocation activities. In addition, the FDEP regulates stormwater discharges from
construction sites. Any impacts to SOFWEA will require Florida Communities Trust (FCT)
approval for impacts (includes approval and coordination with Orange and Osceola counties and
coordination with FWC).

It is anticipated that the following permits will be required for this project:

Permit Issuing Agency
Section 404 Clean Water Act Dredge and Fill Permit USACE
Section 408 Clean Water Act Permit USACE
Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) SFWMD

Right of Way Occupancy Permit SFWMD
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) FDEP

Gopher Tortoise Conservation Permit FWC

Listed Species Incidental Take Permit USFWS

Section 408 of the Clean Water Act requires that any proposed occupation or use of an existing
USACE civil works project be authorized by the Secretary of the Army. Examples of civil works
projects include levees, dams, sea walls, bulkheads, jetties, dikes, wharfs, piers, and wetland
restoration projects funded by or built by the USACE. The USACE may grant such permission if
it determines the alteration proposed will not be “injurious to the public interest” and “will not
impair the usefulness” of the civil works project. Under USACE policy, a Section 408
permission will not be issued before decisions on Clean Water Act Section 404 permits and
Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 permits are made.

Wetland impacts which will result from the construction of this project will be mitigated
pursuant to Section 373.4137, F.S., to satisfy all mitigation requirements of Part IV of Chapter
373, F.S., and 33 U.S.C. §1344. Compensatory mitigation for this project is anticipated to be
accommodated utilizing two mitigation banks. For state credits, the Lake X Mitigation Bank has
available credits that can accommodate this project. For federal credits, the Colbert Cameron
Mitigation Bank has available credits. CFX will coordinate with USACE, USFWS, NMFS,
SFWMD and FWC during the design and permit phases of the project to identify the appropriate
mitigation.
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6.0 Summary Comparison of Alternatives

6.1 Impacts to Listed Species

As described in Section 1.4, the project is composed of two segments: East and West. In
addition to the No-Build Alternative, each segment has two build alternatives and the OCX
PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017). For comparison purposes, the OCX PD&E
Recommended Alternative (2017) was divided into east and west segments similarly to the
proposed build alternatives. The No-Build Alternative would result in no impacts to listed
species. Each of the build alternatives are anticipated to have impacts to listed species.

Impacts to listed species within the West Segment are anticipated to be comparable between the
Boggy Creek Road Alternative, the Lake Nona Alternative and the OCX PD&E Recommended
Alternative (2017), west of Narcoossee Road. As no species-specific surveys were conducted
during the development of this study, it is not practical to rank one alternative within the West
Segment as having higher or lower impacts to listed species by using available data.

Impacts to listed species within the East Segment are anticipated to be lower within the Split Oak
Avoidance Alternative and highest with the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017), east
of Narcoossee Road. The Split Oak Avoidance Alternative is not anticipated to have impacts to
the Florida scrub-jay, and lower impacts to gopher tortoises. The Split Oak Avoidance
Alternative also avoids impacts to the SOFWEA. The Split Oak Minimization Alternative and
the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) East of Narcoossee Road both have impacts
within SOFWEA. The OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) East of Narcoossee Road
has a higher potential for gopher tortoise and sandhill crane nest impacts. Due to the proximity of
documented Florida scrub-jay habitat, both the Split Oak Minimization Alternative and the OCX
PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017) East of Narcoossee Road, may affect Florida scrub-jay
habitat. Due to lack of documented Florida scrub-jay habitat, the Split Oak Minimization
Alternative is not anticipated to affect Florida scrub-jay habitat. OCX PD&E Recommended
Alternative (2017) will also impact several gopher tortoises observed by KHA & Inwood (2016)
towards the east extent of the study area while the Split Oak Minimization Alternative and Split
Oak Avoidance Alternative do not.

6.2 Impacts to Wetlands

Each of the build alternatives evaluated are anticipated to have unavoidable impacts to wetlands.
Final determination of jurisdictional boundaries, in addition to mitigation requirements, will be
coordinated between CFX and permitting agencies during the final design phase of the project.
In the west segment, as shown in Table 3.4.1, wetland impacts associated with the Lake Nona
Alternative are slightly higher than impacts anticipated by the construction of the Boggy Creek
Road Alternative and the OCX PD&E Recommended Alternative (2017), west of Narcoossee.

In the east segment, as shown in Table 3.4.2, wetland impacts associated with the OCX PD&E
Recommended Alternative (2017), east of Narcoossee Road are significantly higher than the
Split Oak Avoidance Alternative and the Split Oak Minimization Alternative. The OCX PD&E
Recommended Alternative (2017), east of Narcoossee Road has the highest wetland impact
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acreage at 112 acres. The Split Oak Minimization alternative in the eastern segment has the
lowest wetland impact acreage at 36 acres while the Split Oak Avoidance alternative has 42
acres of impacts. UMAM scores are typically higher in the eastern segment due to this area being
less developed than the western segment.
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LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Lead Agency: Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC)
Common Name of Property: Split Oak Forest Wildlife and Environmental Area
Location: Orange and Osceola Counties, Florida

Acreage Total: 1,689 acres

Acreage Breakdown:

Land Cover Classification Acres Percent of Total Area
Scrubby flatwoods 465.38 26.30%
Mesic flatwoods 365.14 26.30%
Wet flatwoods 212.83 12.00%
Baygall 126.8 7.20%
Basin marsh 117.41 6.60%
Dome swamp 80.78 4.60%
Mesic hammock 77.07 4.40%
Flatwoods lake 60.31 3.40%
Spoil area 57.74 3.30%
Pasture - improved 54.29 3.10%
Xeric hammock 49.86 2.80%
Scrub 38.78 2.20%
Impoundment/artificial pond 26.14 1.50%
Clearing/regeneration 12.58 0.10%
Depression marsh 13.97 0.10%
Canal/ditch 3.15 <0.1%
Sandhill 8.46 <0.1%
Wet prairie 0.88 <0.1%

*GIS-calculated acreage for land cover classification varies slightly from actual total acreage.

Interagency Agreement No.: _93078 (Appendix 13.1)

Use:  Single Management Responsibilities:

Multiple X Agency FWC Responsibilities

LEAD, SUBLESSEE (Wildlife and
Environmental Area, resource protection, law
enforcement)

Designated Land Use: Wildlife and Environmental Area

Sublease (s): None

Encumbrances: List: None

Type Acquisition: Mitigation Park Program

Unique Features: Natural: Split Oak, Unique assemblage of imperiled wildlife species and natural

communities and Lake Hart.

Archaeological/Historical: None documented within the area.

Management Needs: Habitat restoration and improvement; public access and recreational

opportunities; hydrological preservation and restoration; exotic and invasive species maintenance

and control; imperiled species habitat maintenance, enhancement, and restoration.

Acquisition Needs/Acreage: _Currently no parcels or acreage are on the FWC Additions and

Inholdings list; However the OCBP Shows Additional L.ands Recommended for Potential

Conservation (Figure 4 & Figure 11).

Surplus Lands/Acreage: None

Public Involvement: _Management Advisory Group consensus building meeting and Public Hearing
(Appendix 13.5)
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ARC Approval Date BTIITF Approval Date:

Comments:
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Land Management Plan Compliance Checklist

Required for State-owned conservation lands over 160 acres

Section A: Acquisition Information ltems

Page Numbers and/or
Appendix

Item # Requirement Statute/Rule
1 The common name of the property. 18-2.018 & 18-2.021 i, 1
2 The I.and acquisition program, if any, under which the property was 18-2.018 & 18-2.021 3.6
acquired.
0 Degree of title interest held by the Board, including reservations and 18-2.021 3.7
encumbrances such as leases.
i, 1, 3, Appendix
4 The legal description and acreage of the property. 18-2.018 & 18-2.021 » 13, APP
13.1and 13.2
A map showing the approximate location and boundaries of the
5 property, and the location of any structures or improvements to the 18-2.018 & 18-2.021 10-14, 92
property.
An assessment as to whether the property, or any portion, should be
6 declared surplus. Provide Information regarding assessment and 18-2.021 54-56
analysis in the plan, and provide corresponding map.
Identification of other parcels of land within or immediately adjacent
7 to the property that should be purchased becau§e t.hey are essential 18-2.021 74-77
to management of the property. Please clearly indicate parcels on a
map.
8 Identification of .adjacent land uses that conflict with the planned use 18-2.021 9 15
of the property, if any. !
A statement of the purpose for which the lands were acquired, the
9 projected use or uses as defined in 253.034 and the statutory 259.032(10) 3-4
authority for such use or uses.
10 Proximity of property to other significant State, local or federal land 18-2.021 7-9,13
or water resources.
Section B: Use Items
) Page Numbers
Item # Requirement Statute/Rule :
and/or Appendix
11 The demgr}ated §|ngle use or multiple us.e manfal.gement for the 18-2.018 & 18-2.021 54-56
property, including use by other managing entities.
12 A description of past and existing uses, including any unauthorized 18-2.018 & 18-2.021 51-54
uses of the property.
A description of alternative or multiple uses of the property
13 considered by the lessee and a statement detailing why such uses 18-2.018 54-55
were not adopted.
A description of the management responsibilities of each entity
14 involved in the property’s management and how such responsibilities 18-2.018 6-7,78
will be coordinated.
Include a provision that requires that the managing agency consult
with the Division of Historical Resources, Department of State before
15 taking actions that may adversely affect archeological or historical 18-2.021 50, 74,78, 86-87
resources.

Plan
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Analysis/description of other managing agencies and private land
16 managers, if any, which could facilitate the restoration or 18-2.021 73-78
management of the land.

17 A determination of the public uses and public access that would be

consistent with the purposes for which the lands were acquired. AR 52-55

A finding regarding whether each planned use complies with the 1981
State Lands Management Plan, particularly whether such uses

18 represent “balanced public utilization,” specific agency statutory 18-2.021 52-54
authority and any other legislative or executive directives that
constrain the use of such property.

Letter of compliance from the local government stating that the LMP . Appendix 13.16 and
19 . ) ) ) BOT requirement
is in compliance with the Local Government Comprehensive Plan. 13.17

An assessment of the impact of planned uses on the renewable and
non-renewable resources of the property, including soil and water
resources, and a detailed description of the specific actions that will

16-18, 25-26, 50,
20 be taken to protect, enhance and conserve these resources and to 18-2.018 & 18-2.021
compensate/mitigate damage caused by such uses, including a 54-55, 61-69, 73-80
description of how the manager plans to control and prevent soil
erosion and soil or water contamination.

*For managed areas larger than 1,000 acres, an analysis of the
multiple-use potential of the property which shall include the
potential of the property to generate revenues to enhance the
management of the property provided that no lease, easement, or
21 license for such revenue-generating use shall be entered into if the

granting of such lease, easement or license would adversely affect the
tax exemption of the interest on any revenue bonds issued to fund
the acquisition of the affected lands from gross income for federal
income tax purposes, pursuant to Internal Revenue Service
regulations.

18-2.021 & 253.036 54-55

If the lead managing agency determines that timber resource
management is not in conflict with the primary management
22 objectives of the managed area, a component or section, prepared by 18-021 Appendix 13.13
a qualified professional forester, that assesses the feasibility of
managing timber resources pursuant to section 253.036, F.S.

23 A statement regarding incompatible use in reference to Ch.

253.034(10). 253.034(10) 55

*The following taken from 253.034(10) is not a land management plan requirement; however, it should be
considered when developing a land management plan: The following additional uses of conservation lands
acquired pursuant to the Florida Forever program and other state-funded conservation land purchase programs
shall be authorized, upon a finding by the Board of Trustees, if they meet the criteria specified in paragraphs (a)-
(e): water resource development projects, water supply development projects, storm-water management
projects, linear facilities and sustainable agriculture and forestry. Such additional uses are authorized where: (a)
Not inconsistent with the management plan for such lands; (b) Compatible with the natural ecosystem and
resource values of such lands; (c) The proposed use is appropriately located on such lands and where due
consideration is given to the use of other available lands; (d) The using entity reasonably compensates the
titleholder for such use based upon an appropriate measure of value; and (e) The use is consistent with the
public interest.
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Section C: Public Involvement Items

Item #

Requirement

Statute/Rule

Page Numbers
and/or Appendix

24

A statement concerning the extent of public involvement and local
government participation in the development of the plan, if any.

18-2.021

16, Appendix 13.5

25

The management prospectus required pursuant to paragraph (9)(d)
shall be available to the public for a period of 30 days prior to the
public hearing.

259.032(10)

Appendix 13.5

26

LMPs and LMP updates for parcels over 160 acres shall be developed
with input from an advisory group who must conduct at least one
public hearing within the county in which the parcel or project is
located. Include the advisory group members and their affiliations, as
well as the date and location of the advisory group meeting.

259.032(10)

16, Appendix 13.5

27

Summary of comments and concerns expressed by the advisory group
for parcels over 160 acres

18-2.021

Appendix 13.5

28

During plan development, at least one public hearing shall be held in
each affected county. Notice of such public hearing shall be posted
on the parcel or project designated for management, advertised in a
paper of general circulation, and announced at a scheduled meeting
of the local governing body before the actual public hearing. Include
a copy of each County’s advertisements and announcements (meeting
minutes will suffice to indicate an announcement) in the management
plan.

253.034(5) & 259.032(10)

Appendix 13.5

29

The manager shall consider the findings and recommendations of the
land management review team in finalizing the required 10-year
update of its management plan. Include manager’s replies to the
team’s findings and recommendations.

259.036

58-59

30

Summary of comments and concerns expressed by the management
review team, if required by Section 259.036, F.S.

18-2.021

N/A

31

If manager is not in agreement with the management review team’s
findings and recommendations in finalizing the required 10-year
update of its management plan, the managing agency should explain
why they disagree with the findings or recommendations.

259.036

N/A

Section D: Natural Resources

Item #

Requirement

Statute/Rule

Page Numbers
and/or Appendix

32

Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding
soil types. Use brief descriptions and include USDA maps when
available.

18-2.021

17-18, 25-26,
Appendix 13.7

33

Insert FNAI based natural community maps when available.

ARC consensus

38-39

34

Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding
outstanding native landscapes containing relatively unaltered flora,
fauna and geological conditions.

18-2.021

18, 27-37

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission | Split Oak Forest WEA Management

Plan

Vi



35

Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding
unique natural features and/or resources including but not limited to
virgin timber stands, scenic vistas, natural rivers and streams, coral
reefs, natural springs, caverns and large sinkholes.

18-2.018 & 18-2.021

18.27-37, 50-52

36

Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding
beaches and dunes.

18-2.021

50

37

Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding
mineral resources, such as oil, gas and phosphate, etc.

18-2.018 & 18-2.021

50

38

Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding
fish and wildlife, both game and non-game, and their habitat.

18-2.018 & 18-2.021

37-49

39

Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding
State and Federally listed endangered or threatened species and their
habitat.

18-2.021

46-49

40

The identification or resources on the property that are listed in the
Natural Areas Inventory. Include letter from FNAI or consultant where
appropriate.

18-2.021

49, Appendix 13.8

41

Specific description of how the managing agency plans to identify,
locate, protect and preserve or otherwise use fragile, nonrenewable
natural and cultural resources.

259.032(10)

58-116

42

Habitat Restoration and Improvement

42-A.

Describe management needs, problems and a desired outcome and
the key management activities necessary to achieve the
enhancement, protection and preservation of restored habitats and
enhance the natural, historical and archeological resources and their
values for which the lands were acquired.

42-B.

Provide a detailed description of both short (2-year planning period)
and long-term (10-year planning period) management goals, and a
priority schedule based on the purposes for which the lands were
acquired and include a timeline for completion.

42-C.

The associated measurable objectives to achieve the goals.

42-D.

The related activities that are to be performed to meet the land
management objectives and their associated measures. Include fire
management plans - they can be in plan body or an appendix.

42-E.

A detailed expense and manpower budget in order to provide a
management tool that facilitates development of performance
measures, including recommendations for cost-effective methods of
accomplishing those activities.

259.032(10) & 253.034(5)

58-116

81-108

81-108

58-116, Appendix
13.3

112-114, Appendix
13.12

43

***Quantitative data description of the land regarding an inventory
of forest and other natural resources and associated acreage. See
footnote.

253.034(5)

18-39

44

Sustainable Forest Management, including
implementation of prescribed fire management

18-2.021, 253.034(5) &
259.032(10)

Plan
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Management needs, problems and a desired outcome (see

44-A. requirement for # 42-A). 58-116
Detailed description of both short and long-term management goals

44-B. (see requirement for # 42-B). 81-108

44-C. Measurable objectives (see requirement for #42-C). 81-108

44-D. Related activities (see requirement for #42-D). >8-116, Appendix

13.3
44-E. Budgets (see requirement for #42-E). 112-114, Appendix
13.12
Imperiled species, habitat maintenance,
45 enhancement, restoration or population 259.032(10) & 253.034(5)
restoration
Management needs, problems and a desired outcome (see
45-A. requirement for # 42-A). v 58-116
45-B. Detailed <Iﬂescription of both short and long-term management goals 81-108
(see requirement for # 42-B).
45-C. Measurable objectives (see requirement for #42-C). 81-108
45-D. Related activities (see requirement for #42-D). 58-116

45-E. Budgets (see requirement for #42-E). 112-114, Appendix

13.12
***Quantitative data description of the land regarding an inventory
46 of exotic and invasive plants and associated acreage. See footnote. AR 68-70
Pla.me the Arthropod Control Plan in an appendix. If or.1e does not BOT requirement via Appendix 13.14
47 exist, provide a statement as to what arrangement exists between the lease language
local mosquito control district and the management unit. guag and 13.15
Exotic and invasive species maintenance and
48 259.032(10) & 253.034(5)
control
Management needs, problems and a desired outcome (see
48-A. requirement for # 42-A). v 58-116
Detailed description of both short and long-term management goals
48-B. eserip g & 8 81-108
(see requirement for # 42-B).
48-C. Measurable objectives (see requirement for #42-C). 81-108
48-D. | Related activities (see requirement for #42-D). 58-116

112-114, Appendix

48-E. Budgets (see requirement for #42-E).
CES(EeiE ) 13.12

Section E: Water Resources

. Page Numbers
Iltem# | Requirement Statute/Rule

and/or Appendix

A statement as to whether the property is within and/or adjacent to
49 an aquatic preserve or a designated area of critical state concern or 49-50
an area under study for such designation. If yes, provide a list of the
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appropriate managing agencies that have been notified of the
proposed plan.

18-2.018 & 18-2.021

Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding

50 water resources, including water classification for each water body 18-2.021 49-50
and the identification of any such water body that is designated as an
Outstanding Florida Water under Rule 62-302.700, F.A.C.
Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
51 renewable and non-renewable resources of the property regarding 18-2.021 49-50
swamps, marshes and other wetlands.
***Quantitative description of the land regarding an inventory of
52 hydrological features and associated acreage. See footnote. AR 49-50
53 Hydrological Preservation and Restoration 259.032(10) & 253.034(5)
Management needs, problems and a desired outcome (see
53-A. requirement for # 42-A). v 73
Detailed description of both short and long-term management goals
53-B. (see requirement for # 42-B). 81-108
53-C. Measurable objectives (see requirement for #42-C). 81-108
53-D. Related activities (see requirement for #42-D). 58-116
112-114, Appendix
53-E. Budgets (see requirement for #42-E). PP
13.12
Section F: Historical, Archeological and Cultural Resources
Page Numbers
Iltem # | Requirement Statute/Rule & .
and/or Appendix
**Location and description of known and reasonably identifiable
renewable? and nonjrengwable resources of the property regarding 18-2.018, 18-2.021 & per
54 archeological and historical resources. Include maps of all cultural ! 50
. . . . . DHR’s request
resources except Native American sites, unless such sites are major
points of interest that are open to public visitation.
***Quantitative data description of the land regarding an inventory
55 of significant land, cultural or historical features and associated 253.034(5) 50,74
acreage.
A description of actions the agency plans to take to locate and
56 identify unknown resources such as surveys of unknown archeological 18-2.021 74, Appendix 13.11
and historical resources.
57 Cultural and Historical Resources 259.032(10) & 253.034(5)
Management needs, problems and a desired outcome (see
S7-A. requirement for # 42-A). v 58-116
Detailed description of both short and long-term management goals
57-B. (see requirement for # 42-B). 81-108
57-C. Measurable objectives (see requirement for #42-C). 81-108
57-D. Related activities (see requirement for #42-D). 58-116
112-114, Appendix
57-E. Budgets (see requirement for #42-E). 131 1;)}3
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**While maps of Native American sites should not be included in the body of the management plan, the DSL
urges each managing agency to provide such information to the Division of Historical Resources for inclusion in
their proprietary database. This information should be available for access to new managers to assist them in
developing, implementing and coordinating their management activities.

Section G: Facilities (Infrastructure, Access, Recreation)

Page Numbers
and/or Appendix

Iltem # | Requirement Statute/Rule
***Quantitative data description of the land regarding an inventory
58 of infrastructure and associated acreage. See footnote. PRI 74-77,92
59 Capital Facilities and Infrastructure 259.032(10) & 253.034(5)
Management needs, problems and a desired outcome (see
59-A. requirement for # 42-A). v 81-108
Detailed description of both short and long-term management goals
59-B. (see requirement for # 42-B). 58-116
59-C. Measurable objectives (see requirement for #42-C). 58-116
59-D. | Related activities (see requirement for #42-D). 81-108
112-114, Appendix
59-E. Budgets (see requirement for #42-E). PP
13.12
60 *oxE Quan?itative d.a_tg description .of the land regarding an inventory 253.034(5) 74-77,92
of recreational facilities and associated acreage.
61 Public Access and Recreational Opportunities 259.032(10) & 253.034(5)
Management needs, problems and a desired outcome (see
61-A. requirement for # 42-A). v 81-108
Detailed description of both short and long-term management goals
61-B. - eserip s SEMEnte 58-116
(see requirement for # 42-B).
61-C. Measurable objectives (see requirement for #42-C). 58-116
61-D. Related activities (see requirement for #42-D). 81-108
112-114, Appendix
61-E. Budgets (see requirement for #42-E). PP
13.12
Section H: Other/ Managing Agency Tools
i Page Numbers
Iltem # | Requirement Statute/Rule .
and/or Appendix
. . . ARC and managing .
62 Place this LMP Compliance Checklist at the front of the plan. 1V-XI1
agency consensus
Place the Executive Summary at the front of the LMP. Includea | . | . ..
63 physical description of the land. A 2l 2SR =
If this LMP is a 10-year update, note the accomplishments since the
64 drafting of the last LMP set forth in an organized (categories or ARC consensus 56-58
bullets) format.
65 Key management. activities necessz?ry to achieve the desired 259.032(10) 81-108
outcomes regarding other appropriate resource management.
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*** = The referenced inventories shall be of such detail that objective measures and benchmarks can be established for each tract of land
and monitored during the lifetime of the plan. All quantitative data collected shall be aggregated, standardized, collected, and presented in
an electronic format to allow for uniform management reporting and analysis. The information collected by the DEP pursuant to s.
253.0325(2) shall be available to the land manager and his or her assignee.
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1 Introduction and General Information

Buffering the southern boundary of Lake Hart, with Lake Mary Jane to the northeast, and
Lake Ajay to the west, just 1 mile south of metropolitan Orlando, the Split Oak Forest
Wildlife and Environmental Area (SOFWEA) conserves 1,689 acres of important wildlife
habitat. Providing important habitat and wildlife corridor links to nearby conservation
lands, the SOFWEA serves as vital habitat for a rich diversity of imperiled and focal
wildlife including the, gopher tortoise (Gopherus polyphemus), swallow-tailed kite
(Elanoides forficatus), Sherman’s fox squirrel (Sciurus niger shermani), and other more
prevalent wildlife. Setting astride the southern border of Orange County and the northern
border of Osceola County within an increasingly urbanized region, visitors to SOFWEA
have opportunities to find solace from the nearby urban bustle and see a diverse
assemblage of Florida’s imperiled, rare and other wildlife, rare plants and colorful
wildflowers along trails winding through verdant scrubby and mesic flatwoods forests that
are still emblematic of the primeval landscape of Florida.

Located in a landscape of ranchlands, citrus
groves, conservation lands, prairies, flatwoods,
and scrub flatwoods; the SOFWEA’s natural
communities, including ancient scrub lands,
hammocks, flatwoods, marshes and swamp
habitats, provide a wide diversity of wildlife
habitats. Given its confluence with adjacent
and nearby lakes the area also conserves
important watershed and water quality
attributes.

SOFWEA is managed by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), in
cooperation with Orange and Osceola counties, to conserve and restore natural wildlife
habitat for a wide range of imperiled wildlife species such as the gopher tortoise, and other
wildlife species, focusing primarily on the conservation of gopher tortoise habitat. The area
was acquired and conserved in part with FWC Gopher Tortoise Mitigation Program funds,
to offset development impacts to gopher tortoises, funding from Wetland Mitigation permits
to conserve wetlands, along with grant funding from the Florida Community Trust Program
to conserve natural resources, and in order to provide high-quality fish and wildlife based
public outdoor recreational opportunities that are compatible with the primary purposes for
acquisition and management of the area such as hiking, wildlife viewing, and
environmental education. The diverse array and quality of habitat types found on the
SOFWEA, results in a variety of resident and migratory birds that can be found on the area

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission | Split Oak Forest WEA Management
Plan

1



throughout the year, providing excellent birding opportunities, as well as other wildlife
viewing opportunities.

1.1 Management Plan Purpose

This Management Plan serves as the basic statement of policy and direction for the
management of SOFWEA. It provides information including the past usage, conservation
acquisition history, and descriptions of the natural and historical resources found on
SOFWEA. Furthermore, it identifies FWC’s future management intent, goals and
associated short and long-term objectives, as well as identifying challenges and solutions.
This Management Plan has been developed to guide each aspect of SOFWEA’s management
for the next ten years.

Although the lands covered by this Management Plan are not titled to the Board of
Trustees, they are being submitted to the ARC and Board of Trustees for review and
approval for a variety of important reasons. Foremost among these, is that the FWC has
determined that it is essential for all of the conservation areas that it manages, including
those lands titled to agencies other than the Board of Trustees, to have conservation land
management plans that are in conformance with the State’s statutory framework and
criteria for the development of management plans for state-owned conservation lands. This
ensures that each conservation area that FWC manages has a comprehensive, consistent,
accountable, land management plan that is developed under and meets the current ARC,
Board of Trustees, and FWC planning framework and requirements.

Further, FWC may also request for the SOFWEA to be included on the list of FWC
managed conservation lands that receive funding through the Land Acquisition Trust Fund
(LATF) conservation land management funding formula. Since, in order for a public
conservation area to be eligible to continue to qualify to receive land management funding
through the LATF land management funding formula, the area is required to have an ARC
and Board of Trustees approved land management plan that meets the State’s management
plan requirements for state-owned conservation lands. For these reasons, this
Management Plan is submitted and required to meet the ARC and Board of Trustees
criteria for approval.

Moreover, this Management Plan will also be submitted to the Orange and Osceola counties
for review and approval in keeping with the terms of the SOFWEA Partnership Agreement.

This Management Plan is submitted for review to the Acquisition and Restoration Council
(ARC) acting on behalf of Orange and Osceola Counties in compliance to Chapters 253 and
259, Florida Statutes (FS), and Chapters 18-2 and 18-4, Florida Administrative Code
(FAC). Format and content were drafted in accordance with ARC requirements for
management plans and the model plan outline provided by the staff of DSL. Terms
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(Appendix 13.4) used in this Management Plan describing management activities and
associated measurable goals and objectives conform to those developed for the Land
Management Uniform Accounting Council Biennial Land Management Operational Report.

1.1.1 FWC Planning Philosophy

The FWC’s planning philosophy includes emphasizing management recommendation
consensus-building among stakeholders and input from user groups and the general public
at the beginning of the planning process. The FWC engages stakeholders by convening a
Management Advisory Group and solicits additional input from user groups and the
general public at a public hearing (Appendix 13.5). The FWC also engages area, district,
and regional agency staff, as well as other FWC staff expertise, in developing this
Management Plan, thereby facilitating area biologist and manager “ownership” of the
Management Plan, and thus the development of meaningful management intent language,
goals with associated measurable objectives, timelines for completion, and the identification
of challenges and solution strategies for inclusion in the SOFWEA Management Plan
(Sections 5 — 8).

Furthermore, FWC maintains transparency and accountability throughout the
development and implementation of this Management Plan. A “living document” concept,
linking this updated Management Plan to the previous one, is accomplished by reporting on
the objectives, management activities, and projects accomplished over the last planning
timeframe (previous ten years; see Section 4), thereby ensuring agency accountability
through time. Also, in an effort to remain adaptive for the duration of this Management
Plan, continuous input and feedback will be collected from FWC staff, stakeholders, user
groups, and other interested parties and individuals. As needed, amendments to this
Management Plan will be presented to DSL and ARC for review and consideration.

1.2 Location

As noted above, the SOFWEA is located along the border of Orange and Osceola counties,
approximately five miles north of St. Cloud and eight miles east of Kissimmee. Comprising
approximately 1,689 acres, SOFWEA lies in all or portions of Sections 2 and 3, Township
25S, Range 31E, with a small portion of the area also located in Section 27, Township 24S,
and Range 31E. Public access to the area is provided directly off of Cyril’s Drive and Clapp
Simms Duda Road.

1.3 Acquisition

1.3.1 Purpose for Acquisition of the Property

In accordance with the SOFWEA Partnership Agreement between FWC, Orange and
Osceola counties described in more detail below, SOFWEA was acquired and established for
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the purpose of conserving natural and cultural resources, and for conserving wildlife species
habitat as a conservation measure designed to offset environmental impacts caused by
existing and proposed development, as well as other purposes enumerated below with
funding from the Florida Communities Trust Program (FCT), Orange and Osceola Counties’
Wetland Mitigation Permits and the FWC Mitigation Park Program. Lands acquired by
FWC through its FWC Mitigation Park Program, such as SOFWEA, were acquired as a
means to provide an offsite compensation alternative to state and federal listed species
regulatory decisions. In general, the primary acquisition and conservation goals and
purposes of the FWC Mitigation Park Program for acquiring Mitigation Parks such as
SOFWEA were:

1) Promote habitat conditions critical to meeting the life history requirements of
the gopher tortoise and associated upland species; conserve, protect, and restore
landscapes, forests, watershed, water resources, historical resources, and other
elements important to ecosystem functions;

2) Provide an off-site mitigation alternative to the traditional method of on-site
preservation of habitat within the boundaries of a development project requiring
state and federal listed species permits; and

3) Provide public outdoor fish and wildlife-based recreational opportunities that are
compatible with the conservation and management of the area’s natural and
historical resources.

The following mission statement was developed and approved by the FWC and Orange and
Osceola Counties to guide management activities at the SOFWEA. “It shall be the primary
management missions at SOFWEA to manage plant communities and public use in a
manner that gives first consideration to the habitat needs and life history requirements of
the gopher tortoise.”

Additionally, the FCT Split Oak Forest Grant Project funding has perpetual obligations,
covenants and restrictions that cover the purposes for acquiring the Project Site.
Specifically, the covenants stipulate: “the Project Site shall be managed for the
conservation, protection and enhancement of natural and cultural resources and for passive
natural resource-based public outdoor recreation that is compatible with the conservation,
protection and enhancement of the Project Site, along with related uses necessary for the
accomplishment of this purpose.”

Consistent with these purposes, the SOFWEA conserves habitat for the gopher tortoise as
well as other imperiled, rare and occurring wildlife species and is managed by FWC, in
cooperation with Orange and Osceola counties, to provide ecological diversity, high quality
wildlife habitat, and wildlife-oriented public outdoor recreational opportunities.
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1.3.2 Acquisition History

In 1991, Osceola County and Orange County respectively approved a partnership
application in cooperation with the FWC, then the Florida Game and Freshwater Fish
Commission, which was submitted to the FCT, formerly within the now defunct
Department of Community Affairs, now housed within the Florida Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP), to acquire SOFWEA. With the assistance of grant funds
awarded to Orange and Osceola Counties by the FCT, the Counties jointly acquired the
parcel. Subsequently, the FCT approved the SOFWEA Partnership Application and
Agreement noted above in 1992. On March 15, 1994, Orange and Osceola Counties
approved an interagency agreement between the counties and FWC. This agreement
established the FWC as the managing agency of SOFWEA, with the purpose of establishing
the area as a Mitigation Park to protect vital habitat for the gopher tortoise. The area also
served as a Wetland Mitigation Bank, and both Orange and Osceola counties sold
mitigation credits to private/public entities to

offset wetland impacts. In 1995 the FCT

approved a conservation easement vested in the

FWC. As a part of the agreement between FWC

and Orange and Osceola counties, FWC

reimbursed Orange and Osceola counties for a

part of the cost of acquiring the area with funds

from the FWC Mitigation Park Program, in

return for the Counties granting the FWC a

perpetual conservation easement on the area. In

short, the SOFWEA Conservation Easement

provides the FWC perpetual management authority and responsibility for the SOFWEA, in
cooperation with Orange and Osceola counties, under the FWC Mitigation Park Program.

FWC implemented the now defunct Mitigation Park Program in 1988 under Section
372.074 of the Florida Statutes (FS), (since replaced by Chapter 379, FS), to help protect
gopher tortoises from the impacts of development, by providing an offsite alternative to the
previous method of on-site preservation of habitat within the boundaries of a development.
When developers proposed to develop habitat for gopher tortoises through this program,
they paid mitigation “taking” fees that were used to buy and manage high quality habitat
elsewhere. As a result, the program provided an alternative method to preserve wildlife
habitat, while allowing developers to develop imperiled species habitat on their
development project sites. It also consolidates mitigation within a geographical region by
buying larger and more manageable tracts, which are established as Wildlife and
Environmental Areas (WEAs) and can be utilized by the public for low-intensity, natural
resource-based public outdoor recreation. All of the WEAs established through this
program are managed primarily to protect and enhance habitat important to upland
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endangered or threatened wildlife, especially the gopher tortoise. The Mitigation Park
Program has since been discontinued, but the 14 mitigation tracts acquired through the
program continue to be actively managed by FWC for their original purposes of acquisition
and conservation.

Gopher Tortoise Mitigation Parks, now established by the FWC as WEAs, provide
conservation of important fish and wildlife habitat while allowing for public outdoor
recreation within a multiple-use management regime that is primarily focused on
restoration and management of gopher tortoise habitat. For this reason, management
activities emphasize the maintenance and restoration of optimum listed species habitat.

1.3.3 Mitigation Credits

Based upon mitigation criteria outlined in the Interagency Agreement for SOFWEA,
between Orange and Osceola Counties and the FWC, any property owner or developer may
apply for upland or wetland mitigation permits/credits, to utilize allotted mitigation credits
at SOFWEA, to use as mitigation to offset development impacts on imperiled wildlife
species and wetlands respectively.

Essentially, the formula for establishing the number of potential mitigation credits that are
assigned to a respective mitigation area such as SOFWEA, is based on the number of acres
of viable, sustainable habitat calculated for each species of imperiled wildlife, which 1s
determined through wildlife and habitat surveys that are determined to be on the
mitigation area. In this way, the total acreage qualified to be used as mitigation is
calculated. In general, mitigation credits are assigned for each acre of functional habitat as
calculated for those species of imperiled wildlife that are projected to be sustainable on the
area with genetically viable stable populations over time.

However, it should be noted that all previously available wetland and upland mitigation
credits have been purchased and utilized for SOFWEA; consequently, there are no
remaining mitigation credits available for use on SOFWEA.

1.4 Management Authority

The FWC is the designated lead managing agency for SOFWEA under the authority
granted by the interagency agreement between Orange and Osceola Counties and the FWC,
and the conservation easement vested in the FWC by the FCT. Further management
authority derives from Article IV, Section 9 of the Florida Constitution as well as the
guidance and directives of Chapters 253, 259, 327, 370, 373, 375, 378, 379, 403, 487, 870,
and 597 and of the Florida Statutes. These constitutional provisions and laws provide FWC
the authority to protect, conserve, and manage the State’s fish and wildlife resources.
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1.5 Management Directives

The Interagency Agreement with FWC and Orange and Osceola Counties directs FWC to
“establish the Project as a Wildlife and Environmental Area pursuant to Rule 39-
17.002...assignment of management responsibility shall not preclude Orange or Osceola
from recreational use of the Project as long as said recreational uses comply with specific
regulations promulgated by FWC pursuant to Rule 39-17.005, F.A.C.” Also, under the
Conservation Easement vested in FWC directs FWC to “ensure that the area...shall be used
and managed at a FWC Mitigation Park...to perform habitat management activities and to
enforce the right herein granted by the Grantor, its heirs, successors, or assigns... to
preserve and protect and...enhance the natural and ecological features of the Property.”

1.6 Title Interest and Encumbrances

Title to the original 1,689 acres of the lands acquired within SOFWEA is vested in Orange
and Osceola counties, along with a conservation easement vested in the FWC.
Consequently, as noted above, under the SOFWEA conservation easement, the FWC has
lead management authority and responsibility, in cooperation with Orange and Osceola
counties, for all resources within the established boundary of SOFWEA.

Additional FWC management authority derives from Article IV, Section 9 of the Florida
Constitution as well as the guidance and directives of Chapters 253, 259, 327, 370, 372,
375, 378, 379, 403, 487, 597, and 870 of the Florida Statutes. These laws establish the
authority of the FWC with regard to protection and management of the State’s fish and
wildlife resources.

According to the Land Management Uniform Accounting Council’s biennial report,
SOFWEA is documented as having an area of 1,689 acres. However, GIS-calculated
acreage data for the area from the FNAI maintained FLMA shapefiles (April 2016),
indicates the area has an acreage of 1,772 acres. The FWC will continue to work with
FNAI, Orange and Osceola counties, and DEP to reconcile this apparent acreage
discrepancy and will recommend an updated boundary survey in the SOFWEA
Management Plan to aid in rectifying this apparent acreage discrepancy. There are no
known encumbrances or outstanding mineral rights or other interests within the
established boundary of SOFWEA.

1.7 Proximity to Other Public Conservation Lands

As noted above, the SOFWEA is located in the vicinity of an extensive network of
conservation lands, including Eagles Roost Preserve, Isle of Pine Preserve, and Moss Park,
which are managed by Orange County and located directly adjacent to the area, as well as
other conservation lands managed by the FWC, Osceola County, University of Central
Florida (UCF), the SFWMD, the SJRWMD, and several private conservation organizations.
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Several Florida Forever projects are also located in the vicinity of the area shown in Table 1
and in Figure 4. Tables 1 and 2 list the Florida Forever projects and conservation lands
within a 15-mile radius of the SOFWEA, including lands managed by public and private
entities, that conserve cultural and natural resources within this region of Florida. Most of
the conservation lands listed in Table 2 are owned in full-fee by a public entity. However,
some of these areas fall within a less-than-fee ownership classification, where the land is
owned and being managed by a private landowner while a public agency or not-for-profit
organization holds a conservation easement on the land.

Table 1. Florida Forever Projects within a 15 mile Radius of SOFWEA

Project Name GIS Acres
Big Bend Swamp/Holopaw Ranch 56,729.44
Conlin Lake X 9,074.82
Table 2. Conservation Lands within a 15 mile Radius of SOFWEA
State of Florida Managing Agency
Paradise Island FWC
Tosohatchee Wildlife Management Area FWC
University of Central Florida East Parcel UCF
University of Central Florida McKay Tract UCF
Water Management District Managing Agency
Dietrich Conservation Easement SJRWMD
Hal Scott Preserve Conservation Easement SJRWMD
Hal Scott Regional Preserve and Park SJRWMD
Oak Street Extension Preserve SFWMD
Shingle Creek SFWMD
County/City Managing Agency

Cherokee Point Conservation Area
Crosby Island Marsh Preserve
Eagles Roost

Evans Property

Isle of Pine Preserve

Ken Bosserman Econlochatchee River Preserve

Lake Lizzie Conservation Area
Long Branch Park

Osceola County
Orange County
Orange County
Orange County
Orange County
Orange County
Osceola County
Orange County
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Makinson Island Conservation Area Osceola County

Moss Park Orange County
Nunnally Property Orange County
Pine Lily Preserve Orange County
Ranger Property Orange County
Savage/Christmas Creek Preserve Orange County
Shingle Creek Regional Park Osceola County
Sunflower Property Orange County
TM Ranch 4 Mitigation Bank Orange County
Tupperware Island Conservation Area Osceola County
Twin Oaks Conservation Area Osceola County
Vienna Property Orange County
Private/Public Conservation Organization Managing Agency
Florida Audubon
Big Econlochatchee River Sanctuary Society, Inc.
Florida Audubon
Homestead News Sanctuary Society, Inc.
TM-Econ Phases 123 Mitigation Bank Holland Properties
Acronym Key Agency Name
FWC Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
SFWMD South Florida Water Management District
SJRWMD St. John’s River Water Management District
UCF University of Central Florida

1.8 Adjacent Land Uses

As described above, the SOFWEA is located in Central Florida in the southeastern region of
Orange County and the northeastern region of Osceola County. Approximately 1 mile west
of SOFWEA is Highway 15 and bordering the southern portion of the area is Cyrila Drive.
The Central Florida Greenway is located approximately 4 miles west of SOFWEA, and the
Orlando International Airport is located approximately 15 miles northwest of the area.
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The 2015 U.S. Census estimates that there are 1,288,126 people living in Orange County
and 323,993 people living in Osceola County. The Department of Economic Affairs, Bureau
of Economic and Business Research’s (BEBR) medium-range population projection
indicates that in the year 2025, there will be 427,900 people living in Osceola County and
1,551,400 people living in Orange County. The BEBR population projections for the
counties surrounding Orange and Osceola counties for the year 2025 are as follows: Brevard
County-621,000; Indian River County-166,400; Lake County-394,000; Okeechobee County-
42,600; Polk County-744,600; and Seminole County-502,100.

The current zoning ordinance for the SOFWEA is conservation/preservation. According to
Osceola and Orange County’s comprehensive plan, conservation/preservation lands allows
for 1 unit/5 acres. According to the Orange and Osceola counties’ Recreation Master Plan,
the following activities are allowed: hiking, fishing, wildlife viewing, nature study,
geocaching, and equestrian usage thru permit only. Activities that are not approved on the
SOFWEA include biking, hunting, and camping. Orange and Osceola counties’ future land
use maps indicate that the SOFWEA will continue to be designated and zoned as
conservation and preservation/rural lands.

The current land use designations for areas in the vicinity of the SOFWEA in the Osceola
county portion are low density residential and mixed use. In Orange County the areas
surrounding SOFWEA are designated as rural, conservation, and planned development.

Osceola and Orange counties are among the most heavily-developed counties in central
Florida and many of the lands in the immediate vicinity of the SOFWEA have been platted
and are designated as low-density residential. So, although the SOFWEA is located in
moderately developed area of Orange and Osceola counties, there are ongoing plans for
increased residential development adjacent or in the immediate vicinity of SOFWEA. The
Osceola Parkway Extension route is being considered to run adjacent to or thru SOFWEA.
Careful coordination between FWC, Osceola County and adjacent Deseret Ranch will be
required for evaluation of the potential environmental impacts, and for the required
mitigation of such impacts, if potential consideration of routing the Osceola Parkway is
proposed for the area. Additionally, as stated above, much of the land within the
immediate vicinity of the area are designated as conservation and preservation lands
according to Orange and Osceola counties’ current zoning ordinance and future land use
maps.

The SOFWEA is not within an area of critical state concern or presently under study for
such a designation.

1.9 Public Involvement

The FWC conducted a Management Advisory Group (MAG) meeting in Orlando, Florida on
June 8th, 2016, to obtain input from both public and private stakeholders regarding
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management of SOFWEA. Results of this meeting were used by FWC to develop
management goals and objectives and to identify opportunities and strategies for inclusion
in this Management Plan. A summary of issues and opportunities raised by the SOFWEA
MAG, as well as a listing of participants, is included as Appendix B. Further, a public
hearing, as required by Chapter 259.032(10), F'S, was held in Kissimmee, Florida on July
14t 2016. The report of that hearing is also contained in Appendix 13.5.4. A website is
also maintained for receipt of public input at
http://myfwc.com/conservation/terrestrial/management-plans/develop-mps/ . Further
testimony and input is also received at a public hearing held by ARC when this

Management Plan is considered for approval. Input received from all public involvement
efforts has been considered in the development of this Management Plan.

2 Natural and Historical Resources

2.1 Physiography

The SOFWEA is located within the mid-peninsular physiographic zone south of the
Orlando ridge and to the east of the northern portion of the Lake Wales Ridge. The mid-
peninsular zone contains discontinuous highlands separated by broad valleys and is
composed of distinct physiographic divisions. The SOFWEA lies within the Osceola Plain
physiographic division. The area is predominantly flat, with only gentle slopes and slight
changes in elevation.

2.1.1 Climate

The climate of Orange and Osceola Counties, like most of peninsular Florida, is humid and
subtropical, with long, warm, and humid summers and mild, dry winters. In the summer,
temperature tends to remain relatively constant from day to day, with high temperatures
being tempered by clouds and frequent afternoon rain showers. In the winter, on the other
hand, temperatures tend to vary considerably due to dry, cold air coming in the form of cold
fronts from the north. The average annual temperature is 82° Fahrenheit (F) in the
summer and 62° F in the winter. The average annual rainfall is approximately 51 inches,
with approximately 60% of the rainfall occurring in the wettest months from June to
September. Temperatures tend to be the highest in July and August, when the average
maximum temperature is 92° F and the average minimum is nearly 74° F. January tends
to be the coldest month, with an average maximum temperature of around 71° F and an
average minimum temperature of 49° F.

