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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
This Environmental Assessment (EA) details the potential impacts that could result from proposed 
renovations to Spring Creek Park (SCP), formerly Reynold’s Landing, on Lake Seminole, Seminole 
County, Georgia.  The purpose of this EA is to evaluate whether the proposed activities are likely to cause 
significant impacts to the environment.  Such impacts would require a more detailed study on possible 
impacts, mitigation, and alternative courses of action. 
 
1.1 LOCATION 
 
The 108-acre project site is a U. S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE) owned parcel located in rural 
Seminole County, Georgia.  The geographic coordinates for the site are latitude 30o 48’ 20.24” N and 
longitude 84 o 48’ 36.40” W.  This site is bordered by Spring Creek Drive to the north and east, Reynold’s 
Landing Road to the west, and Lake Seminole to the south.  The project area is located approximately 16 
miles south of Donalsonville, Georgia, and approximately 15 miles southwest of Bainbridge, Georgia.  A 
location map depicting the project boundary is provided as Figure 1.  A United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) Topographic Quadrangle map is provided as Figure 2. 
 
1.2 PROPOSED ACTIONS 
 
The park is currently leased by COE to Seminole County, Georgia and provides recreational day-use 
services.  Per the existing Master Development Plan (MDP), approved in 1989, these services include a 
single lane boat launch, a 40-space asphalt parking area, 9 picnic tables, 1 picnic shelter and a single 
restroom facility; see Figure 3.  The proposed MDP aims to supplement these recreational amenities with 
upgraded or additional infrastructure needed to allow SCP to support major bass fishing tournaments.  
These upgrades are displayed in Figure 4 and include: 
 

• Phase 1 
o quadruple-lane boat launch; 
o 91-space asphalt parking area 

and 150-space grass/turf 
overflow parking area; 

o entrance and exit signage; 
o fishing tournament weigh-in 

areas (primary and secondary); 
o day-use docks; 
o 35 RV camping spaces; 

 
• Phase 2 

o 1,135-foot wooden boardwalk; 
o 4 overlook decks; 
o Hiking/interpretive trails; 

 
 

• Phase 3 
o 30x50-foot pavilion; 
o Children’s play area (Totlot); 
o Public restroom facility; 
o RV pump-out holding tank to 

accommodate 40 RV sites; 
o Park host site; 
o Fishing tournament weigh-in 

pavilion; 
o 24 primitive camping sites; 
o Hiking/interpretive trail 

addition; 
 

• Phase 4 
o 3 picnic pavilions 
o 2 public restroom facilities 
o 4 RV camping spaces 
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1.3 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 
 
In 2007, Georgia Governor Sonny Perdue announced the GoFish Georgia Initiative (GoFish or 
Initiative).  This Initiative is a statewide program aimed at boosting economic stimulus in rural 
communities by promoting sportfishing tourism across the state.  SCP is among 18 fishing access points 
throughout Georgia selected for the Initiative.  A GoFish ramp has previously been approved on the 
Flint River arm of Lake Seminole in Bainbridge (Decatur County); this is about 20 miles by lake 
from SCP.  Fishing tournament organizers, especially moderate-sized tournaments not needing 
the maximum hotel capacity available in Bainbridge, find the mid-lake site at SCP very 
appealing.  A 2010 survey conducted by the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) showed that 
average monthly visitation at SCP ranged as high as 10,400 vehicles during summer season when fishing 
tournaments are prevalent.  This underscores the value of providing enhanced recreational infrastructure.  
Improvements for tournament fishing include improving the bathroom facilities, adding dock 
space, and creating a suitable space for fish weigh-in and spectators. 
 
1.4 AUTHORITY 
 
Title 16 of the United States Code (USC), Section 406(d), approved December 22, 1944, as amended by 
Section 4 of the Flood Control Act of 1946, Section 209 of the Flood Control Act of 1954 and Section 
207 of  the Flood Control Act of 1962, authorizes the Secretary of the Army to lease lands at Water 
Resources Development projects if those leases are in the best interest of the general public.  
Additionally, federal actions, i. e., leasing of land, require the preparation of National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA; 1969) documentation in order to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed action.  A copy of the 1976 Final Environmental Impact Statement for the construction of Jim 
Woodruff Lock & Dam is provided as Appendix A.   
 
2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING WITHOUT THE PROJECT 
 
2.1 GENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
The study area is located within the Dougherty Plain of the Atlantic Costal Plain Physiographic Province.  
The Dougherty Plain is characterized by low relief and contains numerous wetland systems.  Elevations 
are highest at 100 feet in the northern portion of the project area and gradually decrease to approximately 
80 feet along the shoreline.  The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) soils manual was utilized to 
determine the approximate extent of the soils units known to exist within the project boundaries.  The specific 
limits of mapped soil units within the study area are detailed on Figure 5.  A complete list of soil types is 
provided in Table 1. 
 
Table 1.  Summary of Soils found On-Site. 

Soil Unit Soil Description Hydric Soil 
TzB Troup Sand, 0-5 % slopes No 
Oh Ocilla Loamy Sand Yes 

LMB Lucy Loamy Sand, 0-5% slopes No 
 
Land use and ecological communities are grouped into four categories, as described by Wharton (2005).  
The limits of each community are depicted on Figure 6.  These included pine flatwoods, wetland forest 
mixed, freshwater marsh, and roads (impervious surface).  Impervious surface is currently limited to 
approximately five acres and is comprised of the existing boat launch, the associated 30-space parking 
area, and less than half a mile of asphalt road.



TZB

OH

LMB

W

LMB

W

W
W

Date: 04/06/09 Rev. Date: 02/05/10 PM: MAB GIS Analyst: JPB Map Document: SOILS.mxd Project Number: GGI1-310-Y040 PDF Document: SOILS.pdf Plot Size: 8.5 x 11

www.entri x.com

This map and all data contained wi thin  are
supplied as is with no warranty. Entrix, Inc.
expressly disclaims responsibili ty for damages
or liability from any claims that may ar ise out
of the use or misuse of this map. It is the sole
responsibility o f the user to  determine if the
data on this map meets the user’s needs. Th is
map was not created as survey data, nor
should it be used as such. It is the user’s
responsibility to  obtain proper survey data,
prepared by a licensed surveyor, where
required by law. Image: 2007 NC

Coordinate System: NAD 1983 SPGWF

PROJECT BOUNDARY - 108.01AC.

LMB - Lucy loamy sand, 0 to 5 percent slopes - 8.44ac.

Oh - Ocilla loamy sand - 23.56ac.

TzB - Troup sand, 0 to 5 percent slopes - 72.22ac.

