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THE ALACHUA COUNTY FOREVER 
PROJECT RANKING REPORT 

 
DRAFT 9/17/01, 10/25/01, 10/30/01, 11/26/01 
 
SITE NAME: Millhopper Flatwoods - Blues Creek Ravine  
 
MATRIX SCORE: 7.04 of 10.00 
 
SIZE:  160 acres 
 
LOCATION / DESCRIPTION: The 2,120 acre Fox Pond-Millhopper Flatwoods Project lies within 
unincorporated Alachua County in the Gainesville urban services area.  It extends from San Felasco Hammock 
State Park to US-441, north of Millhopper Road.  While they have not been designated for conservation, 728 
acres of the project are in public ownership. The Alachua County Ecological Inventory Project, also known as 
the KBN Study (KBN) ranked the Fox Pond Project fifth, and the Millhopper Flatwoods Project twenty-third of 
47 environmental properties ranked in the county.  The KBN write-ups are provided as Attachment 1.  Four 
nominations were received for this project; the Blues Creek Ravine Site was nominated by the Alachua 
Conservation Trust (ACT), the Fox Pond Site was nominated by Jody Gilbert, and the Weiss Property, located 
on the eastern half of the project area, was nominated by both Peter NeSmith and Busy Shires. The overall 
project boundary was expanded by staff to the parcel boundaries that overlapped the Fox Pond and Millhopper 
Flatwoods KBN project area (Map 1).   
 
The Blues Creek Ravine (BCR) Site is one of the keystone parcels in the Fox Pond-Millhopper Flatwoods 
Project.  It is composed of two parcels totaling 160 acres, and is owned by the Byrant Family.  The University 
of Florida’s Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences (IFAS) facility is to the north of the site, and Mill 
Hammock, Deer Run, and Chantilly Acres subdivisions are to the south, east and west respectively.  The most 
outstanding features on the site are a segment of Blues Creek and its associated ravine and forest (Map 2).  The 
natural communities present include seepage stream (Blues Creek), baygall, calcareous mesic hammock, upland 
mixed forest, gum swamp, and shrub swamp.  Disturbances include approximately 15 acres of old field 
succession pine forest on the southwest side of the property.  There are 11 known archaeological sites within a 
half mile of the BCR site.  It is highly likely that archaeological sites are present on the BCR Property, though it 
has never been professionally surveyed. 
 
PROTECTING WATER RESOURCES:  The Fox Pond-Millhopper Flatwoods Project is located in the 
perforated aquifer zone of Alachua County according to Florida Geologic Survey Open File Report 21 (Map 3).  
This is an area underlain by clays of the Hawthorn Group perforated by numerous karst features that allow 
direct access to the aquifer. The St. John’s River Water Management District’s Aquifer Recharge Map for 
Alachua County shows that the site falls in an area of high aquifer recharge, 12 inches or more per year (Map 
4).  Blues Creek is part of a stream-to-sink system.  Most of the headwaters are located within the Fox Pond-
Millhopper Flatwoods project east of the BCR site.  It flows through the BCR property and the Northeast corner 
of the Fox Pond Site into San Felasco Hammock State Park, where it enters a swallow hole in Big Otter Ravine 
that leads to the Floridan Aquifer (KBN 1996).  
 
Surface waters on the site are limited to the creek, its tributaries and small seepage areas, and several wetlands.  
The steep sides of the ravine along the creek allow for very limited flood plain area. The surrounding 
undeveloped uplands do provide protection, however for surface waters on the site.  The wetland areas provide 
flood storage and the creek acts as a conduit for the removal of water during and after storm events.  
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PROTECTING NATURAL COMMUNITIES AND LANDSCAPES:   
Natural Community Types   Condition  
Calcareous Mesic Hammock   Good  
Upland Mixed Forest    Good 
Seepage Stream    Good-Excellent 
Bay Gall     Excellent 
Shrub Swamp     Good 
Gum Swamp     Good 
Old Field Succession Pine   
 
The Fox Pond-Millhopper Flatwoods project connects San Felasco Hammock State Park to the Hague 
Flatwoods.  The connection to San Felasco is good, however the connection to Hague Flatwoods is bisected by 
US-441.  BCR is connected to Fox Pond and San Felasco through a thin strip of forest located on the IFAS 
facility.  Discussions with both ACT and FDEP Division of Recreation and Parks have indicated that IFAS is 
willing to sign over this area to Florida Division of Environmental Protection (FDEP) for Conservation 
purposes. The IFAS facility and a conservation easement for Deer Run subdivision abut the property on the 
north side.  The BCR site is less than a half a mile from the Devil’s Millhopper State Geologic Site, although to 
avoid traversing residential developments the actual distance is almost three miles. BCR is essentially free from 
internal fragmentation with only an old dirt road and a footpath present.  It should be noted that the site is 
surrounded by residential properties on three sides and the IFAS facility on the forth.  This is problematic 
because it exposes the site to invasion by non-native plants and domestic animals from surrounding 
development. 
 