2.1.2 Topography
SOFWEA occurs in a physiographic district known as the Eastern Flatwoods District.

Elevations within the area vary from a maximum of 93 feet above Mean Sea Level (MSL),
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to a minimum MSL of 60 feet. SOFWEA’s elevation usually ranges from 60-70 feet. The
topography of this area is generally low and flat, with sandy soils and wide-ranging areas of
flatwoods.

The SOFWEA does not contain beaches, dunes, or virgin timber.

2.1.3 Soils

The U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) data
were used to identify SOFWEA'’s soil series and soil depth to water table (Figures 5 and 6).
Five map units described in the soil survey of SOFWEA are distributed as shown in Figure
5. Analyses of depth to water table for map units occurring within SOFWEA are also
provided in Figure 6. The NRCS defines a soil map unit as: “a collection of soil areas or
non-soil areas (miscellaneous areas) delineated in a soil survey.” Soil map units may
contain multiple soil components, which are given names that are unique identifiers.
Figure 5 provides aggregation data for SOFWEA map units.

Soils found within the SOFWEA are generally associated with improved pasture and
prairies and are thus poorly to very poorly drained sandy or organic soils. Smyrna fine
sand makes up nearly 20% of the area, Samsula muck and Immokalee fine sand together
make up nearly a third of the area, Pomello fine sand makes up a little more than 10% of
the area, and Myakka fine sand makes up about 10% of the area. Various other sands
occur on the area including Basinger fine sane, Hontoon muck, Narcoossee fine sand, Placid
fine sand, Sanibel muck, St. John’s fine sand, Tavares fine sand, and Zolfo fine sand. More
extensive soils series descriptions may be found in Appendix 13.7.

2.1.4 Geologic Conditions

The Central Highlands Region of peninsular Florida consists of a series of rather localized
high grounds, comprising near subparallel north-south ridges that are remnants of beach
and sand-dune systems associated with Early Pleistocene shorelines. The region consists of
xeric residual sandhills, beach ridges and dune fields, the whole of which is interspersed
with numerous sinkhole, lakes and basins caused by erosion of the underlying limestone
bedrock. The main axis of the Central Highlands is the Central Ridge, extending from
south-eastern Lake County in the north to southern Highlands County in the south.
Undifferentiated Quaternary Sediments geological unit is what makes up SOFWEA.

Undifferentiated Quaternary Sediments (Pleistocene/Holocene) - Much of Florida's surface
is covered by a varying thickness of undifferentiated sediments consisting of siliciclastics,
organics and freshwater carbonates. Where these sediments exceed 20 feet (6.1 meters)
thick, they were mapped as discrete units. In an effort to subdivide the undifferentiated
sediments, those sediments occurring in flood plains were mapped as alluvial and flood
plain deposits. Sediments showing surficial expression of beach ridges and dunes were
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mapped separately as were the sediments composing Trail Ridge. Terrace sands were not
mapped refer to Healy [1975] for a discussion of the terraces in Florida. The subdivisions of
the Undifferentiated Quaternary Sediments are not lithostratigraphic units, but are
utilized in order to facilitate a better understanding of the State's geology. The siliciclastics
are light gray, tan, brown to black, unconsolidated to poorly consolidated, clean to clayey,
silty, unfossiliferous, variably organic-bearing sands to blue green to olive green, poorly to
moderately consolidated, sandy, silty clays. Gravel is occasionally present in the
panhandle. Organics occur as plant debris, roots, disseminated organic matrix and beds of
peat. Freshwater carbonates, often referred to as marls in the literature, are scattered over
much of the State. In southern Florida, freshwater carbonates are nearly ubiquitous in the
Everglades. These sediments are buff colored to tan, unconsolidated to poorly consolidated,
fossiliferous carbonate muds. Sand, silt and clay may be present in limited quantities.
These carbonates often contain organics. The dominant fossils in the freshwater carbonates
are mollusks.

2.2 Vegetation

Through the services of the Florida Natural Areas Inventory (FNAI), FWC has mapped the

current natural and anthropogenic communities of SOFWEA which describes 18 natural

and anthropogenic community types existing on SOFWEA, (Table 3, and Figure 7). FWC
biologists, along with contracted surveys
through FNAI, have documented a variety of
rare species (Table 5) and numerous species
of invasive exotic plant species (Table 6) as
occurring on the SOFWEA. Figure 8 displays
the historic natural communities of
SOFWEA, which depicts the composition of
native plant communities on the area prior to
substantial alteration of the region’s
hydrology and land for agricultural and
development uses.

Table 3. Natural Community Types on SOFWEA

Community Type GIS Acres Percentage
Basin marsh 117.41 6.6%
Baygall 126.80 7.2%
Canal/ditch 3.15 <0.1%
Clearing/regeneration 12.58 0.1%
Depression marsh 13.97 0.1%
Dome swamp 80.78 4.6%
Flatwoods lake 60.31 3.4%
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Impoundment/artificial pond 26.14 1.5%
Mesic flatwoods 365.14 20.6%
Mesic hammock 77.07 4.4%
Pasture - improved 54.29 3.1%
Sandhill 8.46 <0.1%
Scrub 38.78 2.2%
Scrubby flatwoods 465.38 26.3%
Spoil area 57.74 3.3%
Wet flatwoods 212.83 12.0%
Wet prairie 0.88 <0.1%
Xeric hammock 49.86 2.8%
Table 4. Plant Species Observed at SOFWEA
Common Name Scientific Name

American beautyberry
American bluehearts
American white waterlily
Atlantic St. John's wort
Bahiagrass

Ballmoss

Bartram's airplant
Blackroot
Bladderwort

Blue huckleberry

Blue maidencane
Bluestem

Bogbutton
Bottlebrush threeawn
Bracken fern
Broadleaf cattail
Broomsedge bluestem
Bulltongue arrowhead
Bushy bluestem
Cabbage palm
Caesar's weed
Carolina redroot
Chalky bluestem
Chapman's oak
Chinese tallowtree

Callicarpa americana

Buchnera americana

Nymphaea odorata

Hypericum tenuifolium
Paspalum notatum

Tillandsia recurvata

Tillandsia bartramii

Pterocaulon pycnostachyum
Utricularia sp.

Gaylussacia frondosa var. tomentosa
Amphicarpum muhlenbergianum
Andropogon sp.

Lachnocaulon sp.

Aristida spiciformis

Pteridium aquilinum

Typha latifolia

Andropogon virginicus
Sagittaria lancifolia

Andropogon glomeratus

Sabal palmetto

Urena lobata

Lachnanthes caroliana
Andropogon virginicus var. glaucus
Quercus chapmanii

Triadica sebifera
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Cinnamon fern
Climbing hempvine
Clustered mille graines
Coastalplain chaffhead
Coastalplain milkwort
Coastalplain palafox
Coastalplain staggerbush
Cogongrass

Combleaf mermaidweed
Common buttonbush
Creeping bramble fern
Creeping primrosewillow
Crowngrass

Dahoon

Deerberry

Dogfennel

Dwarf huckleberry
Dwarf live oak

Earleaf greenbrier
Eastern poison ivy
Elliott's milkpea

Erect pricklypear
Falsefennel

Fascicled beaksedge
Fetterbush

Flatsedge

Florida indian plantain
Forked bluecurls
Fourpetal St. John's wort
Fringed yelloweyed grass
Gallberry

Giant airplant

Giant bristlegrass
Glade lobelia

Golden polypody
Gopher apple

Green arrow arum
Green fly orchid
Groundsel tree

Guava

Hairy chaffhead

Osmunda cinnamomea
Mikania scandens
Oldenlandia uniflora
Carphephorus corymbosus
Polygala setacea
Palafoxia integrifolia
Lyonia fruticosa
Imperata cylindrica
Proserpinaca pectinata
Cephalanthus occidentalis
Hypolepis repens
Ludwigia repens
Paspalum sp.

llex cassine

Vaccinium stamineum
Fupatorium capillifolium
Gaylussacia dumosa
Quercus minima

Smilax auriculata
Toxicodendron radicans
Galactia elliottii

Opuntia stricta
FEupatorium leptophyllum
Rhynchospora fascicularis
Lyonia lucida

Cyperus sp.

Arnoglossum floridanum
Trichostema dichotomum
Hypericum tetrapetalum
Xyris fimbriata

llex glabra

Tillandsia utriculata
Setaria magna

Lobelia glandulosa
Phlebodium aureum
Licania michauxii
Peltandra virginica
Epidendrum conopseum
Baccharis halimifolia
Psidium guajava
Carphephorus paniculatus
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Hooded pitcherplant
Large gallberry
Laurel greenbrier
Lemon bacopa
Licoriceweed

Little bluestem

Live oak

Lizard's tail

Loblolly bay
Longleaf pine
Longleaf threeawn
Lopsided indiangrass
Maiden ferns
Maidencane
Maleberry
Meadow-beauty
Michaux's croton
Mohr's thoroughwort
Muscadine

Myrtle oak
Myrtleleaf St. John's wort
Narrowfruit horned beaksedge
Narrowleaf silkgrass
Netted chain fern
Netted pawpaw
Nutrush

Nuttall's meadowbeauty
October flower

Panic grass

Peelbark St. John's wort
Pennywort
Pickerelweed
Piedmont pinweed
Pond cypress

Pond pine
Pricklypear
Queensdelight
Rattlepods

Red maple
Resurrection fern
Rose rush

Sarracenia minor

Ilex coriacea

Smilax laurifolia
Bacopa caroliniana
Scoparia dulcis
Schizachyrium scoparium
Quercus virginiana
Saururus cernuus
Gordonia lasianthus
Pinus palustris
Aristida palustris
Sorghastrum secundum
Thelypteris sp.
Panicum hemitomon

Lyonia ligustrina var. foliosiflora

Rhexia sp.

Croton michauxii
Fupatorium mohrii
Vitis rotundifolia
Quercus myrtifolia
Hypericum myrtifolium
Rhynchospora inundata
Pityopsis graminifolia
Woodwardia areolata
Asimina reticulata
Scleria sp.

Rhexia nuttallii
Polygonella polygama
Panicum sp.
Hypericum fasciculatum
Hydrocotyle sp.
Pontederia cordata
Lechea torreyi
Taxodium ascendens
Pinus serotina

Opuntia humifusa
Stillingia sylvatica
Crotalaria sp.

Acer rubrum

Pleopeltis polypodioides var. michauxiana

Lygodesmia aphylla
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Rosy camphorweed
Rough hedgehyssop
Roundleaf thoroughwort
Roundpod St. John's wort
Royal fern

Running oak

Rusty staggerbush
Sand cordgrass

Sand holly

Sand live oak
Sandyfield beaksedge
Sarsaparilla vine

Saw greenbrier

Saw palmetto
Sawgrass

Sawtooth blackberry
Scrubland goldenaster
Sedge

Seminole false foxglove
Shiny blueberry
Shoestring fern
Shortleaf gayfeather
Shortleaf rosegentian
Slash pine

Slender club-moss
Slender flattop goldenrod
Slimleaf pawpaw
Smallfruit beggarticks
Soft rush

Southern bogbutton
Southern needleleaf
Southern umbrellasedge
Spadeleaf

Spanish moss
Sphagnum moss
Spikerush

St. Andrew's cross
Sugarcane plumegrass
Summer farewell
Sundews

Swamp bay

Pluchea baccharis
Gratiola hispida
Fupatorium rotundifolium
Hypericum cistifolium
Osmunda regalis var. spectabilis
Quercus pumila

Lyonia ferruginea
Spartina bakeri
Illex ambigua
Quercus geminata
Rhynchospora megalocarpa
Smilax pumila
Smilax bona-nox
Serenoa repens
Cladium jamaicense
Rubus argutus
Chrysopsis subulata
Carex sp.

Agalinis filifolia
Vaccinium myrsinites
Vittaria lineata
Liatris tenuifolia
Sabatia brevifolia
Pinus elliottii
Lycopodiella caroliniana
Futhamia caroliniana
Asimina angustifolia
Bidens mitis
Juncus eftfusus subsp. solutus
Lachnocaulon beyrichianum
Tillandsia setacea
Fuirena scirpoidea
Centella asiatica
Tillandsia usneoides
Sphagnum sp.

FEleocharis sp.

Hypericum hypericoides
Saccharum giganteum
Dalea pinnata
Drosera sp.

Persea palustris

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission | Split Oak Forest WEA Management

Plan




Laurel oak

Swamp tupelo
Sweetbay

Tall elephantsfoot
Taperleaf waterhorehound
Tarflower

Tenangle pipewort
Toothed midsorus fern
Torpedograss

Tropical soda apple
Turkey oak

Virginia buttonweed
Virginia chain fern
Virginia marsh St. John's wort
Warty panicgrass
Water cowbane

Water oak

Wax myrtle

Whitetop aster

Wild pennyroyal
Winged sumac
Wiregrass

Witchgrass
Woodsgrass

Yellow hatpins
Yellow-eyed grass

Quercus laurifolia

Nyssa sylvatica var. biflora
Magnolia virginiana
FElephantopus elatus
Lycopus rubellus

Bejaria racemosa
Eriocaulon decangulare
Blechnum serrulatum
Panicum repens

Solanum viarum

Quercus laevis

Diodia virginiana
Woodwardia virginica
Triadenum virginicum
Panicum verrucosum
Oxypolis filiformis

Quercus nigra

Myrica cerifera
Sericocarpus tortifolius
Piloblephis rigida

Rhus copallinum

Aristida stricta var. beyrichiana
Dichanthelium sp.
Oplismenus hirtellus
Syngonanthus flavidulus
Xyris sp.

Table 5. Rare Plant Species of the SOFWEA

Common Name Scientific Name Status
Erect pricklypear Opuntia stricta ST
Balbis’ airplant Tillandsia balbisiana SE
Giant airplant Tillandsia utriculata SE
Giant orchid Fulophia ecristata ST
Hooded pitcherplant Sarracenia minor ST
Manyflowered grasspink Calapogon multiflorus ST
Pine lily Lilium catesbaer ST
Yellow fringed orchid Platanthera ciliaris ST
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Table 6. Exotic Invasive Plant Species Known to Occur on the SOFWEA

Common Name Scientific Name FLEPPC Category

Alligatorweed Alternanthera philoxeroides II

Brazilian pepper Schinus terebinthifolius I
Caesar's weed Urena lobata I
Camphor tree Cinnamomum camphora I
Chinaberry Melia azedarach II
Chinese tallowtree Triadica sebifera I
Citrus tree Citrus sp.

Cogongrass Imperata cylindrica I
Cuban bulrush Oxycoryum cubense

Guava Psidium guajava I
Guinea grass Panicum maximum II
Heart-of-flame Bromelia balansae

Lantana Lantana camara I
Natalgrass Melinis repens I
Old world climbing fern Lygodium microphyllum I
Primrose willow Ludwigia peruviana 1
Queen palm Syagrus romanzoffiana II
Skunk-vine Paederia foetida I
Smutgrass Sporobolus indicus I
Strawberry guava Psidium cattleianum 1
Sweet viburnum Viburnum odoratissimum

Sword fern Nephrolepis cordifolia I
Torpedograss Panicum repens I

Tropical soda apple
Vasey grass

Solanum viarum
Paspalum urviller
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2.2.1 FNAI Natural Community Descriptions
Basin Marsh (~117.41 acres)

Basin marshes are herbaceous or shrubby wetlands situated in large and irregularly
shaped depressions. Basin marsh is an herb-dominated community that occurs in large,
often irregularly shaped depressions. Basin marshes are regularly inundated freshwater
herbaceous wetlands that may occur in a variety of situations, but in contrast to depression
marshes, are not small or shallow inclusions within a fire-maintained natural community.
Plant species composition is heterogeneous, both within and between marshes, but can
generally be divided into submersed, floating-leaved, emergent, and grassy zones from
deepest to shallowest portions; shrub patches may be present within any of these zones.
Species composition may be similar to that of generally smaller, more isolated depression
marshes, and variations occur because basin marshes accumulate thicker peat deposits,
have a longer, more permanent hydroperiod, and burn far less often than do depression
marshes, generally every 1-10 years.

At SOFWEA, basin marsh occurs primarily around Lake Hart and Lake Mary Jane that
border the property to the northeast and northwest respectively. Also, there are several
other isolated marshes on the area that usually contain baygall and swamp communities
within them. The primary vegetative components of these marshes are hydrophytic herbs,
especially maidencane, fascicled beaksedge, narrowfruit horned beaksedge, and sand
cordgrass. In deeper central portions or lakeshores, sawgrass, bulltongue arrowhead, and
American white waterlily may become dominant. Other common herbs include blue
maidencane, lemon bacopa, spadeleaf, Virginia buttonweed, dogfennel, slender flattop
goldenrod, southern umbrellasedge, Carolina redroot, rosy camphorweed, and combleaf
mermaidweed.

Woody vegetation is sparse and typically represented by a few stunted trees including
swamp tupelo and pond cypress, as well as shrubs such as peelbark St. John's wort,
fetterbush, wax myrtle, and swamp bay mainly around the shallow perimeter.

Disturbances to basin marshes at SOFWEA have been caused primarily by the alteration of
three marshes in preparation for development that occurred before the land was acquired
by Orange and Osceola counties and FWC. The marshes were dug out to develop ponds
with higher surrounding areas created by the spoil. These are now virtually unrecognizable
as natural communities with the exception of the easternmost marsh, of which half the
former area now remains intact. For the rest of the wetlands, overall hydrologic change
likely caused by ditching and groundwater drawdown may be having a significant effect on
an increasing weedy cover.
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Baygall (~ 126.80 acres)

Baygalls are generally characterized as dense evergreen hardwood forests in seepage
depressions, often at the base of sandy slopes that occur in depressions or seepage areas
where groundwater is at or near the surface for long periods of time. Although most
baygalls are small in acreage, some form large, mature forests. Soils are generally
composed of peat, with seepage from uplands, rainfall, and capillary action from adjacent
wetlands maintaining a saturated substrate. Baygall typically develops at the bases of
slopes, edges of floodplains, in depressions, and in stagnant drainages. Generally
influenced by flowing water, baygall is often drained by small blackwater streams.

At SOFWEA, there are two large (>40 acres) and two small (~5 acres) baygalls as well as
several areas of baygall that form ecotones between swamps and surrounding flatwoods.
The larger baygalls grade into and form a mosaic with swamp and marsh vegetation.

In general, the canopy is dominated by loblolly bay and sweetbay, with an understory of
dahoon, large gallberry, fetterbush, wax myrtle, St. Andrew's cross, and swamp bay. In
wetter areas, pond cypress may become common. Herbs are sparse and may include
toothed midsorus fern, Carolina redroot, royal fern, green arrow arum, lizard's tail,
sphagnum moss, netted chain fern, and Virginia chain fern. Laurel greenbrier is a common
vine.

Disturbances are mainly due to hydrologic alteration and the historic lack of fire that
occurred prior to the area being acquired for conservation which alters the edge of the
baygall and allows expansion of the shrubby components into otherwise non-baygall
dominated communities.

Depression Marsh (~ 13.97 acres)

Depression marsh, an herbaceous wetland community found in low flatlands, forms the
characteristic pockmarked landscape seen on aerial photographs of the flat landscapes of
the Florida peninsula. Depression marsh is usually characterized as a shallow, rounded
depression in sand substrate with herbaceous vegetation and shrubs, often in concentric
bands. These marshes also frequently form an outer rim around swamp communities such
as dome swamps. They form when the overlying sands slump into depressions dissolved in
underlying limestone. Depression marshes often burn with the surrounding landscape, and
are seasonally inundated. Depression marshes typically occur in landscapes occupied by
fire-maintained natural communities such as mesic flatwoods, dry prairie, or sandhill.
Depression marshes are typically small wetlands that are circular or oval in shape and are
dominated by herbaceous species. Hydroperiods can range widely from as few as 50 days or
less to more than 200 days of inundation per year. Depression marshes often dry out
during periods of low rainfall, and as a result, burn when fires occur in the surrounding
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uplands. The substrate is usually acid sand with possibly some deepening peat toward the
center. Because water depth in depression marshes usually increases toward the center,
vegetation may form distinctive natural community zones corresponding to the depth of the
water.

At SOFWEA, depression marshes are usually dominated by falsefennel, creeping
primrosewillow, maidencane, rosy camphorweed, narrowfruit horned beaksedge, and
fringed yelloweyed grass. Weedier elements such as bushy bluestem, broomsedge bluestem,
and dogfennel are also common. Trees and shrubs, if present, are few and may include
stunted slash pine, common buttonbush, and peelbark St. John's wort, typically occurring
around the edges of the marsh.

Depression marshes make up a small percentage of SOFWEA, and disturbances to those
depression marshes are mainly due to hydrologic changes over time probably resulting from
groundwater drawdown. These drier marshes are exploited by weedy herbs and
encroaching shrubs.

Dome Swamp (~80.78 acres)

Dome swamp is an isolated, forested, depression wetland occurring within a fire-
maintained community such as mesic flatwoods. These swamps are generally small, but
may also be large and shallow. The characteristic dome shape is created by smaller trees
that grow in the shallower waters of the outer edge, while taller trees grow in the deeper
water in the interior of the swamp. Pond cypress often dominates, but swamp tupelo, may
also form pure stands or occur as a co-dominant. Other canopy or subcanopy species
include red maple, dahoon, swamp bay, slash pine, sweetbay, and loblolly bay. Shrubs are
typically sparse to moderate, but often are absent in dome swamps with a high fire
frequency or dense in swamps where fire has long been absent. Shrubs common in dome
swamps include Virginia willow, fetterbush, common buttonbush, coastalplain willow, wax
myrtle, titi, and St. John's wort. Herbaceous species can be dense or absent and include a
wide variety of ferns, graminoids, and herbs. Sphagnum moss often occurs in patches
where the soil is saturated but not flooded. The center of the dome swamp contains the
largest cypress trees and the understory can be open with deeper water and floating and
emergent species such as alligatorflag, big floatingheart, floating water spangles,
duckweeds, and bulltongue arrowhead.

At SOFWEA, dome swamps make up about 5% of the area and are most often found on flat
terraces, where they develop when the overlying sand has slumped into a depression in the
underlying limestone, creating a rounded depression connected to a shallow water table. In
uplands with clay subsoils, dome swamps may occupy depressions over a perched water
table. Soils in dome swamps are variable but are most often composed of a layer of peat,
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which may be thin or absent at the periphery, becoming thicker toward the center of the
dome. This peat layer is generally underlain with acidic sands or marl and then limestone
or a clay lens.

Flatwoods Lake (~60.31 acres)

The distinctions between this community, and Depression Marsh, are often quite subtle,
because of their successional interrelationships. Depression Marsh is characterized as a
shallow, generally round or elliptical depression vegetated with concentric bands of
hydrophytic herbaceous plants. Depending upon the depth and slope of the depression, an
open water zone with or without floating plants may occur at the center. The open water
zone is considered to be a Marsh

Lake if it is small in comparison to

the surrounding marsh.

Otherwise, the system is

considered to be a Flatwoods Lake

or a Prairie Lake, depending upon

the surrounding community.

Flatwoods Lake is surrounded by

either a sparse, Wet Prairie-like

zone or a dense ring of saw

palmetto and other shrubs.

Typical plants include spikerush,

yellow-eyed grasses, St. John’s wort, chain fern, coastalplain willow, maidencane, wax
myrtle, and creeping primrosewillow. Many animals utilize marshes primarily for feeding
and breeding areas but spend most of their time in other habitats. Other animals are more
dependent on marshes, spending most of their time within them. Typical animals include
green treefrog, American alligator, great blue heron, great egret, little blue heron, tricolored
heron, and limpkin.

The depressions in which these communities develop are typically formed by one of two
geological processes: (1) solution holes form in the underlying limestone, causing surface
sands to slump into a circular depression; or (2) during higher sea levels, offshore currents,
waves, and winds scoured depressions that became seasonally or permanently inundated
after the seas regressed. Soils in these depressions generally consist of acidic sands with
some peat and occasionally a clay lens.

Water is derived mostly from runoff from the immediately surrounding uplands. These
natural communities’ function as aquifer recharge areas by acting as reservoirs which
release groundwater when adjacent water tables drop during drought periods. Water
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generally remains throughout the year in a Flatwoods/Prairie Lake or a Marsh Lake,
although water levels may fluctuate substantially.

At SOFWEA, this community occurs on the southern end of Lake Hart which borders the
area.

Mesic Flatwoods (~ 365.14 acres)

Mesic flatwoods historically were the most widespread natural community in Florida,
covering the flat sandy terraces left behind by former high sea levels. Mesic flatwoods are
open, pine forests with a diverse understory of shrubs and herbs occurring on low, flat
terrain. Soils are acidic, nutrient-poor, fine sands with upper layers darkened by organic
matter. Drainage in this flat terrain can be impeded by a loosely cemented organic layer
(spodic horizon) formed within several feet of the soil surface. The soils may be alternately
xeric during dry periods, and saturated or even inundated after heavy rain events. Fire is
an important factor in maintaining high plant diversity and naturally occurs primarily
during the late spring/early summer lightning season.

At SOFWEA, mesic flatwoods are mostly found in the southern half of the property. To the
north, the mesic flatwoods are commonly restricted to wide borders around wetlands. The
canopy is dominated by longleaf pine or slash pine, although pines may be sparse or even
absent in some areas. In addition to saw palmetto, the shrub layer commonly includes
tarflower, dwarf huckleberry, blue huckleberry, Atlantic St. John's wort, gallberry,
coastalplain staggerbush, dwarf wax myrtle, running oak, dwarf live oak, and shiny
blueberry. The herbaceous layer is diverse and dominated by wiregrass in less disturbed
areas.

Mesic Hammock (~ 77.07 acres)

Mesic hammocks are forests of temperate evergreen hardwood species occurring along
wetlands or as islands within wetlands where they are sheltered from fire. Mesic hammock
is a well-developed evergreen hardwood and/or palm forest, typically with a closed canopy
of live oak. Mesic hammock may occur as “islands” on high ground within basin or
floodplain wetlands, as patches of oak/palm forest in dry prairie or flatwoods communities,
on river levees, or in ecotones between wetlands and upland communities. Historically,
mesic hammocks were likely restricted to fire shadows, or other naturally fire-protected
areas such as islands and peninsulas of lakes. Other landscape positions that can provide
protection from the spread of fire are likely places for mesic hammock development,
including edges of lakes, sinkholes, other depressional or basin wetlands, and river
floodplains. Although mesic hammock is not generally considered a fire-adapted
community, some small patches of hammock occurring as islands within marshes or
prairies may experience occasional low-intensity ground fires. Mesic hammocks occur on
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well-drained sands mixed with organic matter and are rarely inundated. High moisture is
maintained by heavy shading of the ground layer and accumulation of litter. Where
limestone is near the surface, rocky outcrops are common in mesic hammocks. Fire is rare,
and when mesic hammocks burn they may convert to the community they border.

At SOFWEA, mesic hammocks have relatively low species diversity. They are
characterized by a closed canopy of mostly live oak with occasional slash pine. Other oaks,
namely swamp laurel oak and water oak are common and cabbage palm is occasional in the
subcanopy. Both the shrub and herb layers are sparse.

Sandhill (~8.46 acres)

Sandhills are open canopy, pine-dominated communities occurring on rolling hills of deep
sands with deep, often yellowish, well-drained sands. These are open, xeric communities
dominated by widely spaced longleaf pine trees with a sparse midstory of deciduous oaks
and a moderate to dense groundcover of grasses, herbs, and low shrubs. The midstory trees
and low shrubs can be sparse to dense, depending on fire history, and typically include
turkey oak, bluejack oak, sand live oak, sand post oak, sparkleberry, dwarf huckleberry,
pricklypear, and gopher apple. The diverse herbaceous groundcover is often dominated by
wiregrass, with other grasses and herbs including pineywoods dropseed, lopsided
indiangrass, and a variety of forbs with many species of legumes and asters.

Sandhills are dependent on frequent, low intensity ground fires every 1 to 3 years to reduce
hardwood competition and to perpetuate pines and grasses.

At SOFWEA, the sandhill community is restricted to a single remnant. Two other probable
historic sandhills are currently xeric hammock. In the remnant sandhill located in the
southwest corner of the area, longleaf pines form a sparse canopy with sand live oak and
turkey oak common in the subcanopy layer. Shrubs are scattered and low and include
gopher apple, Chapman's oak, myrtle oak, and saw palmetto. Wiregrass is a frequent herb
with Elliott's milkpea, and lopsided indiangrass also common.

Overall this community is very similar to the nearby scrubby flatwoods and scrub
communities that occur on SOFWEA. The percentage of the area occupied by sandhill,
even historically, is small and there is not good development of the sandhill structure. The
sandhills have been historically fire suppressed, and oaks have become well established.

Scrub (~ 38.78 acres)

Scrub is a community composed of evergreen, xerophytic shrubs, with or without a canopy
of pines, and is found on dry, infertile, sandy ridges. Scrub communities dominated by a
canopy of sand pine are usually found on the highest sandy ridgelines. The pine canopy
may range from widely scattered trees with a short, spreading growth form, to tall thin
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trees forming a dense canopy of uniform height. Scrub is located on dry, infertile, sandy
ridges which often mark the location of former shorelines. Scrub occurs in many forms, but
1s often characterized by thickets of scrub oaks and other shrubs occurring on xeric, sandy
soils with numerous open patches of barren sand. The ground cover is generally very
sparse, and is typically dominated by ground lichens or, rarely, herbs.

At SOFWEA, scrub occurs in at least three patches and has probably succeeded to present-
day xeric hammock in a fourth patch. No sand pine was found in these scrubs, but xeric
oaks such as sand live oak, Chapman's oak, and myrtle oak are abundant in the shrub
layers. Saw palmetto may be common as well as other, more scrubby, shrubs including
rusty staggerbush, pricklypear, and scrub wild olive. Herbs are rare, including sandyfield
beaksedge, rose rush, and October flower. Epiphytes such as ballmoss and Spanish moss
may be common on oak branches.

At SOFWEA, scrub grades into and may be hard to distinguish from scrubby flatwoods.
Past fire suppression magnifies this difficulty, since the overgrowth of scrubby oaks and
shading of wiregrass creates the overall appearance of scrub rather than flatwoods. Recent
prescribed fires have made this distinction easier, but some areas seem to be naturally
intermediate between scrubby flatwoods and true scrub. In general, scrub was mapped in
areas that were completely lacking wiregrass and with very few or no longleaf pines.

At least one historic scrub was cleared by the time of the 1947 aerials. This area has since
developed into a xeric hammock with a closed canopy of sand live oak. Current roads are
minor disturbances in the existing scrubs.

Scrubby Flatwoods (~ 465.38 acres)

Scrubby flatwoods have elements characteristic of both mesic flatwoods and scrub
communities. Scrubby flatwoods have an open canopy of widely spaced pine trees and a
low, shrubby understory dominated by scrub oaks and saw palmetto, often interspersed
with areas of barren white sand. Principal canopy species are longleaf pine and slash pine
in northern and Central Florida. The shrub layer consists of oak species and shrubs typical
of mesic flatwoods, as well as grasses and dwarf varieties of other shrubs. Scrubby
flatwoods occur on slight rises within mesic flatwoods and in transitional areas between
scrub and mesic flatwoods. Soils of scrubby flatwoods are moderately well-drained sands
with or without an organic layer (spodic horizon).

At SOFWEA, scrubby flatwoods are widespread, especially in the northern half of the area.
These flatwoods generally have an open canopy of longleaf pine, although slash pine may
also be present. Sand live oak can form sparse subcanopy trees. Shrub dominants include
saw palmetto, rusty staggerbush, fetterbush, Chapman's oak, sand live oak, myrtle oak,
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running oak, netted pawpaw, tarflower, shiny blueberry, and dwarf huckleberry. Herbs are
frequent and dominated by wiregrass.

This community grades into and can be indistinguishable from scrub particularly in areas
of oak overgrowth, and this is discussed further in the scrub description. Also, a few areas
of canopy sized sand live oaks have been partly or entirely converted to xeric hammock with
the accumulation of oak litter and shading in the understory that inhibits frequent fires.
There are several small oak dome xeric hammocks that are considered as inclusions within
the scrubby flatwoods. In the central portions of SOFWEA, some areas of scrubby
flatwoods are very prairie-like in appearance with no pines and low shrubs; however
adjacent less frequently burned units have much taller shrubs.

Wet Flatwoods (~ 212.83 acres)

Wet flatwoods occur in broad, low flatlands, often in a mosaic with these communities.
They are found in the ecotones between mesic flatwoods, shrub bogs, wet prairies, dome
swamps, or strand swamps. Wet flatwoods are pine forests with a sparse or absent
midstory and a dense groundcover of hydrophytic grasses, herbs, and low shrubs. The
relative density of shrubs and herbs varies greatly in wet flatwoods. Shrubs tend to
dominate where fire has been absent for a long period or where cool season fires
predominate; herbs are more abundant in locations that are frequently burned. Soils and
hydrology also influence the relative density of shrubs and herbs. Soils of shrubby wet
flatwoods are generally poorly to very poorly drained sands. These soils generally have a
mucky texture in the uppermost horizon. Loamy sands are typical of soils in grassy wet
flatwoods.

At SOFWEA, wet flatwoods make up about 12% of the area and are located primarily on
the northern portion of SOFWEA. They are found in the ecotones between mesic flatwoods,
shrub bogs, wet prairies, dome swamps, or strand swamps. Wet flatwoods are pine forests
with a sparse or absent midstory and a dense groundcover of hydrophytic grasses, herbs,
and low shrubs. The relative density of shrubs and herbs varies greatly in wet flatwoods.
Shrubs tend to dominate where fire has been absent for a long period or where cool season
fires predominate; herbs are more abundant in locations that are frequently burned. Soils
and hydrology also influence the relative density of shrubs and herbs. Soils of shrubby wet
flatwoods are generally poorly to very poorly drained sands. These soils generally have a
mucky texture in the uppermost horizon. Loamy sands are typical of soils in grassy wet
flatwoods. Wet flatwoods typically have an open pine canopy with an understory of
hydrophytic herbs and shrubs. Wet flatwoods that burn frequently typically have a sparse
understory and a dense complement of herbs and smaller shrubs. Conversely, thick,
shrubby understory layers tend to suppress groundcover plants.
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Wet Prairie (~ <1 acre)

Wet prairies are nearly treeless flatlands dominated by wiregrass or wiry beaksedges with
a diverse assemblage of hydrophytic herbs, grasses, and dwarf shrubs. Wet prairie is an
herbaceous community found on continuously wet, but not inundated, soils of gentle slopes
between lower lying depression marshes, shrub bogs, or dome swamps, and slightly higher
wet or mesic flatwoods, or dry prairie. Wet prairies are grass- and sedge-dominated
wetlands maintained by a high or perched ground water table and frequent fires. They also
occur in narrow seepage zones of saturated soil at the base of gentle slopes of stream
drainages and in flat lowlands. Wet prairie usually occurs on acidic, nutrient-deficient,
saturated soils.

At SOFWEA, only one wet prairie was located. This small patch (~1 acre) of prairie
vegetation was located adjacent to a larger basin marsh. The canopy and shrub layers
consisting of longleaf pine and St. John’s wort accounted for less than 2% of the total cover.
The majority of vegetation cover was a dense layer of wiregrass, blue maidencane, and
other herbs. A few plants of hooded pitcherplant were found in this community.

Wet prairies may have been more widespread on the area historically. It is impossible to
say, however, whether the lack of trees pictured in the historic photographs in certain areas
which are currently flatwoods is a natural state or caused by logging. Wet prairie
vegetation may also be present in narrow bands forming an ecotone between flatwoods and
marshes.

Xeric Hammock (~49.86 acres)

Xeric hammock is an evergreen forest found on well-drained sandy soils. The low canopy is
typically closed and usually dominated by

sand live oak. An emergent canopy of

pine may be present. Xeric hammock

typically develops where fire-exclusion

allows for the establishment of the oak

canopy. This may occur naturally when

the area has significant barriers to fire, or

more commonly, as the result of human

intervention. In these areas, xeric

hammock can form extensive stands or

can occur as small patches within or near

sandhill or scrub. Xeric hammock can

also occur on high islands within flatwoods, or on a high, well-drained ridge within a
floodplain. Xeric hammock also can occur on barrier islands and in other coastal environs
as an advanced successional stage of scrub.
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A mature, closed canopy of scrub oaks reaching stature of short trees and an occasionally
dense shrub layer characterizes the xeric hammock community.

At SOFWEA, xeric hammock is located in a few patches on historic sandhills, scrub, and
scrubby flatwoods. This community type is often the product of long-term fire suppression
and other anthropogenic effects. The largest of the hammocks occurs in an area that was
cleared in the past, and has since become oak dominated. Because xeric hammock may be
derived from several communities, the species composition is quite varied.

The canopy of xeric hammock at SOFWEA is dominated by sand live oak with longleaf pine
occasionally emerging above. In historic sandhill, a few turkey oaks may also be present.
The shrub layer can be dense to sparse and dominated by saw palmetto, Chapman’s oak,
myrtle oak, rusty staggerbush, and deerberry. The herbaceous layer is sparse and often
contains remnant, suppressed wiregrass as well as other species. Epiphytes are occasional
and include ballmoss, and Spanish moss.

FNAI Altered Community Descriptions
Canal/Ditch (~8.15 acres)

Canal/ditch areas are areas where the historic natural community has been altered by an
artificial drainage way. Approximately 3.15 acres of the SOFWEA are classified as canals
and ditches.

Clearing/regeneration (~12.58 acres)

Clearing/regeneration areas are dove fields, wildlife food plots, old homesites, or recent or
historic clearings that have significantly altered the groundcover and/or overstory of the
original natural community. There are several small patches scattered throughout
SOFWEA that are classified as clearing/regeneration.

Impoundment/Artificial pond (~26.14 acres)

Artificial pond is a created habitat meant for water retention, including impoundments and
cattle ponds. There are at least three artificial ponds on the SOFWEA.

Pasture —_Improved (~ 54.29 acres)

Improved pastures are typically grass-dominated features with evidence of current or
recent pasture activity such as mowing, chopping or burning. Extant taxonomic elements
include longleaf pine in the canopy and sand live oak and live oak in the tall shrub layer.
Species present as short shrubs include wax myrtle, sand live oak and saw palmetto.
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Primary species in the herbaceous layer are bluestem, broomsedge bluestem, flatsedge,
slender flattop goldenrod, pricklypear, bahiagrass, blackroot, and smutgrass. This
community is dominated by weedy, herbaceous pasture species.

At SOFWEA, there is one such pasture located on the western edge of the property that has
been converted from a historic basin marsh. This area is an open expanse of bahiagrass
and other weeds with a few longleaf pines scattered near the neighboring flatwoods. There
is a small area of disturbed baygall occurring within the pasture.

Spoil area (~57.74 acres)

Spoil areas include places where dredge or spoil material is deposited. At SOFWEA, a total
of 58 acres of the area are classified as spoil areas, with individual spoil areas ranging in
size from less than an acre to more than seven acres. Most of these spoil areas are located
along the northern portion of the SOFWEA which were created as a result of development
activities prior to acquisition of the area for conservation. The largest spoil areas surround
the wet flatwoods on the area.

2.2.2 Forest Resources

Predominate forest resources existing on SOFWEA are its high-quality mesic, scrubby and
wet flatwoods communities and to a lesser its mesic hammock, scrub and floodplain forest

communities. The FWC has obtained a timber assessment from the Florida Forest Service
(FFS). The timber assessment is incorporated into the Appendix of this Management Plan.

2.3 Fish and Wildlife Resources

As described above, the SOFWEA has a variety of natural communities and habitat types
that support a wide array of imperiled, rare, and more prevalent wildlife species. Active,
ongoing wildlife management practices and the high quality of habitat make the SOFWEA
an excellent place to view wildlife. The SOFWEA’s mesic, wet, and scrubby flatwoods,
marshes, swamps, and other communities provide critical habitat for resident and
migratory wildlife.

Additionally, the FWC maintains an inventory of fauna occurring on or near the SOFWEA
listed in the following tables, including amphibians and reptiles (Table 7), birds (Table 8),

mammals (Table 9), fish (Table 10), butterflies (Table 11). Table 12 contains an inventory
of the exotic wildlife species that have been documented on or near the SOFWEA.
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Table 7. Amphibian and Reptile Species Known or Expected to Occur on SOFWEA

Common Name

Scientific Name

American alligator
Dusky pigmy rattlesnake
Eastern coral snake

Eastern diamondback rattlesnake

Eastern garter snake
Florida box turtle
Florida cottonmouth
Florida pine snake
Florida redbelly turtle
Florida snapping turtle
Florida softshell
Gopher frog

Gopher tortoise

Green anole

Green treefrog

Ground skink

Little grass frog

Oak toad

Peninsula ribbon snake
Pig frog

Pine woods treefrog
Southeastern five-lined skink
Southern black racer
Southern chorus frog
Southern cricket frog
Southern leopard frog
Southern toad

Squirrel treefrog
Striped mud turtle
Yellow rat snake

Alligator mississippiensis
Sistrurus miliarius barbouri
Micrurus fulvius

Crotalus adamanteus
Thamnophis sirtalis sirtalis
Terrapene carolina bauri
Agkistrodon piscivorus conanti

Pituophis melanoleucus mugitus

Pseudemys nelsoni
Chelydra serpentina osceola
Apalone ferox

Lithobates capito

Gopherus polyphemus
Anolis carolinensis

Hyla cinerea

Scincella lateralis
Pseudacris ocularis
Anaxyrus quercicus
Thamnophis sauritus sackenii
Lithobates grylio

Hyla femoralis

Plestiodon inexpectatus
Coluber constrictor priapus
Pseudacris nigrita

Acris gryllus dorsalis
Lithobates sphenocephalus
Anaxyrus terrestris

Hyla squirella

Kinosternon baurii
Pantherophis alleghaniensis

Table 8. Native Bird Species Known or Expected to Occur on SOFWEA

Common Name

Scientific Name

American crow
American goldfinch
American kestrel

Corvus brachyrhynchos
Spinus tristis
Falco sparverius
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American robin
Anhinga

Bachman's sparrow
Barn swallow

Barred owl

Belted kingfisher
Black vulture

Blue jay

Blue-gray gnatcatcher
Boat-tailed grackle
Brown thrasher
Brown-headed cowbird
Brown-headed nuthatch
Burrowing owl
Carolina wren

Cedar waxwing
Chipping sparrow
Chuckwill's widow
Common grackle
Common ground-dove
Common moorhen
Common nighthawk
Common snipe
Common yellowthroat
Cooper's hawk
Crested caracara
Double-crested cormorant
Downey woodpecker
Eastern bluebird
Eastern meadowlark
Eastern phoebe
Eastern screech-owl
Eastern towhee

Fish crow

Florida mottled duck
Florida sandhill crane
Florida scrub-jay
Glossy ibis

Great blue heron
Great crested flycatcher
Great egret

Turdus migratorius
Anhinga anhinga
Peucaea aestivalis
Hirundo rustica

Strix varia

Megacervle alcyon
Coragyps atratus
Cyanocitta cristata
Polioptila caerulea
Quiscalus major
Toxostoma rufum
Molothrus ater

Sitta pusilla

Athene cunicularia floridana
Thryothorus Iudovicianus
Bombyrcilla cedrorum
Spizella passerina
Antrostomus carolinensis
Quiscalus quiscula
Columbina passerina
Gallinula chloropus
Chordeiles minor
Gallinago gallinago
Geothlypis trichas
Accipiter cooperil
Caracara cheriway
Phalacrocorax auritus
Picoides pubescens
Sialia sialis

Sturnella magna
Sayornis phoebe
Megascops asio

Pipilo erythrophthalmus
Corvus ossifragus

Anas fulvigula

Grus canadensis pratensis
Aphelocoma coerulescens
Plegadis falcinellus
Ardea herodias
Myiarchus crinitus
Ardea alba
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Great horned owl
Green heron

Grey catbird

Hairy woodpecker
Killdeer

Limpkin

Little blue heron
Loggerheaded shrike
Mourning dove
Northern bobwhite
Northern cardinal
Northern flicker
Northern harrier
Northern mockingbird
Northern parula
Osprey

Palm warbler
Pied-billed grebe
Pileated woodpecker
Pine warbler

Prairie warbler
Read-shouldered hawk
Red-bellied woodpecker
Red-eyed vireo
Red-headed woodpecker
Red-tailed hawk
Red-winged blackbird

Ruby-throated humming bird

Sandhill crane
Sharp-shinned hawk
Short-tailed hawk

Southeastern American Kestrel

Southern bald eagle
Snowy egret
Summer tanager
Swallow-tailed kite
Tree swallow
Tricolor heron
Tufted titmouse
Turkey vulture
White ibis

Bubo virginianus
Butorides virescens
Dumetella carolinensis
Picoides villosus
Charadrius vociferus
Aramus guarauna
FEgretta caerulea
Lanius ludovicianus
Zenaida macroura
Colinus virginianus
Cardinalis cardinalis
Colaptes auratus
Circus cyaneus
Mimus polyglottos
Setophaga americana
Pandion haliaetus
Setophaga palmarum
Podilymbus podiceps
Dryocopus pileatus
Setophaga pinus
Setophaga discolor
Buteo lineatus
Melanerpes carolinus
Vireo olivaceus

Melanerpes erythrocephalus

Buteo jamaicensis
Agelaius phoeniceus
Archilochus colubris
Grus canadensis
Accipiter striatus

Buteo brachyurus

Falco sparverius paulus
Haliaeetus leucocephalus
FEgretta thula

Piranga rubra
Flanoides forficatus
Tachycineta bicolor
FEgretta tricolor
Baeolophus bicolor
Cathartes aura
Fudocimus albus
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White-eyed vireo

Wild turkey

Wood duck

Wood stork
Yellow-billed cuckoo
Yellow-rumped warbler
Yellow-throated vireo

Vireo griseus
Meleagris gallopavo
Aix sponsa
Mpycteria americana
Coccyzus americanus
Setophaga coronata

Vireo flavifrons

Table 9. Mammal Species Known or Expected to Occur on SOFWEA

Common Name

Scientific Name

Bobcat

Cotton mice

Cotton rat

Coyote

Eastern cottontail
Eastern gray squirrel
Eastern mole

Florida black bear
Florida mouse

Gray fox

Marsh rabbit
Nine-banded armadillo
Opossums

Raccoon

River otter

Sherman's fox squirrel
White-tailed deer

Lynx rufus

Peromyscus gossypinus
Sigmodon hispidus

Canis latrans

Sylvilagus floridanus
Sciurus carolinensis
Scalopus aquaticus

Ursus americanus floridanus
Podomys floridanus
Urocyon cinereoargenteus
Sylvilagus palustris
Dasypus novemcinctus
Didelphis virginiana
Procyon Iotor

Lontra canadensis
Sciurus niger shermani
Odocoileus virginianus

Table 10. Native Fish Species Known or Expected to Occur on SOFWEA

Common Name

Scientific Name

Bluegill sunfish
Florida largemouth bass
Mosquito fish

Lepomis macrochirus

Micropterus salmoides floridanus

Gambusia affinis

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission | Split Oak Forest WEA Management

Plan

43



Table 11. Butterflies Know or Expected to Occur on SOFWEA

Common Name

Scientific Name

Aaron's skipper
Barred yellow
Black swallowtail
Carolina satyr
Ceraunus blue
Checkered white
Cloudless sulphur

Common White checkered-skipper

Common buckeye
Confused cloudywing
Delaware skipper
Dorantes longtail
Eastern tiger swallowtail
Eufala skipper

Fiery skipper

Georgia satyr

Gray hairstreak

Great southern white
Gulf fritillary

Horace's duskywing
Least skipper

Little metalmark
Monarch

Northern cloudywing
Ocola skipper
Palamedes swallowtail
Pearl crescent

Queen

Red-banded hairstreak
Sachem

Sleepy orange
Southern broken-dash
Southern skipperling

Spicebush swallowtail
Tawny-edged skipper
Twin-spot skipper
Variegated fritillary

Poanes aaroni
Furema daira

Papilio polyxenes
Hermeuptychia sosybius
Hemiargus ceraunus
Pontia protodice
Phoebis sennae
Pyrgus sp.