W - Water - 3.79ac.

Figure 5 - NRCS Soils Map
Spring Creek Park

Seminole County, Georgia
2420 W. Lakeshore Drive, Suite 100
Tallahassee, FL 32312

ph. (850) 681-9700
fx (850) 681-9741

0 500 1,000 1,500 2,000 Feet

0 150 300 450 600 Meters



WFM

WM

UPF

UPF

WFM WM

IMP

IMP

WFM

Date: 04/06/09 Rev. Date: 02/22/11 PM: MAB GIS Analyst: JPB Map Document: FLUCCS.mxd Project Number: GGI1-310-Y040 PDF Document: FLUCCS.pdf Plot Size: 8.5 x 11

www.entrix.com

This map and all data contained within are
supplied as is with no warranty. Entrix, Inc.
expressly disclaims responsibility for damages
or liability from any claims that may arise out
of the use or misuse of this map. It is the sole
responsibility of the user to determine if the
data on this map meets the user’s needs. This
map was not created as survey data, nor
should it be used as such. It is the user’s
responsibility to obtain proper survey data,
prepared by a licensed surveyor, where
required by law. Image: 2007 NC

Coordinate System: NAD 1983 SPGWF

PROJECT BOUNDARY - 108.01AC. +/-

IMP - ROADS AND PARKS (IMPERVIOUS) - 4.98ac.

UPF - PINE FLATWOODS - 80.09ac.

WFM - WETLAND FOREST MIXED - 13.73ac.

WM - FRESHWATER MARSH - 9.22ac.

Figure 6 - Ecological Communities Map
Spring Creek Park

Seminole County, Georgia
2420 W. Lakeshore Drive, Suite 100
Tallahassee, FL 32312

ph. (850) 681-9700
fx (850) 681-9741

0 500 1,000 1,500 2,000 Feet

0 150 300 450 600 Meters



Spring Creek Park 
Environmental Assessment 
August 16, 2011 

 

 
GGI1-310_SCP_NEPA_EA_rev081611_DRAFT.doc 9 

Upland land use mostly consists of managed pine flatwoods; see Appendix B, Photograph 1.  This 
community is best characterized by having a mature longleaf pine (Pinus palustris) canopy.  Sub-canopy 
composition is primarily laurel oak (Quercus hemisphaerica) and longleaf pine recruits.  Wiregrass 
(Aristida stricta) dominates the forest floor.  The presence of live oaks (Q. virginiana), both mature and 
recruitment, gradually increases in the eastern portions of the parcel but remained sub-dominant to 
longleaf pine; see Appendix B, Photograph 2.  Upland nuisance and/or exotic vegetation are present in 
isolated patches and include cogon grass (Imperata cylindrica), kudzu (Pueraria montana), and japanese 
climbing fern (Lygodium japonicum). 
 
Mixed wetland forest serves as the riparian transition between Lake Seminole and the upland pine 
flatwoods; see Appendix B, Photograph 3.  As such, the vegetative composition ranges from obligate 
vegetation near water’s edge to a mixture of facultative and upland vegetation upgradient.  Common tree 
species included bald cypress (Taxodium distichum), sweetbay (Magnolia virginiana), red bay (Persea 
borbonia), black tupelo (Nyssa sylvatica var. biflora), and red maple (Acer rubrum).  Common shrub 
species include wax myrtle (Myrica cerifera), black willow (Salix nigra), salt bush (Baccharis 
halimifolia), and gallberry (Ilex glabra).  Herbaceous and groundcover species include dogfennel 
(Eupatorium capillifolium), goldenrod (Solidago sp.), highbush blackberry (Rubus argutus), blue 
maidencane (Amphicarpum mulenbergianum), bushy bluestem (Andropogon glomeratus), broomsedge 
bluestem (Andropogon virginicus), coinwort (Centella asiatica), manyflower marsh pennywort 
(Hydrocotyle umellata), redroot (Lachnanthes caroliniana), laurel greenbriar (Smilax laurifolia), and St. 
John’s wort (Hypericum fasciculatum). 
 
Freshwater marsh habitat is common along the littoral zone of Lake Seminole; see Appendix B, 
Photographs 4-5.  Generally these communities exist within 8-10 feet of the bank where water depth is 
sufficiently shallow to support emergent plant growth.  Emergent species, such as cattail (Typha latifolia), 
pickerel weed (Pontederia cordata), giant cutgrass (Zizaniopsis milicea), water paspalum (Paspalum 
repens), and various rushes (Juncus spp.) and sedges (Carex spp.) are common along the shoreline 
particularly in the vicinity of the existing boat ramp.  Submersed aquatic vegetation is also abundant and 
is composed mostly of coontail (Ceratophyllum demersum), fanwort (Cabomba caroliniana), and 
bladderwort (Utricularia spp.).  Aquatic nuisance and/or exotic species, both submerged and emergent, 
are also present and include alligator weed (Alternanthera philoxeroides), water primrose (Ludwigia 
spp.), and hydrilla (Hydrilla verticillata). 
 
2.2 SIGNIFICANT RESOURCES DESCRIPTION 
 
2.2.1 Water Quality 
 
The project site drains into the Spring Creek embayment of Lake Seminole.  Lake Seminole supports its 
designated use according to the 2010 Integrated 305(b) list for Georgia waters.  Water quality variables 
routinely measured by the Georgia Environmental Protection Division (GAEPD) include dissolved 
oxygen, temperature, pH, specific conductance, Secchi disk transparency, chlorophyll a, total phosphorus, 
nitrogen compounds, and turbidity.  There are no perennial or intermittent watercourses, manmade 
ditches, or canals within the project area, and all surface water discharge occurs as overland flow where it 
conveys downgradient into Lake Seminole. 
 
2.2.2 Fishery Resources 
 
At least 79 fish species are known to occur in Lake Seminole (COE 2010).  Popular sport fish include 
largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides), smallmouth bass (Micropterus dolomieu), striped bass 
(Morone saxatilis), hybrid bass (Morone saxatilis x M. chrysops), spotted bass (Micropterus punctulatus), 
crappie (Pomoxis spp.), catfish (Ictalurus spp. & Pylodictus olivaris), bluegill (Lepomis macrochirus), 
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and sunfish (Lepomis spp.).  Lake Seminole is considered one of the top fishing destinations in Georgia and 
consistently ranks in the top fifth percentile of angler success during bass tournaments.  The Georgia Bass 
Federation 2009 Tournament Creel Report ranked Lake Seminole, from among 13 popular Georgia 
reservoirs, as first in the number of five-pound bass harvested through tournaments and second in average 
largest bass through tournaments (Quertermus 2009).  This report included data from 500 statewide bass 
fishing tournaments; 40 of which occurred at Lake Seminole. 
 