The ravine is the most outstanding geological feature on the site.   
 
PROTECTING PLANT AND ANIMAL SPECIES:   
 
Common Name   Endemic Fed/State   FCREPA/FNAI Observed  
       Status  Designation 
Birds 
Swallow-tailed Kite     -/-  E/S2   K   
Woodstork      E/E  E/S2   F 
Snowy Egret       -/SSC  SSC/S4  F 
Little Blue Heron     -/SSC  SSC/S4  F 
Reptiles 
Alligator      T/T  -/S4   F 
Gopher Tortoise     -/SSC  T/S3   K,N, S 
Eastern Indigo Snake     T/T  SSC/S3  K,N (FNAI) 
Florida Box Turtle   endemic -/-  -/-   Potential 
S=observed by Alachua Co. EPD staff and/or an LCB subcommittee member, K=documented through KBN Study, F=documented by the Florida 
Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission’s 1994 Alachua County, Florida Habitat Distribution Maps, N=documented by Peter NeSmith.  
 
Swallow tailed kites, known to have a large home range, were observed in the project area (KBN 1996). It 
would, however, be difficult for species with large home ranges that don’t fly to safely use the area as a corridor 
because of US-441 and the amount of development in the surrounding area.  BCR does provide high quality 
habitat for migrating birds.   
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Alachua County Forever staff compiled the attached plant list for both BCR and Fox Pond (Attachment 2).  Six 
listed species were observed; southern lady fern, cinnamon fern, royal fern, needle palm, green fly orchid and 
angularfruit milkvine. 
 
Exotic plants present on the site include wisteria, tallow and an exotic bamboo reported in the KBN Study 1996.  
There is also a small population of Japanese climbing fern on Mill Hammock Subdivision immediately adjacent 
to BCR.  This population will spread into the BCR site if it is not controlled soon. 
 
ACHIEVING SOCIAL/HUMAN VALUES:  BCR is an aesthetically pleasing urban natural area that is a part 
of the ecological greenway system.  Its easily accessible location and scenic appeal would make it a popular 
site.  If acquired the site would be accessible to the public for passive recreational purposes. 
 
MANAGEMENT ISSUES:  The BCR site is in good condition, but will require regular attention.  Initial and 
maintenance non-native plant control will be necessary.  There will be a constant supply of non-native plants 
from the neighboring properties. If the management plan requires restoration of the disturbed old field 
successional pine area to pineland the site will require prescribed burning.  This will be challenging in light of 
the proximity of houses to the property.  It should be noted that the disturbed area could be used for the 
development of infrastructure or pushed toward a hammock community. Access control and regular security 
patrols for trespass and dumping also will be necessary.  Currently, access for management purposes would be 
difficult.  Access would be enhanced if the property was acquired.      
 
ECONOMIC/ ACQUISITION ISSUES:  The Alachua County Property Appraisers 2000 Just Value for the 
subject parcels is $1,128,000 or $7,050 per acre. [Parcel 06025-000-000 (130 acres) = $936,000; Parcel 06025-
001-000 (30 acres) = $192,000]  This figure is for comparative purposes between nominated properties, and is 
not necessarily an accurate reflection of the true cost of the property if acquired by the Alachua County Forever 
Program. While she has had offers from developers, Mrs. Bryant has been working with ACT and the Trust for 
Public Lands (TPL) to preserve the BCR property.  TPL has a contract to purchase the BCR property based on 
the commitment to and availability of public acquisition funding for this parcel.  ACT has applied for a Florida 
Communities Trust (FCT) grant for both the BCR and Fox Pond parcels.  They are requesting a 25% match 
from the county.  Prior to the establishment of the ACF program, the Alachua County Board of County 
Commissioners voted to submit an FCT grant application for the acquisition of the BCR property in the 2000 
FCT cycle.  The project was not funded during that cycle. 
 