Junonia coenia
Thorybes confusis
Anatrytone logan
Urbanus dorantes
Pterourus glaucus
Lerodea eufala
Hylephila phyleus
Neonympha areolatus
Strymon melinus
Ascia monuste
Agraulis vanillae
FErynnis horatius
Ancyloxypha numitor
Calephelis virginiensis
Danaus plexippus
Thorybes pylades
Panoquina ocola
Pterourus palamedes
Phyciodes tharos
Danaus gilippus
Calycopis cecrops
Atalopedes campestris
Abaeis nicippe
Wallengrenia otho
Copaeodes minima

Pterourus troilus
Polites themistocles
Oligoria maculata

Fuptoieta claudia
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Viceroy Limenitis archippus

Whirlabout Polites vibex

White hairstreak Parrhasius m-album
White peacock Anartia jatrophae
Zarucco duskywing FErynnis zarucco

Zebra swallowtail FEurytides marcellus
Zebra heliconian Heliconius charitonius

Table 12. Exotic Wildlife Species Known or Expected to Occur on SOFWEA

Common Name Scientific Name

Brown anole Anolis sagrei

Cattle egret Bubulcus 1bis

Cuban tree frog Osteopilus septentrionalis
Feral hogs Sus scrofa

Greenhouse frog FEleutherodactylus planirostris
Tilapia Tilapia aurea

2.3.1 Integrated Wildlife Habitat Ranking System

The FWC has developed the Integrated Wildlife Habitat Ranking System (IWHRS) as a
Geographic Information Systems (GIS)-based assessment tool that incorporates a wide
variety of land cover and wildlife species data. The IWHRS evaluates the Florida landscape
based upon the habitat needs of wildlife as a way to identify ecologically significant lands in
the state, and to assess the potential impacts of management and land-use changes. The
IWHRS was developed to provide technical assistance to various local, regional, state, and
federal agencies, and entities interested in wildlife needs and conservation in order to: (1)
determine ways to avoid or minimize project impacts by evaluating alternative placements,
alignments, and transportation corridors during early planning stages, (2) assess direct,
secondary, and cumulative impacts to habitat and wildlife resources, and (3) identify
appropriate parcels for public land acquisition for wetland and upland habitat mitigation
purposes. The IWHRS (2009) indicates that the SOFWEA has a very high mean wildlife
value of 8.2. The IWHRS may also serve as a part of the GIS Model analyses available for
evaluating the Osceola Expressway Extension impacts on the SOFWEA, if the Parkway is
formally proposed for consideration and approval to route it on the area. The FWC’s
IWHRS map for the SOFWEA is shown in Figure 9.

2.3.2 Imperiled Species

For the purposes of this Management Plan, the term “imperiled species” refers to plant and
animal species that are designated as endangered, threatened, or a species of special
concern by FWC, or that are designated as endangered or threatened by the U.S. Fish and
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Wildlife Service. This designation is also commonly known as “listed species.” Table 13
lists the focal and imperiled wildlife species that have been documented as occurring on or
in the vicinity of the SOFWEA. Figure 10 displays FWC wildlife observations and FNAI
element occurrences that have been documented within the SOFWEA. Eleven imperiled
animal species have been documented at the SOFWEA.

All abbreviations and status determinations were derived from Florida’s Endangered and
Threatened Species published by the FWC in October 2012. The FWC maintains the state
list of animals designated as Federally Endangered or Threatened, State-designated
Threatened or Species of Special Concern, in accordance with Rules 68A-27.003 and 68A-
27.005, respectively, of the Florida Administrative Code https://www.flrules.org/.

In January 2013, new threatened species rules approved by the FWC went into effect. The
list of wildlife presented here reflects those changes to the rules. All federally listed species
that occur in Florida are now included on Florida’s list as Federally Endangered or
Threatened species. In addition, the state has a listing process to identify species that are
not federally listed but at risk of extinction. These species will be called State-designated
Threatened. All State-designated species that have recently undergone status reviews were
presented and approved at the June 2011 Commission meeting. The FWC will continue to
maintain a separate Species of Special Concern category until all the species have been
reviewed and those species are either designated as State-Threatened and given a
management plan or removed from the list. More detailed species descriptions and
associated management prescriptions are available on the FWC website:
http://www.myfwec.com/wildlifehabitats/profiles/.

Table 13. Imperiled Wildlife Species occurring on or near the SOFWEA

Common Name Scientific Name Status
Birds

Burrowing owl Athene cunicularia floridana ST
Florida sandhill crane Grus canadensis pratensis ST
Florida scrub-jay Aphelocoma coerulescens FT
Little blue heron Egretta caerulea ST
Southeastern American kestrel Falco sparverius paulus ST
Tricolored heron Fgretta tricolor ST
Wood stork Mycteria americana FT
Mammals

Sherman's fox squirrel Sciurus niger shermani SSC
Reptiles

American alligator Alligator mississippiensis FT (S/A)
Florida pine snake Pituophis melanoleucus mugitus ST
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Gopher tortoise Gopherus polyphemus ST

Abbreviation Status
FE Federal Endangered
FT Federal Threatened
FT(S/A) Federally Threatened due to similarity of appearance
SSC State Species of Special Concern
ST State Threatened
NL Not Listed

2.3.3 FWC Wildlife Observations and FNAI Element Occurrences

A diversity of wildlife species is found on the SOFWEA. The FNAI element occurrence
records include six imperiled species and a notable migratory bird concentration area. As
defined by the FNAI, an “element” is any exemplary or rare component of the natural
environment, such as a species, natural community, bird colony, spring, sinkhole, cave, or
other ecological feature. An element occurrence is a single extant habitat which sustains or
otherwise contributes to the survival of a population or a distinct, self-sustaining example
of a particular element. The FNAI assigns a rank to each “element” occurrence. This
ranking system was developed by The Nature Conservancy and the Natural Heritage

Program Network based on the element’s global rank (element’s worldwide status) or state
rank (status of element in Florida). The FNAI ranking system and definitions are located
on the following website: www.fnai.org/ranks.cfm.

Known locations of FWC wildlife occurrences and FNAI element occurrences from the most
recent GIS databases of the respective agencies are displayed in Figure 10. Appendix 13.8
contains a letter from the FNAI authorizing the FWC to utilize their database for the
purpose of displaying known plant and animal resources.
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2.4 Native Landscapes

The predominant native landscapes occurring on the SOFWEA are scrubby flatwoods,
mesic flatwoods, and wet flatwoods. Other significant native landscapes present on the
area include baygall, depression marsh, and scrub. As described in detail above, complete
descriptions of the natural communities found the SOFWEA can be found in Section 2.2 of
this Management Plan.

2.5 Water Resources

All surface waters of the State are classified by DEP according to designated uses as
described in Chapter 62-302.44 FAC. The surface waters of SOFWEA are designated as
Class III, and classified for fish consumption; recreation, as well as propagation and
maintenance of a healthy, well-balanced population of fish and wildlife.

One major lake, Lake Hart, is found in association with SOFWEA, roughly a half mile of
lakeshore within the SOFWEA boundary. The SOFWEA does not contain a first magnitude
spring, nor is it designated as an aquatic preserve and is not under consideration for such
designation, and there are no portions of SOFWEA that are designated as Outstanding
Florida Waters (OFW).

2.6 Beaches and Dunes

There are no beach or dune resources on the SOFWEA.

2.7 Mineral Resources

There are no known commercial mineral deposits on the SOFWEA.

2.8 Archaeological and Historical Resources

The DHR Master Site File indicates that there are no recorded archaeological sites within
the boundaries of the SOFWEA. However, the FWC will coordinate with DHR to assess the
need for conducting a cultural resource survey.

As a part of the objectives of this management plan, the FWC will ensure that management
staff receive Archaeological Resource Management (ARM) training. Furthermore, the FWC
will ensure all known sites are recorded in the DHR Master Site File.

2.9 Scenic Resources

The SOFWEA offers remarkably scenic views of Lake Hart and hardwood hammocks. As a
result, the area has long been valued for its scenic wilderness-like quality currently
unaffected by development and other human alterations of the landscape. Wildlife is
abundant year-round throughout the area. The scenery of the SOFWEA can be enjoyed by
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hiking on the area's trails. Some of the scenic sites on the SOFWEA have been developed
with interpretive signage and wildlife viewing platforms.

3 Uses of the Property

3.1 Previous Use and Development

Florida was inhabited for thousands of years before Spanish explorer Ponce de Leon landed
on the peninsula he named La Florida in 1513. Among those early indigenous people were
the Ais, Apalachee, Calusa, Timucua and Tocobago tribes. Here in the central part of the
state, the Timucua and Tocobago people roamed the land. It is estimated that about 50,000
Timucua lived in Florida at the time that European explorers arrived.

Consequently, prior to European settlement, the landscape of Florida, including this area of
the Florida peninsula, was settled and used by a variety of Native American peoples whose
culture relied mainly on hunting, fishing, and subsistence agriculture. Though some land
alteration occurred, only minor alteration of the landscape is thought to have taken place
until the advent of European settlement beginning with the Spanish occupation of Florida
in the sixteenth century. During the 17t and 18t centuries, the native tribes throughout
the Southeastern United States were displaced, resettled or enslaved by European settlers
and their governments during this era. Many were either forced into slavery, their land
was taken away, their homes destroyed, and many were decimated by disease. To escape,
some fled south, landing in Central Florida. Once there, tribes merged into what became
known as Seminoles. The name Seminole comes from the Spanish word cimarron, which
means "runaway."

Osceola County was named after one of the most famous Seminole leaders, Osceola, who led
the Seminoles to many successes on the battlefield in their battle to remain an independent
tribal nation through three separate wars with the U. S. At the conclusion of the Third
Seminole War in 1858, many Native Americans had been removed from Florida.
Eventually, the Seminoles were either removed to a reservation in Oklahoma or fled south
to the Everglades where their descendants live today as a sovereign tribal nation on the
Seminole Reservation. Although most of the state’s Native Americans were decimated in
the onslaught of new settlers and their settlements.

Along with more advanced agricultural practices, the Spanish and other European settlers
brought livestock, primarily cattle and hogs, as well as horses to Florida. This began an era
of broad use of the landscape for agriculture. Rangeland cattle grazing and other
agricultural practices began to be utilized in a more systematic way and occurred
throughout much of the central Florida peninsula through most of the European settlement
era from the 16th through the 20th centuries. Use of these agricultural practices began an
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era of increased alteration of the natural landscape. However, it wasn’t until the 19th and
20th centuries that major settlement and more extensive alteration of the landscape in the
area began with the widespread use of agriculture and associated development.

The SOFWEA derives its name from a unique squat-trunk live oak (Quercus virginiana)
located on the north side of the property, which split into two halves prior to acquisition of
the area. Portions of the property were once used for turpentine and cattle operations.
Previous owners cleared approximately 54 acres to create improved pasture along the
western boundary of SOFWEA, just south of the Clapp Simms Duda Road entrance. Area
staff have found evidence of clearing activities associated with a small orange grove (2-4
acres, now fallow), and possible homestead activities in the xeric oak communities just east
of the improved pasture.

In the late 1980s, prior to State acquisition, the owners converted 12 acres of scrubby
flatwoods on the east side of the property into pasture. The effort has left the area with
scattered scrub oak varieties (Quercus spp.) with extensive bare ground between oak
clusters. Later, 3 basin marshes were excavated to create artificial impoundments for
future planned development of the site. The result of the excavations produced 3 large
ponds with adjacent large spoil areas. However, the remaining acreage on SOFWEA 1s
comprised primarily of essentially intact mesic flatwoods, scrubby flatwoods, scrub, xeric
hammock, mesic hammock, wet flatwoods, basin marsh, depression marsh, sandhill,
baygall, dome swamp, and wet prairie.

3.2 Current Use of the Property

Currently, SOFWEA is managed for the conservation and protection of fish and wildlife
habitat and fish and wildlife based public

outdoor recreation. A wide range of

operational and resource management

actions are conducted on SOFWEA each

year including activities such as prescribed

burning; wildlife habitat restoration and

improvement; invasive exotic species

maintenance and control; road repairs and

maintenance; imperiled species

management, monitoring and protection;

facilities and infrastructure maintenance

and repair; conservation acquisition and stewardship activities; archeological and historical
resources monitoring and protection; and research related activities.

Current and anticipated resource uses of the property are diverse. The area also offers
excellent opportunities for bird watching, especially for Florida scrub-jay and wading birds.
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The diversity of vegetation not only harbors a variety of bird species but also provides good
opportunities for mammalian wildlife viewing. Other uses include hiking, photography,
sightseeing, and horseback riding.

Due to the proximity of population centers in Orange and Osceola Counties, public use can
be expected to increase as public awareness of opportunities increases.

Osceola Parkway Extension

Another planned land use that may impact the area is the planned Osceola Parkway
Extension, as the Osceola Expressway Authority has developed plans to extend the Osceola
Parkway as part of the County’s growth management strategy to create an expressway
system that generally follows its urban growth boundary. The Osceola Expressway
Authority has proposed several alternate routes for this extension, some of which are
routed across the west side of SOFWEA, just north of the Orange County line, moving
eastward and exiting the property just south of the Osceola County line. The FWC is
currently working, in cooperation with Orange and Osceola Counties, and with the Osceola
Expressway Authority to avoid or minimize the potential impacts and fragmentation the
planned roadway could have on SOFWEA if the Parkway extension is routed across the
area.

3.2.1 Visitation and Economic Benefits

Visitation and public use of the area for fish and wildlife based public outdoor recreational
opportunities is the primary source of economic benefits from the SOFWEA, and
contributes to the overall economy for the central region of Florida. If the current
maximum visitation level of 162 visitors per day were achieved, a total of 59,130 visitors
per year could be expected. If the area were at carrying capacity, FWC economic analysis
estimates indicate that the SOFWEA could potentially generate an estimated economic
impact of $6,755,603 for the State and the Central region of Florida. This estimated annual
economic impact would aid in the support or creation of an estimated 118 jobs. However, it
should be noted that the current visitation rates for the area are estimated to be far below
the area’s established carrying capacity.

The above figures are based on expenditure data from the 2006 National Survey of Fishing,
Hunting and Wildlife-Associated Recreation (USFWS) and 2006 IMPLAN economic models
assembled by Southwick Associates and the USFWS. The results were updated to 2010 based
on hunting and fishing license trends and inflation. The results were combined and weighted
based on the numbers of hunters, anglers and wildlife viewers statewide. The results assume
participants’ expenditures and the results impacts are consistent throughout the state.
Users applying these results to local situations should be aware that differences might exist
between these statewide averages and the site in question, and make adjustments if needed.
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Further revenue generating potential of the SOFWEA will depend upon future uses to be
approved in the management plan. Additional revenue from environmental lands such as
the SOFWEA might include sales of various permits and recreational user fees and
ecotourism activities, if such projects could be feasibly and economically developed without
impacting the area’s natural resources. The annual area regulations can be consulted to
clarify the necessary and required permits, fees, and regulations. The long-term values of
ecosystem services to local and regional land and water resources, and to human health,
through the protection of air and water quality are expected to continue to be significant.

3.3 Single- or Multiple-use Management

SOFWEA will be managed under the multiple-use concept as a Wildlife and Environmental
Area. SOFWEA will provide fish and wildlife resource based public outdoor recreation and
educational opportunities, while protecting the natural and historical resources found on
the area. Any natural and historical resources of SOFWEA will be managed under the
guidance of ARC, the Conceptual State Lands Management Plan, and as outlined in the
original purposes for acquisition.

3.3.1 Analysis of Multiple-use Potential

The following actions or activities have been considered under the multiple-use concept as
possible uses to be allowed on SOFWEA. Uses classified as “Approved” are considered to be
in accordance with the purposes for acquisition, as well as with the Conceptual State Lands
Management Plan, and with the FWC agency mission, goals and objectives as expressed in
the Agency Strategic Plan (Appendix 13.9). Uses classified as "Conditional" indicate that
the use may be acceptable but will be allowed only if approved through a process other than
the management plan development and approval process (e.g., special-use permitting,
managed-area regulation and rule development). Uses classified as “Rejected” are not
considered to be in accordance with the original purpose of acquisition or one or more of the
various forms of guidance available for planning and management:

Approved Conditional Rejected

Apiaries v

Astronomy v

Bicycling 4
Cattle grazing 4
Citrus or other agriculture v
Ecosystem services and maintenance 4

Ecotourism v
Environmental Education v

First-responder training v

Fishing v
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Geocaching v

Hiking 4

Horseback riding 4

Hunting v
Linear facilities v
Military training 4
Preservation of historical resources v

Primitive camping 4
Protection of imperiled species 4

Off-road vehicle use v
Shooting Sports Park 4
Soil and water conservation v

Timber harvest v

Wildlife observation v

3.3.2 Incompatible Uses and Linear Facilities

Consideration of incompatible uses and linear facilities on SOFWEA are made in
accordance with the requirements of Section 253.034(10) FS, and other applicable Florida
constitution, statute, rule, and policy requirements, as well as other provisions governing
applications for proposed incompatible uses or linear facilities on state-owned conservation
lands. Upon approval and implementation of this management plan, any proposed future
uses that have been classified herein as Rejected, or other proposed future uses that are
determined to be incompatible with the purposes of acquisition or other management
authorizations and guidance, will be forwarded for review and approval consideration to the
DEP-DSL, the ARC and the Board of Trustees prior to any incompatible use or linear
facility being authorized on the SOFWEA.

3.3.3 Assessment of Impact of Planned Uses of the Property

To communicate FWC’s planned uses and activities, specific management intentions, long-
and short-term goals and with associated objectives, identified challenges, and solution
strategies have been developed for SOFWEA (Sections 5 -8). A detailed assessment of the
benefits and potential impacts of planned uses and activities on natural and historical
resources was an integral part of the development of the management activities and intent,
goals, objectives, challenges, and strategies sections of this Management Plan.

3.4 Acreage Recommended for Potential Surplus Review

On conservation lands where FWC is the lead manager, FWC evaluates and identifies
recommended areas for a potential surplus designation by DSL, ARC, and the Board of
Trustees. This evaluation consists of GIS modeling and analysis, aerial photography
interpretation, analysis of fish and wildlife resources, a review of resource and operational
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management needs, and a review of public access and recreational use of the area. Also,
FWC considers recommendations for surplus lands as they relate to Florida’s “No Net Loss
of Hunting Lands” legislation (Ch. 379.3001 F.S.), as well as surplus restrictions for lands
acquired through the Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act (Pittman-Robertson) or
through other federal grant programs.

The evaluation of SOFWEA by FWC has determined that all portions of the area are being
managed and operated for the original purposes of acquisition, and remain integral to the
continued conservation of important fish and wildlife resources, and continue to provide
quality fish and wildlife resource based public outdoor recreational opportunities.
Therefore, no portion of the SOFWEA is recommended for potential surplus review.

4 Accomplished Objectives from the SOFWEA Management Plan 1995

This section is dedicated to reporting the extent to which the Objectives described in the
SOFWEA Management Plan 1995 (pages 7-8) were successfully completed.
Accomplishments for SOFWEA during the previous planning timeframe are further
discussed in more comprehensive detail throughout Section 5 Management Activities and
Intent of this Management Plan.

The following Resource Management Goals and Objectives from the 1995 SOFWEA
Management Plan describe the planned activities for SOFWEA during this period. The
degree to which FWC was able to accomplish the planned activities during this period is
reflected as Percent Accomplished for each associated Objective.

Goals and Objectives Percent
Accomplished

Goal 1: To maintain, increase, and ensure the abundance and distribution of state
listed wildlife within the project site.

Objective 1: Implement appropriate habitat management and
restoration activities in order to satisfy the life history requirements
of listed species populations.

Comment: The FWC has established OBVM management 100%
prescriptions and associated monitoring and has implemented
resource management regimes, including prescribed burning, exotic
species treatment, and mechanical treatments, etc. on the area.

Objective 2: Primary consideration will be directed to the needs of
listed wildlife populations, even to the exclusion of user 100%
considerations.
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Comment: All resource, operational and recreational management
and uses on the area, aids and is compatible with imperiled wildlife
management prescriptions.

Objective 3: Establish techniques to monitor the status of listed
species populations in order to evaluate and refine management
activities.

Comment: The FWC has developed a WCPR strategy for the area,
and is implementing imperiled species management, monitoring,
and survey actions to support, maintain and enhance imperiled
species populations on the area.

100%

Goal 2: Provide recreational uses which are compatible with the protection and
maintenance of listed wildlife populations, the retention of naturally occurring

vegetative associations and protection of sensitive natural area resources.

Objective 1: Provide recreational uses that feature the area's
uniqueness as a diverse assemblage of high quality natural plant
communities.

Comment: The FWC has established and developed hiking trails,
kiosks and viewing platforms at Bonnet Pond and Sawgrass Pond
on the area, to facilitate wildlife viewing recreational opportunities
on the area.

100%

Objective 2: Reduce wildlife disturbances and enhance wildlife
visibility by limiting unsupervised access to daylight hours only.
Comment: The FWC has established a daytime use only regulations
on the area. (68A4-17.005(5)(d))

100%

Goal 3: Manage for the quality and productivity of the site's xeric plant communities.

Objective 1: Promote management activities such as ecological
burning which are necessary to the maintenance of these
communities.

Comment: The FWC has established OBVM management
prescriptions and associated monitoring and has implemented
resource management regimes, including prescribed burning, exotic
species treatment, and mechanical treatments, etc. which includes
all the xeric hammock communities on the area.

100%

Objective 2: Provide protection to sensitive plant communities and
individual plant species by controlling use of motorized vehicles and
by directing pedestrian traffic along established hiking trails.
Comment: The FWC controls and prohibits use of motorized vehicles
on the area, and has directed recreational use to designated trails.
(68A4-17.005(5)© )

100%
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Goal 4: Increase public awareness of the importance of protecting and managing listed
species populations.

Objective 1: Provide information regarding the effectiveness of
mitigation parks and other habitat protection techniques.
Comment: The FWC has developed kiosks to interpret the 100%
Importance of the habitat and resource management actions
necessary to perpetuate and protect imperiled species on the area.

Objective 2: Demonstrate the interrelationships between listed
wildlife populations and fire-adapted plant communities.
Comment: The FWC has developed kiosks to interpret the
Importance of the habitat and resource management actions 100%
necessary to perpetuate and protect imperiled species on the area,
which includes information to demonstrate the interrelationships
between listed wildlife populations and fire-adapted plant

communities.

Objective 3: Provide self-interpretive hiking trails to listed species
habitats and unique environmental features.

Comment: The FWC has established and developed hiking trails,
kiosks and viewing platforms at Bonnet Pond and Sawgrass Pond 100%
on the area, to facilitate wildlife viewing recreational opportunities
on the area, which provides self-interpretive hiking trails to listed
species habitats and unique environmental features.

5 Management Activities and Intent

The following section provides a description of agency plans to locate, identify, protect,
preserve or otherwise use fragile natural resources and nonrenewable historical resources.
In general, the FWC management intent for SOFWEA 1is to restore and maintain natural
communities in a condition that sustains ecological processes and conserves biological
diversity, especially fish and wildlife resources. In conjunction with this primary emphasis,
it is FWC’s intent to provide quality fish and wildlife resource based public outdoor
recreational opportunities on SOFWEA. The FWC will utilize the best available data,
guidelines, natural resource management practices, and recreational management
practices to achieve these outcomes in accordance with the original purposes for acquisition.
Furthermore, as noted earlier, the management activities described in this section are in
compliance with those of the Conceptual State Lands Management Plan.
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5.1 Land Management Review

Pursuant to Chapter 259.036, FS, the DEP-DSL is required to “cause periodic management
reviews to be conducted” on Board of Trustees conservation lands to determine if they “are
being managed for the purposes for which they were acquired and in accordance with a
land management plan adopted pursuant to s. 259.032.” However, as previously discussed,
title to the SOFWEA is held by Orange and Osceola Counties, with FWC holding a
conservation easement for the area and, therefore, no land management review (LMR) is
statutorily required for the area. As a result, no LMR has been conducted for the
SOFWEA.

5.2 Adaptive Management

Adaptive management is "learning by doing";! it is the adjustment or modification of
conservation actions to achieve a desired conservation goal. In practice, adaptive
management is a rigorous process that includes sound planning and experimental design
with a systematic evaluation process that links monitoring to management.!-2 Adaptive
management requires flexibility for implementation, but should be fitted over a
fundamentally sound, well-planned design.

An adaptive management process produces the strongest inference and most reliable
results when experimental design components are incorporated into the monitoring process.
Adaptive management is most rigorously applied in an active format when components of
experimental design (i.e., controls, replication, and randomization) are included in the
monitoring process.23 Incorporating valid statistical analyses of results will further
enhance the value of the adaptive management process. However, in some situations,
rigorous experimental design procedures can be relaxed without invalidating monitoring
results. In a passive format, adaptive management can involve applying a conservation
action at a site, observing the results and adjusting the action in the future if warranted. 23

Proposed adaptive management, monitoring and performance measures are developed
through literature reviews and FWC staff meetings. Overall, a results-based approach is
incorporated into this Management Plan, for which effective monitoring is an integral
component. The FWC will monitor conservation actions, species, habitats, and major
threats to the conservation of the natural and historical resources of SOFWEA.

5.2.1 Monitoring

A well-developed monitoring protocol is also one of the principal, required criteria for the
management of SOFWEA. Monitoring and performance measures are important, but often
overlooked elements of conservation planning. Monitoring provides the critical link
between implementing conservation actions and revising management goals.
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Monitoring is the systematic, repeated measurement of environmental characteristics to
detect changes, and particularly trends, in those characteristics. Monitoring provides
essential feedback, the data needed to understand the costs, benefits, and effectiveness of
planned conservation actions and the management projects undertaken to address them.2

For natural communities, monitoring protocols are established through FWC’s Objective-
Based Vegetation Management (OBVM, Section 5.3.1) program, which monitors how
specific vegetative attributes are responding to FWC management. For imperiled and focal
fish and wildlife species, monitoring protocols are established through FWC’s Wildlife
Conservation Prioritization and Recovery (WCPR, Section 5.4.2) program. FWC staff may
monitor additional fish and wildlife species when deemed appropriate. Exotic and invasive
plant and animal species (Section 5.5) are also monitored as needed and appropriate.
Recreational uses are monitored through FWC’s Public Access and Wildlife Viewing
program, and work in conjunction with the establishment and adjustment of public access
carrying capacities (Section 5.6.3). Historical resources (Section 5.9) are monitored with
guidance from the Florida Department of State’s Division of Historical Resources (DHR).

5.2.2 Performance Measures

Performance measures include qualitative or quantitative measures used to provide an
estimate or index of the characteristic of interest, and to chart the overall progress of
conservation actions towards specific goals. Successful monitoring programs and their
associated performance measures provide natural resource professionals with valuable
feedback on the effectiveness of conservation actions and make it possible to implement a
more flexible adaptive management approach. An adaptive management approach
ultimately will be more efficient and effective when it tracks inputs, incorporates an
effective monitoring program that integrates performance measures, and evaluates results
against desired goals.

5.2.3 Implementation

The SOFWEA Management Plan serves as the guiding framework to implement this
adaptive management process. It serves as the underpinning for the integration of
management programs (OBVM, WCPR, Public Access and Wildlife Viewing, Recreation
Master Plans, etc.) underway to accomplish needed conservation actions that are planned
to manage the natural resources of SOFWEA, and resolve conservation threats to fish and
wildlife and the habitats they occupy. Based on evaluations of project results, the
conservation actions are revised as necessary, and the adaptive management process is
repeated.
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5.3 Habitat Restoration and Improvement

On SOFWEA, FWC will focus on managing for native habitat diversity, emphasizing
maintenance of high-quality natural communities, and restoration of disturbed areas.
Restoration may be achieved on disturbed areas by the re-introduction of fire, restoring
historic hydrological conditions and/or the use of mechanical or chemical forest
management techniques as appropriate. Retention of the native old growth component of
forests, while also providing for natural regeneration, remains an important consideration.
SOFWEA has high-quality native communities including basin marsh, baygall, depression
marsh, dome swamp, flatwoods lake, mesic flatwoods, mesic hammock, sandhill, scrub,
scrubby flatwoods, wet flatwoods, wet prairie, and xeric hammock that FWC will continue
to manage and protect. On disturbed upland sites, FWC may initiate ground cover and
natural community restoration if determined feasible along with consideration of any
ongoing wildlife and recreational uses on such areas.

The FNAI has conducted surveys and mapped the current vegetative communities and
historic vegetation communities on SOFWEA. This information will be used to guide and
prioritize management and restoration efforts on the area.

5.3.1 Objective-Based Vegetation Management

The FWC uses a comprehensive resource management approach to managing FWC-
managed areas. Restoring the form and function of Florida’s natural communities is the
foundation of this management philosophy. The FWC uses OBVM to monitor how specific
vegetative attributes are responding to FWC management.

The first step in implementing OBVM is to map the current, and in most cases the historic
natural communities, on the managed
area using the FNAI Natural Community
Classification. The FWC contracts with
FNALI to provide these mapping services,
and plans to have natural community
maps recertified on most areas on a five-
year basis. A natural community, as
defined by FNAI, is a distinct and
recurring assemblage of populations of
plants, animals, fungi and microorganisms
naturally associated with each other and
their physical environment.

After natural communities have been mapped, FWC land managers will identify those
natural communities that will influence and guide management decisions, known as the
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actively managed natural communities. Through OBVM monitoring, FWC collects data on
a number of specific vegetation attributes that provide insight about the condition of the
natural community. Because FWC is interested in the overall effect of management on the
natural communities, OBVM data is analyzed at the natural community level.

Measurable habitat management objectives referred to as ‘desired future conditions’ are
established for each actively managed natural community. Desired future conditions are
the acceptable range of values for quantifiable vegetation attributes, such as basal area,
shrub height and cover, and ground cover. The FWC collaborated with the FNAI to identify
‘reference sites’ for each actively managed natural community and applied the OBVM
monitoring methodology at these reference sites to determine what attribute values occur
in a high-quality community (http:/www.fnai.org/reference-natural-communities.cfm).
FWC staff considers the reference site attribute values when setting area-specific desired

future conditions for natural communities.

Vegetation monitoring samples the selected attributes, with the results being compared to
the established desired future conditions. All monitoring performed under OBVM is
completed using the program’s Standard Operating Procedures.

Consistent, long-term monitoring of managed natural communities will quantify changes in
habitat conditions, provide information on the cumulative effects of management activities,
and measure progress towards meeting management objectives for desired habitat
conditions. Measured changes in vegetation condition are intended to be used to inform
future land management actions.

Initial mapping and vegetation sampling provides FWC staff with baseline data indicating
natural community structure, distribution, and condition on the area. Comparing the
subsequent monitoring results to desired future conditions, provides important operational
information on a natural community’s vegetation structural status at a given point in time
and trend over time. Using this information, managers can evaluate, adjust and modify
their management practices to meet the stated objectives. By comparing natural
community mapping products through the years, managers can track progress in moving
altered communities to functioning natural communities.

5.3.2 Prescribed Fire and Fire Management

Periodic spring and summer fires occurred in fire-adapted communities under natural
conditions. Plant species composition reflects the frequency and intensity of these fires. In
the absence of fire, fallow fields on former longleaf sites follow a successional pattern
through mixed pine-hardwood forests to an exclusively hardwood community rather than to
the original plant community. The plant species composition may differ slightly on poorer
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soils of the slash pine flatwoods, but the dominant role of fire in controlling hardwoods is
equally important in either ecosystem.

Timber removal, site preparation, drainage, and lack of fire have all combined to alter the
plant species composition of the area resulting in a loss of fuel and inhibiting the return to
a more “natural”’ fire management regime. Site-specific combinations of prescribed fire,
mechanical and chemical vegetation control, reforestation, and restoration of natural water
regimes are likely necessary actions needed to restore the area to historic natural
communities.

The FWC employs a fire management regime to increase both species and habitat diversity
and will continue a prescribed burning program on the SOFWEA in accordance with
vegetative management objectives. As fire moves across a landscape, some areas carry fire
better than others. Areas with higher vegetative fuel loads typically burn more evenly and
with greater intensity. Areas with lower vegetative fuel loads or wetland areas inundated
with water typically will not carry fire as evenly, and usually burn at a lower intensity.
Employing a burning program with different burning frequencies, intensities, and
seasonality (dormant season vs. growing season) of prescribed burns create habitat
diversity and a mosaic of vegetation patterns. This mosaic is designed to have both
frequently burned and infrequently burned aspects.

On some areas, prescribed burning is limited by the buildup of mid-story brush and a lack
of pyrogenic groundcover fuels. This condition creates unsuitable habitat for many wildlife
species. Mechanical control of brush on upland sites by roller chopping, logging, shredding,
or incidentally by equipment during commercial thinning operations, can reduce shading
and encourage the grasses and forbs that are

necessary to sustain prescribed fire.

Single drum (with standard, not offset blades),

one-pass roller chopping can be a valuable

management tool, enabling the use of prescribed

fires in areas heavily invaded by dense woody

vegetation. However, roller chopping may

damage the herbaceous ground cover, especially

wiregrass. Therefore, its application will be

limited to situations where burning can only be

accomplished by first reducing woody vegetation by mechanical means.

Whenever possible, existing firebreaks such as roads and trails, as well as natural breaks
such as creeks and wetlands, will be used to define burning compartments. Disk harrows,
mowing, and foam lines will be used as necessary to minimize disturbance and damage
created by fire plows.
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The transitional areas between two adjacent but different vegetative cover types, such as
forests and wetlands, are known as ecotones. With the possible exception of wildfire
suppression, mechanical soil disturbance in ecotones will be avoided in order to protect
habitats for important rare species that often occur between flatwoods and riparian
drainages. Silvicultural site preparation and creation of firebreaks are avoided when
possible in these zones. Additionally, fires are allowed to burn into the edges of marshes,
swamps and other wetlands in order to maintain these habitats. Once fuel loads have been
reduced and a more open appearance has returned, vegetative management objectives will
likely dictate a fire return interval that averages 1-4 years for most of the area’s fire
adapted communities, preferably during the spring and early summer months.

In addition to the general prescribed fire management guidelines described above, an area-
specific Prescribed Fire Plan has been developed and will be implemented for SOFWEA.
This plan will include, but not be limited to, delineation of burn management units,
detailed descriptions of prescribed fire methodology, safety, and smoke management
guidelines.

During the previous planning period, 100% of the area’s fire adapted communities have
been treated with prescribed fire. Approximately 100% of the fire-adapted communities
have are within are within the recommended fire return intervals. As detailed in the goals
and objectives in Section 6 below, FWC plans to conduct prescribed burning on 400 acres
per year of the area’s fire adapted communities resulting in 100% of the area’s burnable
acreage being maintained within the recommended fire return intervals during this
planning period. Potential projected challenges with continuing to successfully implement
prescribed fire on the area are described further in Section 3 (Osceola Parkway Extension)
above, Section 8 (Challenges) below. The continuing benefits of prescribed fire on the area’s
wildlife habitats along with other ongoing habitat restoration activities that are being
implemented on SOFWEA are discussed in more detail below.

5.3.3 Habitat Restoration

Significant habitat management activities have taken place within many of the natural
communities of SOFWEA over the course of the previous management period beginning in
1995. As noted above, since 1995, almost all management units with fire-adapted natural
communities have been treated with prescribed fires, most on a repeated basis as
established within the management plan. This has aided in the restoration of native
ground cover and improved wildlife habitat throughout SOFWEA. In addition to
conducting prescribed burning, mechanical treatments such as roller chopping and mowing
has been conducted on all areas scrub, scrubby flatwoods and some selected areas of mesic
flatwoods, some on a repeated basis to further improve the habitat value of the natural
communities at SOFWEA and specifically encourage better habitat conditions for listed
wildlife such as the gopher tortoise.
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In addition to the prescribed burning activities described above, the FWC has established
OBVM management prescriptions and associated monitoring and has implemented
resource management regimes, including prescribed burning, exotic species treatment, and
mechanical treatments, etc. which includes all the xeric hammock communities on the area.

Continuing habitat management activities on the area will focus on enhancing natural
communities, maintaining recommended fire return intervals for fire adapted communities,
treating and removing exotic plant species, and controlling vegetation through mowing and
roller chopping as needed. Chemical removal is also planned to be implemented on some
selected hardwoods in the xeric oak habitat in order to restore to sandhill habitat. Exotic
species control is more extensively discussed in Section 5.5, below. Further habitat
management and improvement objectives planned for the area are delineated in Section 6
below.

5.4 Fish and Wildlife Management, Imperiled and Focal Species Habitat
Maintenance, Enhancement, Restoration, or Population Restoration

5.4.1 Fish and Wildlife

Due to the variety of natural communities present on the area, a diversity of associated
wildlife, including imperiled, rare, game and non-game species, can be found on the
SOFWEA. In managing for wildlife species, an emphasis will be placed on conservation,
protection, and management of natural communities. On the SOFWEA, natural
communities important to wildlife include scrubby flatwoods, mesic flatwoods, wet
flatwoods, and depression marsh, as well as, natural communities that are less represented
on the SOFWEA, but which are still important to wildlife, including floodplain swamp,
sandhill and scrub.

The size and natural community composition of the SOFWEA creates a habitat mosaic for a
wide variety of wildlife species. Resident wildlife will be managed for optimum richness,
diversity, and abundance. In addition to resident wildlife, the SOFWEA provides resources
critical to many migratory birds including: waterfowl, passerines, raptors, and others.
Habitats important to migratory species will be protected, maintained or enhanced.

Wildlife management emphasis is placed on documenting the occurrence and abundance of
rare and imperiled species on the property. The FWC will continue to update inventories
for certain species, with emphasis on rare and imperiled fish and wildlife species.
Monitoring of wildlife species will continue as an ongoing effort for the area.

Concurrent with ongoing species inventory and monitoring activities, management
practices are designed to restore, enhance, or maintain rare and imperiled species and their

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission | Split Oak Forest WEA Management
Plan

65



habitats. This will be further augmented by following approved federal and FWC species
recovery plans, guidelines, and other scientific recommendations for these species. Guided
by these recommendations, land management activities including prescribed burning and
timber stand improvements will address rare and imperiled species requirements and
habitat needs. Section 5.4.2 below provides further information on FWC’s comprehensive
species management strategy for rare and imperiled wildlife and their respective habitats.

Additionally, a comprehensive species list has been developed for the area, which will be
updated and modified as appropriate over time. The species list that has been developed
for the area is provided above in Section 2.3.

5.4.2 Imperiled and Focal Species: Wildlife Conservation Prioritization and Recovery

The FWC has identified the need to: 1) demonstrate optimal wildlife habitat conservation
on FWC-managed lands; 2) develop science-based performance measures to evaluate
management; 3) recover imperiled species; and 4) prevent future imperilment of declining
wildlife species. To help meet these needs, the FWC uses a comprehensive resource
management approach to managing FWC-managed conservation areas. Restoring the form
and function of Florida’s natural communities is the foundation of this management
philosophy. The FWC uses OBVM to monitor how specific vegetative parameters are
responding to FWC management, and uses the WCPR program to ensure management is
having the desired effect on wildlife.

The goal of WCPR is to provide assessment,

recovery, and planning support for the FWC-

managed areas to enhance management of focal

species and the recovery of imperiled

species. WCPR program objectives include

prioritizing what FWC does for imperiled and

focal species on FWC-managed areas; ensuring

the actions taken on these areas are part of

statewide conservation programs and priorities;

and informing others about the work accomplished on lands FWC manages.

The WCPR program helps FWC take a proactive, science-based approach to species
management on FWC-managed lands. This approach assesses information from statewide
potential habitat models and Population Viability Analysis, and in conjunction with input
from species experts and people with knowledge of the area, creates site-specific wildlife
assessments for imperiled wildlife species and a select suite of focal species. Staff combines
these assessments with area-specific management considerations to develop a wildlife
management strategy for the area. Each strategy contains area-specific measurable
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objectives for managing priority species and their habitat, prescribes management actions
to achieve these objectives, and establishes monitoring protocols to verify progress towards
meeting the objectives. By providing FWC managers with information on actions they
should undertake, the FWC intends for the strategy to assure the presence and persistence
of Florida’s endangered and threatened fish and wildlife species (see
http:/myfwec.com/media/1515251/Threatened-Endangered-Species.pdf), as well as select
focal species found on the area.

In summary, for FWC-managed areas, the WCPR program helps assess imperiled and focal
wildlife species needs and opportunities, prioritize what FWC does for imperiled and focal
species, prescribe management actions to aid in species recovery, prescribe monitoring
protocols to allow evaluation of the species’ response to management, and ensure the
information is shared with others. Through the actions of this program, FWC will facilitate
fulfilling the needs of focal and imperiled wildlife species on SOFWEA. In the long-term, by
implementing these strategies on FWC-managed lands and continuing to assess wildlife
species’ needs, FWC will continue to play an integral role in aiding the recovery of
imperiled species and preventing the future imperilment of declining wildlife species.

The FWC held a WCPR workshop for the SOFWEA in December 2014. After incorporating
input from a review by experts, subsequently the WCPR Strategy was reviewed and
approved by FWC in July 2015. Using statewide landcover-based habitat models, the
SOFWEA WCPR Strategy identifies 16 focal species as having potential habitat on the
area. Of the focal species identified as having habitat on the area, the SOFWEA WCPR
Strategy provides measurable objectives or recommends some level of monitoring for gopher
frog, striped newt, Florida pine snake, gopher tortoise, Bachman’s sparrow, brown-headed
nuthatch, Cooper’s hawk, Florida sandhill crane, Florida mouse, Florida scrub-jay,
northern bobwhite, red-cockaded woodpecker, short-tailed hawk, southern bald eagle,
swallow-tailed kite, wading birds, and Sherman’s fox squirrel. Limited opportunity species
included Florida black bear, snail kite, and the burrowing owl.

During the previous planning period the FWC also conducted several gopher tortoise
surveys and the installation of a bat house. In addition, FWC implemented a gopher
tortoise restocking project on SOFWEA in order to augment the existing population as a
result of a significant gopher tortoise population decline that occurred on the area as a
result of an upper respiratory or similar pathogen infecting the population there. Initially,
the gopher tortoises are located within a confined area of habitat until they are adapted to
the area. Relocation monitoring is ongoing for these animals. Upon a determination that
sufficient adaptation to the area has occurred their confinement will be discontinued and
they will be free to roam the area at that time. This restocking project along with other
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ongoing imperiled species management activities will be continue to be implemented in
accordance with the SOFWEA WCPR Strategy.

The FWC will continue to implement the SOFWEA WCPR Strategy (Appendix 13.6). The
FWC will also continue to review and revise this document as appropriate.