2.2.3 Wildlife Resources 
 
An environmental assessment was conducted by ENTRIX, Inc. (ENTRIX) ecologists on March 6, 2008.  
Wildlife observations included direct (visual) and/or indirect (call, sign) evidence of a myriad of game and 
nongame species.  Upland game species that occur within the project area include wild turkey (Meleagris 
gallopavo silvvestris), whitetail deer (Odocoileus virginianus), mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), gray 
squirrel (Sciurus carolinensis), and cottontail rabbit (Sylvilagus floridanus).  A myriad of wading birds 
would be expected to utilize the park, including great blue heron (Ardea herodias), little blue heron 
(Egretta caerulea), tricolored heron (Egretta tricolor), great egret (Ardea alba), etc.  Waterfowl, including 
the mallard (Anas plathyrhynchos), blue winged teal (Anas discors), American coot (Fulica americana), and 
wood duck (Aix sponsa), to name a few, would also be expected to occur during the winter migratory 
season. 
 
Songbirds recorded during the March 2008 survey included the typical array of cosmopolitan species, such 
as the northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), bluejay (Cyanocitta cristata), northern cardinal 
(Cardinalis cardinalis), Carolina chickadee (Poecile carolinensis), eastern towhee (Pipilo 
erythrophthalmus), and red-bellied woodpecker (Melanerpes carolinus), as well as migratory species such 
as the yellow-rumped warbler (Dendroica coronata), pine warbler (Dendroica pinus), cedar waxwing 
(Bombycilla cedrorum), northern parula (Parula americana), American robin (Turdus migratorius), and 
white-throated sparrow (Zonotrichia albicollis). 
 
2.2.4 Wetlands 
 
Wetlands are “those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and 
duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation 
typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions” (33 CFR 328.3).  COE regulates impacts to wetlands 
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA).  GAEPD regulates impacts to riparian habitat in 
accordance with the Erosion and Sedimentation Act, 1975, as amended, O.C.G.A. 12-7-6(b)(15). 
 
According to the National Wetlands Inventory Program (NWI), administered by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (FWS), approximately 15% of the SCP project area exists as wetlands, the most prominent type 
consisting as Lacustrine Littoral, or freshwater marsh; see Figure 7.  This wetland type is relatively 
common throughout the region and comprises more than 5,700 acres in and around Lake Seminole.  Other 
NWI mapped wetlands within SCP include Palustrine Emergent and Palustrine Shrub/Scrub, which together 
account for 6% of the SCP project area.  These wetland types are also common regionally and comprise 
more than 4,500 acres and 1,300 acres, respectively, within a 10-mile radius of SCP.  It is important to note 
that NWI maps present only a ‘broad-brushed’ wetland inventory and a more formal survey is necessary to 
accurately document the types and extent of wetlands available.  Such a survey was conducted by ENTRIX, 
Inc. during July 2010, as according to the COE Wetlands Delineation Manual (1987), and concluded that 
approximately 22% of the SCP project area consists of these wetland types.  Overall, the proposed activities, 
which include the boat launch renovation, mooring docks, and wooden boardwalk/overlook decks, would 
impact approximately 0.22 acres of jurisdictional wetlands. 
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2.2.5 Endangered Species 
 
The Endangered Species Act (ESA) was signed into law in 1973 to protect rare, threatened, and 
endangered wildlife in the United States.  Section 7a(2) of ESA requires COE, in consultation with FWS, 
to insure that actions at the SCP lease do not jeopardize the continued existence of threatened and 
endangered species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of the species' critical habitat.  
Critical habitat areas are identified as essential to the conservation of federally listed species.  There are 
no critical habitats designated within or abutting the SCP lease.  Section 7 consultation with FWS West 
Georgia Field Sub-Office has been coordinated by e-mail dated August 12, 2011 and states a 
determination that the proposed actions are not expected to significantly impact fish and wildlife 
resources under FWS jurisdiction; see Appendix C. 
 
GADNR has provided a list of known occurrences of natural communities, plants, and animals of highest 
priority conservation status on or near SPC; see Appendix D.  These species are summarized in Table 2.  
Two of the species listed in Table 2, the gopher tortoise (Gopherus polyphemus) and bald eagle 
(Haliaeetus leucocephalus), were observed during the 2008 environmental assessment; see Figure 8.  The 
gopher tortoise, considered Threatened by GADNR, was found in abundance throughout the project site.  
The conservation status of this species within the eastern portion of its range, including Seminole County, 
Georgia, is currently under review by FWS.  This species is federally listed as threatened throughout the 
western half of its range, which includes portions of Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana. 
 
Table 2.  Federal/State Listed Species Known to Occur/Potentially Occur near SCP, Seminole County, Georgia. 

Scientific Name Common Name Status 
(Fed/GA) 

Rank 
(GA) Habitat in Georgia 

Elimia albanyensis Black-crest Elimia N/N SH Slackwater habitats in medium-sized rivers 
Drymarchon 
couperi 

Eastern Indigo 
Snake T/T S3 Sandhills; pine flatwoods; dry hammocks; summer 

habitat includes floodplains and bottomlands 
Gopherus 
polyphemus Gopher Tortoise N/T S2 Sandhills; dry hammocks; longleaf pine-turkey oak 

woods; old fields 

Graptemys barbouri Barbour's Map 
Turtle N/T S2 Rivers & large creeks of Apalachicola River drainage 

Utterbackia 
peggyae Florida floater N/N S2 Large rivers to small streams in slackwater habitats 

Hamiota 
subangulata 

Shinyrayed 
Pocketbook E/E S2 Sandy/rocky medium-sized rivers & creeks 

Ameiurs 
serracanthus Spotted Bullhead N/N S2 Large streams and rivers with moderate current and 

rock-sand substrate 
Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus Bald Eagle N/T S2 Edges of lakes & large rivers; seacoasts 

Picoides borealis Red-cockaded 
Woodpecker E/E S2 Open pine woods; pine savannas 

Carex decomposita Cypress-knee Sedge N/N S2? Swamps and lake margins on floating logs 
Physostegia 
leptophylla 

Narrowleaf 
Obedient Plant N/N S2S3 disjunct in wet savannas of extreme SW Georgia 

N-Not listed.  E-Listed as endangered.  T-Listed as threatened.  SH-Species and ecosystems are designated with as such (possibly extinct or extirpated) if 
they are known only from historical records but there is a chance they may still exist.; S1-Critically imperiled in state because of extreme rarity (5 or fewer 
occurrences); S2-Imperiled in state because of rarity (6 to 20 occurrences); S3-Rare or uncommon in state (on the order of 21 to 100 occurrences);  ?-
Denotes questionable rank; best guess given whenever possible (e.g. S3?). 
 