Development Review 
 Finding 

Location NW Gainesville/Millhopper Road. 
Market Conditions Very active, desirable for single-family detached residential developments. 
Land Use Current: mixed upland hardwood forests and wetlands. FLU Map designation is 

Estate Residential (1 DU per 2 acres) on about 140 acres and Conservation (1 DU 
per 10 acres) on about 21 acres. (Land use figures are estimates.) 

Zoning “RE” District, 1 DU per 2 acres (or more). 
Parcel Subdivision The property is in two parcels.  Only very minor additional divisions of the parent 

parcels would be allowed without a subdivision plan, which must be approved by 
the Development Review Committee to achieve the permitted density on this site. 

Owner Intent To dispose of property. 
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SUMMARY: This site is adjacent to an IFAS research unit to the north. The main road through 
the area is a county scenic road.  The area is seen as very desirable for high-end 
residential development and is under substantial development pressure. It appears 
that about 70-72 single-family units could be developed on this site.  A PUD could 
be sought but similar results could be achieved using the county’s cluster ordinance 
without requiring a rezoning. 

 
OTHER:   As mentioned above, it is highly likely that there are archaeological sites on the property.  There are 
11 recorded sites within a half a mile of the BCR site, and Michael Drummond observed a dugong rib bone 
fragment on the site. 
 
REFERENCES CITED:   
KBN, A Golder Asssociates Company 1996. Alachua County Ecological Inventory Project. Alachua County 
Department of Growth Management, Gainesville, Florida. 
 
Macesich, M. 1988.  Geologic Interpretation of the Aquifer Pollution Potential in Alachua County, Florida, 
Open File Report – 21.  Florida Geologic Survey, Tallahassee, Florida. 
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A.  Whether the property has geologic/hydrologic conditions that would easily enable contamination of vulnerable 
aquifers that have value as drinking water sources; 5
B.  Whether the property serves an important groundwater recharge function; 5
C.  Whether the property contains or has direct connections to lakes, creeks, rivers, springs, sinkholes, or wetlands for 
which conservation of the property will protect or improve surface water quality; 2
D.  Whether the property serves an important flood management function. 3
A.  Whether the property contains a diversity of natural communities; 3
B.  Whether the natural communities present on the property are rare; 3
C.  Whether there is ecological quality in the communities present on the property; 4
D.  Whether the property is functionally connected to other natural communities; 3
E.  Whether the property is adjacent to properties that are in public ownership or have other environmental 
protections such as conservation easements; 3
F.  Whether the property is large enough to contribute substantially to conservation efforts; 4
G.  Whether the property contains important, Florida-specific geologic features such as caves or springs; 3
H.  Whether the property is relatively free from internal fragmentation from roads, power lines, and other features 
that create barriers and edge effects. 5
A.  Whether the property serves as documented or potential habitat for rare, threatened, or endangered species or 
species of special concern; 4
B.  Whether the property serves as documented or potential habitat for species with large home ranges; 3
C.  Whether the property contains plants or animals that are endemic or near-endemic to Florida or Alachua County; 

3
D.  Whether the property serves as a special wildlife migration or aggregation site for activities such as breeding, 
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roosting, colonial nesting, or over-wintering; 4
E.  Whether the property offers high vegetation quality and species diversity; 4
F.  Whether the property has low incidence of non-native invasive species. 3
A.  Whether the property offers opportunities for compatible resource-based recreation, if appropriate; 5
B.  Whether the property contributes to urban green space, provides a municipal defining greenbelt, provides scenic 
vistas, or has other value from an urban and regional planning perspective. 5
AVERAGE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AND HUMAN VALUES 3.7
RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF THIS CRITERIA SET IN THE OVERALL SCORE 1.3333 4.9
A.  Whether it will be practical to manage the property to protect its environmental, social and other values (examples 
include controlled burning, exotics removal, maintaining hydro-period, and so on);

3
B.  Whether this management can be completed in a cost-effective manner. 4
A.  Whether there is potential for purchasing the property with matching funds from municipal, state, federal, or 
private contributions; 5
B.  Whether the overall resource values justifies the potential cost of acquisition; 2
C.  Whether there is imminent threat of losing the environmental, social or other values of the property through 
development and/or lack of sufficient legislative protections (this requires analysis of current land use, zoning, owner 
intent, location and 4
D.  `Whether there is an opportunity to protect the environmental, social or other values of the property through an 
economically attractive less-than-fee mechanism such as a conservation easement. 1
AVERAGE FOR ACQUISITION AND MANAGEMENT VALUES 3.2
RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF THIS CRITERIA SET IN THE OVERALL SCORE 0.6667 2.1

TOTAL SCORE 7.04
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