Table 14. Focal Species Identified as Having Potential Habitat on the SOFWEA

Common Name Scientific Name

Bachman’s sparrow Peucaea aestivalis
Brown-headed nuthatch Sitta pusilla

Burrowing owl Athene cunicularia floridana
Cooper’s hawk Accipiter cooperii

Crested caracara Caracara cheriway

Florida black bear Ursus americanus floridanus
Florida mottled duck Anas fulvigula

Florida mouse Podomys floridanus

Florida pine snake Pituophis melanoleucus mugitus
Florida sandhill crane Grrus canadensis pratensis
Florida scrub-jay Aphelocoma coerulescens
Gopher frog Lithobates capito

Gopher tortoise Gopherus polyphemus
Limpkin Aramus guarauna

Northern bobwhite Colinus virginianus
Red-cockaded woodpecker Picoides borealis

Sherman’s fox squirrel Sciurus niger shermani
Short-tailed hawk Buteo brachyurus

Snail kite Rostrhamus sociabilis plumbeus
Southeastern American kestrel Falco sparverius paulus
Southern bald eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Striped newt Notophthalmus perstriatus
Swallow-tailed kite Flanoides forficatus

5.5 Exotic and Invasive Species Maintenance and Control

The FWC will continue efforts to control the establishment and spread of Florida Exotic
Pest Plant Council (FLEPPC) Category I or II plants on SOFWEA. Control technologies
may include mechanical, chemical, biological, and other appropriate treatments.
Treatments utilizing herbicides will comply with instructions found on the herbicide label
and employ the Best Management Practices for their application.
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Exotic and invasive plant species known to occur on the SOFWEA and treated annually by
FWC include alligatorweed, Brazilian pepper, Caesar's weed, camphor tree, Chinaberry,
Chinese tallowtree, citrus tree, cogongrass, Cuban bulrush, guava, Guineagrass, Heart-of-
flame, Lantana, Natalgrass, Old world climbing fern, primrose willow, queen palm, skunk-
vine, smutgrass, strawberry guava, sweet viburnum, sword fern, torpedograss, tropical
soda apple, and vaseygrass. Exotic and invasive plant species have been identified as
occurring at varying densities on approximately 100 acres of the SOFWEA. However, the
FWC(C’s methodology for determining the number of acres “infested” with invasive exotic
plants only represents a cumulative acreage, and does not reflect the degree of the invasive
exotic occurrence. The degree of infestation among areas identified with invasive exotic
plant occurrences often varies substantially by species, level of disturbance, environmental
conditions, and the status of ongoing eradication and control efforts. The FWC will
continue to focus treatments on areas identified as having invasive exotic plant
occurrences, as well as treating any new occurrences as they are identified through
continued monitoring.

During the previous planning period FWC completed exotic species treatments on an as
needed basis. Currently, treatment and control of Chinese tallowtree and cogongrass
continues to be the predominant exotic invasive plant species management challenge at
SOFWEA. The FWC will continue to focus treatments on areas identified as having
invasive exotic plant occurrences, as well as treating any new occurrences as they are
identified through continued monitoring. Ongoing exotic species challenges are further
detailed in Section 8 below.

Additionally, the FWC will continue efforts to control the introduction of exotic and invasive
species, as well as pests and pathogens, on the SOFWEA by inspecting any vehicles and
equipment brought onto the area by contractors and requiring that they be free of
vegetation and dirt. If vehicles or equipment used by contractors are found to be
contaminated, they will be referred to an appropriate location to clean the equipment prior
to being allowed on the area. This requirement is included in every contract for
contractors who are conducting any operational or resource management work on the

area. In this way, FWC implements a proactive approach to controlling the introduction of
exotic pests and pathogens to the area.

An exotic animal species of concern on the SOFWEA is the feral hog. These animals have
high reproductive rates, and when populations reach high densities, feral hogs can
significantly degrade natural communities through foraging activity (rooting). The FWC
will consult with other regional natural resource managing agencies and private
landowners to coordinate feral hog control measures as necessary. Trapping is another
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measure that may be implemented to augment ongoing feral hog control efforts and to
further reduce the natural community damage and degradation caused by this species.

5.6 Public Access and Recreational Opportunities

The SOFWEA will be managed under a low intensity, multiple-use concept that includes
providing opportunities for fish and wildlife-based public outdoor recreation. The
recreational activities offered on the SOFWEA include hiking and wildlife viewing.

Authorized recreational uses are managed consistent with the purposes for acquiring the
SOFWEA, including promoting habitat conditions critical to meeting the life history
requirements of the gopher tortoise, and ensuring the conservation and ecological integrity
of the area while managing for low intensity, multiple-uses, thus providing fish and wildlife
based public outdoor recreational opportunities for Florida’s citizens and visitors.

During the previous planning period FWC completed the public access, recreational and
facility improvements on the SOFWEA. The FWC has established and developed hiking
trails, kiosks and viewing platforms at Bonnet Pond and Sawgrass Pond on the area, to
facilitate wildlife viewing recreational opportunities on the area. Further planned public
access facility improvements are detailed in Section 6. Ongoing public access or
recreational challenges are addressed in Section 3 above and Section 8 below. The FWC
will continue to implement public access recreational and educational opportunities on the
area in accordance with the SOFWEA Recreational Master Plan upon its approval and
implementation.

5.6.1 Americans with Disabilities Act

When public facilities are developed on areas managed by FWC, every effort is made to
comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (Public Law 101-336). As new facilities
are developed, the universal access requirements of this law are followed in all cases except
where the law allows reasonable exceptions. Recreation facilities in semi-primitive or
primitive zones will be planned to be universally accessible to the degree possible except as
allowed by the ADA*where:

1. Compliance will cause harm to historical resources, or significant natural features
and their characteristics.

2. Compliance will substantially alter the nature of the setting and therefore the
purpose of the facility.

3. Compliance would not be feasible due to terrain or prevailing construction practices.

4. Compliance would require construction methods or materials prohibited by federal
or state statutes, or local regulations.
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5.6.2 Recreation Master Plan

The FWC has adopted a comprehensive approach to the planning and administration of fish
and wildlife resource based public outdoor recreational opportunities at the SOFWEA. To
accomplish this, the FWC will develop a Recreation Master Plan for the SOFWEA that will
be used to further design and develop appropriate infrastructure that will support the
recreational use of the area by the general public. This Recreation Master Plan will include
planning for parking, trail design, and area resource interpretation. The plan will also
include the Florida National Scenic Trail that will cross the SOFWEA from north to south
and the opening of a relocated public access point on the south end of the SOFWEA in
Osceola County.

5.6.3 Public Access Carrying Capacity

Baseline carrying capacities for users on FWC-managed lands are established by
conducting a site specific sensitivity analysis using available data for the site. The intent of
the carrying capacity analysis is to minimize wildlife and habitat disturbance and provide
the experience of being “immersed in nature” that visitors to FWC-managed areas desire.
Carrying capacities are just a first step; management of recreational use requires a means
of monitoring visitor impacts. Responding to these impacts may require adjusting the
carrying capacities as necessary. The carrying capacities generated through this process
are used as a tool to help plan and develop public access, wildlife viewing, and fish and
wildlife resource based public outdoor recreation opportunities.

Based on an analysis of the overall approved uses and supported public access user
opportunities, and the anticipated proportional visitation levels of the various user groups,
the FWC has determined that the SOFWEA can currently support 162 visitors per day.
However, visitation to SOFWEA is currently minimal, which provides excellent
opportunities for quiet and solitude while viewing the area’s wildlife.

Importantly, public access carrying capacities are not developed to serve as a goal for
expanding the public use of a particular area to match the established carrying

capacity. Rather, they are developed to establish maximum thresholds for public use of the
respective area in order to protect the natural and historical resources on the SOFWEA and
to ensure that visitors will have a high-quality visitor experience. The public access
carrying capacity will be periodically reevaluated, and additional capacity may be
contemplated as part of the Recreation Master Plan implementation process.

5.6.4 Wildlife Viewing

The SOFWEA is home to a variety of resident wildlife found within its flatwoods, scrub,
and other natural communities. The SOFWEA’s size and variety of habitat types, create
outstanding wildlife viewing opportunities. Additionally, wildlife viewing opportunities are
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projected to increase upon the completion of planned improvements for public access and
wildlife viewing outlined in Section 6.9 of this draft plan.

5.6.5 Hunting

Hunting is prohibited on the SOFWEA. However, hunting opportunities are offered on
nearby public lands.

5.6.6 Fishing

Fishing is authorized year-round at the SOFWEA. However, fishing opportunities on the
SOFWEA are limited.

5.6.7 Boating

Boating is prohibited on the SOFWEA in accordance with the purpose of acquisition
covenants on the area. However, boating opportunities are offered on nearby public lakes
and streams.

5.6.8 Trails

Currently, the SOFWEA offers nearly seven and a half miles of designated trails and nearly
10.7 miles of undesignated trails. The inclusion of the Florida National Scenic Trail to the
trail inventory is anticipated to also utilize existing trails.

5.6.8.1 Bicycling

Bicycling is prohibited on the SOFWEA. However, bicycling opportunities are offered on
nearby public lands.

5.6.8.2 Equestrian

Horseback riding is authorized through a permit only process on the SOFWEA.

5.6.9 Camping

Camping is prohibited on the SOFWEA. However, camping opportunities are offered on
nearby public lands.

5.6.10 Geocaching

Geocaching, also known as Global Positioning System (GPS) Stash Hunt and GeoStash, is a
contemporary combination of orienteering and scavenger hunting generally utilizing a GPS
receiver unit. Geocache websites routinely promote good stewardship. However, the
potential exists for resource damage, user conflicts, or safety issues caused by
inappropriately placed caches and/or links that do not provide adequate information about
the area.
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It is the policy of the FWC to allow placement of geocaches only in those locations that do
not present the potential for resource damage, user conflicts, or threats to the safety of the
activity participants. The placement of geocaches on FWC-managed lands is governed by
specific guidelines. These guidelines may be found on the following FWC website:
http://myfwec.com/media/1074886/FWC_Geocache Guidelines.pdf .

5.7 Hydrological Preservation and Restoration

5.7.1 Hydrological Assessment

The FWC will conduct or obtain a hydrological assessment of the area to identify potential
hydrology restoration needs on the SOFWEA.

5.8 Forest Resource Management

Pursuant to OBVM management goals, the FWC will continue to manage timber resources
for wildlife benefits and natural community restoration. Management activities including
the use of timber thinning and harvesting may be utilized. Reforestation techniques often
vary depending on the natural community characteristics and species composition of the
area. One of the primary management techniques for reforestation involves regeneration
harvests of off-site pine species once they reach merchantable pulpwood size and then
replanting with a naturally occurring pine species for the area, however it has been
determined that SOFWEA does not have any off-site pine species that require these
reforestation management techniques. Another often used technique is to conduct a series
of thinning operations gradually to reduce the pine basal area to 30-40 sq. ft./acre and then
under-plant sites with an appropriate pine species to increase the uneven-aged character of
the stands, overstory structure, and species diversity. However, the current density of pine
forests on the SOFWEA indicate that such timber thinning activities will not be necessary
in the near future.

Forested wetlands are managed for stands with old growth characteristics. Snags will be
protected to benefit cavity-nesting species.

A Timber Assessment, was conducted by the Florida Forest Service in November, 2016
(Appendix 13.13). The management of timber resources will be considered in the context of
this Timber Assessment, and the overall land management goals and activities. Also, the
FWC will continue to consult with the FFS or a professional forestry consultant regarding
forest management activities as appropriate.

5.9 Historical Resources

Procedures outlined by the Florida Department of State’s Division of Historical Resources
(DHR) will be followed to preserve archaeological and historical resources. The FWC will
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continue to consult with the DHR in an attempt to locate and preserve any historical or
archaeological features on the area. As necessary, the FWC will also contact professionals
from the DHR for assistance prior to any ground-disturbing activity on the area.

The DHR Master Site File indicates that there are no recorded archaeological sites within
the boundaries of the SOFWEA. However, the FWC will coordinate with DHR to assess the
need for conducting a cultural resource survey.

As a part of the objectives of this management plan, the FWC will ensure that management
staff receive Archaeological Resource Management (ARM) training. Furthermore, the FWC
will ensure all known sites are recorded in the DHR Master Site File.

5.10 Capital Facilities and Infrastructure

The FW(C’s land management philosophy is designed to conserve the maximum amount of
wildlife habitat while providing the minimal number of capital facilities and infrastructure
necessary to effectively conduct operational and resource management activities, and
provide ample opportunities for fish and wildlife resource based public outdoor recreation.
For these reasons, planned capital facilities and infrastructure will focus on improving
access, recreational potential, hydrology, or other resource and operational management
objectives.

Current capital facilities and infrastructure on SOFWEA include two observation decks,
two kiosk, approximately 7.5 miles of designated trails, and 10.7 miles of undesignated
trails. Two trailhead entrances, with parking, are located on the western boundary in
Orange County and on the southern boundary in Osceola County.

As described in Section 6.9 of this Management Plan, for any public facilities that are
developed on areas managed by FWC, every effort is made to comply with the Americans
with Disabilities Act (Public Law 101-336).

5.11 Land Conservation and Stewardship Partnerships

The FWC utilizes a three-tiered approach to identifying, acquiring or otherwise protecting
important conservation lands adjacent to or in proximity to existing FWC-managed areas.
This involves development of an Optimal Resource Boundary (ORB), Optimal Conservation
Planning Boundary (OCPB) and associated Conservation Action Strategy (CAS).
Increasingly, cooperative land steward partnership efforts with private landowners plays
an integral role in this effort as does ongoing land conservation, either through fee-simple
or less-than-fee conservation easements. In combination, this tiered model helps FWC to
further the regional conservation of important fish and wildlife habitats through a
proactive, comprehensive, and cooperative approach towards conservation.
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5.11.1 Optimal Resource Boundary

This three tiered model begins with the development of an ORB, which is a resource-based
analysis on a regional scale that integrates important FWC conservation research and
analysis into practical planning, acquisition, and management efforts through GIS
analysis. The ORB focuses on critical and important wildlife species or habitat
considerations such as rare and imperiled species habitat within a particular region or
ecosystem-like area on a landscape scale within which an FWC managed area is contained
while eliminating urban areas or lands that have already been conserved or protected.

5.11.2 Optimal Conservation Planning Boundary

The second tier is known as the OCPB. The OCPB combines the regional natural resources
identified in the ORB, as well as regional and local area conservation planning, including
habitat conservation and restoration, habitat linkages, management challenges, land use
and zoning issues, infrastructure including roads and developments, improving access,
eliminating inholdings, providing prescribed burn buffers, resolving boundary
irregularities, water resource protection, and conserving other important natural and
historical resources.

The OCPB provides the basis for development of a broader CAS for SOFWEA. Although
the OCPB provides the basis for potential future voluntary, willing-seller conservation
acquisitions, it is designed to function primarily as a conservation planning boundary. The
OCPB identifies surrounding lands and natural resources that may be important to the
continued viability of fish and wildlife populations in the region. As they are currently
managed, these lands appear to contribute to regional conservation and may support
conservation landscape linkages.

5.11.3 Conservation Action Strategy

The CAS is the third tier, and implements the results of the ORB and OCPB tiers. This
element of the process incorporates the conservation planning recommendations into an
action strategy that prioritizes conservation needs. The CAS is integral to the development
of conservation stewardship partnerships and also implements the current approved
process for establishing the FWC Florida Forever Inholdings and Additions acquisition list.

Primary components of the CAS may include:

. FWC Landowner Assistance Program

. FWC conservation planning

. FWC Additions and Inholdings Program Land Conservation Work Plan
. Forest Stewardship Program proposals

. Florida Forever project proposals and boundary modifications

. Conservation easements
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. Federal or State grant conservation proposals

. Regional or local conservation proposals

. Local, state, and federal planning proposals

. Non-governmental organization conservation proposals
. Roadway mitigation proposals

Continued conservation of these lands may be aided by available voluntary landowner
stewardship programs, conservation easements, and in some cases, potential voluntary
conservation acquisitions. Participation in any FWC conservation effort is entirely
voluntary and at the sole choice of willing landowners.

Private landowners seeking assistance with habitat management will likely find it offered
within FWC's Landowner Assistance Program (LAP). The FWC employs biologists who are
available to provide wildlife-related assistance with land-use planning and habitat
management. There are many forms of assistance that include technical, financial,
educational, and various forms of recognition that seek to award landowners who manage
their wildlife habitat responsibly. More information on FWC’s LAP program and online
habitat management tools are available online at: http:/myfwc.com/conservation/special-

initiatives/lap/ .

5.11.4 FWC Florida Forever Additions and Inholdings Acquisition List

Currently, FWC has identified no potential additions or privately held inholdings for
SOFWEA. Upon completion of the CAS, additions to the FWC Florida Forever Additions
and Inholdings acquisition list may be recommended.

5.12 Research Opportunities

The FWC intends to cooperate with researchers, universities, and others as feasible and
appropriate. For SOFWEA, the FWC will continue to assess and identify research needs,
and pursue research and environmental education partnership opportunities as
appropriate. Research proposals involving the use of the area are evaluated on an
individual basis. All research activities on SOFWEA must have prior approval by FWC.
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5.13 Cooperative Management and Special Uses

5.13.1 Cooperative Management

The FWC is responsible for the overall management and operation of the SOFWEA. The
FFS assists the FWC by providing technical assistance on forest resource management. In
addition, the FWC cooperates and consults with the DEP and the SFWMD for the
monitoring and management of both ground and surface water resources of the SOFWEA.

5.13.2 First Responder and Military Training

First-responder (public governmental police department or agency, fire and emergency
medical service personnel) training and military training are conditionally allowed on
SOFWEA. Such activities are considered allowable uses only when undertaken
intermittently for short periods of time, and in a manner that does not impede the
management and public use of SOFWEA, and causes no measurable long-term impact to
the natural resources of the area. Additionally, FWC staff must be notified and approve the
training through issuance of a permit prior to any such training taking place on

SOFWEA. Any first-responder or military training that is not low-impact, intermittent and
occasional would require an amendment to this management plan, and therefore will be
submitted by FWC to DSL and ARC for approval consideration prior to authorization.

5.13.3 Apiaries

Currently, there are no apiaries operating on SOFWEA. However, use of apiaries is
conditionally approved for SOFWEA, and is deemed to be consistent with purposes for
acquisition, is in compliance with the Conceptual State Lands Management Plan, and is
consistent with the FWC agency mission, goals, and objectives as expressed in the agency
Strategic Plan and priorities document (Appendix 13.9). The location, management, and
administration of apiaries on SOFWEA will be guided by the FWC Apiary Policy (Appendix
13.10).

5.14 Climate Change

Because of Florida’s unique ecology and topography, any potential impacts as a result of
climate change may be particularly acute and affect multiple economic, agricultural,
environmental, and health sectors across the state. The impact of climate change on
wildlife and habitat may already be occurring, from eroding shorelines and coral bleaching
to increases in forest fires and saltwater intrusion into inland freshwater wetlands.

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), a multi-national scientific body,
reports that climate change is likely proceeding at a rate where there will be unavoidable
impacts to humans, wildlife, and habitat. Given current levels of heat-trapping greenhouse
gas emissions, shifts in local, regional, and national climate patterns including changes in
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precipitation, temperature, increased frequency and intensity of extreme weather events,
rising sea levels, tidal fluctuations, and ocean acidification are projected . The current
trend of global temperature increase has appeared to accelerate in recent decades, and
continued greenhouse gas emissions may result in projected global average increases of 2 —
11.5° F by the end of the century.5

This apparent change in global climate has the potential to disrupt natural processes; in
some areas, climate change may cause significant degradation of ecosystems that provide
services such as clean and abundant water, sustainable natural resources, protection from
flooding, as well as hunting, fishing and other recreational opportunities. Consequently,
climate change is a challenge not only because of its likely direct effects, but also because of
its potential to amplify the stress on ecosystems, habitats, and species from existing threats
such as exponential increases in surface and ground water use, habitat loss due to
increased urbanization, introduction of invasive species, and fire suppression.

Potential impacts that may be occurring as a result of climate change include: change in the
timing of biological processes, such as flowering, breeding, hibernation, and migration; ¢ 78
more frequent invasions and outbreaks of exotic invasive species;® and loss of habitat in
coastal areas due to sea level rise.l? Some species are projected to adjust to these conditions
through ecological or evolutionary adaptation, whereas others are projected to exhibit range
shifts as their distributions track changing climatic conditions. Those species that are
unable to respond to changing climatic conditions are projected to go extinct. Some
estimates suggest that as many as 20% - 30% of the species currently assessed by the IPCC
are at risk of extinction within this century if global mean temperatures exceed increases of
2.7—4.5° F.11 A number of ecosystems are projected to be affected at temperature increases
well below these levels.

At this time, the potential effects of climate change on Florida’s conservation lands are just
beginning to be studied and are not yet well understood. For example, FWC has begun a
process for currently developing climate change adaptation strategies for monitoring,
evaluating, and determining what specific actions, if any, may be recommended to
ameliorate the projected impacts of climate change on fish and wildlife resources, native
vegetation, and the possible spread of exotic and invasive species. Currently, FWC is
continuing its work on the development of these potential adaptation strategies. However,
as noted above, the effects of climate change may become more frequent and severe within
the time period covered by this Management Plan.

For these reasons, there is a continuing need for increased information and research to
enable adaptive management to cope with potential long-term climate change impacts. The
most immediate actions that FWC can take are to work with partners to gather the best
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scientific data possible for understanding natural processes in their current state, model
possible impacts and subsequent changes from climate change, develop adaptive
management strategies to enhance the resiliency of natural communities to adapt to
climate change, and formulate criteria and monitoring for potential impacts when direct
intervention may be necessary to protect a species. To this end, when appropriate, FWC
will participate in organizations such as the Peninsular Florida Land Conservation
Cooperative or similar organizations so that FWC continues to gain understanding and
share knowledge of key issues related to potential climate change. In addition, FWC will
consider the need for conducting vulnerability assessments to model the potential effects of
climate change, especially sea level rise and storm events, on imperiled species and their
habitats on FWC managed land.

Elements of climate change that may potentially affect the SOFWEA include more frequent
and more potent storm events, alteration of vegetation reproductive cycles, the spread of
exotic species, and changes in the fire regime. To address the potential impacts of climate
change on the SOFWEA, goals and objectives have been developed as a component of this
Management Plan. Depending on the recommendations of the adaptive management
strategies described above, additional specific goals and objectives to mitigate potential
climate change impacts may be developed for the SOFWEA Management Plan in the
future.

To address the potential impacts of climate change on the SOFWEA, Goals and Objectives
have been developed as a component of this Management Plan (Section 6.12). Depending
on the recommendations of the adaptive management strategies described above, additional

specific goals and objectives to mitigate potential climate change impacts may be developed
for the SOFWEA Management Plan in the future.

5.15 Soil and Water Conservation

Soil disturbing activities will be confined to areas that have the least likelihood of
experiencing erosion challenges. On areas that have been disturbed prior to acquisition, an
assessment will be made to determine if soil erosion is occurring, and if so, appropriate
measures will be implemented to stop or control the effects of this erosion.

6 Resource Management Goals and Objectives

The management goals described in this section are considered broad, enduring statements
designed to guide the general direction of management actions to be conducted in order to
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achieve an overall desired future outcome for SOFWEA. The objectives listed within each
management goal offer more specific management guidance and measures, and are
considered the necessary steps to be completed to accomplish the management goals. Many
of the objectives listed have specific end-of-the-calendar-year target dates for completion
and all of them are classified as having either short-term (less than two years) or long-term
(up to ten years) timelines for completion.

6.1 Habitat Restoration and Improvement
Goal: Improve extant habitat and restore disturbed areas.

Short-term (TWO YEARS)
6.1.1 Conduct prescribed burning on 400 acres of fire adapted communities per year.

6.1.2 Maintain 800 acres of fire adapted communities (50%) within 4-8 year target fire
return interval.

6.1.3 Develop and implement a prescribed burn plan.

6.1.4 Conduct habitat/natural community improvement on 135 acres per year including
roller chopping and mowing, on pasture, scrubby flatwoods, mesic flatwoods, and
scrub communities, as appropriate (Figure 12).

6.1.5 Conduct habitat/natural community restoration activities on 5 acres to restore to
historic sandhill habitat (Figure 12).

6.1.6 Continue to implement OBVM.

Long Term (UP TO 10 YEARS)

6.1.7 Conduct prescribed burning on 400 acres of fire adapted communities per year.

6.1.8 Continue to maintain 1,683 acres of fire adapted communities (95%) per year within
target fire return interval.

6.1.9 Continue to implement OBVM.

6.1.10 Continue to implement the prescribed burn plan.
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6.1.11 Conduct habitat/natural community improvement on 135 acres per year including
roller chopping and mowing, on pasture, scrubby flatwoods, mesic flatwoods, and
scrub communities, as appropriate (Figure 12).

6.1.12 Continue to conduct habitat/natural community restoration activities on 10 acres to
restore to historic sandhill habitat (Figure 12).

6.1.13 Conduct thinning on northern wet flatwoods, if prescribed burning does not restore
the basal area to established thresholds (Figure 12).

6.2 Imperiled and Focal Species Habitat Maintenance, Enhancement,
Restoration, or Population Restoration
Goal: Maintain, improve, or restore imperiled species populations and habitats.

Short-term
6.2.1 Continue to implement the WCPR strategy.

6.2.2 Monitor 5 imperiled and focal species, including gopher tortoise, brown headed
nuthatch, Bachman sparrow, Florida scrub jay, and Florida mouse.

6.2.3 As described in the WCPR Strategy, conduct a baseline survey for the Bachman’s
sparrow and the brown-headed nuthatches on the area.

6.2.4 As described in the WCPR Strategy, continue annual monitoring of Florida scrub-
jays.

6.2.5 Continue to collect opportunistic wildlife species occurrence data.
(Gopher frog, Florida pine snake, burrowing owl, Cooper’s hawk, crested caracara,
Florida black bear, Florida sandhill crane, Florida mottled duck, limpkin, red-
cockaded woodpecker, short-tailed hawk, snail kite, Southeastern American kestrel
Southern bald eagle, swallow-tailed kite, Sherman’s fox squirrel, and wading birds)

6.2.6 Conduct a rare plant survey.

Long-term

6.2.7 Continue to implement WCPR strategy by managing identified habitats and
monitoring identified species.

6.2.8 Continue to monitor 5 imperiled and focal species, including gopher tortoise, brown
headed nuthatch, Bachman sparrow, Florida scrub jay, and Florida mouse.
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6.2.9 As described in the WCPR Strategy, conduct a gopher tortoise survey every 5 years
on the area.

6.2.10 As described in the WCPR Strategy, continue to conduct surveys for the Bachman’s
sparrow and brown-headed nuthatches every 2-3 years on the area.

6.2.11 As described in the WCPR Strategy, continue annual monitoring of Florida scrub-
jays.

6.2.12 As described in the WCPR Strategy, conduct a Florida mouse survey by 2025.

6.2.13 Continue to collect opportunistic wildlife species occurrence data.
(Gopher frog, Florida pine snake, burrowing owl, Cooper’s hawk, crested caracara,
Florida black bear, Florida sandhill crane, Florida mottled duck, limpkin, red-
cockaded woodpecker, short-tailed hawk, snail kite, Southeastern American kestrel
Southern bald eagle, swallow-tailed kite, Sherman’s fox squirrel, and wading birds)

6.3 Other Wildlife (Game and Nongame) habitat maintenance,
enhancement, restoration, or population restoration

Short Term
6.3.1 Continue to collect opportunistic wildlife occurrence data.

6.3.2 Continue to monitor 1 kestrel nest box.

Long Term

6.3.3 Install and monitor one bat box.

6.3.4 Install and monitor 10-20 Eastern bluebird nest boxes.
6.3.5 Install and monitor 4-6 wood duck boxes.

6.3.6 Continue to monitor 1 kestrel nest box.

6.3.7 Continue to collect opportunistic wildlife occurrence data.

6.4 Exotic and Invasive Species Maintenance and Control

Goal: Remove exotic and invasive plants and animals and conduct needed maintenance-
control.

Short-term
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6.4.1

Annually treat at least 100 acres of EPPC Category I and Category II invasive exotic
plant species. (Caesar weed, cogon grass, heart-of-flame, lantana, skunk-vine,
Chinese tallow, tall grass, Old World climbing fern, and other less occurring species
that have been identified on the area as listed in Table 6)

6.4.2 Implement control measures on one exotic and nuisance animal species (feral hog)

6.4.3 Opportunistically monitor other exotic animal species that may occur on the area
such as, cattle egret, Cuban tree frog, and green house frog.

Long-term

6.4.4 Annually treat at least 100 acres of EPPC Category I and Category II invasive exotic

6.4.5

6.4.6

plant species. (Caesar weed, cogon grass, heart-of-flame, lantana, skunk-vine,
Chinese tallow, tall grass, Old World climbing fern, and other less occurring species
that have been identified on the area as listed in Table 6)

Implement control measures on one exotic and nuisance animal species (feral hog)

Continue to opportunistically monitor other exotic animal species that may occur on
the area such as, cattle egret, Cuban tree frog, and green house frog.

6.5 Public Access and Recreational Opportunities
Goal: Provide public access and recreational opportunities.

Short-term

6.5.1

6.5.2

6.5.3

6.5.4

Maintain public access and recreational opportunities to allow for a recreational
carrying capacity of 162 visitors per day.

Maintain/design/develop 7.5 miles of designated trails and 10.7 undesignated trails,
including the Florida National Scenic Trail.

Cooperate with other agencies, Orange and Osceola Counties, stakeholders, and
regional landowners to investigate regional recreational opportunities including
linking hiking, and multi-use trail systems between adjacent public areas (.e.
Florida National Scenic Trail).

Maintain a website, three kiosks, trail map, and interpretive panels for
interpretation and education
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6.5.5 Develop the Recreational Master Plan.
6.5.6 Monitor trails annually for visitor impacts.

6.5.7 Continue to cooperate with the U.S. Forest Service and the Florida Trail Association
regarding the potential of relocation of the FNST across SOFWEA.

6.5.8 Relocate the south public access in Osceola County to a more seasonally dry location
on the south boundary of the SOFWEA

Long-term

6.5.9 Maintain public access and recreational opportunities to allow for a recreational
carrying capacity of 162 visitors per day.

6.5.10 Continue to maintain/design/develop 7.5 miles of designated trails and 10.7
undesignated trails.

6.5.11 Continue to provide a website, three kiosks, trail map, and interpretive panels for
interpretation and education.

6.5.12 Monitor trails annually for visitor impacts.
6.5.13 Reassess recreational opportunities every three years.
6.5.14 Continue to provide fishing opportunities on appropriate water bodies.

6.5.15 Cooperate with other agencies, County, stakeholders, and regional landowners to
investigate regional recreational opportunities including linking hiking, and multi-
use trail systems between adjacent public areas.

6.5.16 Continue to identify partnerships that could provide for environmental educational
programs and outreach.

6.6 Hydrological Preservation and Restoration
Goal: Protect water quality and quantity, restore hydrology to the extent feasible, and
maintain the restored condition.

Short-term

6.6.1 Conduct or obtain a site hydrological assessment to identify potential hydrology
restoration needs.
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6.6.2 To maintain and enhance natural hydrological functions, install and maintain low-
water crossings and culverts as appropriate.

6.6.3 Continue to cooperate with the SFWMD and DEP for the monitoring of surface and
ground water quality and quantity.

Long-term

6.6.4 To enhance natural hydrological functions, continue to install and maintain low-
water crossings and culverts as appropriate.

6.6.5 Implement hydrological restoration plan, as appropriate.

6.6.6 Continue to cooperate with the SFWMD and DEP for the monitoring of surface and
ground water quality and quantity

6.7 Forest Resource Management

Goal: Manage timber resources to improve or restore natural communities for the benefit
of wildlife.

Short-term
6.7.1 Cooperate with the FFS to complete a Timber Assessment.

6.7.2 Consult with the FFS or a professional forestry consultant regarding forest
management activities as appropriate.

Long-term

6.7.3 Continue to consult with the FFS or a professional forestry consultant regarding
forest management activities as appropriate.

6.8 Cultural and Historical Resources
Goal: Protect, preserve and maintain historical resources.

Short-term

6.8.1 Ensure all known sites are recorded in the Florida Division of Historical Resources
Master Site file.

6.8.2 Coordinate with DHR to assess the need for conducting a historical resource survey.

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission | Split Oak Forest WEA Management
Plan

86



Long-term

6.8.3 Cooperate with DHR in designing site plans for development of infrastructure.
6.8.4 Cooperate with DHR to manage and maintain known existing cultural resources.

6.8.5 Coordinate with DHR for historical resource management guideline staff training.

6.9 Capital Facilities and Infrastructure
Goal: Develop the capital facilities and infrastructure necessary to meet the goals and
objectives of this Management Plan.

Short-term

6.9.1 Continue to maintain five facilities (three designated entrances and two observation
platforms).

6.9.2 Monitor trails and infrastructure annually for visitor impacts.

6.9.3 Maintain 7.5 miles of designated trails existing on site and 10.7 of undesignated
trails (as applicable) (Figure 12).

6.9.4 To improve or repair five facilities, and 7.5 miles of trails and 10.7 of undesignated
trails existing on site (as applicable) Figure 12.

6.9.5 Improve or repair one facility (one entrance kiosk) (Figure 12).

6.9.6 Obtain an updated boundary survey of the area.

Long-term

6.9.7 Monitor trails and infrastructure annually for visitor impacts.

6.9.8 Continue to maintain five facilities (three designated entrances and two observation
platforms).

6.9.9 Maintain 7.5 miles of designated trails existing on site and 10.7 of undesignated
trails (as applicable) Figure 12

6.9.10 To improve or repair five facilities, and 7.5 miles of trails and 10.7 of undesignated
trails existing on site (as applicable) Figure 12.

6.9.11 Improve or repair four facilities. (2 entrances and 2 observation platforms)
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6.10 Land Conservation and Stewardship Partnerships
Goal: Enhance fish and wildlife conservation, resource, and operational management
through development of an optimal boundary.

Short-term

6.10.1 Identify potential important wildlife habitat, landscape-scale linkages, wildlife
corridors, and operational/resource management needs.

6.10.2 Identify and develop conservation stewardship partnerships.
6.10.3 Identify and pursue conservation acquisition needs.

6.10.4 Develop and maintain a GIS shapefile and other necessary data to facilitate
nominations from the FWC OCPB and for FWC’s LAP and Land Acquisition
Programs.

6.10.5 Develop a Conservation Action Strategy.

6.10.6 Contact and inform adjoining landowners about the FWC Landowners Assistance
Program to pursue non-acquisition conservation stewardship, partnerships, and
potential conservation easements.

6.10.7 Determine which parcels should be added to the FWC acquisition list.

6.10.8 Identify potential non-governmental organization partnerships and grant program
opportunities.

6.10.9 Determine efficacy of conducting an adjacent landowner’s assistance/conservation
stewardship partnership workshop.

6.10.10 Identify potential conservation easements donations.

6.10.11 Evaluate and determine if any portions of SOFWEA are no longer needed for
conservation purposes, and therefore may be designated as surplus lands.

Long-term

6.10.12 To minimize fragmentation of the area, continue to identify strategic parcels to
revise the completed OCPB for SOFWEA as appropriate and necessary.

6.10.13 Continue to identify and develop conservation stewardship partnerships.

6.10.14 Continue to identify and pursue conservation acquisition needs.
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6.10.15 Continue to maintain a GIS shapefile and other necessary data to facilitate
nominations from the FWC OCPB and for the FWC LAP and Land Acquisition
Program.

6.10.16 Continue to propose nominations of selected properties as additions to the FWC
acquisition list.

6.10.17 Continue to pursue acquisition of parcels added to the FWC acquisition list as
acquisition work plan priorities and funding allow.

6.10.18 As feasible, continue to periodically contact and meet with adjacent landowners
for willingness to participate in the Conservation Action Strategy, and coordinate
landowner assistance/conservation stewardship partnership workshops as deemed
appropriate.

6.10.19 Coordinate and conduct landowner assistance/conservation stewardship
partnership workshop(s) as necessary and appropriate.

6.10.20 Continue to identify potential conservation easements donations.

6.10.21 Continue to evaluate and determine if any portions of SOFWEA are no longer
needed for conservation purposes, and therefore may be designated as surplus lands.

6.11 Cooperative Management and Special Uses
Short Term

6.11.1 Continue to cooperate with Orange and Osceola Counties with ongoing management
in accordance with the SOFWEA Interagency Partnership Agreement (Appendix
13.1).

6.11.2 Continue to cooperate with FDOT, DEP and Orange and Osceola Counties on
appropriate mitigation for the proposed extension of Osceola Parkway if it is
approved to be routed on the area.

6.11.3 Continue to cooperate with Orange and Osceola counties and other law enforcement
as appropriate regarding conducting first responder training on the area.

6.11.4 Continue to cooperate with DEP regarding compliance with FCT covenants and
agreements covering the area.

6.11.5 Continue to cooperate with FF'S regarding conducting prescribed burning and
prescribed burning training.
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6.11.6 Cooperate with Orange and Osceola counties regarding the development and
implementation of the Arthropod Control Plan.

6.11.7 Continue to cooperate with North American Butterfly Association on conducting the
annual butterfly count on the area.

6.11.8 Continue to cooperate and communicate with adjacent landowners regarding
ongoing management activities, such as prescribed burning and exotic treatments.

6.11.9 Consider applying for available and appropriate grant funding opportunities to
enhance conservation and management on the area.

Long Term

6.11.10 Continue to cooperate with Orange and Osceola Counties with ongoing
management in accordance with the SOFWEA Interagency Partnership Agreement.

6.11.11 Continue to cooperate with FDOT, DEP and Orange and Osceola Counties on the
potential consideration and appropriate mitigation for the proposed extension of
Osceola Parkway if it is approved to be located on the area.

6.11.12 Continue to cooperate with Orange and Osceola counties and other law
enforcement as appropriate regarding conducting first responder training on the
area.

6.11.13 Continue to cooperate with DEP regarding compliance with FCT covenants and
agreements.

6.11.14 Continue to cooperate with FFS regarding conducting prescribed burning and
prescribed burning training.

6.11.15 Cooperate with Orange and Osceola counties regarding the development and
implementation of the Arthropod Control Plan.

6.11.16 Continue to cooperate with North American Butterfly Association on conducting
the annual butterfly count on the area.

6.11.17 Continue to cooperate and communicate with adjacent landowners regarding
ongoing management activities, such as prescribed burning and exotic treatments.

6.11.18 Consider applying available and appropriate grant funding opportunities to
enhance conservation and management on the area.
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6.12 Climate Change

Goal: Develop appropriate adaptation strategies in response to projected climate change
effects and their potential impacts on natural resources, including fish and wildlife, and the
operational management of the SOFWEA.

Long-term

6.12.1 Coordinate with FWC-FWRI Climate Change Adaptation Initiative to identify
potential impacts of projected climate change on fish and wildlife resources and
operational management of the SOFWEA.

6.12.2 Incorporate appropriate climate change adaptation strategies into the WCPR for the
SOFWEA.

6.12.3 As appropriate, update the SOFWEA Prescribed Fire Plan to incorporate new
scientific information regarding projected climate change, such as increased
frequency of drought, on the fire regime of SOFWEA’s fire-adapted habitats.

6.12.4 As science, technology, and climate policy evolve, educate natural resource
management partners and the public about the agency’s policies, programs and
efforts to study, document and address potential climate change; assess the need to
incorporate public education about climate change into the update of the SOFWEA
Recreation Master Plan.

6.13 Research Opportunities
Goal: Explore and pursue cooperative research opportunities.

Long-term

6.13.1 Explore and pursue cooperative research opportunities through universities, Fish
and Wildlife Research Institute, etc.

6.13.2 Continue to cooperate with researchers, universities, and others as appropriate.

6.13.3 Continue to assess the need for and pursue research and environmental education
partnership opportunities as appropriate.
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7 Schedule: Timelines for Completion of Resource Management Goals

and Objectives
The following section presents the short- and long-term goals and objectives for the
management of SOFWEA graphically in a timeline format. These timelines directly reflect
the short- and long-term goals and objectives presented above in Section 6.
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Habhitat Restoration and Improvement

Goal: Improve extant habitat and restore disturbed areas.

2016 207 2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027
L I L L e e e e O e o e e e e e e

_ G.1.1 Conduct prescribed burning on 400 acres of fire adapted communities peryear.

_ _ G.1.2 Maintain 800 acres of fire adapted communities (50 %) within 48 year target fire retumn intenval.

_ _ §.1.3 Develop and implement a prescribed bum plan.

_ _ 6.1.4 Conduct habitat'natural community improwvement on 135 acres peryearincluding raller chopping and mawing, on pasture, serubby
flatwoods, mesic flabwaods, and scrub communities, as appropriate (Figure 12).

_ _ 5.1.6 Conduct habitat'natural community restoration activities on & acres to restore to historic zandhill habitat (Figure 127

_ _ 5.1.6 Continue to implement DBV,

7 6.1.7 Conduct prescribed burning on 400 acres of fire adapted communities peryear.

7 6.1.8 Continue to maintain 1,683 acrez of fire adapted communities (85%) per yearwithin target fire retumn interval.

7 5.19 Continue to implement OBWH.

7 6.1.10 Continue to implement the prescribed bum plan.

6.1.11 Conduect habitat'natural community improwement an 125 acres peryearincluding roller chopping and mowing, on pasture, scrubbey
flatwoods, mesic flabwaods, and serub communities, az appropriate (Figurs 12).

7 6.1.12 Continue to conduct habitat'natural community restaration activities on 10 acres to restare to historic sandhill habitat (Figure 12). _

7 6.1.13 Canduct thinning on nomthern wet flabwoods, if preseribed bumning does not restore the basal area to establizhed thresholds (Figure 123 _

2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 *

_ 2016 2017

Short-term

Lang-term

Split Oak Forest Wildlife and Environmental Area
tanagement Plan - Goals and Objectives - Timelines for Completion
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Imperiled Species Habitat Maintenance, Enhancement, Restoration, or Population Restoration

Goal: Monitor, maintain, improve, or restore imperiled and focal species populations and habitats.

2016 2017 2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028
_______________________________________________________________________
7 7 5.2.1 Continue to implement the WCPR strategy.
7 7 5.2.2 Monitor 5 imperiled and focal zpecies, including gopher tortoize, brown headed nuthateh, Bachman sparrow, Florida scrub jay, and Florida
Mmauze,
_ _ 5.2.3 Az describéd in the WCPR Strategy, conduct a baseline survey forthe Bachman's sparow and the brown-headed nuthatehes on the area.
_ _ 5.2.4 Az describeéd in the WCPR Strategy, continue annual monitering of Florida scrob-jays.
7 7 5.2.5 Continue to collect opportunistic wildlife species occurence data.
7 7 5.2.6 Conduct arare plant suney.
_ G.2.7 Continue to implement WCPR strategy by managing identified habitats and monitering identified species. _
5.2.8 Continue to monitorS imperiled and focal species, including gopher tortoise, brown headed nuthatch, Bachman sparman,
Flarida serub jay, and Florida mouse.
5.2.9 Az described in the WCPR Strategy, conduct 3 gopher tortoize sunvey evany & years on the area.
G.2.10 A= described in the WCFR Strategy, continue to conduct surveys for the Bachman's sparrow and brown-headed nuthatches
eveny 2-3 ywears on the area.
_ G.2.11 Az described in the WICFR Strategy, continue annual monitaring of Florida serb-jays. _
_ 5.2.12 Az described in the WCPR Strategy, conduct a Florida mouse sunvey by 2025, _
_ 5.2.13 Continue to collect opportunistic wildlife species ocourrence data. _
T T N T T A A O A B A BN O O B I I
_ 2016 2017 2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 *
Shomt-term
Long-term
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ther Wildlife (Game and Nongame) Habitat Maintenance, Enhancement, Restoration, or Population Restoration

Goal: Monitor, maintain, improve, or restore game and non-game species populations and habitats.

2015 2018
CEE L b e b e r e e E e e

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026

B£.3.1 Continue to collect opportunistic wildlite occumence data.

£.3.2 Continue to monitar 1 kestrel nest box,

G.3.3 Install and monitor one bat house,

G.3.4 Install and monitor 10-20 Eastern bluebird nest boxes.

G.3.5 Install and monitor 6 wood dud boxes,

G.3.6 Continue to monitar 1 kestre| nest box,

G.3.7 Continue to collect oppartunistic wildlife accurence data.

_ 2015

2016

2017 2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2026 2026

Shotterm — Long-term
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Exotic and Invasive Species Maintenance and Control

Goal: Remove exotic and invasive plants and animals and conduct needed maintenance and control.

2018 2007 2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2028 2027
e

G.4.1 Annually treat at least 100 acres of EPPC Category | and Category Il invasive exotic plant species,

f.42 Implement control measures on one exotic and nuisance animal species (faral hog)

f.43 Oppartunistically monitor other exotic animal species that may oceur on the area such az, cattle eqret, Cuban tree frog, and green house
frog.

f.4.4 Annually treat at |2ast 100 acrez of EFPC Category | and Cateqony || imvasive exolic plant species,

f.4.5 Implement control measures on ane exetic and nuisance animal species (feral hag)

fi.4.6 Continue to opporunistically monitor other exotic animal species that may accur on the area such as, cattle eqret, Cuban tree frog, and
green house frog,

_ 2016 2017 2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027

Shotderm — Longerm
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Public Access and Recreational Opportunities

Goal: Provide public access and recreational opportunities.

2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2029 2025 2026 2027

_ G.5.1 Maintain public access and recreational opportunities to allow for a recreational carrying capacity of 162 visitors per day.

_ 6.5.2 Maintain/design/develop 7.5 miles of designated trailz and 10.7 undesignated trails, including the Florida National Scenic Tra

_ G.5.3 Cooperate with other agencies, Orange and Oszceala Counties, stakeholders, and regional landowners to investigate regional recreational

apportunities including linking hiking, and multi-uze trail systems bebween adjacent public areas(i.e. Florida Mational Scenic Trail)

_ G.5.4 Maintain a website, three kiosks, trail map, and interpretive panels for interpretation and education

_ G.5.5 Develop the Recreational Master Plan.