A juvenile bald eagle was observed in flight only.  No bald eagle nests were detected onsite.  Although 
the bald eagle has been removed from the federal list of endangered and threatened species, it remains 
protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
(MBTA).  The species is also considered threatened by GADNR.  The nearest nest, according to the 
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GADNR Wildlife Resources Division, was located offsite approximately 0.9 miles southwest of the SCP 
boat launch.  This nest was not occupied by eagles during the 2006-2007 nesting season. 
 
Preferred habitat for several other species listed in Table 2 is abundant throughout the upland pine 
flatwoods.  Specifically, these include the red-cockaded woodpecker (RCW; Picoides borealis), wood 
stork (Mycteria americana), and eastern indigo snake (Dymarchon couperi) none of which were observed 
during the 2008 environmental assessment.  RCW inhabits open, mature pine forests with sparse midstory 
vegetation and excavates its cavities exclusively in old growth (over 60 years of age) pine trees.  The 
nearest known population is located within the Silver Lake Wildlife Management Area two miles east of 
the SCP lease (GADNR 2010).  The proposed activities are not anticipated to affect this population.  
Wood storks are colonial wading birds that prefer seasonally inundated, open-canopied wetlands for 
foraging and cypress-gum swamps for nesting.  No nesting colonies of wood storks or other wading birds 
were detected on the SCP lease. 
 
ESA, along with the Wildflower Preservation Act, 1973, also requires Georgia Department of Natural 
Resources (GADNR) to designate and protect all plant and animal species indigenous to the state that are 
determined to be Endangered, Threatened, Rare, Unusual, or in Danger of Extinction.  Protected species 
in Georgia are assigned state ranks of rarity based on biological and geographical factors.  The following 
acts are prohibited in the State of Georgia for protected wildlife species: 
 

1. Any activities which are intended to harass, capture, kill, or otherwise directly cause death of any 
protected animal species are prohibited, except as specifically authorized by law or by regulation 
as adopted by the Board of Natural Resources. 

 
2. The sale or purchase of any protected animal species or parts thereof is prohibited and the 

possession of any such species or parts thereof is prohibited unless the possession is authorized 
by a scientific collecting, wildlife exhibition, or other permit or license issued by the Department. 

 
3. The destruction of the habitat of any protected animal species on public lands is prohibited. 

 
Additionally, the following acts are prohibited in the State of Georgia for protected plant species: 
 

1. No person within this State shall cut, dig, pull up, or otherwise remove any protected plant 
species from public land unless such person has secured an appropriate permit from the 
Department. 

 
2. No person within this State shall sell or offer for sale, for any purpose, any protected plant species 

unless such species was grown on private land and is being sold by the landowner or with the 
permission of the landowner. 

 
3. No person within this State shall transport, carry, or otherwise convey any protected plant species 

from the land of another unless each shipment thereof has affixed a tag supplied by the 
Department showing that the person so transporting, carrying, or conveying such protected 
species has removed such specimen(s) from the private lands of another person with the 
permission of such other person and has a written document in his possession evidencing such 
permission, and further evidencing that such specimen has not been sold. 
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2.2.6 Historic and Archeological Resources 
 
A cultural resource letter was issued by the Georgia Historic Preservation Division on February 14, 2011 
stating that “no archaeological resources or structures … will be affected by the proposed undertaking, as 
defined in 36 CFR Part 800.4(d)(1).”  A copy of this letter is provided as Appendix E. 
 
2.3 NAVIGATION 
 
Lake Seminole has a federally maintained navigation channel.  The proposed actions occur neither within, 
nor have any direct effect on, this channel.  Recreational boat traffic is common through the inlet 
connecting SCP with Lake Seminole. 
 
2.4 RECREATION 
 
Currently the park provides a single lane boat launch and array of associated infrastructure sufficient to 
accommodate moderate recreational use, e. g., mooring platform, 30-space asphalt parking area, and a 
single restroom facility; see Appendix B, Photograph 6.  Additionally, immediately west of the project 
area is SCP Resort which features two dining establishments, motel style lodging, RV camping facilities, 
and approximately twenty covered boat slips.  This is a privately-owned establishment and exists 
independent of the SCP lease. 
 
2.5 SOCIOECONOMIC RESOURCES 
 
The 2008 population estimate for Seminole County, Georgia was 9,091 persons.  This estimate reflects a 
3% decrease from the previous decade (UGA 2010).  The labor force during December 2009 was 3,996 
with a corresponding unemployment rate of 10.2% (GDOL 2010).  Unemployment rates in Seminole 
County peaked during February 2009 at 11.5%.  The unemployment rate is calculated by the U. S. Bureau 
of Labor Statistics (BLS) as the number of local, jobless residents who are actively seeking a job, divided 
by the number of residents who are in the work force.  Median household income during 2008 was 
$28,676 and 23.1% of all persons ranked at or below the poverty level.  The majority of Seminole County 
is rural with 103,543 acres dedicated to farming.  As of 2007 there were 182 farms county-wide.  This 
number reflects a nearly 12% decline over the previous five years. 
 
 
2.6 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
 
Executive Order (EO) 12898, February 11, 1994, requires addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately 
high and adverse human health or environmental effects of Federal action on minority and low income 
populations.  As of 2008, approximately 23% of Seminole County residents survived below the national 
poverty level.  This is nearly 10% higher than when averaged across Georgia (U. S Census Bureau, 
USCB, 2010). 
 
2.7 PROTECTION OF CHILDREN 
 
EO 13045, April 21, 1997, requires, to the extent permitted by law and mission, identifying and assessing 
environmental health and safety risks to children posed by the proposed action.  According to USCB as of 
2009 approximately 31% of the population of Seminole County, Georgia was younger than 18 years of 
age with nearly 7% under 5 years of age. 
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2.8 HAZARDOUS AND TOXIC MATERIALS 
 
The project site occurs in a rural setting with no neighboring industry.  There are no known hazardous 
wastes, hazardous materials, solid wastes, or petroleum products supported, generated, or received by the 
project site.  Further, no evidence of hazardous substances, e.g. elicit dump sites, oiled sediments, 
abandoned containers or storage tanks, was observed during an environmental assessment conducted by 
ENTRIX ecologists during March 2008.  The project area is rural and the nearest industry is located 
greater than 15 miles away.   
 