_ 5.5.68 Manitar trails annually for visitar impacts,

_ G6.45.7 Continue to cooperate with the U.S. Forest Service and the Florida Trail Aszociation regarding the potential of relocation of the FNST across

SOFWEA.

_ G528 Relocate the south public aceess in Osceola County to @ mare seasonally dry location on the south boundany of the SOFWEA

_ G659 Maintain public access and recreational apporttunities to allow for 3 recreational carmying capacity of 162 visitors per day.

_ 5.5.10 Continue to maintainddesignidewelop 7.5 miles of designated trails and 10.7 undesignated trails.

_ 6.5.11 Continue to provide a website, three kiosks, trail map, and interpretive panels for interpretation and education.

_ 6.5.12 Monitar trails annually for visitor impacts.

_ 6.5.12 Reassess recreational opportunities everny thrae yaars.

_ 5.5.14 Continue to provide fishing opportunities on appropriate water bodies.

6.5.15 Cooperate with other agencies, County, stakeholders, and regional landowners to investigate regional recreational eppottunities including
linking hiking, and muli-use trail systems between adjacent public areas.

_ G6.5.16 Continue to identify paftnerships that could provide for environmental educational programs and outreach. _

2018 2020 2021 2022 20232 2029 2025 2026 2027

Shor-term Long-term
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Hydrological Preservation and Restoration

Goal: Protect water quality and quantity, restore hydrology to the extent feasible, and maintain the restored condition.

2015 2017 201a 2014 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 20256 2026 2027
L e I L T e e e B O B

_ _ G.6.1 Conduct or obtain 3 site hydralogical assessment to identify potential hydrology restoration needs.

_ _ G6.2 To maintain and enhance natural hydrological functionz, install and maintain lovwwater crossings and culverts az appropriate.

_ _ G.6.3 Continue to cooperate with the SFUWMD and DEP for the maonitoring of surface and ground water quality and quantity.

5.5.4 To enhanee natural hydrological functions, continue to install and maintain lom-water crossings and culverts as appmpriate.

7 6.6.5 Implement hydrological restoration plan, as appropriate. _

G.6.6 Continue to cooperate with the SPWMD and DEP for the monitoring of suface and ground water quality and quantity

_ 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027

Short-term Lang-tarm
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Forest Resource Management

Goal: Manage timber resources to improve or restore natural communities for the benefit of wildlife.

2016 2017 2018 2018 2020 2021 022 2023 2024 2025 202fi 2027

B.7.1 Cooperate with the FFS to complete 3 Timber Assessment,

6.7.2 Consult with the FFS or a professional forestry consultant regarding forest management activities as appropriate,

f.7.3 Continue to conzult with the FFS or a professional forestry consultant regarding forest management activities az appropriate,

Cr e e b b b b b e b rrrce b rrrrr b e
N W 2018 2018 020 021 pre, 023 024 02 vor B
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Cultural and Historical Resources

Goal: Protect, preserve, and maintain historical resources.

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027
L b e b e e e e e b e b e e e e

_ 6.8.1 Ensure all known sites are recorded in the Florda Division of Historical Resources Master Site file,

_ §.8.2 Coordinate with DHR to assess the need for conducting a historical resounce suney.

7 f.8.3 Cooperate with DHR in designing site plans for development of infrastructure. _
7 f.8.4 Cooperate with DHR to manage and maintain known existing cultural resources. _
7 6.8.5 Coordinate with DHR for historical resource management guideline staff training. _
e v trr e v b v b ber e e b g
_ 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 _

Shamterm Lang-tarm
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Capital Facilities and Infrastructure

Goal: Develop and maintain the capital facilities and infrastructure necessary to meet the goals and objectives of this Management Plan.

2016 2017 2018 2014 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027
cerrrperrrrep ey p ey ey e preerep et
_ 7 6.9.1 Continue to maintain five facilities (three designated entrances and two obsenvation platforms).
_ 7 6.9.2 Monitar trails and infrastrocture annually for visitor impacts.
_ 7 6.9.3 Maintain 7.5 miles of designated trails existing on site and 10.7 of undesignated trails (as applicable) (Figure 12).
_ 7 B.9.4 To improwve or repair five facilities, and 7.5 miles of trails and 10.7 of undesignated trails existing on site (a5 applicable) Figure 12.
_ 7 G.9.5 Improwe or repair one facility (one entrance kiosk) (Figure 12).
_ 7 596 Obtain an updated boundary sunvey of the area.
_ 5.9.7 Monitor trails and infrastructure annually for visitor impacts. _
_ £.9.8 Continue to maintain five facilities (three designated entrances and two observation platforms). _
_ 5.9.9 Maintain 7.5 miles of designated trails existing on site and 10.7 of undesignated trails (az applicable) Figure 12 _
_ G.9.10 To improwve or repair five facilities, and 7.5 miles of trailz and 10.7 of undesignated trails existing on site (32 applicable) Figure 12. _
_ 6.9.11 Improwve ar repair four facilities. (2 entrances and 2 obseriation platforms) _
Lot b oo bt b b b g e bt v b bl
7 2016 2017 2018 2014 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 *
Short-term Long-term

Split Oak Forest'Wiildlife and Environmental Area
Management Plan - Goals and Objectives - Timelines for Completion

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission | Split Oak Forest WEA Management

Plan

102



Land Conservation and Stewardship Partnerships

Goal: Enhance fish and wildlife conservation, resource, and operational management through
development of an optimal boundary.

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027
_________________________________________________________________

_ _ 5.10.1 Identify potential important wildlife habitat, landscape-scale linkages, wildlife corridars, and
aperationalfresource management needs.

_ _ 5.10.2 Identify and dewvelop conservation stewardship patnerships.

_ _ 5.10.2 Identify and pursue conservation acquisition needs.

_ _ G.10.4 Develop and maintain 3 %15 shapefile and other neceszary data to facilitate nominations from the
FwC OCFB and for FUWC's AP and Land Acquisition Programs.

_ _ G.10.5 Develop a Consencation Action Strategy.

_ _ G.10.6 Contact and inform adjeining landowners about the FWC Landowners Assistance Pragram to pursue
non-acquisition consencation stewardship, patne=hips, and potential conservation easements.

_ _ G.40.7 Detarmine which parcels should be added to the FWC acquisition list.

_ _ G.10.2 Identify potential non-gowvernmental arganization parttnerships and grant program opporunities.

_ _ 5.10.9 Determine efficacy of conducting an adjacent landowners assistancefconsenvation stewardship
partnership wokshop,

_ _ G.10.10 ldentify potential conservation easements donations.

_ _ 6.10.11 Evaluate and detarmine if any podions of SOFWEA are no longer neaded for conservation
purposes, and therefore may be designated as surplus lands.

lov e o v e b b brv v e v r v bov s e by v v g b e oo
_ 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 —
Short-term
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Land Conservation and Stewardship Partnerships

Goal: Enhance fish and wildlife conservation, resource, and operational management through
development of an optimal boundary.

2016 2017 2012 2019 2020 2021 2022 20232 2024 2025 2026 2027
rrrrrprrrerprererprereryprerrreperetreperrereprrrerprererprererprrril

5.10.12 To minimize fragmentation of the area, continue to identify strategic parcels to revise the
completed OCPB for SOFWEA a=s appropriate and necessany.

_ 5.10.12 Continue to identify and dewvelop consenvation stewardship partnerships. _

_ 5.10.14 Continue to identify and pursue conservation acquisition needs. _

5.10.15 Continue to maintain a #1015 shapefile and other necessany data to facilitate nominations from
the FWVC OCPBE and forthe FWC LAFP and Land Acquisition Program.

_ 5.10.16 Continue to propose nominations of selected propedies a=s additions to the FUWC acquizsition list. _

5.10.17 Continue to pursue acquisition of parcels added to the FUWEC acquisition list as acquisition ward
plan priarities and funding allow.

£.10.12 As feasible, continue to _ _
periodically contact and meet with
adjacent landowners forwillingness to
paticipate in the Conservation Action
Strategy, and coordinate landowner
assistancelconservation stewardship
pantnership wodshops as deemed
apprapriate.

5.10.19 Coordinate and conduct landownner assistancelconservation stewardship patnership wotehopls)
as necessany and appropriate.

5.10.20 Continue to identify potential consenration easements danations. _

5.10.21 Continue to ewaluate and determine if any portions of SOFWEA are no longer neaded for
consenvation purposes, and therefare may be designated a=s surplus lands.

oo v ot o r v b v o b vrna b v v v r br v vt b ov vt v v vv o b v v v o brvrnabraraal]
_m_u,_m 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 mn_mu_
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Cooperative Management and Special Uses

Goal: Provide access and use of the SOFWEA to current cooperative managers and continue collaborative management efforts.

2016 2097 2018 2014 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027
ey ety p ey e ey et rp e

7 _ G.11.1 Continue to cooperate with Orange and Osceola Counties with ongoing management in accordance with the SOFWEA Interagency
Fartnerzhip Agreement (Appendix 13.17.

7 _ 5.11.2 Continue to cooperate with FOOT, DEP and Orange and Oszceola Counties on appropriate mitigation forthe proposed extension of
Ozceola Patauay if it is approwed to be routed on the area.

7 _ G.11.3 Continue to cooperate with Orange and Osceola counties and other law enforcement az appropriate regarding conducting first responder
training on the area.

7 _ G.11.4 Continue to cooperate with DEP regarding complianee with FCT covenants and agreements cowering the area.

7 _ 6.11.5 Continue to cooperate with FFS regarding conducting prescribed burning and preseribed burning training.

7 _ 5.11.6 Cooperate with Orange and Osceola counties regarding the development and implementation of the Athropod Cantral Plan.

7 _ G.11.7 Continue to cooperate with Morth American Butterfly Aszociation an conducting the annual butterfly count an the area.

7 _ 5.11.8 Continue to cooperate and communicate with adjacent landowners regarding ongoeing management aclivities, such as prescribed buming
and exotic treatments.

7 _ 5.11.8 Consider applying for available and appropriate grant funding opporunities to enhance conservation and management an the area.

7 2016 2017 2018 2013 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027

Shomt-term
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Cooperative Management and Special Uses

Goal: Provide access and use of the SOFWEA to current cooperative managers and continue collaborative management efforis.

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027

5.11.10 Continue to cooperate with Orange and Ozcenla Counties with ongaing managemeant in accordance with the SOFNEA Interagency
P artnership Agreement.

5.11.11 Continue to cooperate with FDOT, DEF and Orange and Oszeola Countias on the potential consideration and appropriate mitigation
forthe proposed extension of Osceola Padwvay if it is approved to be located on the area.

5.11.12 Continue to cooperate with Orange and Osceola counties and other law enforcement as appropriate regarding conducting first
responder training on the area.

6.11.13 Continue to cooperate with CEP regarding compliance with FCT cowenants and agreements.

5.11.14 Continue to cooperate with FFS regarding conducting prescribed burning and prezcribed buming training.

5.11.15 Cooperate with Orange and Oscecla counties regarding the development and implementation of the Adhropod Contral Plan.

§.11.16 Continue to cooperate with North American Butterfly Association on conducting the annoal butterfly count an the area.

6.11.17 Continue to cooperate and communicate with adjacent landovwners regarding ongoing management activities, such as prescribed
burning and exotic treatments.

_ 6.11.18 Conzider applying available and appropriate grant funding opportunities to enhance conseniation and management on the area. _

I T T T T T A Y A A A A O B A I

_ 2016 2017 2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 20249 2025 2026 2027 _
Long-term

Split Oak Forest Wildlife and Environmental Area
Management Plan - Goals and Objectives - Timelines for Completion

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission | Split Oak Forest WEA Management
Plan
106




Climate Change Adaptation

Goal: Develop appropriate adaptation strategies in response to projected climate change effects and their potential impacts on fish and wildlife
conservation, resources, and operational management of the SOFWEA.

2016 2017 2018 2014 2020 2021 2022 2023 2029 2025 2026 2027
Frrrerprrrrrrprrrreprrrerp eyt rererperereprrrrrep e rp e

8.12.1 Coordinate with FWC-FMRI Climate Change Adaptation Initiative to identify potential impacts of projected climate change on fish and
uildlife resources and operational management of the SOFMEA.

B.12.2 Incorporate appropriate climate change adaptation strategies into the 'WCFPR for the SOFEA.

§.12.3 A=z appropriate, update the SOFWEA Prescribed Fire Plan to incorporate new zcientific information regarding projected climate change,
such as increased frequency of drought, on the fire regime of SOFMEA's fire-adapted habitats.

. 12.4 4 selancs, taehnolagy, and eimats polley avelve, aducats natural rasourcs managsmant partners and the pubils about the ageney s pollels s, program § and starts fo study,
doeumant and addra s potendal clmate changs; asse s e nasd to Incorparats publlc sduzation about cimats changs Into the updats of he SOFWE Recrsation Ma st Fan.

2016 2017 2018 2018 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027

Long-term
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Research Opportunities

Goal: Explore and pursue cooperative research opportunities.

2016 2017 2018 2014 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027
RN

7 5.13.1 Explore and pursue cooperative research opportunities thraugh universities, Fish and Wildlite Research Institute, etc.

7 6.13.2 Continue to cooperate mith rezearchers, universitiez, and others as appropriate.

7 £.13.3 Continue to assess the need for and pursue research and environmental education partnership opportunities as appropriate.

Pvvvrrbor v v v brrvrr bvv vt v brvrv e brrvr e v v brv et b |
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8 Resource Management Challenges and Strategies

The following section identifies and describes further management needs and challenges
associated with SOFWEA and provides solution strategies that will address these
challenges. These specific challenges may not be fully addressed in the broader goals and
objectives section above, and are thereby provided here.

8.1 Challenge: Currently SOFWEA has insufficient habitat to sustain
certain imperiled species and preclude biological isolation, such as the
Florida Scrub Jay, Red-cockaded Woodpecker, and Indigo Snake.

8.1.1 Strategy: Pursue conservation efforts to increase potential viable habitat on
surrounding lands for these species.

8.1.2 Strategy: Cooperate and coordinate with surrounding landowners to assist with the
resource management activities.

8.2 Challenge: SOFWEA is not a widely known recreation destination.

8.2.1 Strategy: Work with Orange and Osceola counties’ parks and recreation and
tourism development groups to promote SOFWEA.

8.2.2 Strategy: Cross promote SOFWEA with other regional conservation lands.

8.3 Challenge: Potential future development on adjacent lands can result in
incompatible land uses increasing management challenges for the area
for continuing to conduct management activities such as prescribed
burning and exotic species treatments.

8.3.1 Strategy: Cooperate and work with Orange and Osceola Counties to ensure land use
and zoning designations adjacent to SOFWEA will continue to be compatible with
the management of the area.

8.3.2 Strategy: Incorporate a notification process to adjacent neighbors for management
practices, and certain activities that have to occur.
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8.4 Challenge: The proposed extension of Osceola Parkway through
SOFWEA will result in incompatible land uses, wildlife resource
1mpacts, resource and operational impacts, and recreational
management impacts and challenges for the area if the Parkway is
approved to be routed through the area.

8.4.1 Strategy: Continue to cooperate and work with FDOT and Orange and Osceola
Counties to ensure any unavoidable impacts are minimized and sufficiently
mitigated to maintain existing habitats and replace habitats eliminated by any
potential development of the parkway on the area.

8.4.2 Strategy: Continue to cooperate with FDOT, DEP and Orange and Osceola counties
to ensure Drainage Retention Area’s are not deveolped on the area from the
proposed road development.

8.4.3 Strategy: Continue to cooperate with adjacent landowners for completeing
management activties on the area, such as prescribed burning

8.4.4 Strategy: Ensure all FWC staff is directly involved with the road design,
construction and development plans.

8.4.5 Strategy: Explore various funding opportunities through roadway mitigation funds
to assist in long term management of the area if the Parkway is approved to be
located on the area.

8.5 Challenge: Currently there is insufficient staffing for SOFWEA to
maintain optimal resource and operational management of the area.

8.5.1 Strategy: Cooperate with other nearby FWC staff to assist when needed.
8.5.2 Strategy: Request additional funding for an additional position.
8.5.3 Strategy: Use contractual services for appropriate activities.

8.5.4 Strategy: Continue to work with Orange and Osceola staff to assist in management
activities.

8.6 Challenge: Currently there are high densities of exotic species on
adjacent lands including but not limited to old world climbing fern and

aquatic soda apple providing an extensive source of seed that disperses
onto the SOFWEA.
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8.6.1 Strategy: Coordinate with the local Cooperative Invasive Species Management Area
(CISMA), FWC’s Uplands Invasive Plant Species Section, and FWC’s Landowner
Assistance Program to work with adjacent landowners to control and manage exotic
invasive plants on adjacent properties.

8.6.2 Strategy: Work with neighboring land owners through FWC Private Landowners
Assistance Program personnel to treat old world climbing fern.

8.6.3 Strategy: Coordinate with other governmental and private organizations to obtain
resources to control and manage exotic invasive species on adjacent properties.

8.7 Challenge: Currently there is documented illegal use and activity
ongoing on the area.

8.7.1 Strategy: Continue to work with FWC LE and Orange and Osceola Counties’ law
enforcement to patrol illegal uses on the area.

8.8 Challenge: Currently SOFWEA regulations prohibit bicycling and only
allow equestrian uses by special permit. SOFWEA Stakeholders and
recreational users are requesting these restrictions be removed, and
reclassify these uses as approved ongoing recreational uses on the area.

8.8.1 Strategy: FWC will meet with FCT/DEP and Orange and Osceola Counties to
determine the feasibility of removing these use restrictions.

8.8.2 Strategy: Explore feasibility of allowing these uses and the impacts it may have on
the area

8.9 Challenge: Currently, law enforcement staffing is at insufficient levels
for optimal management of SOFWEA.

8.9.1 Strategy: Pursue funding for increased law enforcement and management
staffing and additional private sector contract services.

8.9.2 Strategy: Explore potential volunteer resources for assisting with
management.
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9 Cost Estimates and Funding Sources

The following represents the actual and unmet budgetary needs for managing the lands
and resources of SOFWEA. This cost estimate was developed using data developed by FWC
and other cooperating entities, and is based on actual costs for land management activities,
equipment purchase and maintenance, and for development of fixed capital facilities.

Funds needed to protect and manage the property and to fully implement the recommended
program are derived primarily from the Land Acquisition Trust Fund and from State
Legislative appropriations. However, private conservation organizations may be
cooperators with the agency for funding of specific projects. Alternative funding sources,
such as monies available through mitigation, may be sought to supplement existing
funding.

The cost estimate below, although exceeding what FWC typically receives through the
appropriations process, is estimated to be what is necessary for optimal management, and
is consistent with the current and planned resource management and operation of
SOFWEA. Cost estimate categories are those currently recognized by FWC and the Land
Management Uniform Accounting Council. More information on these categories, as well
as the Fiscal Year 2015 operational plan showing detailed cost estimates by activity and
categories of expenditures, may be found in Appendix 13.12.
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Split Oak Forest WEA Management Plan Cost Estimate

Maximum expected one year expenditure

Resource Management

Exotic Species Control
Prescribed Burning

Cultural Resource Management
Timber Management
Hydrological Management

Other (Restoration, Enhancement, Surveys, Monitoring,

etc.)
Subtotal

Administration
General administration

Support
Land Management Planning

Land Management Reviews

Training/Staff Development

Vehicle Purchase

Vehicle Operation and Maintenance

Other (Technical Reports, Data Management, etc.)
Subtotal

Capital Improvements
New Facility Construction
Facility Maintenance
Subtotal

Visitor Services/Recreation
Info./Education/Operations

Law Enforcement
Resource protection

Total

Expenditur

[[5]

$12,537
$77,129

$1,906
$601
$8,430

$44,062
$144,666

$5,015

$16,338
$5,343
$1,503
$166,103
$13,445
$3,306
$206,039

$6,146
$17,493
$23,639

$6,479

$0

$385,838

Priority

1)
3)
1)
2)
1)
1)

~ o~~~ o~ o~

Priority

schedule:

(1) Immediate
(annual)

(2) Intermediate (3-4
years)

(3) Other (5+

years)

Based on the characteristics and requirements of this area, 1.4 FTE positions would be optimal to fully manage this area. All land

management funding is dependent upon annual legislative appropriations.
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Split Oak Forest WEA Management Plan Cost Estimate

Ten-year projection
Priority
Resource Management Expenditure Priority schedule:
(1) Immediate
Exotic Species Control $110,154 (1) (annual)
(2) Intermediate
Prescribed Burning $677,667 (1) (3-4 years)
(3) Other (5+
Cultural Resource Management $16,747 (1) years)
Timber Management $5,283 )]
Hydrological Management $74,067 (1)
Other (Restoration, Enhancement, Surveys, Monitoring,
etc.) $387,136 @)
Subtotal $1,271,054

Administration

General administration $44,062 (1)
Support

Land Management Planning $143,551 (1)
Land Management Reviews $15,295 (3)
Training/Staff Development $13,209 (1)
Vehicle Purchase $584,525 (2)
Vehicle Operation and Maintenance $118,128 (1)
Other (Technical Reports, Data Management, etc.) $29,049 (1)
Subtotal $903,756
Capital Improvements

New Facility Construction $17,753 2)
Facility Maintenance $153,692 )]
Subtotal $171,445

Visitor Services/Recreation

Info./Education/Operations $56,921 (1)
Law Enforcement

Resource protection $0 (1)
Total $2,447,238 *

Based on the characteristics and requirements of this area, 1.3 FTE positions would be optimal to fully manage this area. All land
management funding is dependent upon annual legislative appropriations.
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10 Analysis of Potential for Contracting Private Vendors for
Restoration and Management Activities

The following management and restoration activities have been considered for outsourcing
to private entities. It has been determined that items selected as “approved” below are
those that FWC either does not have in-house expertise to accomplish or which can be done
at less cost by an outside provider of services. Those items selected as “conditional” items
are those that could be done either by an outside provider or by the agency at virtually the
same cost or with the same level of competence. Items selected as “rejected” represent
those for which FWC has in-house expertise and/or which the agency has found it can
accomplish at less expense than through contracting with outside sources:

Approved Conditional Rejected

o Dike and levee maintenance

e KExotic species control

e Mechanical vegetation treatment

e Public contact and educational facilities development
e Prescribed burning

e Timber harvest activities

AN N N NN

e Vegetation inventories

11 Compliance with Federal, State, and Local Governmental
Requirements

The operational functions of FWC personnel are governed by the agency’s Internal
Management Policies and Procedures (IMPP) Manual. The IMPP Manual provides internal
guidance regarding many subjects affecting the responsibilities of agency personnel
including personnel management, safety issues, uniforms and personal appearance,
training, as well as accounting, purchasing, and budgetary procedures.
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When public facilities are developed on areas managed by FWC, every effort is made to
comply with Public Law 101 - 336, the Americans with Disabilities Act. As new facilities
are developed, the universal access requirements of this law are followed in all cases except
where the law allows reasonable exceptions (e.g., where handicap access is structurally
impractical or where providing such access would change the fundamental character of the
facility being provided).

Uses planned for SOFWEA are in compliance with the Conceptual State Lands
Management Plan and its requirement for “balanced public utilization,” and are in
compliance with the mission of FWC as described in its Agency Strategic Plan (Appendix
13.9). Such uses also comply with the authorities of the FWC as derived from Article IV,
Section 9, of the Florida Constitution as well as the guidance and directives of Chapters,
253, 259, 327, 370, 379, 403, 870, 373, 375, 378, 487, and 597 FS.

The FWC has developed and utilizes an Arthropod Control Plan for SOFWEA in compliance
with Chapter 388.4111 F.S. (Appendix 13.14-13.15). This plan was developed in
cooperation with the local Orange and Osceola County arthropod control agencies. This
plan is also in conformance with the Local Government Comprehensive Plan as approved
and adopted for Orange and Osceola Counties, Florida, (Appendix 13.16-13.17).
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INTRODUCTION

In his 2002 State of the County Address, former Mayor Richard T. Crotty announced his
plans for the creation of the Green Park Land Acquisition for Conservation and
Environmental Protection (PLACE) program. In 2003, former Mayor Crotty and the
Board of County Commissioners approved the funding for the Green PLACE Program.
The initial funding for the program was a $20 million Public Service Tax Bond.
Subsequent funding of $125 million was approved by the Mayor and the Board of County
Commissioners in July of 2006. The Green PLACE program mission statement is as
follows:

“To preserve and manage environmentally sensitive lands, protect water resource lands
and to provide a quality passive recreational outdoors experience for existing and future
generations.”

With the assistance from the Green PLACE Ad Hoc Committee and its successor, the
Green PLACE Advisory Board, a strategy was established for the acquisition of
environmentally sensitive lands which focused on the creation and expansion of
ecological corridors. In addition, the Green PLACE Ad Hoc Committee assisted with the
development of property uses that are allowed or prohibited for all Green PLACE
properties (Appendix A).

Orange County Green PLACE has adopted an internal Standard Operating Procedure
(SOP) that states that a management plan must be written and implemented for all Green
PLACE properties. The management plans must address land management issues, such
as fire management, hydrologic restoration, threatened and endangered species, and
invasive / exotic plant and animal species control. Secondly, the management plan needs
to address the issues of public access and recreational uses.

Site Description and Location

Eagles Roost is a 232-acre site located off of Clapp Simms Duda Road in Orlando,
Florida in Township 24S, Range 31E, Sections 27 and 33 (Figure 1). The parcel is
located west of the Split Oak Forest Wildlife Environmental Area (WEA), which is
owned by Orange and Osceola Counties and is managed by the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission (FWC). The parcel can be accessed at the end of Clapp Simms
Duda Road.

Eagles Roost is mainly composed of improved and unimproved pasture with smaller
communities of basin swamp and flatwoods lake. Main canopy species on the property
include longleaf pine (Pinus palustris), slash pine, cypress (Taxodium spp.), red maple
(Acer rubrum) and black gum (Nyssa sylvatica). Groundcover species include, but are
not limited to, buttonbush (Cephalanthus occidentalis), soft rush (Juncus effusus), white
beggar-ticks (Bidens pilosa) and elderberry (Sambucus canadensis).



LAND MANAGEMENT GOALS

The following goals provide the general framework for management of Eagles Roost
Preserve:

» Maintain and restore, where appropriate, the natural hydrological regime and
quality of surface waters,

Maintain and restore native natural communities (including control of exotic
species),

Enhance species diversity,

Maintain and protect listed species,

Protect archeological and cultural resources, and

Provide opportunities for public recreation where compatible with the goals listed
above.

VVVY VY

This management plan provides strategies and actions to be employed in furtherance of
these broad, guiding statements.












AREA OVERVIEW

Regional Significance

The property is part of a large ecological corridor, which consists of both private
mitigation areas and publicly owned lands in the southeastern portion of the County
(Figure 3). These lands include: Split Oak Forest WEA, Isle of Pine Preserve, Moss Park,
World Gate Way DRI Mitigation Area, Eagles Creek Conservation Easement, Crosby
Island Marsh Preserve, and the Crosby Island Mitigation Area. Lastly, the property is
within three miles of the TM/Econ Mitigation Bank.

Acquisition History

The property was acquired on May 8, 2006, from Lake Hart Properties, LLC by Orange
County through its Green PLACE program. In May of 2006, a Warranty Deed to the
County conveyed 232 acres for the purposes of resource management and passive
outdoor recreational opportunities (Appendix B). Accordingly, the County is the owner
and perpetual steward of the property.

Cooperative Agreements

The County has not entered into any Cooperative Agreements on this property.

Leases, Easements and Concessions

The County has not entered into any Easements or Concessions at this time.

In August of 2007, the Board of County Commissioners approved a lease between Back
to Nature Wildlife Refuge and Education Center and Orange County to lease 20 acres for
the relocation of their current facility to Eagles Roost. The lease is effective for a 15-year
term and is renewable for additional 15-year periods (Appendix C).

Cultural / Historical Resources

A previous landowner conducted an Archaeological, Architectural and Historical Survey
of the parcel in December of 1989. Results of the survey can be found in the Division of
Historical and Cultural Resources as survey #2/58 (Appendix D).

Existing Improvements / Alterations

The site’s natural communities have been largely impacted due to past agricultural uses
on the property and consist mainly of improved and unimproved pasture. Past agricultural
uses included cattle grazing and sod farming. The previous owners also introduced exotic
species such as Chinese tallow (Sapium sebiferum), camphor tree (Cinnamomum
camphora) and elephant ear (Xanthasoma spp.) to the site. Existing structures that remain
on the site include a pole barn, smokehouse and an outhouse.

The property also has a series of canals, berms and swales that have been constructed on
the property.



Future Land Use and Zoning

The Future Land Use category of A-1 Agricultural is predominant over the entire
property. The County has amended the Future Land Use Classification to Preservation.
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NATURAL RESOURCES OVERVIEW

Topography and Surface Hydrology

Topographic relief across the property is minimal with the highest elevation reaching 69
feet above sea level and the lowest elevation at 59 feet above sea level. The highest
elevations are located along the eastern portion of the property with lower elevations
located along the western potion (Figure 12).

Eagles Roost is located within the Lake Hart Drainage Basin. Lake Mary Jane connects
into Lake Hart which flows in a southerly direction into the northern portion of Eagles
Roost. The water flow continues south through a channel of canals and lakes into Lake
Tohopekaliga which eventually flows into the Kissimmee Chain of Lakes.

Historically, Eagles Roost consisted of wetland habitats such as basin marsh and basin
swamp before hydrological alterations and pasture conversion began in the late 1800’s
and continued into the late 1930’s. The hydrological alterations contain attributes such as
a drainage canal, culverts, swales, and ditches that were created for historic agricultural
purposes and flooding control (Figure 14). Currently, several swales begin on the western
boundary and run on a straight west to east line. A South Florida Water Management
District (SFWMD) drainage canal is located adjacent to the western boundary of the
property, running from the southern end of the property directly north into the lakefront.
A drainage ditch and berm run directly parallel with the canal and ends just before the
lakefront. Also, a large berm and ditch system is located parallel along the shoreline of
Lake Hart as well as along the eastern and southern portions of the property boundary.

These hydrological alterations have caused major impacts to the property such as
obstructing the normal water flow from the lake onto the property, not allowing normal
surface water sheet flow across the property, greatly reducing the historic water table, and
transitioning the historic groundcover vegetation from a more dominant
obligate/facultative wet species composition into a species composition that is now
dominantly facultative.

Goal: Maintain and restore, where appropriate, the natural habitats, hydrological regime
and quality of surface waters on the parcel.

Strategy: Restore or improve the hydrology and topography to its original state on Eagles
Roost Preserve.

Actions:

» Explore TMDL (Total Maximum Daily Load) levels for Lake Hart.

» Investigate the possibilities on how the TMDL levels might be used to decrease
water quality impairments.

» Investigate the movement of surface water through the property.

16



Investigate the possibility of restoring the natural communities and topography
back to historic conditions.

Collect hydrological information on the property to assist in future restoration
efforts.

Plan and implement hydrological restoration efforts.
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Soils

The dominant soil types within Eagles Roost, as defined by the Natural Resource
Conservation Service (formerly the Soil Conservation Service) are as follows:

Basinger Fine Sand, Depressional
Hontoon Muck

Immokalee Fine Sand

Pomello Fine Sand

Samsula Muck

Sanibel Muck

Smyrna Fine Sand

St. Johns Fine Sand

Basinger Fine Sand, Depressional- Very deep, very poorly drained, rapidly permeable
soils in depressions, poorly defined drainage ways, and floodplains. Slopes range from 0-
2%. Natural vegetation consists of wax myrtle, St. Johns wort, maidencane, cypress, slash
pine, longleaf pine, pond pine, and other water tolerant plants.

Hontoon Muck- This soil is nearly level and very poorly drained. It is found in
freshwater swamps and marshes. Undrained areas are often ponded for 6 to 9 months.
Slopes are smooth and less than 1 percent. Natural vegetation consists of cypress, red
maple, sweetgum and water-tolerant grasses.

Immokalee Fine Sand- These soils are deep to very deep and poorly drained to very
poorly drained soils. They occur on flatwoods and in depressions of Peninsular Florida.
Slopes tend to be 0 — 2%, but may range to 5%. Principle vegetation is longleaf and slash
pine with undergrowth of saw palmetto, gallberry, wax myrtle, and pineland threeawn. In
depressions, water tolerant plants such as cypress, loblolly bay, red maple, sweetbay,
maidencane, bluestem, sand cordgrass, and blue joint panicum are more common. Most
areas with Immokalee soils are in rangeland and forests.

Pomello Fine Sand- Very deep, moderately well to somewhat poorly drained soils that
are sandy to depths of more than 80 inches. Pomello soils were formed in sandy marine
sediments in the flatwoods areas of peninsular Florida. Slopes range from 0-5%.
Native vegetation is dominated by scrub oak, dwarf live oak, saw palmetto, longleaf
pine, and slash pine.

Samsula Muck- Consists of very deep, very poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils.
These soils are in swamps, poorly defined drainage ways, and floodplains. Slopes are less
than 2%. Most areas are in native vegetation and used for water storage and as wildlife
habitat. Natural vegetation consists of loblolly bay with scattered cypress, maple, gum,
and pine trees with a ground cover of greenbriers, ferns, and other aquatic plants.

Sanibel Muck- Consists of very poorly drained sandy soils with organic surfaces.

They formed in rapidly permeable marine sediments. The soils occur on nearly level to
depressional areas with slopes less than 2%. Most areas are in natural vegetation, which
consists of mostly sawgrass, ferns and sedges.
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Smyrna Fine Sand- Smyrna soils consist of very deep to very poorly drained soils formed
in thick deposits of sandy marine materials. Slopes range from 0-2%. Natural vegetation
consists of longleaf and slash pines with an undergrowth of saw palmetto, gallberry, and
panicum.

St. Johns Fine Sand- Consists of very deep, very poorly drained, moderately permeable
soils on broad flats and depressional areas of the lower coastal plain. Slopes range from 0
to 2 percent. Principal vegetation of the forested areas is longleaf pine, slash pine, and
pond pine with an undergrowth of saw palmetto, gallberry, wax myrtle, huckleberry and
pineland threeawn.
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Natural Communities

Eagles Roost consists of 3 natural communities. This information is summarized in Table
1.

A comprehensive survey of the property was conducted by staff from the Florida Natural
Areas Inventory (FNAI) in September 2006. This survey along with field evaluation
conducted by County staff resulted in the identification of several natural communities.

Table 1. Natural Communities

Natural Communities Approximate Acreage
Improved Pasture 209

Basin Swamp 2

Flatwoods Lake 21

Approximate Total Acreage 232

Improved Pasture

Grazing land permanently producing introduced or domesticated native forage species
that receives varying degrees of periodic cultural treatment to enhance forage quality and
yields and is primarily harvested by grazing animals. In Florida, improved pastures are
areas where the native vegetation has been replaced with non-native species such as
bahiagrass (Paspalum notatum) and St. Augustinegrass (Stenotaphrum secundatum).
Often, improved pastures have been drained and are fertilized regularly. In the case of
Eagles Roost, these areas are maintained by mowing activities.

BASIN WETLANDS

Basin Swamp

This community type is vegetated with hydrophytic trees and shrubs that can withstand
an extended hydroperiod. Dominant plants include red maple, cypress, black gum, slash
pine, wax myrtle, Virginia chain fern and lizard’s tail. Without fire, hardwood invasion
and peat accumulation will eventually create a Bottomland Forest or Bog. Typical fire
intervals in Basin Swamps may be anywhere from 5 to 150 years. Cypress and pines are
very tolerant of light surface fires, but muck fires burning into the peat can kill the trees,
lower the ground surface, and transform a swamp into a pond or lake. Occasional fires
are necessary to maintain the cypress and pine components.
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LACUSTRINE

Flatwoods Lake

Typical plants include yellow eyed grasses (Xyris spp.), St. John's wort (Hypericum spp.),
chain fern (Woodwardia spp.), maidencane (Panicum hemitomon), wax myrtle (Myrica
cerifera), pickerelweed (Pontederia cordata), and sawgrass (Cladium jamaicense). Soils
in these depressions generally consist of acidic sands with some peat and occasionally a
clay lens. Water is derived mostly from runoff from the immediately surrounding
uplands. This community functions as an aquifer recharge area by acting as a reservoir
which releases groundwater when adjacent water tables drop during drought periods.
Water generally remains throughout the year in a Flatwoods Lake, although water levels
may fluctuate substantially.
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Exotic Species
Plants

Exotic, non-indigenous, non-native, and alien species are all terms used to describe plants
that are of foreign origin. Some exotic species can be invasive when they harm or
displace native species and alter native ecosystem function.

In addition to invasive species such as Chinese tallow and tropical soda apple, there are
also sparse to moderate amounts of encroaching landscape plant species throughout the
property. A list of Eagles Roost’s exotic invasive and nuisance species is provided in
Table 2.

A detailed inventory of exotic invasive and nuisance plants has not been conducted and
other exotic species are likely to exist on-site. Staff has prepared an inventory database
for exotic invasive plant species found within Eagles Roost and are developing strategies
to remove the species or to control their coverage. Staff are currently developing a
comprehensive treatment and monitoring program to ensure the long-term removal of
these species from property.

Table 2: Exotic Plants Species List — Eagles Roost

Scientific Name Common Name Category
Cinnamomum camphora Camphor Tree I
Dioscorea bulbifera Air Potato I
Imperata cylindrica Cogon Grass I
Lantana camara Lantana I
Melinus repens Natal Grass I
Psidium cattleianum Strawberry Guava I
Ricinus communis Castor Bean 11
Sapium sebiferum Chinese Tallow I
Solanum viarum Tropical Soda Apple I
Syngonium podophyllum Arrowhead Vine

Urena lobata Caesar’s Weed 11
Xanthosoma sagittifolium Elephant Ear 11

The Florida Exotic Pest Plant Council (FLEPPC) compiles invasive species lists that are
revised every two years. Professional botanists and others perform exhaustive studies to
determine invasive exotic plants that should be placed on the lists. Invasive exotic plants
are termed as Category I, Category II, or Category E which are explained as the
following:

Category I - Invasive exotics that are altering native plant communities by displacing
native species, changing community structures or ecological functions, or hybridizing
with native species. This definition does not rely on the economic severity or geographic
range of the problem, but on the documented ecological damage caused.
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Category II - Invasive exotics that have increased in abundance or frequency but have
not yet altered Florida plant communities to the extent shown by Category I species.
These species may become ranked Category I, if ecological damage is demonstrated.

Category E- Exotics that are not or not yet classified in any other category.

Animals

At this time no exotic animal species have been observed at Eagles Roost.

Goal: Maintain and restore native natural communities including control of exotic
species.

Strategy: Eradicate or control to a manageable level exotic invasive and nuisance species.

Actions:

>

>

Develop a methodology and work plan to accomplish the identification of exotic
plant and animal species.

GPS the location of identified exotic species within and/or adjacent to the
property.

Control and eradication efforts of newly occurring or re-occurring populations of
these undesirable species may include, but are not limited to, mechanical and
chemical procedures with priority being given to Category I pest plants listed by
FLEPPC.

Routinely monitor the management area for new or re-occurrence of exotic
invasive and nuisance species.

Educate neighboring property owners and the public regarding the planting of
undesirable plants or non-native plants as listed by FLEPPC.
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General Wildlife

This property is characterized by a diversity of wildlife habitat. No comprehensive faunal
surveys have been initiated for the property. For a list of observed species refer to
Appendix E. Some examples of wildlife which may be found on the property include;
wild turkey (Meleagris gallopavo), white-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus), and wood
duck (4ix sponsa).

Listed Species (Fauna)

The United States Fish and Wildlife Services (USFWS) and the State of Florida under the
auspices of the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC) compile lists
of protected wildlife species considered to be under possible threat of extinction. These
listed species are categorized as Endangered, Threatened or Species of Special Concern.
The Sherman’s fox squirrel (Sciurus niger shermani), Florida sandhill crane (Grus
canadensis pratensis), wood stork (Mycteria americana), Southeastern American kestrel
(Falco sparverius paulus), white ibis (Eudocimus albus) and bald eagle (Haliaeetus
leucocephalus), all listed species, have been observed on the property.

The Sherman’s fox squirrel is State listed as a Species of Special Concern. Typical
habitats are sandhills, pine flatwoods, and pastures and other open habitats with scattered
pines and oaks. Although present in several conservation areas, Sherman’s fox squirrel
has been eliminated from much of its former habitat as a result of conversion to pine
plantation, row crops or development.

In addition to the Sherman’s fox squirrel, there are several listed species of birds that
have been observed on the property including the Florida sandhill crane, Southeastern
American kestrel, bald eagle, white ibis, and wood stork. Many are threatened primarily
by loss of habitat. Habitat availability will become more of a concern as Florida
continues to lose open rangeland and native prairie to development and more intensive
agricultural uses. The Florida sandhill crane and Southeastern American kestrel are listed
as Threatened species by the State while the Bald Eagle was recently delisted by the
Federal government and the State of Florida. The white ibis is State listed as a Species of
Special Concern while the wood stork is State and Federally listed as an Endangered
species.

Listed Species (Flora)

A complete survey of flora species has not yet been conducted on this property. No listed
flora species have been observed to date.

Goal: Maintain and protect listed species.
Strategy: Identify and protect on-site populations of endemic, rare, threatened and

endangered species through the utilization of existing habitat management and species
recovery plans.
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Actions:

>

>

Develop a methodology and work plan to accomplish the survey for and
identification of designated plant and animal species.

Plot the location of identified designated species within and/or adjacent to the
property for use in the implementation, or re-distribution, of amenities or site
improvements.

Periodically update these baseline survey data to determine possible changes in
designated species distribution or density.

Implement habitat enhancement and restoration activities for listed species (i.e.,
removal of exotic/nuisance species, restoration of ecosystem function, prescribed
fire).

Establish periodic monitoring of habitat suitability (where indices are available
for a given species), species population levels, diversity levels, and
exotic/nuisance species, as a means of evaluating the success of management
strategies.
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RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

Restoration

This property will be managed in such a manner as to promote conditions favoring the
natural and historical aspects of the property. As evidenced by historical aerial
photographs, the type of vegetative cover that characterized the property prior to the
1930’s is very different to that of present day. These differences are attributed to cultural
and management activities including changes in the natural drainage patterns brought
about by the installation of major canals, ditches, and berms, and agricultural pursuits
such as the conversion of pasture and the grazing of cattle. Figure 14 refers to some of
these changes throughout the property.

Besides the wetland areas located along the lakeshore and on the east side of the property,
few natural communities exist on the property. Soil maps and historical aerials indicate
that forested wetland areas flourished west of the main ditch that traverses through the
property; while areas east of the ditch contained upland communities such as xeric oak
hammock and mesic flatwoods. Due to the altered drainage and conversion to pasture,
some historic wetland areas appear to have lost much of their hydric soil qualities and
may have succeeded into drier habitats. Hydrological alterations may be irreversible,
changing future restoration goals. Some areas that were historically forested wetlands
may be restored to a different natural community such as a wet or mesic flatwoods.
Current pasture areas and hydrological alterations will require extensive restoration
activities to rehabilitate the site to natural communities.

Goal: Maintain and restore native natural communities (including control of exotic
species).

Strategy: Develop and implement a detailed restoration plan for the property.
Actions:

» Investigate the hydrological alterations existing on and adjacent to the property
and develop a way to collect hydrological information.

» Investigate pasture restoration resources and techniques that can be used on the
property.

» Develop and implement planting plans of areas that will and will not require
pasture or hydrological restoration.

» Develop projected costs for restoration evaluation and implementation.

Forest and Fire Management

Forest and fire management activities are critically important and integrally linked. It is
crucial to understand that the planning and application of forest and fire management
activities must be coordinated to achieve restoration and management goals. Both fire
management activities and forest management activities can be useful tools in promoting
natural community diversity and reducing potentially hazardous fuel loads.
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Forest Management

Slash pine may be harvested from the small basin swamp on the east side of the property
as part of a future restoration plan. Over several decades, these slash pines have invaded
the wetland area due to the hydrologic disturbances and the exclusion of periodic fire on
the property. There is no other timber on the property that would require harvesting for
habitat enhancement. However, there is a need for extensive restoration activities,
including the replanting of canopy species, on both upland and wetland areas. These
replanting areas will be addressed in more detail in future operational plans.

Fire Management

The overall forest management program for the property will include the use of
prescribed fire. Prescribed fire is the preferred management technique to be employed
for habitat maintenance and restoration on the property.

Utilizing prescribed fire within Eagles Roost will benefit ecosystems that have evolved
under the influences of this natural process in Florida. The Orange County
Environmental Protection Division is responsible for protecting the rich biological
diversity of its natural lands by actively managing it. It is widely recognized that
prescribed fire, applied in established frequencies specific to each ecosystem, is an
important land management tool to promote biodiversity through the reintroduction of
fire to dependant ecosystems. Prescribed fire also has the added benefit of lowering and
maintaining fuel loads, thus mitigating the behavior and effects of wildfires that start in
or outside of the property.

Natural communities within Eagles Roost will be evaluated to determine any constraints
upon the use of prescribed burning posed by natural site conditions and adjacent land
uses. When necessary, other methods, including mowing and herbicide will be utilized in
place of prescribed burning. These alternative strategies will be emphasized in areas
where fire cannot be applied at all or when the required prescribed burning weather
conditions are defined within such a narrow parameter that they are infrequently met. In
the short term, prescribed fire may be used in lieu of mowing activities and/or in
conjunction with restoration activities.

Goal: Maintain and restore native natural communities.
Strategy: Develop a prescribed fire management program on Eagles Roost.
Actions:

» Create a fire management plan that includes management unit/subunit maps and
corresponding fuel load information.

Implement a wildfire policy.

Develop cooperation with other agencies.

Implement a fire line installation standard operating procedure (SOP).

Implement a fire line maintenance schedule.

Develop and implement a standard burn prescription.

YVVVYY
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PUBLIC ACCESS AND USE

Access

Adequate access is a necessity for land management activities. Law enforcement patrol,
prescribed burning activities, restoration activities, and fire suppression are but a few of
the activities that benefit from improved road access. There are currently two gates off of
the southern corners of the property, as well as a main access gate off of the end of Clapp
Simms Duda Road. This main access gate is part of the Back to Nature, Inc. leased
property as of 2007. The two southern gates are in poor condition and may need replaced
if they become the main access for the property.

Internal access to some areas of the property is limited by weather. Throughout the
property, low areas become very wet and high areas become excessively dry depending
on the season. The main north/south ditch running through the property, and wet areas
along the middle of the property, may obstruct internal access from the southern gates to
northern parts of the property. Access to the northern parts of the property through the
Back to Nature, Inc. leased area is being addressed through the site plan for Back to
Nature.

A road and trail system has been developed with road improvements that will facilitate
the movement of vehicles, as well as heavy equipment for restoration and maintenance
purposes. Additional road and trail improvements could include the following widening
and leveling current roads, installing culverts or low water crossings, dirt filling existing
ditches, or capping soft roads with shell, rock or clay. A Parking area for the site has been
constructed by Back to Nature for all users of the property.

Goal: Provide access to all areas of the property.

Strategy: Continue to develop a road and trail plan that addresses access issues and
includes maintenance plans with associated costs.

Actions:

Address access issues for access to the northern parts of the property.
Develop a road/trail construction and maintenance plan with associated costs.
Address access issues during the development of restoration plans.

Address the southern access gates for maintenance or replacement.

Address future parking areas.

YVYVYYVYV

Recreation

Recreational opportunities are essential to establish for all Green PLACE properties.
Public uses for all Green PLACE properties are broken down into 3 categories: Primary,
Secondary and Prohibited. These categories were developed in conjunction with Green
PLACE AD Hoc Advisory Committee and subsequently approved by the Orange County
Board of County Commissioners. Due to the nature of the habitats and their quality,
primary and some secondary uses are planned at this stage to be allowed to occur on the
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property. In the future, EPD will evaluate the site to determine if any additional
secondary uses would be compatible on the property. The approved Property Uses is
attached as Appendix A.
Goal: Provide recreational opportunities for the public.
Strategy: Develop a trail system that allows access to the various habitats.
Actions:

» Delineate proposed trail system utilizing GIS and the most current aerials.

» Ground truth proposed multi-trail layout.

» Build trail and other associated amenities.

» Restore or replace existing dock structure on Lake Hart.

Environmental Education

Environmental education is essential to a successful land acquisition and management
program. Educating the public on the benefits of a land acquisition program will enhance
your public support base for future bond issues. Secondly, educating the public on the
types of land management activities that need to be performed, such as prescribed fire
and timber harvesting, will lessen negative feedback from the public when these activities
are conducted. Lastly, a good educational program will increase the public’s knowledge
of the diverse plant and animal species that occur in Florida and give them a better
understanding of the uniqueness and beauty of Florida’s various ecosystems.

In addition, Back to Nature will be able to provide educational support for the property
and the Green PLACE program. This education can be in many forms such as:

e Providing Green PLACE brochures and educational signage for the public
promoting Green PLACE’s recreational activities and land management goals.

e Providing environmental education as it relates to the Eagles Roost property.

e Providing public events that attract the public to the property that promote its
location and opportunities for passive recreation.

Goal: Develop an educational program specific to the Eagles Roost property.

Strategy: Develop a Docent program that can be utilized for all properties. Develop a
land management presentation that can be that can be customized to the specific needs of
each property.

Actions:

» Develop an interpretative trail for Eagles Roost.

» Coordinate with Back To Nature, Inc. on the development and implementation of
educational opportunities.

» Provide educational opportunities to the surrounding private landowners on the
specific land management activities that are proposed for the property.
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Security

Adequate security is essential for all Green PLACE properties. Security in the form of
fences and authorized access points will reduce the incidence of trespassing on Green
PLACE properties and minimize the damage to the property from unauthorized activities.
In addition, securing the boundaries will reduce the County’s liability.

The relocation of Back to Nature, Inc. to Eagles Roost is also expected to help with
security issues by providing additional presence and support to the property.

Goal: Identify authorized public access points.

Strategy: Develop a general security Standard Operation Procedure (SOP) for all Green
PLACE properties.

Actions:

Maintain the fencing along the property boundaries.

Coordinate with Orange County Sheriff’s Department to patrol property.

Post signage that identifies authorized access points for the property and
authorized uses that are allowed on the property.

Develop a SOP for patrolling the property to identify and correct security issues
on a timely basis.

Coordinate with Back to Nature, Inc. regarding security issues.

Y V. VYVYV
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IMPLEMENTATION TIMELINE

ACTION

TIMELINE

Strategy: Restore or improve the hydrology and topography to its original state on

Eagles Roost Preserve.

Explore TMDL (Total Maximum Daily Load) levels for Lake Hart Short-term
Investigate the possibilities on how the TMDL levels might be used to

decrease water quality impairments On-going
Investigate the movement of surface water through the property Short-term
Investigate the possibility of restoring the natural communities and

topography back to historic conditions Long-term
Collect hydrological information on the property to assist in future

restoration efforts Short-term
Plan and implement hydrological restoration efforts Long-term

Strategy: Eradicate or control to a manageable level exotic invasive and nuisance

species.

Develop a methodology and work plan to accomplish the identification of

exotic plant and animal species Short-term
GPS the location of identified exotic species within and/or adjacent to the

property On-going
Control and eradication efforts of newly occurring or re-occurring

populations of these undesirable species may include, but are not limited

to, mechanical and chemical procedures with priority being given to

Category I pest plants listed by FLEPPC On-going
Routinely monitor the management area for new or re-occurrence of exotic

invasive and nuisance species On-going
Educate neighboring property owners and the public regarding the planting

of undesirable plants or non-native plants as listed by FLEPPC On-going

Strategy: Identify and protect on-site populations of endemic, rare, threatened and
endangered species through the utilization of existing habitat management and

species recovery plans

Develop a methodology and work plan to accomplish the survey for and

identification of designated plant and animal species On-going
Plot the location of identified designated species within and/or adjacent to

the property for use in the implementation, or re-distribution, of amenities

or site improvements Short-term
Periodically update these baseline survey data to determine possible

changes in designated species distribution or density Short-term
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Implement habitat enhancement and restoration activities for listed species
(i.e., removal of exotic/nuisance species, restoration of ecosystem function,

prescribed fire). On-going
Establish periodic monitoring of habitat suitability (where indices are
available for a given species), species population levels, diversity levels,
and exotic/nuisance species, as a means of evaluating the success of
management strategies On-going
Strategy: Develop and implement a detailed restoration plan for the property.
Investigate hydrological alterations existing on and adjacent to the property
and develop a way to collect hydrological information Long- term
Investigate pasture restoration resources and techniques that can be used on
the property Short-term
Develop and implement planting plans of areas that will and will not
require a pasture or hydrologic restoration Short- term
Develop projected costs for restoration evaluation and implementation Ongoing
Strategy: Develop a prescribed fire management program for Eagles
Roost Preserve
Create a fire management plan that includes management unit/subunit
maps and corresponding fuel load information Immediate
Implement a wildfire policy Immediate
Develop coordination with other agencies On-going
Implement a fire line installation standard operating procedure (SOP) Short-term
Implement a fire line installation maintenance schedule Short-term
Develop and implement a standard burn prescription Short-term

Strategy: Develop a road and trail plan that addresses access issues and includes

maintenance plans with associated costs

Address access issues for the property Immediate
Develop a road and trail construction and maintenance plan with associated

costs Immediate
Address access issues during the development of restoration plans Long-term
Address the southern access gates for maintenance or replacement Short-term
Address future parking areas Long-term

Strategy: Develop a trail system that allows access to the various habitats

Delineate proposed trail system utilizing GIS and the most current aerials Long-term
Ground truth proposed multi-trail layout Long-term
Build trail and other associated amenities Long-term
Restore or replace existing dock structure on Lake Hart Long-term
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Strategy: Develop a Docent program that can be utilized for all properties. Develop
a land management presentation that can be that can be customized to the specific

needs of each property.

Develop an interpretive trail for Eagles Roost Long-term
Coordinate with Back To Nature, Inc. on the development and

implementation of an educational program Short-term
Presentation to Eagle Creek HOA and surrounding private landowners on

the specific land management activities that are proposed for the property Short-term

Strategy: Develop a general security Standard Operation Procedure (SOP) for all

Green PLACE properties.

Maintain the fencing along the property boundaries On-going
Coordinate with the Orange County Sheriff’s Department to patrol

property On-going
Post signage that identifies authorized access points for the property and

authorized uses that are allowed on the property Short-term
Develop a SOP for patrolling the property to identify and correct security

issues on a timely basis Immediate
Coordinate with Back to Nature, Inc. regarding security issues. Long-term
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INTRODUCTION

This report details an archaeological, architectural, and
historical survey of the approximately 7000 acre Lake Hart
Development in sections 8, 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, é?
21, 28, 29, 30, 32 and 33 of Township 24 South, Range 31 East in
southern Orange County, Florida (Figures 1 and 2).

The Florida Master Site File listed five sites omn or partially on
the property, one of which was considered significant and
avoidance had been recommended. These sites were found during an
archaeclogical survey of a railroad corridor which runs through
the Lake Hart Development property (Daniel and de la Fuente
1981). The Florida Division of Historical Resources (DHR)
suggested that this Lake Hart study be conducted since the major
portion of the property had never been subjected to a
comprehensive, systematic professional archaeological,
architectural, or historical survey and because

Data from environmentally similar areas in Central
Florida indicate that prehistoric archaeological and
historical sites, especially the former, are likely

to occur in those portions of the property with red
hatching. These locales have been identified on the
basis of known site distribution for this region of
Florida. However, because of environmental change,

the unpredictability of special use sites such as burial
mounds, cemeteries, quarries and other site types, it is
possible that sites may be found in unidentified locales
which are not indicated in the red hatched areas

[Figure 3], but which the survey archaeologists may
investigate at their own discretion (Percy 1989).

Research of nineteenth century documents indicates that most of
the property consisted of marsh and swamp prior to drainage in
the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Although this
does not preclude the presence of prehistoric sites as suggested
in the above quote, the major emphasis on subsurface testing
occurred in the higher elevations on the property.

In addition to subsurface testing, the entire tract was surveyed,
and sandy exposures were examined for cultural material which
might be lying on the surface. Because much of the property is
improved pasture lands and citrus groves, there were few exposed
areas to examine. However, since archaeological sites do not
always have surface expression (even when there are exposed
surfaces to view), subsurface testing was necessary in addition
to a walk-over reconnaissance.

Fieldwork began on October 27 and was completed on November 4.
The architectural survey was conducted on November 7. The
authors were assisted in the field by Lee Hutchinson-Neff,
Margaret Goetze, John Darsey, Sylvia Layman and Laura Clifford,
all graduate students in archaeology at the University of South
Florida. Mr. Richard Estabrook performed the lithic analysis,
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Survey Area

Figure 1. General Area of the Lake Hart Property.
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Narcoossee, Narcoossee NW,

(uadrangle Maps.

The Lake Hart Property Delineated on the

Figure 2.

Pine Castle and St. Cloud North U,S.G.S.



Figure 3.

Sensitive Areas Delineated by the Florida Division of Historical
Resources.
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Dr. Roger Grange examined the historic material, and Rebecca Spain
Schwarz (M. Architecture) conducted the architectural survey.

This report describes the field methodology, summarizes the
information on previous archaeological surveys, the information
on known sites and excavation projects in the vicinity, and
presents a summary of the prehistory of central Florida. It also
discusses the historical setting and historic use of the property
and its environmental setting. An architectural assessment of
the standing structures was also undertaken. Within the context
of these report sections, there is a discussion of site
expectations, and why it was thought that there might be
archaeoclogical or historical sites on the property.

A total of 196 test pits were dug during the field work. A more
detailed description of the activities associated with the field
portion of this project is located in the Methodology section

of this report.

The Lake Hart survey located three new prehistoric sites and
examined five previously reported prehistoric sites. Standing
structures were assessed, and eight were recorded (Figure 5).
Completed Florida Master Site File forms for the prehistoric
sites and the standing structures are included in the Appendix.

It is our belief that none of the standing structures is
historically or architecturally significant. Two of the newly
discovered prehistoric sites produced only scant material and the
other was located on a low ridge which had been leveled. There
is no subsurface evidence indicating that the latter site (8-Or-
2182) has any integrity remaining. We agree with the DHR that
the previously recorded site 8-0Or-391 may be significant and
should be either avoided or examined further if preservation is
not possible.

Except in the area of site 8-0Or-391, it is the conclusion of the
authors that the Lake Hart Development will have no impact on any
significant cultural resources; such is our recommendation to the
DHR.

We would like to thank Ms. Paula Bary of Davis & Associates for
providing us with information, aerial maps, and other documents.
We would also like to thank Mr. Robert Ayers, the ranch foreman,
and particularly Mr. Buster Bradshaw, the property owner, for
their cooperation and assistance. Mr. Bradshaw kindly gave his
time and provided us information on sites and history.



PREHISTORIC REVIEW

A summation of prehistory may be created by the division of time
into a sequence of culture-periods, outlining the cultural
histories of various groups through prehistory into the historic
era.

The Lake Hart Development area is part of the Eastern and Central
Lake District, which is included in the East Florida culture

area because of the similarity in cultures, particularly from
Orange and Lake counties (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980). The
boundaries are somewhat vague, both temporally and spatially,
though the East Florida culture area basically extends from south
of Cape Canaveral to the Saint Marys River, contains the coast,
the lagoon system, and the drainage of the St. Johns River.
Orange and Lake counties, a region of many lakes and prairies,
may thus be included in this culture area (Milanich and Fairbanks
1980).

The earliest known cultural manifestation in the Americas is the
Paleo-Indian Period, dating from the time of human arrival into
North America at about 12,000 years ago, and possibly as far back
as 15,000 years ago (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980). The climate
was cooler and drier than the present, and the sea level was as
much as 35 meters lower (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980). These
populations existed primarily by gathering wild plant foods and
hunting small mammals, although they also hunted large, now-
extinct mammals (megafauna) of the late Pleistocene such as the
mammoth (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980). Archeological evidence
suggests that these groups inhabited riverine areas and spring
sites, although much of this is based on a limited amount of
data, often out of context. The current knowledge of late
Pleistocene environment and topography limit the ability to
predict the location of these types of sites. While there have
been no excavations of Paleo—-Indian sites in Orange County, the
Nalcrest site in Polk County has produced evidence from this time
period in the form of microlithic tools from Lake Weohyakapa,
which date from about 10,000 to 7,000 years ago (Bullen and
Bielman 1973).

The Archaic Period dates from 8,500 to 4,000 years ago. In
general, the beginning of the Archaic Period is marked by
environmental changes, and the resulting changes in subsistence
activities that arose as the topography changed and as the
climate became more similar to that of today. By about 6,500
vears ago, modern vegetational patterns and climate became well-
established - hammocks of broad-leafed mesic trees, pine forests
on areas of higher elevation, and cypress in lower, wetter areas
(Watts 1971). Subsistence strategies revolved around seasonal
migrations, as groups exploited both coastal and interior
resources during specific times of the year. The Zellwood site,
on the shores of Lake Apopka in Orange County has produced
evidence of an Early Archaic component (Dreves 1974).



Approximately 4,000 years ago the Orange Period began, and is
marked by the production of some of the earliest pottery in North
America. These fiber-tempered wares marked a shift toward a more
sedentary life-style, and a more intensive exploitation of
shellfish and hunting on the coast during the winter months, with
movement into the St. Johns River Valley during the warmer summer
months. There are at least four recognized sites in the Central
Florida lake district: the Alexander Springs Midden, the Silver
Glen Spring site, the Astor Midden, and the St. Francis Midden,
all in Lake County.

The Transitional Period, starting at about 3,500 years ago, marks
the end of the purely hunting and gathering lifeway that had
characterized the Archaic and Orange periods. The St. Johns
cultural groups inhabited the Central Lake region from that time
until A.D. 1565, the time of European contact. This period may
be divided into two sub-periods: St. Johns I and St. Johns II
(Milanich and Fairbanks 1980). Although the basic settlement
patterns of the Orange Period continued through the St. Johns
Period, one notable trend during this period was a population
shift into the northern part of the river valley, possibly due to
the need for more arable lands (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980).
Burial mounds were constructed during this time.

The St. Johns II sub-period was marked by population growth.
While hunting and gathering remained important, there was an
increasing dependence on cultivated food sources, including
maize, beans, and squash. With this intensification of
horticulture, social and political complexity increased, as did
ceremonialism. By A.D. 1300, ceremonial centers were being
constructed - a trait of the Mississippian cultural groups.
These centers included platform mounds and ceremonial mounds.
While it is difficult to prove by the direct evidence, there
appears to be contact with other complex cultures in South
Florida.

By A.D. 1565 there is evidence of a good deal of contact with the
Spanish military and missionaries, which altered the traditional
life-styles of the Native American groups. By the end of the
seventeenth century, these aboriginal groups were virtually
extinct. In the early eighteenth century, groups of Creek
Indians moved into Florida to escape the political and population
pressures of the expanding American frontier. These groups
became known as the Semincles.



HISTORIC BACKGROUND

To determine if any significant historical buildings, sites,
people, or events were associated with the survey property, a
review of historic documents was conducted. Primary and
secondary sources were used, including topographical maps,
township plat maps, tract books, original surveyor's field notes,
newspaper clippings, and written histories from several
libraries.

European activity began in Florida with Spanish explorations in
1513. There is no historical evidence to indicate that the Lake
Hart tract was included in these early explorations or of contact
during the period of English control (1763-1784), although the
English actively traded with the Indians in the St. Johns River
Valley (Weisman 1989). There is evidence of Spanish activity in
the Kissimmee area during the second part of the Spanish contrel
of Florida (1784-1821), but nothing associated directly with the
Lake Hart property.

Florida came under United States control in 1821, and became a
U.S. territory in 1822. Orange County was originally part of a
large entity known as Mosquito County, which was established on
December 24, 1824, and covered much of central Florida. The name
"Mosquito”" was not thought to be appropriate, and on January 30,
1845, two months after Florida was admitted to statehood, the
name was changed to Orange County in honor of its most famous
product of the time (USDA 1960). Over time, successive portions
of the county were taken to form part or all of other counties
until its present boundaries were solidified in 1913 (Blackman
1927).

Seminole Indians were active in Orange County area_ before it came
under U.S. control. The Seminole Wars resulted in the building
of ten forts in the original Orange County to control Indian
activity. The Armed Occupation Bill was passed in 1840 during
the Second Seminole War, and by 1842 the area was opened for
homesteading. Land in the area was used predominantly for cattle
and citrus production, and though the citrus industry was damaged
by freezes of 1835, 1894-95, 1899, and more modern ones, it still
survives. This area was the home of the "crackers" - cowboys
named for the sound their whips made when they were snapping them
to drive the cattle. Cattle and produce were the main items
shipped on boats through the canal and river systems that
stretched from coast to coast.

The Lake Hart property was first surveyed in 1844 by B. F.
Whitner, and in 1848 by F. R. Loring. Their descriptions of the
property indicate that it was mostly swamp and bog land, with
some 3rd rate pine, black jack, and sawgrass (State of Florida:
Surveyor's Field Notes 1844, 1848). The field notes and the 1848
Plat Map show a trail running through Sections 1, 2, 3, 8, 9, 17,
18, and 19 (State of Florida: Plat Map and Field Notes 1848).
This trail was probably on slightly higher ground, and appears to
now be the bed of a modern railroad track. Due tc the swampy

8

10



nature of the property, there was little activity until drainage
projects removed much of the water in 1883. However, there was a
loss of information when all but two books of Orange County
records prior to 1869 were lost in a courthouse fire (Federal
Writers 1936). Survey maps of the surrounding townships show the
same topography. Township 24 S, Range 32 E, to the east of the
property, was swamp and ponds when surveyed in 1848; to the
south, Townships 255, Range 31 E and 25 S, Range 30 E, surveyed
in 1848, were swamp, ponds, marsh, and Lake Tohopekaliga; to the
west in Township 24 S, Range 30 E, also surveyed in 1848, were a
small lake, ponds, swamps, and some prairie with a trail
transversing the township north and south near the center; and to
the north, Townships 23 S, Range 31 E and 23 S, Range 30 E,
surveyed in 1843, were mostly swamp and bay gaul, with a hammock
in Section 20 of T23S, R31E, and Lake Conway at the west border
of T23S, R30E (State of Florida: Plat Maps 1843 and 18438).

A basic knowledge of the large scale drainage projects in the
area is necessary in order to understand the history of the Lake
Hart property. Although isolated hammocks and higher ridges
existed, a large part of this central Florida area was underwater
for at least a part of the year. Most of the early maps of
Florida show most all of the interior 25 million acres as swamp
and marsh, all of which was known as the Everglades until this
term was reserved for the area to the south of Lake Okeechobee
(Aldus and Cody 1987). Immediately to the southwest of Lake Hart
are Lake Tohopekaliga and East Lake Tohopekaliga which, according
to Crow originally formed

...one large body of water, the two lakes being
joined by a wide stream of water which was four to
ten feet deep, in the bottom of which were several
feet of muck. It was impossible for any one to
cross here except in boats, so the Indians found
this an ideal retreat as they could climb to their
lookout in the tall oak trees on the edge of the
marsh and very easily discern the approach of an
enemy (1987:46}.

The level of Lake Tohopekaliga and East Lake Tohopekaliga dropped
by eight feet when a large drainage canal was opened (Osceola
County 1987).

The State of Florida launched aggressive plans for drainage and
land reclamation projects in the middle 1800s. Unfortunately,
most of the state projects were inefficient and expensive, and in
1881, Florida found itself in dire need of almost a million
deollars. In order to raise money, the state sold four million
acres of mostly swampy and wet land to Hamilton Disston for 25
cents an acre, with the understanding that Disston would drain
the land to make it suitable for farming. The payment by Disston
cleared the state's debt, and the burst of railroad construction
that followed opened Florida for further expansion (Hanna 1941).
Kissimmee became a railhead for the tracks that soon crossed
Florida linking the east and west coasts.
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On October 6, 1881, all of Township 24 South, Range 31 East was
sold to Hamilton Disston, except for the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of
Section 4, which had been sold on May 11, 1881 to Nat Poyntz; the
SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 13, which had been sold on
February 15, 1869, to Mary C. Mizell; Section 16, which was a
section held by the School Act of Congress (1845), and later sold
to Blair Burwell on May 11, 1885; and the NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of
Section 20, which had been sold on May 11, 1881, to Clement
Sullivan (State of Florida: Tract Book:pp. 238-239).

Disston was vigorous in dredging both drainage canals and boat
transportation canals. He dug a transportation system from the
St. Johns River, down the Kissimmee River, through Lake
Okeechobee, and down the Caloosahatchee River to the Gulf of
Mexico. While steamboats predated Disston's arrival in the area,
the 1880s were the pinnacle of steamboat traffic along the
Kissimmee River and its area waterways (Aldus and Cody 1987).
Disston was especially interested in the Kissimmee vicinity
around Lake Tohopekaliga, where he experimented with the growing
of rice, sugar cane, fruits, and vegetables, as well as raising
cattle {Hanna 1941). The panic of 1893 caused great financial
problems for the Disston enterprises. Disston died in 1896,
before he could effect a rescue of his properties, and all were
sold in foreclosure.

Nat Poyntz was a leading merchant and banker in Orlando, Florida
in the late 1800s, but does not appear to have any significant
association with the survey tract property (Blackman 1927).

There were several Mizell families active in Orange County.

The 1870 U.S. Census records show a Mary C. Myzell as the 66 year
old wife of farmer David Myzell - the 1860 and the 1870 census
records show the spelling to be Mizell. None of the other names
appear in the census records from 1830 to 1880 (U.S. Census
Records). There are several Hart families, but ncne appear to
have any direct connections to Lake Hart.

The document review failed to reveal any historically significant
activities or sites in the survey area. There are structures on
the land, though none appear to have any significant historic
associations or significant features. Most of the structures
were moved onto the property in the 1950s. The only trail noted
on the plat map of the township is unnamed and no details were
recorded by the surveyors who plotted it (State of Florida: Plat
Map and Field Notes 1848). This trail is now overlain by a
modern railroad, surveyed by Daniel and de la Fuente (1981) prior
to construction.
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The functional use of an archaeological site is based upon the
resources available. Several environmental and geographical
factors, such as climate, geology, topography, relative
elevation, and soils are important when considering where
archaeological sites are most likely to be located. These
variables influence what types of resources are available for
exploitation by the people living in the area, and, thus effect
the subsistence, settlement, and land use patterns.

The subtropical climate of this area of Florida is characterized
by warm, humid summers and mild winters, although freezing
temperatures can be expected several times during the winter
(USDA 1979). Average rainfall is 53 inches, and is unevenly
distributed with 57 percent falling between June and September.
Summer thunderstorms form in large numbers, vary widely in size
and intensity, and are usually associated with intense lightning
activity. The heavy rains associated with these storms can often
cause damage (USDA 1979).

The area can be divided into four general regions based on
physiography: the Lake Wales Ridge, the Osceola Plain, the
Okeechobee Plain, and the Eastern Valley. The survey tract lies
in the Osceola Plain physiographic zone (Puri and Vernon 1964:
Figure 6}, which is the largest physiographic region. Elevations
range from 25 to 90 feet above sea level in this region. The
survey tract lies in the 60 to 85 foot range. Vegetation
consists mainly of pine and palmetto flatwoods with numerous
lakes and a few areas of grassy sloughs and poorly defined
drainageways. Soils are predominantly nearly level, wet, and
sandy. Large areas of this region are used for range and
improved pasture.

Soil types associated with the Lake Hart survey area are the
somewhat poorly drained soils (Leon - Immokalee - Pomello - St.
Johns) and the very poorly drained organic soils (Everglades -
Brighton - Pamlico) (USDA 1960). The survey tract lies in a
drainage area around Lake Hart and there is a large bog in the
eastern half of Section 14, which has been commercially mined in
recent times. Vegetation in the survey area is mostly citrus
groves and improved pasture, with low-lying cypress wetlands, .
grassy marshes, and areas of pine wood flatlands. The water
level in the organic soils around Lake Hart is controlled through
the use of water—-control structures placed in the canals (USDA
1960) .

Prehistoric sites dating back 12,000 years can be expected
anywhere in Florida. Site types, site locations, tool kits, and
subsistence patterns change in response to environmental
fluctuations. The environment in which these Paleo-Indian and
Early Archaic peoples lived was different from that of today.
Daniel and Wisenbaker' (1981, 1987) provide a good discussion of
the relationship between palecenvironmental conditions and
settlement and subsistence patterns of aboriginal pecople in

11

13



central and west Florida. The sea level was as much as 35 meters
lower than today, and the lower sea level altered the salinity in
both the coastal area and the inland water table, which in turn
had repercussions in the floral and faunal communities. The sea
level also affected underground flow and artesian springs in the
inland areas. It is probable that these environmental changes at
the end of the last glaciation are related to the extinction of
the Pleistocene megafauna. Paleontological data suggest that
between 14,000 and 5,000 years ago Florida was covered with an
upland vegetation of cak scrub and prairie, reflecting a drier
environment (Watts 1975). After about 5000 B.C. southern pine
forests replaced the oak savannahs, and along the coast extensive
swamps and marshes developed (Carbone 1983). This floral and
faunal complex has continued to the present. Thus, both past and
present environmental conditions must be taken into consideration
when examining an area for archaeological resources.

U. S. Government Surveyors B. F. Whitner and F. R. Loring
surveyed Township 24 South, Range 31 East in 1843 and 1848
respectively. Both described the property as mostly swamp and
bog land, with some 3rd rate pine, black jack, and saw grass
(State of Florida: Field Notes 1843, 1848; Plat Map 1848). Plat
maps of the townships to the north (T23s, R31E and T23S, R30E),
south (T25S, R31E and T258, R30E), east (T24S, R32E), and west
{T24S, R30E) of the survey tract (T24S, R31E) show basically the
same type of environment (State of Florida: Plat Maps 1843,
1848). These early notes and maps give a good indication of what
the land may have been like for several thousand years prior to
the large scale drainage projects of the late 1800s.

A comparison of the old maps to the 1953 U.S.G.S. quadrangle maps
(photo revised between 1970 and 1987) show similarities in
features over one hundred years later. Major changes are modern
roads and highways (SR 15); the railroad track in the northwest
part of the tract; the dredging of ponds to form Lake Barton and
Red Lake; the drainage canals, with the resultant increase in
drier land; and, the clearing of land for pastures, ponds, and
groves.

12

14



ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND AND SURVEY STRATEGY

Reports of other archaeological and historical surveys near the
Lucas Lakes property and Florida Master Site File forms for
previously recorded archaeological sites within a three mile
radius of the property were reviewed at the Florida Division of
Historical Resources in Tallahassee. Conducting a review before
beginning field work is a necessary step for the archaeologist,
in that a more informed set of expectations regarding type and
location of sites may be generated. Using these expectations, a
survey model can be constructed to guide the field methodology.

A review of the literature found only one survey report on
properties within the three miles of the Lake Hart tract. The
survey for the Curtis H. Stanton Energy Center Railroad corridor
recorded seven sites, five of which were on, or partially on, the
Lake Hart tract (Daniel and de la Fuente 1981). Other surveys in
a wider area, such as the Lucas Lakes Survey (Williams et al
1989), were referenced to provide further background information.
The survey for the Martin Marietta Aerospace Electronic Optical
Test Site reported finding two sites (Austin and Ballo 1986). A
survey performed for the Orlando airport found no sites (Browning
1977).

Of the seven sites found by the Daniel and de la Fuente survey,
most are "surface scatters." Only one was recommended for
preservation. The seven sites are:

8-0r—-385: 1 St. Johns sherd. No preservation recommended.

8-0r-386: 2 flakes; 1 worked Busycon shell. Neo preservation
recommended.

8-0r-387: 1 St. Johns plain sherd. No preservation
recommended.

8~-0r-388: 1 St. Johns sherd. No preservation recommended.

8-0r-389: 1 flint "chunk." No preservation recommended.

8-0r-390: 1 St. Johns sherd. No preservation recommended.

8-0r-391: 28 St. Johns plain and 1 St. Johns check stamped
sherds; 1 projectile point fragment; 4 flakes.
Avoidance recommended.

Since sites had been previously found on the Lake Hart tract,
there was a relatively high probability of locating other
prehistoric sites on a significant portion of the Lake Hart
property.

Based on background research, communication with the landowner,
and the general consensus of the authors, a site survey strategy
was created to test high probability areas of the survey tract
for both prehistoric and historic resources. Work in the larger
prehistoric cultural area, known collectively as the East and
Central Cultural Region of Florida, has revealed a variety of
prehistoric sites. A list of such site types includes shell
middens, habitation sites, burial mounds, lithic scatters, and
special use sites. Reports indicate that prehistoric sites are
found on relatively elevated, well-drained land in close
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proximity to potable water (Daniel and de la Fuente 1981; Carr
and Werndli 1978; Clausen 1983). Also, palecenvironmental data
suggest that between 14,000 and 5,000 years ago Florida was
covered with upland vegetation of cak scrub and prairie,
reflecting a drier environment (Watts 1975). Under those
palecenvironmental conditions the Lake Hart property may have
been a suitable habitat for Paleo-Indian and Early Archaic Period
Indians.

The above criteria were used to determine the high probability
areas of the survey tract. The DHR had previously delineated
approximately 900 acres they considered as "likely to contain
prehistoric sites" (Percy 1989) (Figure 3). Documents, such as
nineteenth century plat maps, original surveyor's field notes,
and tract books were also examined to determine if any early
historic periocd structures or sites existed which would require
testing. An additional emphasis was placed on the testing and
assessment of the previously recorded sites on the tract. Also,
an architectural historian examined all of the older structures
on the property, most of which were moved there in the 1950s.

Survey strategy thus concentrated on well-drained soils and
areas of relatively high elevations, testing high probability
areas for prehistoric habitation and resource exploitation and
areas known to have been occupied or used during the historic
period. Results of the testing are detailed in the Survey and
Test Results sections of this report.
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METHODOLOGY

Archaeoclogical fieldwork for the Lake Hart project was conducted
over a period of six days by a crew of six to seven persons. A
total of 196 test units were dug on the property, which
encompasses approximately 7,000 acres.

The DHR delineated areas totaling approximately 900 acres which
were considered archaeologically sensitive (Figure 3). Fieldwork
was concentrated in those areas, but all locations within the
7,000 acre tract thought to be good possibilities of site loci
were either checked by surface reconnaissance or field testing.
The margins of wetlands and slightly elevated areas next to wet
areas were the primary locations of tests. Much of the property
was probably under water, or at least too wet to be habitable,
prior to the draining of the area by Hamilton Disston's dredging
and canal building projects in the last quarter of the nineteenth
century. Recognizing that humans may have lived in the area
during the late Pleistocene, when the sea level was lower and the
land higher and drier, we could not ignore the wet areas;
however, the major emphasis was directed at areas of higher
elevation.

Test units were 50 X 50 cm square, ranged from 43 to 117 cm in
depth, and averaged over 100 cm deep. They were dug at
systematic intervals of 10 to 100 m in some areas, while other
locations were subjected to judgmental testing where the test
pits were dug in a random pattern in areas where we thought there
was a good chance of finding sites. The test locations were
plotted on aerial photographs (1:300) which are on file at the
University of South Florida, Tampa, as are the field notes and
other project related information. Because the property is
large, a map indicating the locations of the tests will not be
included in this report.

Photographs were taken of different field activities.

All soil was screened through a 1/4 inch screen. Observations
regarding soil stratigraphy, soil condition, pit depth,
surrounding environment and vegetation, and general observations
on the test unit and the artifacts recovered were recorded. All
of the test pits were backfilled when completed.

Much of the land consists of improved pasture and citrus groves.
Thus, the upper 30 cm has probably been disturbed throughout most
of the property. There were few exposed areas conducive to
surface reconnaissance.

After excavation, all cultural materials were washed, catalogued
and analyzed. These artifacts, except for the four projectile
points on loan from the property owner, are curated at the
Archaeology Laboratory at the University of South Florida. A
discussion of these artifacts can be found in the Survey and Test
Results section of this report.
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We began our survey in the southeast corner of the property in
Section 33. Except for the southern quarter, this entire section
was within the "hatched" zone the DHR considered to be most
sensitive in terms of locating prehistoric or historic sites. We
dug 46 tests in north-south transect lines at 25, 50 and 100 m
intervals. The eastern one-half of the section consists mainly
of peat and has been extensively drained - there was evidence of
terra cotta drainage pipes in some test pits. Two prehistoric
sites were found, but were represented by only one flake each.
These sites (8-0r-2183 and 8-0r-2184) (Figure 4) are discussed in
the Survey and Test Results-—Prehistoric section of this report.
We were told of a burial mound in Section 33, and although it is
off the lLake Hart property, a Florida Master Site File form was
completed for the site and submitted to the DHR.

A small area in the southern half of the southeast quarter of
Section 28 was included in the DHR's hatched area which borders
Lake Hart on the south. Five tests were dug with negative
results.

Section 32 was tested next. The property owner, Mr. Bradshaw,
and his foreman, Mr. Ayers, directed us to a prehistoric site. A
considerable amount of surface material was found scattered over
an area approximately 50 by 50 m. We dug 21 test pits in the
area where the surface artifacts were found, but recovered
cultural material in only one of these tests. The surface
material and four projectile points from the site loaned to us by
Mr. Bradshaw are discussed in the Survey and Test Results—-—
Prehistoric section of this report. The site has been designated
number 8-0r-2182 (Figure 4).

Section 29 was the next to be examined. Although none of it was
within the DHR delineated sensitive area, 15 test pits were dug
along what appeared to be a slightly elevated area adjacent to a
cypress pond. No cultural materials were found in any of these
units.

In Section 30, we dug six test pits along two large cypress swamps.
The area was low and nothing was found. We then examined a higher
area around a cypress pond in the northwest quarter of the
southwest quarter of Section 19. Here we dug nine tests, again
with negative results. We alsoc tested a previously recorded site
(8-0r-389) in the northwest quarter of the section, found during
the survey of the railroad corridor. This site was originally
recorded on the basis of one piece of stone (Daniel and

de la Fuente 1981). Nothing was found in our tests.

In Section 18, to the north, we found areas of well-drained soils
next to an area known as Red Lake which covers most of the
northwest one half of the section. Two sites previously recorded
by Daniel and de la Fuente (1981) were located here: 8-0Or-387 and
8-0r-388. We tested these sites as well as other locations in
the area, digging a total of 17 test units. Nothing was found on
the surface or in the test pits. These two Sites were originally
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Figure 4
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reported on the basis of one St. Johns Plain pottery sherd being
found at each site.

A previously recorded site (8-0r-386) was alsc located where the
railroad crosses SR 15 in the extreme northeastern part of
Section 18 and the extreme northwestern part of Section 17. We
tested this area, digging 12 test pits with negative results.

To the north in Section 8 we dug six test pits in a slightly
higher area near the juncture of SR 15 and Moas Park Road.
No cultural materials were found in the tests.

In Section 16, to the east we dug nine tests on three sides of a
citrus grove which is not part of the survey tract, and six test
pits long a slightly elevated ridge running north-south, slightly
west of the center of the section. Nothing was found. From
there we moved south to Lake Hart and dug seven test units along
the edge of the lake, and then moved approximately 200 m north of
the lake where we dug six tests in the area surrounding an
abandoned corral. Again, no cultural materials were found in the
tests.

To the south of Section 16 in Section 21, we dug three tests
along the edge of Lake Hart in what appeared to be a slightly
elevated area. It was wet, and no artifacts were found. Only a
very small portion of this section was within the study area.

Section 9, to the north of Section 16, did not contain any
promising locations, and no testing was done within the survey
tract in that section. We did check the area by pedestrian
reconnaissance for surface artifacts and features.

Next, we moved to the east to Section 15. Most of this section
is low and wet. We dug nine test pits in the northwest corner,
to the south of the railroad corridor, in a higher area near 8-
Or-385, another previously recorded site found during

the railroad corridor survey. Daniel and de la Fuente (1981)
reported this site on the basis of finding one St. Johms Plain
ceramic sherd. Nothing was found in our tests. Section 10, to
the north, was not tested as it appeared to have no likely site
locations. We did walk throughout the area however, to locate
anything of significance. Nothing was found.

Lastly, we looked at Sections 11 and 14 in the northeastern area
of the Lake Hart tract. The western half of Section 14, the only
portion of the section within the survey tract, consisted of
muck, and was not tested, though we dug 25 tests in two different
locations in Section 11. Six of these were in a slightly
elevated area in the southwest quarter of the section where a
mobile home is located. Nothing was found in any of these tests.
The other 19 tests were located in the north central portion of
Section 11 where site 8-0r-—-391 is located. This site was also
found during Daniel and de la Fuente's (1981) survey of the
railroad corridor (Figure 4). The site was reported to be
located along the line which separates Sections 2 and 11. Daniel
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and de la Fuente had its position incorrectly marked on their
Florida Master Site File form. Instead of being located in the NE
1/4 of the NW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 11, it is in the NE 1/4
of the NE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of the Section. Section 2 is not part
of the Lake Hart development area, and thus was not checked.
Daniel and de la Fuente (1981) suggested to the DHR that the site
was significant and the DHR agreed. They found 28 St. Johns
Plain pottery sherds, one St. Johns check stamped pottery sherd,
four chert flakes and one projectile point fragment. Our task
was to delineate the site's boundaries within the Lake Hart
Development property and to obtain further information on the
site. We found some surface material in a disturbed area near a
recently dredged pond and some artifacts in our test pits. More
detailed information on these are reported in the Survey and Test
Results--Prehistoric section of this report, and an updated
Florida Master Site File Form is included in the Appendix.

In summary, the property is low and ranges from poorly to very
poorly drained soils. We dug systematically-placed test pits in
some areas which looked most promising and did non-systematic
(judgmental) testing in others. Three previously unrecorded
prehistoric sites were found. No sites from the historic era
were located.

The architectural survey of the property located eight structures
to record. This survey was done by Ms. Rebecca Spain Schwarz,
and information on that aspect of the Lake Hart archaeological,
architectural, and historical study can be found in the Survey
Results-—-Architectural and Historical section of this report.
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SURVEY AND TEST RESULTS-~-PREHISTORIC

Three prehistoric¢ sites were located and several known sites

were re-examined (Figure 4). Lithic analysis enabled us to trace
the source of the stone to different quarry clusters. These
quarry clusters have been geographically delineated by Upchurch
through the identification of small particles in the stone
(Upchurch et al. 1981). Knowledge of chert origin can aid in
assessing procurement strategies and other economic, seccial, and
technological activities. Projectile point types and ceramics
also enable us to date sites more precisely.

Oone of the three previously unrecorded sites (8-0r-2183) consists
of a single silicified limestone non-decortication flake found at
a depth of 70 cm in test LS-9. The flake was black due to a high
pyrite content. As a result of lithic analysis, it was
determined to have its source in the upper Withlachoochee quarry
c¢luster. The site is in the NW guarter of Section 33 (Figure 4).
Four test pits were dug in cardinal directions from test pit LS-9
with negative results. There seems to be no major activity
associated with this artifact.

The second site (8-Or-2184) also consisted of one artifact, found
at a depth of 65 cm in test pit MJ-2. It is a piece of possibly
thermally altered shatter. The quarry cluster of origin could
not be determined. This site is in the NE quarter of Section 33
(see Figure 4). Four other tests were dug within 10 m of test
pit MJ-2, and nothing was found. Again, the artifact seems to be
an isolated find with no discernible major activity in
association.

The third site (8-0r-2182) (Figure 4) was reported by Mr.

Buster Bradshaw, the property owner. At this site, located in a
cleared grove with good sandy surface exposure, we collected the
following material from the surface:

--28 thermally altered small silicified coral thinning
flakes.

--39 silicified limestone flakes, the origin of which is the
Upper Withlachoochee quarry cluster area.

-- 5 pieces of silicified limestone shatter from the Upper
Withlachoochee quarry cluster area.

—— 5 pieces of thermally altered silicified limestone
shatter, 2 from the Upper Withlachocochee quarry cluster
and 3 from an unknown guarry cluster area.

~~ 4 biface fragments, 2 of them medial margins and 2 of
them hafted bases, all from the Upper Withlachoochee
quarry cluster.

—-— 1 piece of thermally altered silicified coral shatter.

~- 1 silicified limestone flake, Crystal River Formation,
Upper Withlachoochee or Lake Panasoffkee quarry
cluster.

-- 1 cortex covered chunk, Crystal River formation,

Upper Withlachoochee or Lake Panasoffkee
quarry cluster.
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Twenty-one test pits were dug at the site but only one produced
cultural material - test pit MJ-45 produced one silicified
coral thermally altered flake and a silicified limestone flake,
both in the upper 15 c¢m of the test. The silicified limestone
flake is Crystal River Formation material from the Lake
Panasoffkee quarry cluster area.

In addition, Mr. Bradshaw gave us four projectile points
previously found at the site. These can be described as follows:

1) A Florida Archaic Stemmed point, thermally altered
silicified coral, measuring 4.68 cm long, 3.61 cm wide,
and 0.79 cm thick. The edge exhibited crushing/blunting
indicating use against a hard material.

2) A Columbia type projectile point. It was made of
silicified limestone and was not thermally altered. It
measured 8.07 cm long, 3.12 c¢m wide, and 0.75 cm thick.

3) An O'Leno type projectile point. It measured 5.57 cm
long, 3.20 cm wide, and 0.72 cm thick. There was no
thermal alteration, and it was made of silicified limestone.

4) A Florida Archaic Stemmed point, thermally altered and
made of silicified limestone. It measured 6.05 cm long,
3,55 cm wide, and 1.02 cm thick. The stone is from the
Upper Withlachoochee quarry cluster. This specimen was
made from a small blank/large flake. The original dorsal
flake scars and remnant bulb of percussion can still be
identified.

In addition, the ranch foreman, Mr. Robert Ayers, stated that
other projectile points had been collected at the site, but had
been removed from the property by rz;ch hands.

220
With the exception of site 8-0Or—=3%1, no cultural materials were
found at the previously reported sites on the survey tract (it
should be remembered that most of these were reported on the
basis of finding one stone flake or one pottery sherd). At 8-Or-

g;o@aa;'we found two St. Johns Plain pottery sherds and three pieces

of lithic material on the surface. One of the pieces of stone
was a thermally altered silicified coral flake, another was a
large piece of Crystal River Formation silicified limestone from
the Upper Withlachoochee quarry cluster, and the third was a
piece of Crystal River Formation silicified limestone shatter
from the Lake Panasoffkee quarry cluster. Only two of the 19
test pits dug at 8-0r-391 produced artifacts. Test LT-20
contained one fiber tempered sherd found at a depth of 45 cm and
test pit LT-22 produced four well-made plain sand tempered body
sherds at depths of 40 and 50 cm.

SUMMARY:

The single artifacts (flakes) found at sites 8-0r-2183 and 8-0Or-
2184 may represent individual or single episodes of tool
maintenance. The relative scarcity of cultural materials found
at these sites indicates they were not areas of concentrated
activity.
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We believe site 8-0r-2182 is destroyed. The site was apparently
located on a low ridge which was leveled some time ago for
agricultural use. Only one of the 21 test pits produced cultural
material, and the stratigraphy of that test pit indicated that
the upper 75 cm or more of the original sand had been removed.
The hard pan, which should have been located at 100+ cm, was
encountered at around 25 cm in most of these tests.