3.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE RECOMMENDED PLAN 
 
Currently the park provides a single lane boat launch and typical array of associated infrastructure to 
accommodate moderate recreational use, e. g., asphalt parking area, picnic areas, and a single restroom 
facility.  The MDP proposes a four-lane boat launch to replace the existing launch as well as a suite of 
constructed and/or renovated support facilities.  These upgrades are displayed in Figure 4 and include a 
91-space asphalt parking area, a 150-space turf overflow parking area, day-use docks, four wooden 
pavilions and four overlook decks connected by a wooden boardwalk, three restroom facilities, RV pump-
out/holding tank, two separate areas for RV camping (one having four sites and the other having 35), 24 
primitive campsites, and a series of interpretive hiking trails. 
 
4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE RECOMMENDED PLAN 
 
4.1 BIOLOGICAL AND PHYSICAL IMPACTS 
 
The upgrade of recreational facilities at SCP will result in limited, unavoidable adverse effects associated 
with the loss of upland forest habitat for the parking areas, the replacement of shoreline emergent habitat 
for proposed launch/dock facilities, and increased human use including noise and traffic from vehicle and 
boating usage. 
 
4.1.1 Land Use Changes 
 
The preferred MDP aims to enhance recreational opportunities at SCP and its implementation will be 
consistent with the existing land use in the immediate and surrounding areas, which includes the existing 
day-use infrastructure, e.g., boat launch, parking and picnic areas, as well as the neighboring SCP Resort.  
Competition of services between SCP Resort and the proposed MDP, i. e., camping/lodging, are expected 
to be offset by the complementary effect of increased traffic on the remaining services provided by the 
resort, e. g., dining, merchandise sales, equipment rentals, etc. 
 
4.1.2 Historic and Archeological Resources 
 
A cultural resource letter was issued by the Georgia Historic Preservation Division on February 14, 2011 
stating that “no archaeological resources or structures … will be affected by the proposed undertaking, as 
defined in 36 CFR Part 800.4(d)(1).”  A copy of this letter is provided as Appendix E.  In the unlikely 
event that an inadvertent discovery of previously unknown cultural resources or potential human remains 
are uncovered during construction, all work would cease, the discovery would be protected, and the 
Mobile District project manager, as well as the Georgia State Archaeologist would be immediately 
contacted. 
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4.1.3 Endangered and Threatened Species 
 
Section 7 consultation with FWS West Georgia Field Sub-Office has been coordinated by e-mail dated 
August 12, 2011 and states a determination that the proposed actions are not expected to significantly 
impact fish and wildlife resources under FWS jurisdiction; see Appendix C.  Additionally, GADNR 
provided a letter dated July 12, 2011 listing known occurrences of sensitive species near SPC along with 
best management recommendations for avoiding negative impacts to sensitive habitats, flora, or fauna; 
see Appendix D. 
 
Preferred habitat for several state and/or federally protected species listed in Table 2 is abundant 
throughout the upland pine flatwoods.  Specifically, these include the red-cockaded woodpecker (RCW; 
Picoides borealis), and eastern indigo snake (Dymarchon couperi) none of which were observed during 
the 2008 environmental assessment.  RCW inhabits open, mature pine forests with sparse midstory 
vegetation and excavates its cavities exclusively in old growth (over 60 years of age) pine trees.  The 
proposed activities are not expected to adversely affect RCW foraging or nesting success as the nearest 
known population is located within the Silver Lake Wildlife Management Area two miles east of the SCP 
lease (GADNR 2010).  The eastern indigo snake occupies a wide range of habitat types including pine 
flatwoods, scrubby flatwoods, scrub and sandhill, hammocks, wetlands, coastal dunes, and human-altered 
habitats (FWS 2008).  Below-ground refugia include the burrows of gopher tortoises (Gopherus 
polyphemus), nine-banded armadillos (Dasypus novemcinctus), and rodents, as well as hollow logs, stump 
holes, and other crevices (Hyslop 2007).  The proposed activities may affect, but are not likely to 
adversely affect, indigo snakes or their habitat since the majority of gopher tortoise burrows on site will 
be unaffected and any excavated tortoises will be relocated to appropriate habitat elsewhere on site.   
 
The Shiny-rayed pocketbook mussel (Hamiota subangulata) is endemic to the Flint River Basin and is 
known to occur within Seminole County, Georgia.  This species is thought to have been extirpated from 
larger rivers but has been found in medium sized creeks where it inhabits a range of substrate types, 
typically in slow to moderate current (Williams et. al. 2008).  Fish hosts for this species are believed to 
include spotted and largemouth bass (Micropterus spp.), bluegill sunfish (Lepomis macrochirus), and 
eastern mosquitofish (Gambusia holbrooki) (O’Brien & Brim Box 1999). It is possible, yet unlikely, that 
the shiny-rayed pocketbook mussel would occur within the SCP boat basin, specifically within proximity 
to the existing boat launch where construction is proposed to occur.  The Florida floater (Utterbackia 
peggyae) occupies similar habitat as H. subangulata and is not expected to occur within the SCP boat 
basin.  The proposed activities are not expected to adversely affect either mussel species. 
 
Results from the March 2008 environmental assessment conducted by ENTRIX indicated numerous 
active and inactive gopher tortoise burrows occurring within the footprint of the proposed asphalt and turf 
parking areas.  Mr. John Jensen, GADNR Herpetologist, and Ms. Brooke Smith, GADNR Special Use 
Permit Coordinator, were contacted by phone on May 19, 2009 to determine what measures would be 
required to authorize tortoise relocations from the proposed footprint to alternate locations on site 
occurring in appropriate habitat.  It was concluded that a scientific collector’s permit specific to the event 
would need to be obtained by Seminole County prior to handling.  It was also agreed that relocation 
methods would be consistent with those described in the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FFWCC), Gopher Tortoise Management Plan (FFWCC 2007)1.  A standard methodology 
has not yet been developed for the State of Georgia.  Pursuant to the FFWCC plan, active and inactive 
burrows located within 25 feet of construction activities would be excavated and individuals relocated to 
suitable on-site habitat.  Silt fencing would be erected around the construction footprint to prevent 

                                                 
1 http://myfwc.com/media/214304/GT_Mgmt_Plan.pdf 
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relocated tortoises from regaining access.  This fencing would remain in place until such time as 
construction activities are complete.  All occurring burrows affected by construction activities would be 
video-scoped for the presence of indigo snakes prior to excavation.  Indigo snakes, if found, would be 
relocated to an alternate on-site burrow where construction activities were not planned to occur.  The 
alternate burrow(s) would first be video-scoped to ensure against over-crowding or competition with 
other snakes prior to relocation. 
 