This site probably would have been both unusual and significant,
containing a considerable amount of waste material (flakes), as
well as finished tools. Although no date can be suggested from
the waste flakes, one of the Florida Archaic Stemmed points could
date to the Middle or Late Archaic Periods (5000-2000 B.C.). The
other Florida Archaic Stemmed point resembles those
representative of the Middle Archaic. The Columbia projectile
point probably dates to the St. Johns IB or IIA Periods, or A.D.
500-1300, and the 0O'Leno point to the same time. We suggest that
the site may have been used by several groups over a long period
of time. No ceramics were found, possibly indicating that the
gsite function did not include ceramic use, or that the site dates
prior to the ceramic period. The Columbia and O'Leno points
indicate otherwise, however, and the best explanation may be that
ceramics exist on the site, but have not been found.

The majority of the stone artifacts at the site consist of

small, non-decortication flakes indicating late stage manufacture
of new tools or maintenance and refurbishing of existing stone
tools.

The two flakes found in test pit MJ-45 were most likely very
close to the surface given the fact that none of the other tests
had any subsurface material. The size of the site is difficult
to project, though the material is scattered over an area
approximately 50 by 50 meters. 1In its original context the depth
would probably not have been more than 75 cm.

As the site was destroyed when the land was leveled it is the
authors' belief that it is not significant due to the loss of
site integrity.

The previously reported site 8-0r-391 was considered significant
by the DHR. We attempted to delineate site boundaries and obtain
additional cultural material. Only two of the 19 test pits
produced artifacts, although some surface material was found.

The area has been cleared for pasture, and we believe that the
site's integrity has been damaged, though probably not destroyed.
Cultural material was found to at least a depth of 50, cm and the
site seems to be extensive, covering as much as 100 X 100 meters
in area. It is the authors' opinion that the site should be
preserved. If that is not possible, however, at least limited
excavation should be conducted prior to destruction.
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SURVEY RESULTS-—-ARCHITECTURAL AND HISTORICAL

of the twenty-one structures located on the Lake Hart Development
tract, only eight, along with their dependency structures, were
recorded on Florida Master Site File forms (Figure 5). The only
ones constructed prior to 1949 which remain in their original
locations, are the barn and two tenant houses located at the end
of Clapp-Sims-Duda Road in Section 33. According to Mr.
Bradshaw, these existed at the time his family purchased the
property between the mid-1940s and mid-1950s. The barn (8-Or-
2174) was probably constructed in the early 1940s using concrete
block for the lower half of the walls and wood drop siding on the
upper half. Each tenant house (8-0r-2175 and 8-0r-2176) appears
to be the result of the joining of two simple wood frame
vernacular gabled houses together with new infill construction
between them. One tenant house is currently occupied; the other
has deteriorated and is presently vacant. Three vehicle sheds
were built nearby in the 1970s using salvaged materials.

Immediately north of Clapp-Sims-Duda Road in Section 33 is a
house which was moved to this location in the 19508 or 1960s from
the family's grove site in Clermont, Florida. Although the
original construction date is unknown, it probably dates back to
the 1930s or 1940s. This wood frame vernacular house is now
vacant and is currently being renovated; windows have been
replaced, porches added, and new roofing installed. A wood shed
is located to the east. The house was given the Florida Master
Site File number 8-0r-2177.

Three other structures, located off Kirby Smith Road in Section
16 were also probably built before 1949. One wood frame
vernacular tenant house (8-0r-2179), now vacant, was also moved
from Clermont in the 1950s. Another tenant house (8-0r-2178),
also moved from Clermont, is currently used to store hay. This
four room rectangular, gabled structure is constructed of wood
frame and drop siding on the west half and concrete block on the
east half. A deteriorating wood barn (8-0r-2180), date of
construction unknown, with vertical board siding, remains near a
contemporary wood frame residence built in the early to mid-
1960s. Another deteriorating structure, located at the edge of
one of the pastures, is composed of concrete block on the east
half and wood frame on the west half. Construction date and
original use are also unknown for this site, numbered 8-Or-2182.

The Twin Pines Horse Stables (Section 30), located on the west
side of Narcoossee Road (SR 15) were first constructed in the
early 1960s8. The east building, a concrete block stable, was
built in 1960. Three other stables and a "hot walker" were built
in 1961.

More detailed information and photographs regarding the eight
structures constructed prior to 1949 is included in the Florida
Master Site File forms in the Appendix. Additional photographs
were taken of the Twin Pines Horse Stables and the vehicle
storage sheds at the end of Clapp-Sims-Duda Rcad. These are
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Figure 5.

Historic Structure Locations.
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provided as general reference for the Florida Division of
Historical Resources and are not included in this report.

Most of the buildings constructed prior to 1949 are deteriorating
or have been altered considerably from their original
configuration. With the exception of the two structures
constructed half of concrete block and half of wood frame, all
are typical examples of rural residences, barns, and sheds found
throughout Florida. None appear significant or eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The approximately 7,000 acre Lake Hart property was subjected to
a general surface reconnaissance and 196 test pits were dug in
appropriate areas in an attempt to find evidence of prehistoric
or historic period occupation or utilization.

The DHR delineated approximately 900 acres as being sensitive

in terms of the likelihood of finding prehistoric and historic
sites. Using their guidelines and a survey strategy of our own
based on information about the location of known sites in the
area, past environmental circumstances, soils, elevation, and
water, we concentrated our subsurface tests in areas most likely
to have evidence of aboriginal use or occupation. Mr. Bradshaw
also provided information on the location of one unrecorded site.

We found three unrecorded prehistoric sites and re-examined five
previously recorded ones, one of which was considered significant
by the DHR.

The three new sites are:

8-0r-2182 (Bradshaw site) - 84 pieces of stone were
collected on the surface and analyzed as to the presence
or absence of thermal alteration, quarry cluster, and
usewear. In addition, Mr. Bradshaw loaned us four
projectile points found at the site. The points suggest
a date of from the Middle Archaic to St. Johns IIA (5000
B.C. to A.D. 1300). Nineteen subsurface test pits
produced only two flakes in the upper level of one test
pit. No ceramics were found. The site's integrity was
destroyed when the low ridge on which it was located was
leveled some time ago, and thus, we do not believe that
it is significant in terms of National Register of
Historic Places criteria.

8-0r-2183 -~ This site consists of only one flake.
Additional tests dug within 10 m of where the flake was
found produced negative results. We do not believe the
site is significant.

8-0r-2184 - This site also produced only one flake.
Four additional tests dug within 10 m of the flake
produced no results. We do not believe the site is
significant.

In addition we examined four areas where previously recorded

sites are located (8-Or-386, 8-0r-387, 8-0Or-388, and 8-Or-389)

and found nothing. These sites were located in the early 1980s
when an archaeological and historical survey was conducted along

a railroad corridor which now runs through the northwest corner of

the Lake Hart property. Daniel and de la Fuente (1981), the survey

archaeologists, did not believe the sites to be significant, and
we agree with their assessment.
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Lastly, we checked 8-0r-391, which was considered significant by
Daniel and de la Fuente (1981), and for which the DHR recommended
avoidance. We dug 21 test pits, two of which produced cultural
materials, and collected some material on the surface. Although
the site has been disturbed by clearing and £ill to a depth of
approximately 30 cm, we agree that the site meets the criteria
for listing on the National Register of Historic Places, and
should be preserved, Should preservation not be possible, the
site should be examined more intensively. Although some
integrity was lost during the earlier clearing and filling, the
cultural materials indicate that the site could contribute
important information to the prehistory of the area. No stone
tools have been recovered, but the ceramics indicate that the
site was used either continuously or intermittently from the
Orange to the St. Johns IIC periods, from approximately 2000 B.C.
to the mid 15008 A.D.

The architectural and historical survey included the assessment
of 21 standing structures on the property. Only eight of these
structures were built prior to 1949, and five of those were moved
onto the property in the 1950s and 1960s. Florida Master Site
File forms were completed for these eight sites. The three
structures built on the property consist of a barn and two tenant
houses. We do not believe any of these are historically or
architecturally significant, and none meets the criteria for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

In summary, the data obtained from this survey, testing, and
research has contributed to our knowledge of the early history
and prehistory of the state and the area, but we believe that,
with the exception of site 8-0r-391, further archaeological,
architectural, and historical research would produce little or no
additional significant information.

It is the authors' recommendation that site 8-0r-391 should be
avoided, but that the rest of the planned Lake Hart Development
can proceed without any impact to any significant archaeological,
architectural, or historical resources.
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Acer rubrum

Asclepias curassavica
Carex albolutescens
Carex leptalea
Cinnamomum camphora
Cirsium horridulum
Dioscorea bulbifera
Eupatorium capillifolium
Fumaria officinalis
Galium tinctorium
Imperata cylindrica
Juncus effusus

Lantana camara
Linaria canadensis
Melinis repens

Nyssa sylvatica
Paspalum notatum
Paspalum urvillei
Passiflora incarnate
Philadelphus inodorus
Phyla nodiflora

Psidium cattleianum
Ricinus communis
Sagittaria latifolia
Sapium sebiferum
Senecio glabellus
Solanum viarum
Sporobolus indicus
Stenotaphrum secundatum
Syngonium podophyllum
Taxodium distichum
Tillisandia usneoides
Urena lobata
Xanthosoma sagittifolium

Appendix E
Master Species List

Flora

Red Maple

Scarlet Milkweed
Greenwhite Sedge
Bristly-stalked Sedge
Camphor Tree
Purple Thistle

Air Potato
Dogfennel

Drug Fumintory, Earthsmoke
Stiff Marsh Bedstraw
Cogon Grass

Soft Rush

Lantana, Shrub Verbena
Blue Toadflax

Natal grass
Blackgum
Bahiagrass
Vaseygrass

Passion Flower Vine
Summer Dogwood
Frog-fruit
Strawberry Guava
Castorbean

Duck Potato

Chinese Tallow
Butterweed

Tropical Soda Apple
Smutgrass

St. Augustinegrass
Arrowhead Vine
Bald Cypress
Spanish moss

Ceasar Weed
Elephant Ear



Aix sponsa

Cardinalis cardinalis
Cathartes aura
Coragyps atratus
Dendroica palmarum
Dryocopus pileatus
Eudocimus albus
Falco sparverius

Grus canadensis
Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Meleagris gallopavo
Mycteria americana
Nephila clavipes
Odocoileus virginianus
Sciurus niger shermani
Turdus migratorius

Fauna

Wood Duck

Northern Cardinal
Turkey Vulture

Black Vulture

Palm Warbler

Pileated Woodpecker
White Ibis

American Kestrel
Sandhill Crane

Bald Eagle

Wild Turkey

Wood Stork

Golden Silk Orbweaver
White-tailed Deer
Shermans Fox Squirrel
American Robin



Appendix C
Canal C-294 Conservation Easement

Ciokrsl Natural Resources Evaluation

awmority  Osceola Parkway Extension
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CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA FLOOD

CONTROL DESTRIECT

¥ X K %KX ¥ XXX FEE KRR *

LAND DEPARTMENT
LAND ACCUISITICN RECORD

COLOR LEGEND

Pencil Number

T.I.I.F. Fee Lands - Surface Easement
[B17] T.I.1.F. Fee Lands - Deed

T.I.I.F. Murphy Lands - Surface Easement
State School Board - Surface Easement

845 Board of State Institutions - Dedication

Everglades Drainage District and County - Deed

866 | Everglades Drainage District - Deed
E\'.rerglades Drainage District (Murphy Exchange) - Deed
| gul] County - Deed

Sub-Drainage District - Deed (Hatchover Basic Color)

Condemnation - Final Decree

—heed_frop Tt sndore

B —
Deed from Individual - St

wzz2
[B1g]
E=
(88 ]

Individual Easement

Easement - State Road Department

817 T.I.I.F. - Rights in Reservations

R

State School Board - Rights in Reservations
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Form No. 45 INTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLC DA
FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT

“T# N{E MW L/ a—
_ MNEAAL 4 AU
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SHW cle S SE
EE— NTE NW ME —
|
SIA- LAKE HAET SiE
———StW—— SiE SiE
Pl <] I J 28| 27
TS 33 ) 33L 34
{WI Retorded
Grantor Description F.C.D. Inst. Date Book-Page
TIIF (Deed No. 24407) 3176 R/W Esmt. 12/1/66 1600-751

All that part of the lake bottom lands of Lake Hart in Sec. 28-24-31, Orange County, lying within
bndrs. of fol. spec. desc. land: From a 5"x5" concrete monument marking the SW cor. of GL 4 of sd.
Sec. 28, bear S. 89°26'54" E. along the S. / of sd. Sec. 28, a dis. of 484.15' to the pob; Th., cont
S. 89@36'54™ E. along sd. S. /, a dis. of 280.03'; Th., N. 0°19'00" W. a dis. of 24.21'; Th., N. 69°
30'00" E. a dis. of 315.82'; Th., N. 20°30'00" W. a dis. of 130.00'; Th., S. 69°30'00" W. a dis. of
300.00'; Th., N. 0°19'00" W. a dis. of 651.33'; Th., S. 89°41'00" W. a dis. of 160.00'; Th., S.0°19°'
00™ E. a dis. of 650.00'; Th., due W. a dis. of 300.00'; Th., due S. a dis. of 115.00'; Th., due E.
a dis. of 210.64'; Th., S. 0°19'00"E. a dis. of 34.30"'" to the pob.

C. E. Bradshaw, a/k/a Charles E. Bradshaw, et ux 3312 ED 8/24/67 1667-245

All that part of GL 4, Sec. 28-24-31, Orange County, lying S'ly of Lake Hart & within bndries. of
fol. spec. desc. land: From a 5x5 concrete monument marking SW cor. of sd. GL 4, bear S. 89°26'54"
E. along S. / of sd. Sec. 28, also being S. / of sd. GL 4, a dis. of 484.15' to pob; Th., cont. S.
89°26'54" E. along sd. S. /, a dis. of 280.03'; Th., N. 0°19'00" W. a dis. of 24.21"; Th., N. 69°30°"
00" E. a dis. of 315.82'; Th., N. 20°30'00" W. a dis. of 130.00'; Th., S. 69°30'00" W. a dis. of
300.00*; Th., N. 0°19'00" W. a dis. of 651.35'; Th., S. 89°41'00" W. a dis. of 160.00'; Th., 8. 0°19
00" E. a dis. of 650.00'; Th., W. a dis. of 300.00'; Th. S. a dis. of 115.00'; Th., E. a dis. of
210.64"; Th., S. 0°19'00" E. a dis. of 34.30' to the pob.

Scale 1 mquals 800' Section 28-24-31
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Iorm No. 45 NTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLC( DA
FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT
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Recorded
Grantor Description F.C.D. Inst. Date  Book-Page
County of Orange 3197 ED 3/20/67 1620-778

A parcel of land in SE% of Sec. 33-24-31, Orange Co., lying within R/W for that certain rd.,
locally known as Duda Rd.; sd. parcel of land being more spec. desc. as fol.: From a 5x5 concrete
monument marking SW cor. of SE% of sd. Sec. 33, bear N. 1°00'25" W., along W. / of SE% of sd. Sec.
33, a dis. of 1,320.42' to the intersec. thereof with S'ly R/W / of sd. Duda Rd.; Th., S. 89°55'38"
E., along sd. S'ly R/W /, a dis. of 125.69' to pob; Th., cont. 'S. 89°55'38" E., along sd. S'ly R/W
/, a dis. of 323.50'; Th., N. 16°41'00" E., a dis. of 62.61' to the intersec. thereof with the
N'ly R/W / of sd. Duda Rd.; Th., N. 89°55'38" W., along sd. N'ly R/W /, a dis. of 323.50'; Th.,

S. 16°41'00" W., a dis. of 62.61' to the pob.

Citizens National Bank of Orlando, Ancillary Admin., / 3493 oT 9/5/67

CTA, of Estate of Frank A. Adamucci

P-4: A parcel of land in that part of S% of Sec. 33-24-31, lying S'ly of R/W for that certain rd.
Tocally known as Duda Rd.; sd. parcel being more spee. desc. as fol.: From a 5x5 concrete monument
marking the SE cor. of SW4j of sd. Sec. 33, bear S. 89°53'26"™ W. along S. / of sd. Sec. 33, a dis. of
73.17' to pob; Th., cont. S. 89°53'26" W. along sd. S. /, a dis. of 193.30'; Th., N. 21°16'00" E. a
dis. of 682.31'; Th., N. 68°44'00" W. a dis. of 60.00'; Th., N. 21°16'00" E. a dis. of 85.00'; Th.,
S. 68°44'00" E. a dis. of 47.04'; Th,, N. 16°41'00" E. a dis. of 627.47' to intersec. thereof with
S. R/W / of sd. Duda Rd.; Th., S. 89°55'38" E. along sd. S. R/W /, a dis. of 245.23'; Th., S. 16°
41'00" W. a dis. of 65.00'; Th., N. 89°55'38" W. a dis. of 46.96'; Th., S. 16°41'00" W. a dis. of
237.23'; Th., S. 73°19'00" E. a dis. of 45.00'; Th., S. 16°41'00" W. a dis. of 90.00'; Th., N. 73°
19'00" West, a dis. of 45.00'; Th., S. 16°41'00" W. a dis. of 200.00'; Th., S. 21°16'00" W. a dis.
of 230.00'; Th., S. 68°44'00" E. a dis. of 10.00'; Th., S. 21°16'00" W. a dis. of 573.65" to pob.

Scale i Equals 800! Section 33-24-31



Recorded
Grantor Description F.C.D. # Instrument Date Book-Page

C. E. Bradshaw, a/k/a Charles E. Bradshaw, et ux 3312 ED 8/24/67 1667-245

A parcel of land in that part of Ws of Es of Sec. 33-24-31, Orange County, lying N'ly of the R/W fo
that certain rd. locally known as Duda Rd.; sd. parcel being more spec. desc. as fol.: From a 5x5
concrete monument marking the NW cor. of the NE%4 of sd. Sec. 33, bear S. 89°26'54" E. along the N. ,
of sd. Sec. 33, a dis. of 484.15'; Th., S. 0°19'00" E. a dis. of 220.70'; Th., N. 89°41'00" E., a
dis. of 80.00' to the pob; Th., S. 0°19'00" E. a dis. of 761.11'; Th., S. 8°00'00" W. a dis. of
253.34%'; Th., S. 0°53'00" W. a dis. of 1373.54'; Th., S. 6°20'00" W. a dis. of 120.00'; Th, S. 89°
00'00"™ W. a dis. of 45.00'; Th., S. 6°20'00" W. a dis. of 65.00"; Th., N. 89°00'00" E. a dis. of
45.,00'; Th., S. 6°20'00" W. a dis. of 808.31"' to the poc of a curve to the right, having a C/A of
10°21'00"™ & a radius of 1875'; Th., SW'ly along the arc of sd. curve, a dis. of 338.70" to the end
of sd. curve; Th., S. 73°19'00" E. a dis. of 20.00'; Th., S. 16°41'00" W. a dis. of 205.00'; Th., N
89°55'38" W. a dis. of 62.61'; Th., S. 16°41'00" W. a dis. of 54.08"' to the intersec. thereof with
the N'ly R/W / of sd. Duda Rd.; Th., S. 89°55'38" E. along sd. N'ly R/W /, a dis. of 276.54"; Th., I
16°41'00" E. a dis. of 83.48'; Th., N. 89°55'38" W. a dis. of 41.74'; Th., N. 16°41'00'" E. a dis. o!
67+.48'; Th., N. 0°53'00" E. a dis. of 2209.12"; Th., N. 8°00'00" E. a dis. of 255.13'; Th., N. 0°l!
00" W. a dis. of 773.47'; Th., S. 89°41'00" W. a dis. of 170.00' to pob. ALSO, a parcel of land in
W5 of NEY of sd. Sec. 33, sd. parcel being more spec. desc. as fol.: from a 5x5 concrete monument
marking the NW cor. of the NE% of sd. Sec. 33, bear S. 89°26'54" E. along N. / of sd. Sec. 33, a
dis. of 484.15' to the pob; Th., cont. S. 89°26'54" E. along sd. M. /, a dis. of 280.03'; Th., S. O
19'00" E. a dis. of 16.46'; Th., S. 89°41'00" W. a dis. of 280.00'; Th., N. 0°19'00"W. a dis. of
20.70" to the pob.

C. E. Bradshaw, a/k/a Charles E. Bradshaw, et ux 3313 WD 8/24/67 1667-248

A parcel of land in W5 of NEY4 of Sec. 33-24-31, Orange County, more spec. desc. as fol.: From 5x5

concrete monument marking NW cor. of NE} of sd. Sec. 33, bear S. 89°26'54™ K. along N. / of sd. Sec
33, a dis. of 484.15'; Th., S. 0°19'00" E. a dis. of 20.70' to the pob; Th., cont. S. 0°19'00" E. a
dis. of 200.00'; Th., N. 89°41'00" E. a dis. of 280.00'; Th., N. 0°19'00" W. a dis. of 200.00"'; Th.
S. 89°41'00" W. a dis. of 280.00' to pob.

Glen G. Henson et al 3473 FJ 4/15/69 1827-307

P-4, Same as QT above.

Section 33-24-31
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Recorded
Grantor Description F.CD. Inst. Date Book-Page
L. Carl Tyson, a/k/a Lawrence Carl Tyson, et ux 3320 ED 7/10/67 166-453

All that part of Lot 5 & all that part of that certain 20' rd. or st. lying N'ly of & adjacent to sd
Lot 5, Sec. 4-25-31, New Map of Narcoossee, PB: 1-73, Osceola County, lying within bndries. of fol.
spec. desc. land: From a 5x5 concrete monument marking NE cor. of NW4 of sd. See. 4, bear S. 89°53'
26" W. along N. / of sd. Sec. 4. also being N. / of sd. New Map of Narcoossee, a dis. of 73.17' to
pob; Th., cont. S. 89°53'26" W. along sd. /, a dis. of 193.30"; Th., S. 21°16'00" W. a dis. of
889.39"; Th., S. 19°08'00" W. a dis. of 601.30'; Th., S. 70°52'00" E. a dis. of 150.00'; Th., N. 19°
08'00" E. a dis. of 447.95"; Th., S. 70°52'00" E. a dis. of 30.00'; Th., N. 19°08'00"™ E. a dis. of
150.00"; Th., N. 21°16'00" E. a dis. of 956.50' to the pob.

- N Vo

Anne Palmer Fell & E. Nelson Fell (& “(7-55 4 27 or  8/i8/67 33— AT
Srz2g/ 70

E:%: All that part of Lake Ajay in Seec. 4-25-31, lying within bndries. of fol. desc. land From a
5x5 concrete monument marking the NE cor. of NW4 of sd. See. 4, bear S. 89°53'26'" W. along N. / of
sd. Sec. 4, a dis. of 73.17' to pob; Th., cont. S. 89°53'26" W. along sd. /, a dis. of 193.30'; Th.,
S. 21°16'00" w. a dis. of 889.39'; Th., S. 19°08'00" W. a dis. of 601,30"; Th., S. 70°52'00" E. a
dis. of 150.00'; Th., N. 19°08'00" E. a dis. of 447.95"'; Th., S. 70°52'00" E. a dis. of 30.00'; Th.,
N. 19°08°00" E. a dis. of 150.00'; Th., N. 21°16'00" E. a dis. of 956.50' to the pob.

Scale 1" Equals 800 Section 4.25-31
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Grantor Description ¥.C.D. Inst. Date Book-Page
Ajey Lske Properties, Inc., a Fla. corp. 1378 FD T=1-5T 12-84

trip of land 400' wide extending through all of Lot 5, New Map of Narcoossee, 5/D in Sec. 4=25-31,
PB 1~73%& T4, Osceola County, Fla., & extending through reclaimed lake bottam lands lying between
8'1y boundary of sd. Lot 5 & waters of Ajay Iake: Sd. 400' strip of land lying 200' on each side
of ¢ of proposed improvement to Lake Hart-Ajay Iake Canal. Sd. ¢ to follow as near as possible

¢ of existing channel of lake Hart-Ajay Lake Canal & S'ly extention thereof into open waters of

Ajay lake.

Scale 1" Equals 800' Section L-p5-31
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THIS INSTRUMENT WAS PREPARED BY Rec 3300 bac o

AND SHOULD BE RETURNED TO:

William A. Beckett, Esquire
Lowndes, Drosdick, Doster, Kantor
Reed, Professional Association

North Eola Drive
Post Office Box 2809
Orlando, Florida 32802.2800

REED OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT
01“\
THIS DEED OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT is given this L_ day of
Mary/ . 1999, by GCB ASSOCIATES, LTD,, a Fiorida iimited psrinership
5840-C, shuth Semoran Boulevard, Qrlando, Florida 32822 ("Grantor") to the SOUTH
FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT ("Grantee"). As used hetein, the term
Grantor shall include any and all heirs, successors or assigns of the Grantor, and all

subsequent owners of the “Property" (as hereinafter defined) and the term Grantee shall
include any successor or assignee of Grantee.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the Grantor is the owner of certain lands situated in Orange Counly,
Florida, and more specifically described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated
herein ("Property"); and

WHEREAS, the Grantor desires to construct World Gateway Phase 2 ("Project") at
a site in Orange County, which is subject to the regulatory jurisdiction of South Florida
Water Management District ("District™); and

Y
WHEREAS, District Permit No. 48-00922-P ("Permit") authorizes certain activities
which affect surface waters inor of the State of Fiorida; and

WHEREAS, this Pemit requires that the Grantor preserve and/or mitigate wetlands
under the District's jurisdiction; and

133020-1
(Rev. 12/3/98)
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** ' WHEREAS, the Grantor has developed and proposed as part of the Pemit
conditions & conservation tract and maintenance buffer Involving preservation of certain

wetland and/or upland systems on the Property; and S6 Po 1317
: onug:xnnse'@o FL 1999-0221134

WHEREAS, the Grantor, in considsration of the consent granted by the Permit, is
agresable to granting and securing to the Grantes a perpetual conservation easement as
defined in Section 704.08, Florida Statutes (1995); over the Property.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the issuance of the Permit to construct and
operate the permitted activity, and as an inducement to Grantee in issuing the Permit,
togather with other good and valuable consideration, the adequacy and receipt of which
is hereby acknowledged, Grantor hereby grants, creates, and establishes a perpetual
conservation easement for and in favor of the Grantee upon the Property which shall run
with the land and be binding upon the Grantor, and shall remain in full force and effect
forever.

The scope, nature, and character of this Conservation Easement shall be as follows:

1. Itis the purpose of this Conservation Easement to retain land or water areas
in their natural, vegetative, hydrologic, scenic, open, agricultural or wooded condition and
o retain such areas as suitable habitat for fish, plants or wildiife. Those wetiand and/or
upland areas inciuded in this Conservation Easement which are to be enhanced or Created
pursuant to the Permit shall be retained ang maintained in the enhanced or created
conditions required by the Permit.

To carry out this purpose, the following rights are conveyed to Grantee by this
eassment;

a. To enter upon the Property at reasonable times with any necessary
equipment or vehicles to enforce the rights herein granted in a manner that will not
unreasonably interfers with the use and quiet enjoyment of the Property by Grantor at the
time of such entry; and

b. To enjoin any activity on or use of the Property that is inconsistent with
this Conservation Easement and to enforce the restoration of such areas or features of the
Property that may be damaged by any inconsistent activity or use.

2. Except for restoration, creation, enhancement, maintenance and monitoring
activities, or surface water management improvements, which are permitted or required
by the permit, the following activities are prohibited in or on the Property;

13302041
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' a. Construction of placing of buildings, roeds, 8igns, billboards of other
advertising, utilities, of other structures on of above the ground;

b, - Dumping of placing of soil or other substance or material as tandfill,
ot dumping or placing of trash, waste, Of unsightly of offensive materials,
c. Removal of destruction of trees, shrubs, or other vegetation, except
{or the removal of exotic vegelation in accordance with a District approved maintenance
plan; o Bk 5756 P 1318
grange Co FL 1499-0221 134

d. Excavation, dredging. of removal of loam. peat, gravel, soil, rock, of
other material substance in such manner as to affect the surface.

e Surface use except for purposes {hat permit the land or water area 10
ramain in its natural condition:

f. Activities detrimental to drainage, flood control, watef consefvation,
erosion contrel, soil conservation, of fish and wildlife habitat preservation including, but not

limited to, ditching, diking and fencing;

g. Acls or uses detrimental to such aforementioned retention of fand of
water areas;

h. Acts oruses which are detrimental to the preservalion of any features
or aspects of the Property having historical of archaeological significance.

3. Grantor reserves all rights as owner of the Propefly, including the right to
engage in uses of the Propery {hat are not prohibited herein and which aré not
inconsistent with any District rule, criteria, permit and the intent and purposes of this
Conservation Easement.

4. No right of access by the general public to any portion of the Property is
conveyed by this Conservation Easement.

5. Grantee shall not be responsible for any costs or liabilities related to the

operation, upkeep of maintenance of the Property.

8. Grantor shall pay any and all real property taxes and assessments levied by
competent authority on the Property.

113020-1
{Rev. 12/3198)
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7. Anycosts incurred In enforcing, judicially or otherwise, the terms, provisions

and restrictions of this Conservation Easement shall be bomne by and recoverable against

the non-prevailing party in such proceedings. -

' m O ORugknﬁ?ﬁ:;sﬁ. 8000221 134
8. Enforcement of the terms, provisions. restrictions of this Conservation

Easement shall be at the reasonable discretion of Grantee, and any forbearance on behalf

of Grantee to exercise its rights hereunder in the event of any breach hereof by Grantor,

shall not be deemed or construed to be a waiver of Grantee's rights hereunder.

9. Grantee will hold this Conservatlion Easement exclusively for conservation
purposes. Grantee will not assign its rights and obligations under this Conservation
Easement except to another organization qualified to hold such interests under the
applicable state laws.

10.  Ifany provision of this Conservation Easement or the application thereof to
any person or circumstances is found to be invalid, the remainder of the provisions of this
Conservation Easement shall not be aflected thereby, as long as the purpose of the
Conservation Easement is preserved.

1. Grantor shall insert the terms and restrictions ofthis Conservation Easement
in any subsequent deed or other legal instrument by which Grantor divests itself of any
interest in the Property.

12, Allnatices, consents, approvais or other communications hereunder shaft be
in writing and shall be deemed properly given if sent by United States certified mail, return
receipt requested, addressed to the appropriate party or successor-in-interest.

13.  ThisConservation Easement may be amended. altered, released or revoked
only by written agreement between the parties hereto or their heirs, assigns or
successors-in-interest, which shall be filed in the public records in Qrange County.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto Grantee forever. The covenants, terms, conditions,
restrictions and purpose imposed with this Conservation Easement shal! be binding upon
Grantor, and shall continue as a servitude running in perpetuity with the Property.

Granter hereby covenants with said Grantee that Grantor is lawfully seized of said
property in fee simple; that the Property is free and clear of all encumbrances that are
inconsistent with the terms of this Conservation Easement and all morigages have been
joined or subordinated; that Grantor has good right and lawfu! authority to convey this
Conservation Easement; and that it hereby fully warrants and defends the title to the
Conservation Easement hereby conveyed against the lawful claims of all persons
whomsoever.

133020-t
{Rev. 12/3/98) 4

i




'..'} 1
v

-~ 0 INWITNESS WHEREOF, _GNNJBM has hereunto set its authorized hand
this{O®_ day of JAmy 1999,

5756 P 1320
ORU'B‘I;““ Co FL 1999-0221134

Signed, sealed and delivered GCB ASSOCIATES, LTD., a Florida limited
in our presence as witnesses partnership

BY: SPARKNIGHT (U1.5.), INC.
Genergl Partner

L

EL e SANTS By: _
Print Name: Print Name:Jajen_Ee Liew
Title:_fregidioh
Print Narne:

133020.]
(Rev. [2/3/98) 5
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OR Bk 5756 P391321

* 'STATE OF FLORIDA Drange Co Fl. 1999-0221134
' ) 88:
COUNTY OF L avise
2
On this 10" day of _ /11 , 1999 before me, the undersigned notary
public, personally appeared Chgd {iced . personally known to me to be

the person who subscribed to the foregoing instrument and did not take an oath, as the
{position) _{. % 3.4 . of SPARKNIGHT (U.8.), INC., a florida corporation, as
General Partner of GCB ASSOCIATES, LTD., 2 Florida limited partnership, on behaif of
the fimited parinership, and acknowledged that he executed the same on behalf of said

corporation and that he was duly authorized to do so.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | hereunto set my hand and official seal.

f'ﬁr/ A

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF FLORIDA s e e
L7700 F g g e T

Print Name: LT

My Commission Expires: L2 95 L e w T

Date:___ 5 ~ic - 59 e L

South Florida Water Manage Digtrict

Legal Form Approved:
LDate: Jan 23199

133020-1
(Rev. 12/3/98) 6
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION: (Mitigation Area) Recorded ~ Martha O. Haynie

A portion of Section 33, Township 24 South, Range 31 East, Orange County, Florida, being
descibed as follows:

Commence at the North 1/4 corner of said Section 33; thence run S 00°59'41" E. along the North -
South center section line of said Section 33, a distance of 1,525.92 feet for a point of beginning,
thence departing said North - South center section line run N. 89°39'53" E. 503.35 fest to the
westerly line of Canal - 29A of Central and Southern Florida Flood Control District Easement, as
recorded in Official Records Book 1667, Page 245, of the Public Records of Orange County, Florida;
thence run along said westerly line the following courses and distances; S. 00°53'00" W. 1,084,72
feet: thence S. 06°20100" W. 120.00 feet, thence § 89°00'00" W. 45.00 feet; thence S. 06°20'00" W.
65.00 feet; thence N. $9°00'00" E. 45.00 feet: thence S. 06°2000" V. 808.31 feet to the point of
curvature of a concave westerly and having a radius of 1,875.00 feet; thence run southerly along the
arc of said curve 338.70 feet through a central angle of 10°21'00" 10 & point on said curve; thence
run radially S. 73°19'00" E. 20.00 feet: thence S. 16°41°00" W, 205.00 feet: thence N. 89°55'38" W.
62.61 feet; thence S. 16°41'00" W. 63.06 feet to the northerly right-of-way line of Clapp-Simms-
Duda Road (a 60.00 foot wide right-of-way as it is now established); thence departing the aforesaid
westerly line of Canal - 29A, run S. 88°40'03" W. along said northesly right-of-way line 142.86 feet;
thence N. 89°38'50" W. along said northerly right-of-way line 1,434.05 feet; thence departing said
nontherly fight-of-way line run N. 00°55°00" E. 2,660.46 feet; thence N. 89°59'53" E. 1,346.67 feet
to the point of beginning.

118074-1
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) INSTR 20080114246
AND SHOULD BE RETURNED TO: OR BK @39607 PG 1672 PGS=7
William A. Beckett, Esquire MARTHA O. HAYMIE, COMPTROLLER
Lowndes, Drosdick, Doster, Kantor ORANGE COUNTY, FL
Reed, Professional Association B2/22/20888 11:21:59 AN
»%215 North Eola Drive REC FEE 61.60
Post Office Box 2809

Orlando, Florida 32802-2809

DEED OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT

THIS DEED OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT is given this ] ] th day of August, 2007, by GCB
ASSOCIATES, LTD., a Florida limited partnership, whose address is 5760 South Semoran Boulevard, Orlando, Florida
32822 (“Grantor™), to the SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT (“Grantee™). As used herein, the
term Grantor shall include any successor or assignee of the Grantor, and the term Grantee shall include any successor or
assignee of Grantee.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Grantor is the owner of a portion of certain lands or an interest in certain lands situated in Orange
County, Florida, which collectively comprise the entire property more specifically described in Exhibit “A” attached hereto
and incorporated herein by reference (“Property”); and

WHEREAS, Grantor has constructed Phase I of the World Gateway Project (“Project™) at a site in Orange
County, which is subject to the regulatory jurisdiction of the South Florida Water Management District (“District”), the
U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers (“Corps”) and the Department of the Army Permit No. 199406131; and

WHEREAS, District Surface Water Management or Wetland Resource Permit No. 48-00866-S and U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers Permit No. 19940613 1(IP-ME) (“Permits™) authorize activities which affect surface waters in or of the
State of Florida; and

WHEREAS, these Permits require that Grantor preserve and/or mitigate wetlands under the District’s jurisdiction,
and

WHEREAS, Grantor has developed and proposed as part of the permit conditions a conservation tract and
maintenance buffer involving preservation of certain wetland and/or upland systems on the Property; and

WHEREAS, the Grantor, in consideration of the consent granted by the Permits, is agreeable to granting and
securing to the Grantee a perpetual conservation easement as defined in Section 704.06, Florida Statutes (2006), over the
Property.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the issuance of the Permits to construct and operate the
permitted activity, and as inducement to Grantee in issuing the Permit, together with other good and valuable
consideration, the adequacy and receipt which is hereby acknowledged, Grantor hereby grants, creates, and
establishes a perpetual conservation easement for the Grantee upon the Property, which shall run with the land
and be binding upon the Grantor, its heirs, successors and assigns (hereinafter “Grantor”) and shall remain in full
force and effect forever.

The scope, nature, and character of this conservation easement shall be as follows:

1. It is the purpose of the conservation easement to retain land or water areas in their natural,

Book9607/Page1672 CFN#20080114246 Page 1 of 7



vegetative, hydrologic, scenic, open, agricultural or wooded condition and to retain such areas as suitable habitat
for fish, plants or wildlife. Those wetlands and/or upland areas included in the conservation easement which are
to be enhanced or created pursuant to the permit shall be retained and maintained in the enhanced or created
conditions required by the permit.

To carry out this purpose, the following rights are conveyed to Grantee by this easement:

a. Grantee and the Corps may enter upon the Property at reasonable times to enforce the
rights herein granted in a manner that will not unreasonably interfere with the use and quiet enjoyment of the
Property by Grantor at the time of such entry; and

b. To enjoin any activity on or use of the Property that is inconsistent with this conservation
easement and to enforce the restoration of such areas or features of the Property that may be damaged by any
inconsistent activity or use.

2. The following activities are prohibited in or on the Property;

a. Construction or placing of buildings, roads, signs, billboards or other advertising, utilities,
or other structures on or above the ground,

b. Dumping or placing of soil or other substance or material as landfill, or dumping or
placing of trash, waste, or unsightly or offensive materials;

C. Removal or destruction of trees, shrubs, or other vegetation, except for the removal of
exotic or nuisance vegetation in accordance with a District approved maintenance plan;

d. Excavation, dredging, or removal of loam, peat, gravel, soil, rock, or other material
substance in such manner as to affect the surface;

e. Surface use except for purposes that permit the land or water area to remain
predominantly in its natural condition;
f Activities detrimental to drainage, flood control, water conservation, erosion control, soil

conservation, or fish and wildlife habitat preservation including but not limited to ditching, diking and fencing;
g Acts or uses detrimental to such aforementioned retention of land or water areas;

h. Acts or uses which are detrimental to the preservation of any features or aspects of the
property having historical or archeological significance.

3. Grantor reserves all rights as owner of the Property, including the right to engage in uses of the
Property that are not prohibited herein, and which are not inconsistent with any District rule, permit, criteria, or
the intent and purposes of this conservation easement, and specifically including the right of Grantor and its
successors and assigns to utilize the Property for, and grant additional easements for, drainage and retention in
connection with the master stormwater system for Grantor’s entire property described on Exhibit “B” attached
hereto. Any such easements in addition to or in modification of the system approved by the Grantee on
September 14, 1995 must be presented to the Corps for approval prior to implementation.

4. No right of access by the general public to any portion of the Property is conveyed by this
conservation easement.

Book9607/Page1673 CFN#20080114246 Page 2 of 7



5. Grantor shall be responsible for any costs or liabilities related to the operation, upkeep and
maintenance of the Property.

6. Grantor shall pay any and all real property taxes and assessments levied by competent authority
on the Property.
7. Any costs incurred in enforcing, judicially or otherwise, the terms, provisions and restrictions of

this conservation easement shall be borne by and recoverable against the non-prevailing party in such
proceedings.

8. Enforcement of the terms and provisions of the conservation easement shall be at the reasonable
discretion of Grantee and of the Corps, and any forbearance on behalf of Grantee or the Corps to exercise its
rights hereunder in the event of any breach hereof by Grantor, shall not be deemed or construed to be a waiver of
Grantee’s rights hereunder.

9. Grantee will hold this conservation easement exclusively for conservation purposes. Grantee will
not assign its rights and obligations under this conservation easement except to another organization qualified to
hold such interest under the applicable state laws. Notice of such assignment shall be provided to the Corps and
the Corps must approve of the assignment.

10.  If any provision of this conservation easement or the application thereof to any person or
circumstances is found to be invalid, the remainder of the provisions of this conservation easement shall not be
affected thereby, as long as the purpose of the conservation easement is preserved.

11. All notices, consents, approvals or other communications hereunder shall be in writing and shall
be deemed properly given to the Grantee or Corps if sent by United States certified mail, return receipt
requested, addressed to the appropriate party or successor-in-interest.

12.  Notice of the terms, conditions, restrictions and purpose of this conservation easement shall be
inserted by Grantor in any subsequent deed or other legal instrument by which Grantor divests itself of any
interest in the Property, which notice may be by reference to this instrument. Any future holder of the Grantor’s
interest in the Property shall be notified in writing by Grantor of this conservation easement.

13. This conservation easement may be amended, altered, released or revoked only upon approval of
the Corps by written agreement between the parties hereto or their heirs, assigns and successors-in-interest,
which shall be filed in the public records in Orange County.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto Grantee, its successors and assigns forever. The covenants, terms,
conditions, restrictions and purpose imposed with this conservation easement shall not only be binding upon
Grantor, but also its agents, heirs, successors and assigns, and shall continue as a servitude running in perpetuity
with the Property.

Grantor hereby covenants with said Grantee that Grantor is lawfully seized of said property in fee simple;
that the Property is free and clear of all encumbrances that are inconsistent with the terms of this conservation
easement and all mortgages have been joined or subordinated; that Grantor has good right and lawful authority
to convey this conservation easement; and that it hereby fully warrants and defends the title to the conservation
easement hereby conveyed against the lawful claims of all persons whomsoever.

Book9607/Page1674 CFN#20080114246 Page 3 of 7



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has hereunto set its authorized hand this day of August,

2007.

Signed, sealed and delivered
in our presence as witnesses

T—E\“k\h—

Print Name: Sympa@as &0

GCB ASSOCIATES, LTD., a Florida
limited partnership

BY: SPARKNIGHT (U.S.), INC.
General Partner
By ‘

oAy

Chien Ee Liew, President

W 5760 South Semoran Blvd.
Mt Name: —+,, e< R SAmDeRs Orlando, Florida 32822

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF {ran ye

On this | Mday of August, 2007 before me, the undersigned notary public, personally appeared Chien Ee
Liew, as President of SPARKNIGHT (U.S.), INC., General Partner of GCB ASSOCIATES, LTD., a Florida
limited partnership, on behalf of the limited partnership, personally known to me to be the person who subscribed
to the foregoing instrument and did not take an oath, and acknowledged that he executed the same on behalf of
said partnership and that he was duly authorized to do so.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.

/! -
HEPY
" !,) ; .

Y X eiz) ’
NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF FLORIDA

HS*Ag

or

{ <S9%, Alice R. Quinones |
S Commission # DD405196
Expires March 27, 2009

Sansed Trey Fain - insurance, inc. 800-383-7019

Printed Name of Notary
My Commission No.
My Commission Expires:

Book9607/Page1675 CFN#20080114246 Page 4 of 7



JOINDER AND CONSENT OF MORTGAGEES

The undersigned, being the holders of that certain mortgage described below (the “Mortgage”), which
Mortgage encumbers all or portions of the Property described in Exhibit “A” attached to this Deed of
Conservation Easement, hereby join in and consent to the terms of this Deed of Conservation Easement and
hereby subordinate the lien and encumbrance of the Mortgage to said Deed of Conservation Easement.

Signed, sealed and delivered

in the presence of’ SPARKNIGHT (U.S.), INC.
| -
| o W 8[11fan
Printed Name: TP oW Chien Ee Liew '
\' President
P;r/_nt' ed Nami’/j:; = R SAHDES (CORPORATE SEAL)

SPARKNIGHT, INC., a California
corporation, f/k/a Asian Holdings, Inc., a California corporation.

— ;
1= By W {11y
Printed Name: SSvepuien \ﬁ.evo Chien Ee Liew

President
/
P%ted Name:—7 e 2 SanwDc2<, (CORPORATE SEAL)

Mortgagees’ Address: 5760 South Semoran Boulevard, Orlando, FL. 32822

As to that certain Mortgage and Security Agreement dated August 17, 1981 and recorded August 18,
1981 in Official Records Book 3217, Page 637 of the Public Records of Orange County, Florida, as subsequently
assigned, partially released and subordinated.
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF Lfan g€

On this @ day of August, 2007 before me, the undersigned notary public, personally appeared Chien Ee
Liew, as President of SPARKNIGHT (U.S.), INC., a Florida corporation and President of SPARKNIGHT, a
California corporation, f/k/a Asian Holdings, Inc., a California corporation, on behalf of both corporations,
personally known to me to be the person who subscribed to the foregoing instrument and did not take an oath,

and acknowledged that he executed the same on behalf of said corporations and that he was duly authorized to
do so.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal./s

Printed Name of Notary
My Commission No.