Potential impacts to sensitive species not observed, but for which suitable habitat exists, might occur as a 
result of the proposed construction activities.  Specifically these include construction of the asphalt 
parking areas, boat launch, and full-amenity camping areas; effects associated with the construction 
and/or use of interpretive trails and back-country campsites are expected to be ephemeral and 
inconsequential.  Construction noise and vibration could disturb snakes and birds where it exceeds 
ambient conditions.  Although construction personnel will be advised to avoid indigo snakes, the 
operation of equipment in brushy, grassy, or otherwise vegetated areas may disturb snakes that are not 
readily visible.  Adherence to FWS Standard Protection Measures for the Eastern Indigo Snake (FWS 
2004) will help abate the potential for mortality, injury, or harassment of indigo snakes from construction 
and operation activities within the action area.  Further, standard construction conditions will require the 
education of contractors and equipment operators, posting of speed limit signs on all roadways during 
project construction and operation, on-site signs explaining penalties of intentionally running over snakes, 
and instructions that construction will cease if indigo snakes are observed. 
 
4.1.4 Recreation 
 
Recreation opportunities will be expanded, as a result of the proposed actions, to accommodate regional 
sportfishing tournaments, camping and hiking enthusiasts, and RV motorists.  There were 40 small-to-
mid-sized (<100 applicants) fishing tournaments reported on Lake Seminole during 2009 (Quertermus 
2009).  Collectively these tournaments generated substantial revenue in the local economy; a single major 
bass fishing tournament can have a $4-5 million economic impact on the local community (GADNR 
2009).  Current recreation infrastructure is sufficient to accommodate only moderate sportfishing traffic; 
see Section 4.1.16. 
 
4.1.5 Air Quality 
 
The proposed upgrades are not likely to adversely affect ambient air quality.  There may be temporary 
and insignificant impacts to air quality during construction, e. g., particulates and emissions from the 
construction equipment; however, these effects are expected to subside upon completion of the work.  
Seminole County is considered an attainment area for ozone and 24-Hour Fine Particle per Section 107 of 
the Clean Air Act. 
 
4.1.6 Water Quality 
 
Minor changes in water quality may result during construction of the parking areas, boat launch, mooring 
platform, and wetland boardwalk segments.  These potential impacts will be minimized by 
implementation of GAEPD Sediment and Erosion Control Best Management Practices (BMP).  It is 
expected that stringent BMP will be employed during the proposed project and will include a combination 
of structural and nonstructural methods to ensure minimization of sediment and nutrient runoff into Lake 
Seminole.  Structural BMP include silt fences, sedimentation ponds, erosion control blankets, and 
temporary or permanent seeding.  Nonstructural BMP include picking up trash and debris, sweeping up 
impervious areas, maintaining equipment, and training on-site staff on erosion and sediment control 
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practices (EPA 2010).  Further, natural vegetation and grading techniques, e. g., vegetated swales, buffer 
strips, rain gardens, will help ensure that the project area does not serve as a conduit for storm water or 
pollutants into Lake Seminole during or after construction.  Finally, restrooms and associated water 
system facilities will incorporate the environmentally friendly water and septic technologies deemed 
appropriate for site conditions.  Seeding and sod will be used to stabilize all disturbed areas following 
construction. 
 
4.1.7 Wetlands 
 
Construction of parking areas, picnic pavilions, restroom facilities, and camping areas has been designed 
to avoid impacts to open waters and/or wetland areas (jurisdictional areas).  The proposed boat launch, 
mooring dock, and wetland boardwalk/overlooks, by their very nature, must occur within jurisdictional 
areas; however, these upgrades have been designed to minimize impacts to less than 0.25 acre of 
jurisdictional area; see Figure 4.  Proposed renovations to the existing boat launch will encroach upon 
approximately 0.04 acre of jurisdictional area.  The proposed mooring dock, including wet slips, will 
encroach upon approximately 0.01 acre of jurisdictional area.  Approximately 1,142 linear feet of the 
proposed wooden boardwalk, including four overlook decks, would encroach upon approximately 0.17 
acre of jurisdictional wetlands. 
 
The proposed boat launch upgrade and boardwalk construction can be authorized by Nationwide Permits 
#36 (Boat Ramp) and #42 (Recreational) respectively.  A Pre-Construction Notification (PCN) would be 
submitted by Seminole County to COE regarding the proposed impacts to jurisdictional areas.  
Additionally a GAEPD Streambank Buffer Variance would be requested by Seminole County for impacts 
occurring within a 25-foot buffer of the streambank or in this case shoreline.  PCN and Streambank 
Buffer Variance application would be submitted by Seminole County upon completion of construction 
design specifications. 
 
4.1.8 Floodplain Impacts 
 
Approximately half of the project area is within designated Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) 100-year floodplain; see Figure 9.  Due to the nature of the project, i. e., water-dependent 
recreation, there are no practicable alternatives to avoid use of the floodplain areas.  Much of the 
proposed work, however, such as the paved and non-paved parking areas are designed to occur outside of 
the floodplain and should have no depreciable effect on flood storage, nor should they contribute to 
flooding elsewhere. 
 
4.1.9 Noise Impacts 
 
Noise may be a limited adverse environmental factor to consider for the proposed construction.  Noise 
from the operation of construction equipment may have limited adverse impacts to the surrounding 
environment.  Such impacts would cease following the completion of construction activities.  The 
proposed activities may also increase noise as a result of increased recreational traffic:  motorized boat; 
vehicular; and pedestrian.  However, any noise impacts from such use would be consistent with noise 
levels already present at the project site and surrounding areas. 
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4.1.10 Aesthetics 
 
Short-term construction would negatively affect aesthetics; however, the proposed upgrades are consistent 
with existing recreational infrastructure, as well as adjacent developments, i. e., SCP Resort, and any 
permanent adverse impacts are not anticipated. 
 
4.1.11 Socioeconomic Resources 
 
The proposed actions are part of the Initiative, which is a Georgia-wide initiative aimed at boosting 
economic development across the state by enhancing boating and fishing tourism.  Large boating access 
areas, as proposed for SCP, are capable of supporting large tournament events as well as normal boating 
and fishing activities.  The economic effect of angler spending statewide is approximately $1.5 billion and 
large bass fishing tournaments have been known to generate millions of dollars into a local economy 
(GADNR 2010). 
 
The introduction of such commerce, combined with increased recreational opportunities (camping, 
hiking, boating, etc.), will bolster growth and prosperity of the local community and in doing so facilitate 
a better quality of life for area residents. 
 
4.1.12 Environmental Justice 
 
EO 12898, February 11, 1994, requires addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse 
human health or environmental effects of Federal action on minority and low income populations.  EO 
13045, April 21, 1997, requires, to the extent permitted by law and mission, identifying and assessing 
environmental health and safety risks to children posed by the proposed action.  The proposed MDP does 
not create disproportionately high or adverse human health or environmental impacts on minority or low-
income populations of the surrounding community.  Rather, a key objective of the Initiative is to provide 
economic stimulus in rural communities. 
 
4.1.13 Protection of Children 
 
Potential safety hazards for children, occurring as a result of the proposed action, have been identified:  
injury during construction; water related hazards associated with the proposed docks; roadway incidents 
associated with increased traffic; and natural environmental risks, e. g., poison ivy along the proposed 
trail.  Appropriate measures shall be taken to ensure the construction area will not be accessible to 
children.  Such measures shall include, but may not be limited to, erecting temporary fencing to cordon 
off hazard prone construction areas.  Along the boat launch/docking area appropriate signage will be 
placed to remind guardians of water-related hazards such as drowning, alligators, boat traffic, etc.  Also, 
permanent fencing will be erected at the proposed children’s play area—Tot-Lot—to prevent unattended 
children from wandering into high traffic areas.  Finally, potential environmental hazards along the 
proposed trail, such as poison ivy, that would otherwise be inaccessible will be removed, abated, or 
signaled with appropriate signage. 
 
4.1.14 Prime and Unique Farmland 
 
As required by section 1541(b) of the Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 U.S.C. 4202[a,b]) federal 
agencies are required to identify prime and unique farmlands and account for, if applicable, any adverse 
effects.  Prime farmland describes lands offering the optimal combination of physical and chemical 
characteristics for producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops.  Unique farmland describes land, 
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other than prime farmland, that is used for the production of specific high value food and fiber crops.  
Based on NRCS soil survey review and site reconnaissance no portion of the project site meets the criteria 
to be classified as either prime farmlands or unique agricultural lands. 
 
4.1.15 Hazardous and Toxic Materials 
 
The proposed actions, including construction of parking areas, boat launch facilities, camping and hiking 
areas, and picnic pavilions, are not anticipated to result in hazardous or toxic material input to the 
environment. 
 
4.1.16 Cumulative Impacts 
 
The proposed recreation-based activities are consistent with the current and recent use of the park.  
Foreseeable cumulative impacts to shared resources include an increase in recreational use of the adjacent 
recreational areas and sediment and noise impacts from proposed and any nearby future development in 
surrounding areas.  City and county land development regulations, COE restrictions on the type of 
development on public lands, and sedimentation controls during development would likely minimize the 
cumulative environmental impacts of proposed and future developments on and around the proposed 
lease area. 
 
4.1.17 Traffic 
 
The purpose of the project is to increase recreational usage, and therefore, successful implementation of 
the MDP will result in increased vehicular and pedestrian traffic to/from and throughout the site.  Road 
infrastructure is sufficient to handle increased traffic.  Figure 10 displays monthly vehicle entry data 
during a four-year period.  Average monthly visitation was nearly 3,400 vehicles; however, monthly 
visitation ranged as high as 10,400 vehicles during a Spring 2010 fishing tournament. 
 

 
Figure 10.  Vehicular entry data for Spring Creek Park (2006-2010); provided by Georgia Department of Transportation. 
 
Vehicular traffic will be limited to the parking areas, existing roads, and RV campsites.  Pedestrian traffic 
will be routed along established walking corridors, e. g., sidewalks, proposed wooden boardwalk, and 
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proposed nature trails.  Motorized boat traffic will increase within the immediate basin and throughout 
Lake Seminole as a whole.  Increased boat traffic to and from the Spring Creek launch area will be 
channeled through a single throughway.  Safety hazards associated with this traffic flow, such as speed 
reduction and navigation around blindspots, will be adequately addressed through appropriate signage and 
established No Wake zones. 
 
Associated infrastructure is adequate for the expansion of the park.  Electric utility is provided by 
Three Notch Electric, Donalsonville, Georgia.  Telephone service is provided by Windstream’s 
overhead line to the area.  Their services include telephone, high-speed internet, and digital 
television. 
 
4.2 CONTROL OF EXOTIC/INVASIVE VEGETATION 
 
Soil disturbance occurring during proposed construction activities may encourage the proliferation and/or 
establishment of exotic/invasive plant species such as cogon grass (Imperata cylindrica), Nepalese 
browntop (Microstegium vimineum), Japanese climbing fern (Lygodium janponicum), kudzu (Pueraria 
montana var. lobata), and Chinese privet (Ligustrum sinense).  A survey for exotic coverage shall be 
completed following completion of each phase of the proposed MDP.  Any areas of infestation would be 
GPS-located and chemical and/or mechanical treatment techniques would  be incorporated to control the 
establishment and spread of such species.  Herbaceous vegetation, grasses, climbing ferns and woody 
vegetation less than 3 feet tall would be treated with herbicides using foliar application techniques.  Other 
woody vegetation would be cut in place and stump-treated with a triclopyr compound such as Garlone 3A 
TM.   
 
5.0 ANY IRREVERSIBLE OR IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS WHICH WOULD BE 

INVOLVED SHOULD THE RECOMMENDED PLAN BE IMPLEMENTED 
 
Irreversible or irretrievable commitments of resources involved in the proposed action have been 
considered.  They are unanticipated at this time as all activities proposed could be revised should the need 
arise. 
 
6.0 ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED 
 
Adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the proposed Master Plan be implemented 
are the use of approximately 10 acres of upland pine flatwoods and less than 1 acre of jurisdictional 
wetland areas; see Section 4.1.7.  Use of these habitats will have short-term unavoidable impacts to 
flora/fauna that would be managed and/or mitigated through the inclusion of habitat /species management 
plans and activity-specific permitting mechanisms. 
 
7.0 THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES OF MAN’S 

ENVIRONMENT AND MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM 
PRODUCTIVITY 

 
The proposed project represents a long-term use of the environment with minimal and acceptable effects.  
The proposed development would enhance long-term productivity by providing recreational 
opportunities, thereby bolstering growth and prosperity of the local community, and in doing so 
facilitating a better quality of life for area residents.  Temporary construction impacts, increased human 
use, and loss of wildlife habitat will be offset by services and facilities to benefit recreational users and 



Spring Creek Park 
Environmental Assessment 
August 16, 2011 

 

 
GGI1-310_SCP_NEPA_EA_rev081611_DRAFT.doc 24 

the local economy.  The proposed development will be compatible with other recreation developments in 
the area and region. 
 