My Commission Expires:

Book9607/Page1677 CFN#20080114246 Page 6 of 7



EXHIBIT “A”

WORLD GATEWAY
CONSERVATION EASEMENT PROPERTY

That part of Section 33, Township 24 South, Range 28 East, Orange County, Florida, described as follows;

Commence at the Southwest corner of said Section 33; thence S89°38'34"E along the South line of the
Southwest 1/4 of said Section 33 for a distance of 1529.52 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence leaving
said South line N25°37'04"E, 24.73 feet; thence N13°45'06"W, 46.68 feet; thence N20°15'25"W, 103.06 feet;
thence N32°17'47"W, 67.45 feet; thence N52°57'40"W, 137.87 feet; thence N66°16'57"W, 54.66 feet; thence
N68°11'56"W, 89.62 feet; thence N78°16'49"W, 62.43 feet; thence N37°45'ST"E, 29.47 feet; thence S72°
12'04"W, 129.54 feet; thence N06°57'02"W, 68.53 feet; thence S78°29'5S7"W, 24.26 feet to the Easterly right-of-
way line of International Drive South as shown on the Plat of WORLD GATEWAY, according to the plat
thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 38, Pages 89 through 91, of the Public Records of Orange County, Florida:
thence N18°28'17"E along said Easterly right-of-way line for a distance of 242.07 feet; thence leaving said
Easterly right-of-way line run the following courses along the Southerly line of Parcel D2 and Tract A, WORLD
GATEWAY PHASE 3, according to the plat thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 46, Pages 10 through 12, of the
Public Records of Orange County, Florida, S71°31'43"E, 75.00 feet; thence S18°28'17"W, 45 45 feet; thence
S77°12'55"E, 270.00 feet; thence N71°14'26"E, 439.48 feet to the Southerly right-of-way line of Satay Drive as
shown on the aforesaid WORLD GATEWAY PHASE 3 Plat; thence S56°44'22"E along said Southerly right-of-
way line for a distance of 28.26 feet; thence leaving said Southerly right-of-way line run following courses along
the West line of Parcel B as shown on the aforesaid WORLD GATEWAY PHASE 3 PLAT: S00°53'31"W,
109.77 feet; thence S03°36'S0"W, 111.13 feet; thence S00°04'02"W, 124.31 feet; thence S00°40'04"W, 125.95
feet; thence S01°06'36"W, 123.77 feet; thence S06°09'47"E, 55.68 feet to the South line of the Southwest 1/4 of
said Section 33; thence N89°38'34"W along said South line, 315.85 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 7.364 acres more or less and being subject to any rights-of-way, restrictions and easements of record.
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Mmmn S

msmw»mnﬁ,mhu 10 gy "A'n ™ by

' ud_t.‘ahv—lLCAﬂ.m nhohmmlnma&ﬂ'lﬂm,adﬂh&rq

'I'pu,ltkmﬁ dhﬁ.’d‘pﬂ,lﬂnﬁnﬂu i&n‘adbﬂh .n'liw wﬂm_

mswnmaonn\ﬂ.oooconnamsmcr ahd)mtpunb , creoted
hhhdhlmhmdﬂm&. 1949, with its principal office ot 901 Evemic

: Su-d,u-d-ln-uchﬂnuki'.o thI,Wuhhlmdn of the Coumty
efhlunud- ia the Stxe of Florids, dhmdpuﬂ MMuu
1-6.-. '

wn‘NEsan-
m:-u..mau-.amwu-dmw-ﬂ

“Mhupﬂhhm»hw,hwd
dﬂubﬂdyw hemhahmlqgu huph,nll-qu

_ -nal..G—-. CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT,
: ﬁnﬁﬂ“-’ﬁﬁ?‘q"ﬂit‘ﬁ“—‘d vt for and o e wchwivame.
aid emjoyment of the followiag descsibed lamds sitccte i the Comty of Chceol, Stete
of Flavide: ' '

Al tha pirt of Lin 5 dud ol they iy’ 6F thiny' Sitisia 20-Foik iind &~
steost fying Necthcaly of and adjscent o mid Lok 5 i Saction 4, Tomr
ship 23 Sopth, Ronge 3} Caud, oll as shewn an e *New Mup of Nescacwds, *
occosling fo the plat thareol, o sconfsd in Plat Bock 1, poge 73, Oscosle
Coumly, Flasids, pubic seconk, h-ﬂ-hm&h“
qudﬁwlrduulnip-uldll*

'ho?u?“ﬂ-&qhmﬂl‘)u—-
dhwmwmdﬂhﬁh
--s-sm'ﬁu,du.hms-dcﬂs-ﬁ-&
" chio balig the Naxth Ens of 10id “New Map of Navcessses, *
a distunce of 73: 77 fex? to the point of bajiming: Theacs,
conliave Seulh 89°53°26 Wesl, slung seid Fesi, o Eanca of
9530 foet: Tuce, Sovlh 2IT050° West, o dismce of 9.9
fost; Thence, Scaih 770000 Wear, o disiance of 63330 feol;
' Thimte, Suylh 7PSI90" fads, o dstence of 150,00 fosk: Twcn,
Nosth HOEOF" B!, o dishunce of #47.95 feel; Thence, Seuth
P"Eﬂ,-h—;o’”ﬁnﬁ Thence, Nech 199000
Gewt, o distence of 17008 fagt: Thenoe, Nosk H*H0" St o
M&mﬁﬂbhmﬂ‘m oo vien 7, D
culsmetl-. _
hhhhmmﬁﬁﬁﬁpﬁw‘
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CENTRAL £%p SOUTHERN FLOKIDA FLOOD
. CONTROL DISTRECT, a public corporation,

Petitionerx,

L e

I
|

Thia conse, coxing 0a to be esrd before the BONONARLE FICHAND B. COPER,

pov | ﬂt-..ﬂ and eleven other jurors of the Cownty of

Gueceoia, Btaxe of Florids, sin: being duly mna:coﬁig to law, end afrer having

Mmmmmumm.-dm:IMMgo!mm,

retoxaed the following Vndl:ﬁ: ) -
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FLONTOA FLOOD
um mmn a pub!lc col‘poﬂl:ion.

e _Pltttion-r

WE, the Jury, thel.ed -I:o try the lh-ve qtitled camse suh rupa:t to tbe

heteh&ttr ductlhd pwpen:y ﬂ.-l an’ fouu-

.,Mnl_euﬁtgducrlpﬂuqllddmygﬂ&eutﬂethuﬁ-mm-
mgoh*f¢MpmﬂWHMem.dmﬁofﬂ
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PARCL 5O, 27 0% Sy FERPETUAL RASRMZIT
R "~ "gse scheaute " —

ALl that-part-of Loke Ajay 1n Section &, Towaship 25 Sovth, ‘Range 31 Rast,. L§{og within
the boundarics o the followine apecifically described parcel of londs

m———p ——Frow a §? x 5% coucvete moviment warking the Nofiheast (¥®) corner of fhiv
2 Northwest one-guarter (MBY) of said Bection &, bear South 89*53'2¢" West,
along the North 1ine of sald Section &, a distance of 73,17 feet to the
point’ of beginning; . )

Thance, contigne South §9°53% 25" West, aloog sald line, o distance
"of 193,30 fest; L. - - ' . . .
Thenze, Sonth 21°16'00" Vest, a distance of £89.39 feet;
" Thencs,  South. 19°08'00" Weet, a distance of 601,20 feet;
" . Thence, Sovth 70°52°00" Egs:, a distence of 150.00 feer;
' ce, North 19°08'00" Esst, a diptance of 447.95 feat;
Thence, Bouth 20°52'00" Esat, a distance of 30.00 feet;
. Thence, North.1%°08'00" Rast, s distance of -150.00 fret; -
Thence, North 21¥16'00" Eeet, a distsnce of 956,50 feat to
and dlso, - . ) : ) . .
All that part of Lake Ajay in Secticn &, Township 25 South, Range 31 Esst, Iying withia
the bowslaxies of the followiag specifically described pu'}el. of Lamwl:

‘c" Commence at & 3 x ¥ concrete momment marking the igtersection of the Rast
- tl’tof‘uyl!ﬂafﬂhtzhﬂlo.Uu_i.ﬂl'th;mllﬂofl.otu,ofth
Bew Map of Rarcocases, accordimg to the plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book
T rE T L Page T3 the coordimates of sald " EonrTets movoment are: I o 426,526.50 sad
' T » I455,617.25; . . . i
Thence, bexy Borth 0°L4'G0” Esut, aloeg safd Rest right of way line, a distemce

ufﬂ?-uﬁautothmzothegi—dq;

5 el &° 1iie Chat - To 80" Bk
y of, ,@mu-m!nﬂ_m -
lge of said State Rhosd No. 15, a
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FARGE. FO._2-4; (5-EA) . - ' _ L sexet
— : . ©  .See Schedule "B" : Lo

ALl chist-part of Lake Ajay in Sectioa 4, Township 25 Svuth, Rasge 31 Bast; lyids within

the bosndaries—if-iia ol lnving spect fically-descpihod parcel of lend: = - oo

Fiom a-5* x $'-conirete monument mariking the Mortheast (ME) corper of
 the Berthwest dne-quakter (W) of eudd Section &4 be=r South By 33'16"
- Geat, alvog the Morth line of sald Section 4, a aintance of 19748 feet

to the polnt of begioning; . ' _ -

Thence, continue South- 89753 26" West, along. sald line¢, a diEfascs
of 53.69 fret; . - ’
Thence, South 21°16'00" Wiut, a distance of 9556.50 feet;

Thence, South 68°44'00" East, a distance of 50.00 feety

Thence, Borth 21°16'00" Esst, a distance of 976.07 feet to

the point of heginuing.

As the conpensation to be wadé to ANNE FALMER FELL, a3d 1f
varried, -___ ¥ELL_ ber hoaband, and ¥, NELSON FELL, and —

1f married, ¥EL, bis wife.




_Hew Bdewy 0=-The Lukes, Unit Wo. *, a distmce of 0.6] feet
to the polni of beglmnieg. .

L

certain éanal right of way as shown on the plats of "NES EINN (N
L MED 2%, betng subdivisions in Section 36, Township 25 South,
t, as. recorded in Plar Baok 1, pages 128 and 131, Tespectiwvely, lying

bowadaries of the following specifically described parcel of lmd:
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Tete mooument marking the Northeast (HE) cormer of

fhe Lskes, Onit Bo. 1, bear South. 89°13'49” Heat, aloog
if aaid Béw Eden On Tha Lskas, Unit ¥o. 1, a distiice of
terly corper of Lot 135-of tald Be&a Sden 08
+.1 and the point of beginning; . -
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30°45" West, alozy the Easterly right of
f Eant Cansl Street of said New Eden Qu The Lakes,

; of 199.57 feet to the Soutinest (38)
of sodd New Eden Ou The Lakes, Uoit Bo. 1}
¢ | a distance of :178.00 feet; -~
a dstance of 13.07 feet to tha
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. to be made to THE SEELL, BEFEORAL DANK.
F UERTYR BAVEN, a V. 5. Corporation, as Trwstee.-

- 0.21 acxe

Lots 178, 129 ead 139, of “E INEN ON THE LAXTS, UNIT WO. 1", & subdivisiom in Sec-
oumektly 25 53 to_the plat theref, v racorded

- m-:-.g__:e_!e,-h to the paxty or parties em-
titled thereto pearsusnt to swbeegeent O- Jer of Crmrt.




1

@ .

' phRcEmL B0, 10: (16 Rev.) e TonE T 08 e

See Schecule "I

77 Lots 133 wnd 134 of WA EDEN Ok THE LAGS; WNIT 0. 1%, a subdi<ision ia Bectica 36,

Township 25 Sputh, Nange 31 Esst, according to. the plat theissf, as racorded tn Plat
Book 1, Page _123. ' _ .

s_ M0 As thé sation o be made to the party ot parties en-
- titled therato pursuant to subaequent Order of Court.

See Schedule "™

- pamceL w0, 15 (60-3) o FEE TITLE N 0.01 acre -

The Ee: erly 23 feét of Lot 192 of "NEW EDEN ON THE LAKES, ULIT BO. 1", a subdivision
in Section 36, Yowmahip 25 Soath, Rsoge 31 East, according to the plet therecf, as -
recorded in Plat Book 1, Puge 128; ssid Zesterly 23 feet being measured at right sngies
to the East lime of sadd Lot 192. : : . .

As che compénsstion o be made to the party or parties e
titled hereto pursnant to subsequent Onder of Court. .

FEE TI1E 0.01 acre
See Schedule "B :

E iaetoflatlﬂ,of"mﬂmm.mm.l",nsﬂv‘hiu‘
im Section 35, Towaship 25 South, Range J1 Esst, according to the plat thereof, e
whmul,mm;mmnlynfmmmum-ﬂq.
to the East lime of Lot 193. i

omp ioa to be made to GERTREDE CHSTIN, widow of
Lawremes L, Costin. . i .




M (33 Rev)- PERFETUAL
. See Schedule "™

Akl du: part of Bectiun 2z, toumhip 26 sout; lhn;; '31 Eut. lylng Kasterly of the .
Lake Lixzi¢ to Coon Lake lel _and within the Iaouuhrlu of the tolloving specifically
described pmal of land: -

" ¥rom & oom inch iroo pipe markiog the Narthwes: (lH) -orner of sald ‘Section 2,
bear Nortl- 85°38°11" East, along the Borth line of said Sectiom 2, & dintance -
of -1,787,47 feet to the point of beginuing; -

Thence, continne Borth 99°58'11" East, sicag sald Eorth liu,
a distence of 198.29 feet;
Thence, South 23°31°00% West, a distance- o! . 07 f.ut o l:ln
Anferseition thereaf with the Forth Yine of Lot L of Pioe Crowe
Park, & svhdivisicn 1n safd Sectiom 2, according to the plat
. thereof, sa Tecorded in Plat Book 1, Page 245;
" Thence, South 89°38'11" Weit, zloug said North line, a distanca
ef 31.58 feet to the Northwest (W) .cormer of satd Lot 1;
- . Themce, South 1*10°37 West, aling the West Line of Lots 1’ and
- 1 of said subdivision, a distance of 67.73 feek;
Thence, Sowth 09°26°00" West, a distsace of 13.09 fgel."‘
- Theeace, Sowth 0°34°00° East, i distance of 130.00 Teet to the
intersection -bereof with the Uesterly c:tensiw of the Snl:h
“1ime of Lot 5 of sadd uhdivilian'
) M Suth 89° 26" 0™ lilut. ul.oq sald Itesmly extmsion,
m o
Theace, South . 0'3&'1‘.!"‘ lnl:, a dist,me nf ]’51.” foet to the
I.nunutiﬁrﬂiém‘ with the Festeriy extenszion of the South
Lime of Lot 21 of said swbdivision;
Thiuce, Borth 86*17'57" East, slong said Westerly extemfon,
Mmﬂsﬁmtmurx?mmum—u:ﬂq
the Southwest (S4) corier of said Lot 21; —
Themce, contiose North 86°17°57° East, gloug the South line of
ad 27 of-sald subdivislon, a dstence of 57.87 feat;
South’ 5*29°00™ Emat, s distance of 352.36 feer;
South S4A°31'00° West, a distgace of 10.00 fest
Somth 5°29"00" Eget, a distmmce of 400.00 fest
Somth 84°31°00" West, a distace of 130.00 fert;
luthS‘B'W‘Hut,uthﬂ:-ceufmmt-t;
South BE*31"00" West, a distmwce of 10.00 foet;
-Borth 5°25° 00" Weil, a distmce Of 3i7.3% teit to the
imtexsoction therecf with ﬁgsﬂﬂ#duylmdlm
Rosd No. 5348; -
n-u,mu'u'zrm:, ﬂugm‘m ﬂﬁtofuyll.-:
a &istmiced of 60.26 feet;
nme.ms'zs'w--st. & disvace of 113.00 fort;
Thence, Borth 89°26°00" Bast, a distasce of 18.35 feet;
Theuce. Nocth 0734°00” Rest, amdm.ﬂfmwﬁ-
point of begloning.

mnﬂaﬂ’tdwﬁtmw

- AE3S, 1S, mmtwtﬂ#ormﬁr&ﬂ—m_—-ﬂnddqﬂemun
‘mm-z,-hmhﬁdmﬂummm

;N As the comprasatics ube—htomn-au-:w
u-m,m.,-mw

As the comp mmbﬂu“ﬂ“m
TNLINE, kis wife, as to an untivided 1/2 inicvest and -

ERL. COLEUS snd VA COLMUER, kis vife, as to mn wadlvided
IIE interest. (Lots 1 to 5) of said FINE CWVE PR Subdivi-

As ha compemsstion to ke made to NENNIE PADCEYY smd
GEREVIEVE PADGETT, kis wife. (l-ot‘)ofutlmmull




'umeqa—mmtoummsmm, alss known a9
Sats 3. Groes, & widow. u.nt 7) of said FINE GROVE BhlX
Swbdivision. o — :

As the :wum m_be made to FRAMNLIN [.. FOFPERBADG -cad
m M. POPFENBAUGH, his wife. (Lots B, m) of uul mrs
© CROVE PARK Suhﬂmion.

h the compéinastion to be made to BESSIE lll.s(l__! a vidow.
(I-ot i1} of md PIIB GROVE PAXK Suhd:lvhion.

_hﬂlewiﬂtoh-dc to.ﬂBMJ.LmMPm
“Bl.m,bil'ife m:l!)n‘mdmmtmu
Swbdivisfon. _ .

_ uu-:muu-au:ms.mdmr
M. MAETIN, h‘.ll wife. ('uﬂtl 13 ahd 14) n! sdd !ll! GROTE T T
Sebdivision. : iy

q—-lti.pn_ to be made to 'nm L. DINIGA.
16, 17; 18 aad 19) of 'md.rm__m FMRK

mmtohﬂ
-dmoiuu

As tha
(Lots 15
t.l.l-.
_As the
('l.ot

mm . L 0.03 acTe t
hsdn&lle"' Water 501 acxe &

u.mzsm.wnmq lyl.-
.1} . S. Bighway No. 1), South-
mn-dwm




vm, IT IS (ROELD lnd ADJUDGED &2 follous.
1. Thet said pn'uh of property dncrtbed in tlu sald verd:lct be s0d the same
- hueby Are sppropriated to the Petitimt, cm AND BOJTHERN-VLORIDA H.OUD l.,ﬂﬂ'llla

DISTZIST, in Yee Title, Temporary Lesewsnt -and Perpel:uarﬁ.nse-ent, »s met forth in '
u;c Petition for Conde-.auon, as A-Eended.

2. The Court being advised thEL thw Cotal aRountmos~on"
of the Court for said pmels is sufficient to di.uhatge the urards provided for by
his Jub-ent to ubicb ‘the Defend-mu herei.n may be cutitled, I'l' I3 Dnm that the
& uh_oi_rbg_nmt_chnn pay, &8 herein prorld.ed iro- the Registry of the Court, the
—zis:gext-_inh; to. sadd pﬂtels igvolwed in I:he above Yerdice frowm depuiu made for.
such parcals. Before the Clerk shall psy the smount provtded by this Judgeent for
auhnfthp-ﬂ:ch he-h:l.lﬂntdltm-uldeﬁtt thmﬁr:-.uypq-ut pre-

d.n-ly sede to cladmsats from the Registry of tnel:uurt

3. oty mad expemees™ i Wi tre Detestants ‘miy Yo catitlod ond-steoraessl fees

-huumbym:oﬂnofmcm,m-nnmhum-maum
ndo:t_r,&Mpfmmhumtd:onkepmt.ommueﬂuﬂd
mo&_themuyofmcwﬂ: _ '
4. Mﬂltleﬂoitﬂstmthnﬂhhnthﬂﬂ.ﬂnﬂﬂ:&tdtoﬂnt
m&ﬂsﬂmmmnﬂmem“iddmm-oim
Mqﬁw,n.n.;m,miﬁp&tmmmmﬁmtnmedazm
mumm,uummw-;_mmumtp

lﬂp&ﬂnhlnﬂufndﬂﬂdlaﬂwdﬂnuwtoﬂnpﬂﬂunﬂddm
i -hue;peciﬂedly—dhmmt,-lm&qedﬂ:my_l, ton:h_
mumﬁu-qhmﬁtnudﬂtﬁnﬂb]m#mmrou-ﬂﬂd
t:'u'lto. : - :
_ﬁ_ﬂhmuw,hﬂumﬁhﬂled

Florids, chis the  Jgh dxy of Febreary, A. B., 1970.




STATF. OF FLGRIDA
COURTY OF OSCEOLA
I, HARRIS G, DARTEL, Clerk of the Circuit Court in and for
the Ninth '.iudicul—_cirmic" Staté of Florida, Gounty of _
Osceola, DO HEREIY CI‘I!'I!Y that the gbove and foregoing is

_at‘memdmrrectmpyofthem JUDCMENT. Re: Ci.vil
Acd.m Ro, 2?0-61 Central and Som:harn Florld.a Fliood

Cmtro‘l. Di.-trh:t, etc., versus Amne l’alnr Fell, et al

as filed for recird the __ Z8th day of May , 1970

. and recorded in ____ Official Becord Book 203

. Page 29 » smmg the public records: ofﬂseeola _Coumty,

Florida. - -

the u@Lof-; office ot Kissimmee, Florida, this the 24th dn!
. of ___ September _A.D. 1971,

{SEAL) a BARRIS C. DARIEL
) - Clerxk of the, C.Jmir: Court o:E
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EASCMENT . DEFD

THL® INDENTIRE, Mide_this tha- 24th day ot August __».A. D, 196‘7
by Gl “ciwesn C. E. BRADSHAW, also known as CHARLES E. BRADSGAH, and LILLIAN D. .
"BRADSUAY, his wife, of the County of = Oramge:~ , in the State of. :
Florida s of the first part, hereinafter referred to as the gnntors,

. and CENTRAL ARD SQUTHERN FLORIDA FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT, a body corporate, -
sereated by the Acts of the Legislature of Florida, 1949, w:.th its principal L
.oftice at-%01 Evernia Streer., ard whose matling address is P. 0. Box 1671, West .
Palm Beach. of the County cf Paka Beach, in the State of Florlda, of th(‘. second .
part, bereinafter referred to as the grantee. ) -

_ulrlsssz'rn- - : Co

—~—_. That !ul' and fn consideratfon of the sum of -TEN mu.us ($10.00}, and
.other.godd and valsable consideratLons in hand paid by the -grantee to.the -
Jraokors, the receipt of whick is hereby acknowledged, the grantors’ do hereby
mt,‘ bargain, sell anl convey unto the grantee, CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN PLORIDA .

FLOOD CONTROL LISTRICT, its soccessors aml -assigns, the perpetual esseaent and
’ ri(lu: for and to the- exclusive uee and anjoyment of the Eollowing described .
lands sitwate in the County of Orange; State of Florida, to wit:

"All that part of Government Loc. i in Section 78, Toumship 24
Sonth, Renge 31 East, Orange County, Flerida, lying Southerly
of Lake Hart acd vithin the bouwndaries of the Zoliowing
specif icalty deseribed parcel of lmd.

From & 5 x 57 concrete lml. marking the Soutioeast
(S corner of said Govermient Lot 4, bear South 89° 26°
54" East, along the South line of said Section 28, also
the Sorth line of sald Covermment iGt K, a distence
of 8%.15 feet to the point of begingipg; Thencw; coatioue
Scath 83" 26° 53" East, slong said South Iioe, a distance
280,03 Eeqt;-Thence, North 07 197 007 West, a disten
29.21 feet; Thence, North 69° 307 00~ Esst, s disiance
315.82: feet; Thence, North 20* 30 0" Wast, a distance
130.00 feet; Thance, Sowth 65* 30° 00~ West, a distance
Thkence, Rorth 0° :9° 0o West; 2 distaica
' Thence, Soath 89° 51" 00" Weat, a distaace
; Thence, Soath 0* 19° 00" East, a distance
-m-,um..autmeo:mm '

ggaaaaaah

i3

h!.ut, a d.utmee of 2i0.65 Eat- '!'!mce, Souwth - 0° 19*
or &u.ndlttnudﬂmrfmtotlepomtof
 beglnning; comtainng 2.3 ecres, move u‘r’ 1zss.

Apl:te]dlm#_hthatpnrtoftkeﬁstme-hl of the East:-
one-baif (W of ‘B%) of Sectiom 33, m:ﬁhﬁ,langen
East, Orange Cownty, Florida, lying Northerly of the Tight of
way Ffor that certain rodd Torally known as Deda Eoad; ﬂf.dpa.l.'l:cl
dlandh:.qmqi&:lfﬁilhﬂueﬂmntollm. i

marxrcmuummmm(m

corner of the Mortheast coé-guarter (X2%) of said Secidiom 33,

bear Sowth §%° 26° SA"™ Eaak, aloug the nortll__megf _said

Seteion 3.|',‘"a' distance of 484,15 Eeet: Thette, South 0% 19 00"

East, a distamce of 230.70 feet; Theace, North 59* 41* O0™ Bast,

a distance of 80.00 f&et to the point of begioning; Thebce,

Sombh- 65357 - 06"~ bumic;-a—distarcw-oi— 76 ik i ‘Eeeti Thente; — AR
Sowth 3% 00°* W”“ut,!dutmeoi?ﬂﬂfut, Theoce, South i
0% 53° 00" West, a-distanre of 1,373.5% feet; Theoce, South 6%

07 00 llut, a distance of 120. Cl) Eext; Thence, Sguth 89* 00'
—irr- West; & distance. of 5%.00 reet; Theoce; Sambro—azu' w™ -

Vest, a distamce cof £5.33-fest; Thence, Morth 89° 00' 00" East,

a distance of 45.00 fesi; Thence; Sod Soath-6" 20' 00" West, a

distance of 308, 31 Eeet to the point of curvature of a Cmrve

to the right, having a central angle of 10* 21° 00" —ard-a

Tadins of 1,675 fext; Thence, Sauthwesterly along the acc of

said curve, 3 Ziitance of 335:70 feat to the end of zaid curve;
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'l‘hancq, South 73°°19* OO East, a distance of 20.00 feet;
Thencn, Jouth 16* &1° 00" West, a_distance of 20500 feet:
Thence, Morth 59" 55°¢ 3y West, a.distence of 62.61 feet;
'l'hﬂl:e, South 16* Aic 00" West, distance of 54.08 Feet .
to_the intersestion theteof with the : Notiherly right of way
‘Tine of ~aid Dedn Road; Thince, Sowén H9Y S5° 36 East, 5
sloeg said Kortherly cight of way line, a dlstance »f 276,58
feet; Thence, North 16* 41’ 00" East, a dinunca of 83.48 -
feat; Thence, North 9% 55°- A West, a distance of 41,74
feet; Thence, North 15% 41° 00- Eant, a distance of 672.48 -
fest; Thence, North 0* 53' 00" East, a distemee of 2,209,172
feet; Thence, Morth 8° 0G' 00" East, a distance of 255.13
feet; Thence, Morth 0°.19" 00~ Weat, a distance of 773.47

. #eet; Theice, Soath 89° 41" 00" lleat, a digtance of 170.00
Feet to the point of hegl.nm.ng.

- MLS0, a2 parcel of lext in the ﬁut ona-—hl! aof thgﬁuﬂ:hmst one-’
muarter (W of 3y of safd Secticm 33; uidﬁtcel of 1and beiing
moTe speeifically described as lullm

?mn&"x?cmetz-mmtﬂ:kinsthuonhust{m
corner of the Moftheast one-quarter (MK of said Seccisn 33,
bear Sowth 89* 26° 54 East, alowg the Morth lime of said -
'Sa:thSJ,udhtﬂccofiﬂlSEuththplﬂd S
begiohing; Yheace, continme Sowth 89 26° 55" Rast, along
said Borta 1iaé; 3 Gisimpce of Z90.02 feet; Theace, Sowth 0°
187 Wlalt,achstmud'IC.li tm;m,mm'n'
00" West, a distance of 286.00 feet; Themce, North 0° 19 00"
hst,adht-cedwmtuttothew!nto:begmg‘
contalniog 17.08 acres. =

mwammmwm:&ummmnm
recrangular coocdicate system for the East Zome of Flovida.

uqﬂnllmm,mmt.wml&ttmwh .
mm,mcmm.-m-‘mdqm#tm -

hmmqit&m“-ﬂm — Aoy
dt&mﬂd‘hmm-thn
“hminwiﬂ-ydthmh
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TN WIVNESS WHEREGF, the grantors have bereunto set thcir bands and
-aeais the day abd year first above writtén. .

’ é' . (_n..m

Signed, Sealed and Delivered
Io the presence of:

| STATE @ Porida )

i e )

. || comaTY OF Orange )

. I'm ¥ CREFIFY, That on this day perscoally appeated befars e, o
officer duly authorixed to sdminister catha and toks schkmowledgmmts, C. E.

BRADSHAN, mlso known as CHARIES . ERADSIMN, aod LILLIAN D SRARSKSY, hie wife,

to mo' well Endw and ko €0 me’ To bé tho individaals described I amd who

exevuted the Foregoing dz2-~a, and bave ackhouledged befone ma that they executed

i the same freely und volwntarily For the puiposas thereln: expressed.

-

_ WITHESS my hamd aod official seal at  Ovlando . , in
Comty above mebtioned, this the 24ih day of Amgast |, a.il,

W

W
[T

FLpmy

ey

uy'm;sgm-.,aﬁues.—

Notary Falle, State of B of Lmgw

My Goirsion Expiees Mpcd 4. 1969
Nanded Iy A Py § vty G
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WARRAZTY DESD |

TEIS DNDENTVRE, Mede this-the 24th day of August &, D., 1967 , betveen

. 5. BRADSHAM, aleo kacum as CMARLES E. ,nmsﬁng; “and LILLIAN D. gm:wi, his wite,
" of the County of - Omange - in the State of - Flm-ida part Les
of -hﬂ.rltprl‘. mmmmmymmmncm'mnnbmmcr, a body
carporate, crutcd by the Acte of “the  Florida Iegislatnre of 19&9, ity its prinoipal
‘ dnumwutrnhm, andmue Post Office Box 4s 1671, West Palt Peach, 5f the -
'cmt-urrnhm,mhsuu urflnrldn plrt.:of the second part; .
WITMESSEYN: Toat the eald prtiu b the first part, for-and in considers-
ﬂmd'&hmdmm (ﬂlom),anduﬂ!rsoodaﬂluhnbh comldgmtlum .
to thﬂ. mhmapuwth sald party of the second part, the recelpt whareof is

-mum hvegrmt«ed mm»umtumdmumm
prt 1ﬁmnﬂmm rm,thefouuﬂng des’c.rlhed lﬁn, situate, J:!.ngf

anil being in the Coanty of Ormae suhnfnmq-,toﬂt:

A parcel of land in the West one-balf OF) of the Northeast one-quarter (NEY) of Section

33, Towmship 2% South, Range 31 East, Orange u.'lnnty, Florida; said parcel d Jand being

—ore we:.lf.ully deacribed as follows:
From a 5 x 57 cmmtm the Morthwest (M) comer of the Northeanst
me-quarter (Bf) of zaid Section 33, bear South 89* 26’ 54" East, along the Borth
linz of said Sectfon 33, a distance of a84.15 feet; Thence, Somth 0° 19° ‘00" East,
a distsmee of 20.70 feet to the point of boginning; Thence, continge South 0° 19 -

... 00" East. s diskenrs of ¥00.00 feet; Thenre. Worth BG* 417 00" _East, a distence of

280.00 !ut- Theace, North 2° 19 00" Sest, a distance of 200.07 feast; Themce, Scuth
59* &1' 00" Fest, a di.ntnl:e of 200.00 feet to the point of begiuning; coutaining -
1.29 acres,

The bearings in the above description refer to “'e standard plane rectasgular coordinate

system for the East Zome of Plorida.




. BOeTe,

And the waid parties’ of uhe firT paxrt do Mnbynﬁ.i,mtﬁum

to eald 1spd, and will defend the eems agsinet the lawful claims Gf all yerscns vaow-

IX VTTRESS WIIRECF, the said paiiles of the Tirst part bave bareusto set

thekr lg-nd_l and geals thhydniyﬁ?_ﬁntlbmmt_‘an:

- gveys ¢ FLORIDA
COMY OF ORANGE

rm,m-mu_m—mra.-um--,-qn-
wmwmmu&mﬁ, ¢ E DBRADSHAR, alst koows
s CHARLES E. PRABGEAY, sad LILLIAN . SRADSEAN, his wife, . .
40 = andl kuown and knows to 38 t0 b G Inkividmls demerfhpd in and sho ssscabed
- hﬂwbt‘-ﬁp—ww
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L TEAKIRY N T

UIT CLAIM pesd Y

peoanme o 9989, 296 A
THIS (DMTURE, made thia /@ day of January, 1982, between RMIRICIA T.
POITRAS snd JAMES W, FOITRAS, | under Agresment dsead Janaezy 2, 1951,

swnded Nay 10, 1962 and mmended October 24, 1980, parties of the first pert,
A THE CENTPAL AND SOUWTRM FLORIDA PLOCD CONTROL CISTRICT, of the Gounty of
Beach and the State of Plarida, whose malling addireas is 901 Evernia
wt, West Pelm Beach, Pl., 33401, party of the second part,

WITNESSETH: That the sald parties of the first part, for and in conaidara-
f the aum of Ten ($10.00) Dollave, in hand paid by the said party of the
part, the receipt whareof is hersby acknowledged, have remised, released
Quitclaimed, and by these prasents & reaise, release ard quitclate unto
said party of the second part all the right, title, interest claim and
shich usuidpertieaofth&ﬂr:tparthninmﬂmﬁnlblhndng

lot, plece or parcel of land, situate lying and being in the County
f Qrange, State of Plorida, to wit:

A certain canal right-cf-way described as:

Lk Prcm the Southeast comer of the Southwest 1/4 of Section 33, Township
) 24 South, Range 31 East, run North 89°48'50"West along the South line
of said Southwest 1/4 a distance of 73,17 feet for Ruint of Beginning,
Thenos continue North 89°48'50" West along said South line a diatance
of 193,30 feet, Thence North 21°33'44" East a distae of 682,31 feet,
Thenoe North 68°26'16" West a distance of 60,00 feet, Thence Morth
21*33'44" East a distance of 85.00 feet, Thetve South 68°26'16" East a
diatance of 47,94 feet, Thence Worth 16°58'44" Eapt a distance of
620,62 feet to the South right-of-way of Duda Road, Thence North
88957'54" East alorg said South right-of-way a distance of 247,13 feet,
Thence South 16°58°44" west a 3istance of 64,49 faot, thence North 89°*
37'54" West a distance of 46,96 feet, thence South 16°58'44" West a
distance of 237.23 feet, thence South 73°01'15" East a distance of
45,00 feet, Thence South 16°58'44" West a dlstance of 90.00 feet,
Thence North 73°01'lb*West a distanoe of 45.00 feet, Thence South
16*58'44"West a distance of 200.00 feet, thenoe South 21*33'44" West a
distance of 230.00 feet, thence South 68926'16" East a distance of
10.00 feat, thence South 21°33'44" West a distance of 573.65 feet to
Foint of Beginning {containing €.138 acres)

1

it

1

Q

L% L W

This Deed is given without consideration for the purpose of clearing title.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together with all and singular the appurte~
nances thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining, and all the estate,
right, title, interest and claim whatscever of the said parties of the first
part, elther in lew or equity, to the only proper use, bemefit and hehoof of
the said party of the second part.

Wharever used herein, the terme "party" or "parties® inclule all the par-
ties to this instrument, both singular amd plural, masculine or ferinine, and
the heirs, legal rapresentatives, and aseigns of individuals, and the succes-
sars and assigns of corporations.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the partles of the first part have caused these presents
to be exacuted in thelr names the day and wear first above written,

Michael Woods, 322 E Pine St..Oriando, Fla. 32801

wi . 1] THE EDNARD J. FOITRAS TRIST
/ g ¢ BY: Z s ‘s
3 y
[-]
5 STATE 0F MASSACHUSETTS WAy Compinoer, Oranga o, i, B
§ CONTY OF MIDDLESEX - vy :
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged befare me this . f '—/Bay of
January, 1962, by PRTRICIA T. POITRAS and JAMES W. POITRAS, a8 Trustees under
Agrevmont dated January 2, 1951, amended May 10, I?fZ and amended October 24,
e - 1880, on behalf of s2id Trust Agreement.- -

"i_;(l'{-n.u /‘j'_;/‘/‘,hc.tz-;i-i'
-HoXary Rublic

My comission expires: _ y‘, r P




SCHEDULE A

DESCRIPTION:

A portion of the lands described in Official Record Book 6158 Page 309, Public Records of Orange County,
Florida, lying in Section 33, Township 24 South, Range 31 East, Orange County, Florida being more particularly
described as follows:

Commence at the North Quarter corner of Section 33, Township 24 South, Range 31 East; thence South
00°59'44” East, a distance of 1526.39 feet along the East line of the Northwest Quarter of said Section 33 to
the Northerly line and the Easterly extension thereof of the lands described in Official Records Book 5046, Page
3158, Public Records of Orange County, Florida; thence North 89°59°54” East, a distance of 503.03 feet along
said Northerly line and the Easterly extension therof to a point on the Easterly line of the lands described in
Official Records Book 5046, Page 3158 also being the Westerly line of South Florida Water Management District
Canal 29—A as recorded in Official Record Book 1667, Page 245, said point being the POINT OF BEGINNING;
thence along the said Easterly and Westerly lines the following three (3) courses and distances: North 00°53°00”
East, a distance of 288.82 feet; thence North 08°00°00” East, a distance of 253.34 feet; thence North
00°19'00” West, a distance of 761.11 feet to a point on the Southerly line of the lands described in Official
Records Book 1667, Page 248, Public Records of Orange County, Florida; thence North 89°41°00” East, a
distance of 84.98 feet along said Southerly line to the Easterly line of the lands described in Official Records
Book 6158, Page 309, Public Records, Orange County, Florida; thence along said Easterly line the following two
(2) courses and distances: South 00°19°00” East, a distance of 767.30 feet; thence South 04°15°21” West, a
distance of 535.41 feet to the aforementioned Easterly line of the lands described in Official Records Book

5046, Page 3158; thence South 89°59'53" West, a distance of 84.99 feet along said Easterly line to the POINT
OF BEGINNING.

Containing 2.64 acres, more or less.

SURVEYOR'S REPORT:

1. Bearings shown hereon are based on the East line of the Northwest Quarter of Section 33, Township 24
South, Range 31 East being South 00°59°'44” East.

2. | hereby certify that the "Sketch of Description” of the above described property is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and belief as recently drawn under my direction and that it meets the Standards of
Practice for Land Surveying Chapter 5J—17 requirements of Florida Administration CodEast

. . Date: Certification Number LB2108 49841400
Sketch of Description July 16, 2018 CH
Job Number: Scale:
FOR 49841 1”7 = 300’
Orange County )
. . Chapter 5J-17, Florida SOUTHEASTERN SURVEYING
Environmental Protection Administrative ~ Code requires AND MAPPING CORPORATION
that a legal description drawing American Boulevard
Division bear the notation that Miorida 32810—4
THIS IS NOT A SURVEY. . fegfs;f

SHEET 1 OF 2 JW PETERSEN
SEE SHEET 2 FOR SKETCH R ERED LAND SURVEYOR Number 4791




SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION
PARCEL 101
POINT OF NOT PLATTED _—
ORB 1667
COMMENCEMENT - PAGE 245
N LINE OF NW 1/4 OF SEC 33-24-31 I
NORTH 1/4 CORNER OF
SECéON 33-24-31 ——— NOT PLATTED
4 ORB 1667
N ' PAGE 248
LINE TABLE 0 S
LINE #| BEARING | LENGTH g a L6
L1 S00°59'44"E | 1526.39° 5 NOT PLATTED u’,:J
L2 | N89'59'53"E | 503.03 N ORB 6158 5
- PAGE 309 o
L3 | NOO'53°00"E | 288.82° = =
=z O
L4 | NOB'00'00"E | 253.34’ s =z
L5 | NOO'19'00"W | 761.11° y L5— D
L6 | NB9'41°00"E | 84.98’ :
L7 | S00°19°007E | 767.30'
5 [sorrszrv] swar o —Ld | o 0
L9 | S89°59°53"W | 84.99’ PAG/ENS758 | ORB 1667
WLY LINE OF - PAGE 245
ORB 1667
: PG 245 [ —~—cLv Lne oF
ORB 6158
N PAGE 309
L4
1" = 300’
GRAPHIC SCALE
0 150" 300’ 600’ 00
~J
L3
POINT OF
BEGINNING
N’LY LINE
ORB 5046
L PAGE 3158 L9
L2 wir une OF — E’LY LINE OF
CANAL—29A ORB 5046
| ORB 1667 PAGE 245 PAGE 3158
LEGEND AND ABBREVIATIONS: NOT PLATTED
E'LY = EASTERLY F(J)ARGBE 530145%
WLY = WESTERLY
N'LY = NORTHERLY
S'LY = SOUTHERLY
ORB = OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK SOUTHEASTERN SURVEYING
SEC = SECTION AND MAPPING CORPORATION

Drawing No. 49841400

Job No. 49841
Date: JULY 16, 2018

SHEET 2 OF 2
See Sheet 1 for Description

6500 All American Boulevard
Orlando, Florida 32810-4350
(407) 292-8580

THIS IS NOT A SURVEY. Certification Number LB2108

NOT VALID WITHOUT SHEET 1 THROUGH 2 e—mail: info@southeasternsurveying.com




SCHEDULE A

DESCRIPTION:

A portion of the lands described in Official Record Book 5046 Page 3158, Public Records of Orange County, Florida,
lying in Sections 28 and 33, Township 24 South, Range 31 East, Orange County, Florida being more particularly
described as follows:

Commence at the North Quarter corner of Section 33, Township 24 South, Range 31 East; thence South 00°59°44”
East, a distance of 1526.39 feet along the East line of the Northwest Quarter of said Section to the Northerly line of
the lands described in Official Records Book 5046, Page 3158, Public Records of Orange County, Florida; thence North
89°59°53" East, a distance of 453.03 feet along said Northerly line to a point on the Westerly line of said lands, said
point being the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence the following seven (7) courses and distances along said Westerly line:
North 00°53’00” East, a distance of 292.70 feet; thence North 08°00°00” East, a distance of 252.81 feet; thence
North 00°19°00” West, a distance of 707.47 feet: thence South 89°41'00” West, a distance of 80.00 feet: thence North
00°19°00” West, a distance of 255.27 feet; thence North 90°00°00” West, a distance of 210.92 feet; thence North
00°00'00” East, a distance of 50.00 feet to the Westerly extension of the Easterly line of said lands described in
Official Records Book 5046, Page 3158 also being the Westerly line of South Florida Water Management District Canal
29—A as recorded in Official Record Book 1667, Page 245 and 248; thence along said extension and said Easterly
and Westerly lines the following six (6) courses and distances: North 90°00°00” East, a distance of 260.64 feet;
thence South 00°19°00” East, a distance of 255.00 feet; thence North 89°41°00” East, a distance of 80.00 feet;
thence South 00°19’00” East, a distance of 761.11 feet; thence South 0800°00” West, a distance of 253.34 feet;
thence South 00°53°00" West, a distance of 288.82 feet to a point on said lines and the Easterly extension of the
aforementioned Northerly line of the lands described in Official Records Book 5046, Page 3158, hereafter referred to
as POINT A; thence departing said Easterly and Westerly lines, North 83°59’59” West, a distance of 50.01 feet along
said Easterly extension to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

THENCE from said POINT A, departing said Westerly line of Canal 29—A, continue along said Easterly line of lands
described in Official Records Book 5046, Page 3158, the following five (5) courses and distances: North 89°59'53"
East, a distance of 110.00 feet; thence South 00°53’00” West, a distance of 1249.72 feet; thence South 06°20°00”
West, a distance of 841.19 feet to a point of curvature of a curve concave Westerly, having a radius of 2000.00 feet
and a central angle of 10°21°00"; thence Southerly along the arc of said curve a distance of 361.28 feet to a point
of tangency; thence South 16°41°00” West, a distance of 227.75 feet to a point on the Northerly Right Of Way of
Clapp Sims Duda as recorded in Official Records Book 649, Page 126, Public Records of Orange County, Florida;
thence North 89°55'38" West, a distance of 172.18 feet to a point on the Westerly line of the aforementioned Canal
29—A; thence along said Westerly line the following eleven (11) courses and distances: North 16°41’00” East, a
distance of 54.08 feet; thence South 89°55°38” East, a distance of 62.61 feet; thence North 16°41°00” East, a
distance of 205.00 feet; thence North 73°19°00” West, a distance of 20.00 feet to a point on a non-—tangent curve
concave Westerly, having a radius of 1875.00 feet, a central angle of 10°21’00” and a chord bearing of North
11°30'30” East; thence from a tangent bearing North 16°41°00" East, Northerly a distance of 338.70 feet along the
arc of said curve to a point of tangency; thence North 06°20'00” East, a distance of 808.31 feet; thence South
89°00°00” West, a distance of 45.00 feet; thence North 06°20'00” East, a distance of 65.00 feet; thence North
89°00°00” East, a distance of 45.00 feet; thence North 06°20°00” East, a distance of 120.00 feet; thence North
00°53’00” East, a distance of 1084.72 feet to POINT A.

Containing 9.43 acres, more or less.

SURVEYOR'S REPORT:

1. Bearings shown hereon are based on the East line of the Northwest Quarter Section 33, Township 24 South,
Range 31 East being South 00°59'44” East.

2. | hereby certify that the "Sketch of Description” of the above described property is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and belief as recently drawn under my direction and that it meets the Standards of
Practice for Land Surveying Chapter 5J—17 requirements of Florida Administration Code.

. . Date: Certification Number LB2108 49841398
Sketch of Description July 16, 2018 CH
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