8.0 ALTERNATIVES TO THE RECOMMEDED PLAN 
 
Two primary alternatives were considered, i. e., the No-Action Alternative and the Proposed MDP Alternative, 
as described in Section 1.2.  Under the No-Action Alternative, the existing park would remain the same, and 
no development would occur.  The major advantages to this alternative would be the lack of soil and 
vegetative disturbance occurring within the construction footprint.  The major disadvantages are:  1) the 
no-action alternative does not meet the project objectives; 2) the land would be subject to misuse, e.g., 
vandalism, dumping, etc..., which potentially would continue to degrade wildlife habitat and water 
quality; and 3) the economic stimulus created by increased sportfishing tourism, including the revenue 
collected during tournament angling events, would not be realized.  Alternative locations for the proposed 
actions were considered, including nearby public launch facilities, e.g., Seminole State Park; however, the 
purpose of the proposed actions are to increase overall recreational opportunities on Lake Seminole.   
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Photo 1.  Pine Flatwoods, recently burned.  March 6, 2009.  Photo 2.  Pine flatwoods, increased oak density.  March 6, 2009. 

Photo 3.  Mixed wetland forest.  March 6, 2009. Photo 4.  Freshwater marsh.  March 6, 2009. 
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Photo 5.  Shoreline habitat, facing west from existing boat ramp.  
March 6, 2009. Photo 6.  Existing boat launch.  March 6, 2009 
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From:
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2011 10:03 AM
To:
Subject: Reynolds Landing

 
The Service has reviewed the information you provided via email on August 8, 2011, on the proposed Reynolds 
Landing Development Plan located in Seminole County, GA. Based on the information provided, the proposed 
action is not expected to significantly impact fish and wildlife resources under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service jurisdiction. If you have any questions or need additional information please feel from to contact me at 

 
 

 
USFWS 
West GA Ecological Services Sub Office 
P.O. Box 52560 
Ft. Benning, GA 31995 

 
ax) 
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MARK WILLIAMS DAN FORSTER 
COMMISSIONER DIRECTOR 

 

NONGAME CONSERVATION SECTION 
2065 U.S. HIGHWAY 278 S.E. | SOCIAL CIRCLE, GEORGIA 30025-4743 

770.918.6411 | FAX 706.557.3033 | WWW.GEORGIAWILDLIFE.COM 

 
 
July 12, 2011        
 

Project Scientist 
Cardno ENTRIX 
2420 Lakeshore Drive, Suite 100 
Tallahassee, FL   32312 
 
Subject:  Known occurrences of natural communities, plants and animals of highest 

priority conservation status on or near Reynold's Landing, Seminole County, Georgia 

 
Dear Mr. Dickey: 
 
This is in response to your request of June 16, 2011.  According to our records, within a three-
mile radius of the project site there are the following Natural Heritage Database occurrences:  
 
  GA Ameiurus serracanthus (Spotted Bullhead) [HISTORIC] on site in Lake Seminole 
   Carex decomposita (Cypress-knee Sedge) 0.2 mi. S of site  
   Cp xeric broadleaf decid.-needleaf ever. forest (Sand Ridge Forest) approx. 2.0 mi. NW 

of site  
  US Drymarchon couperi (Eastern Indigo Snake) [HISTORIC] approx. 2.5 mi. W of site  
   Elimia albanyensis (Black-crest Elimia) approx. 2.0 mi. NE of site in Spring Creek 
  GA Gopherus polyphemus (Gopher Tortoise) approx. 2.0 mi. E of site  
  GA Gopherus polyphemus (Gopher Tortoise) approx. 2.0 mi. NE of site  
  GA Gopherus polyphemus (Gopher Tortoise) approx. 2.5 mi. NE of site  
  GA Gopherus polyphemus (Gopher Tortoise) approx. 3.0 mi. E of site  
  GA Graptemys barbouri (Barbour's Map Turtle) approx. 1.0 mi. E of site  
  GA Haliaeetus leucocephalus (Bald Eagle) approx. 1.0 mi. S of site  
  GA Haliaeetus leucocephalus (Bald Eagle) approx. 1.5 mi. S of site  
  GA Haliaeetus leucocephalus (Bald Eagle) approx. 2.5 mi. E of site  
  US Hamiota subangulata (Shinyrayed Pocketbook) [HISTORIC?] approx. 3.0 mi. NE of site  
   Physostegia leptophylla (Narrowleaf Obedient Plant) approx. 1.0 mi. S of site  
  US Picoides borealis (Red-cockaded Woodpecker) approx. 1.5 mi. E of site  
   Utterbackia peggyae (Florida Floater) approx. 2.0 mi. NE of site in Spring Creek 
   Lake Seminole WMA [GA DNR] approx. 1.0 mi. E of site  
  Seminole SP [GA DNR] approx. 3.0 mi. W of site  
   Silver Lake WMA [GA DNR] approx. 2.0 mi. E of site  
   Spring Creek [High Priority Stream] approx. 1.5 mi. E of site   
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* Entries above proceeded by “US” indicates species with federal status (Protected, Candidate or 
Partial Status). Species that are federally protected in Georgia are also state protected; “GA” 
indicates Georgia protected species. 
  
Recommendations:  

 
We have records of some aquatic species of concern within Lake Seminole.  We also have 
records of several federally listed species within three miles of the proposed project.  Section 9 
of the Endangered Species Act states that taking or harming of a listed species is prohibited.  We 
recommend all requestors with projects located near federally protected species consult with the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service.  For southeast Georgia, please contact Strant Colwell 
(912-265-9336, ext.30 or Strant_Colwell@fws.gov).  In southwest Georgia, please contact John 
Doresky (706-544-6999 or John_Doresky@fws.gov).  In north Georgia, please contact Robin 
Goodloe (706-613-9493, ext.221 or Robin_Goodloe@fws.gov).  
 
We also have records of nesting Bald Eagles (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) within three miles of 
the proposed project.  Although Bald Eagles are no longer considered an endangered species, 
they are still protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection 
Act and the Georgia Endangered Species Act.  These Acts continue to protect bald eagles from 
potentially harmful human activities.  For more information on how to prevent impacts to bald 
eagles that could violate the Eagle Act, download the National Bald Eagle Management 
Guidelines: 
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/issues/BaldEagle/NationalBaldEagleManagementGuidelines
.pdf 
 
This project has the potential to negatively impact aquatic habitats in Lake Seminole.  Conduct 
activities from a stable stream bank or reinforced platform that does not cause degradation or 
destabilization of stream banks.  We recommend that stringent erosion control practices be used 
during construction activities and that vegetation is re-established on disturbed areas as quickly 
as possible. Silt fences and other erosion control devices should be inspected and maintained 
until soil is stabilized by vegetation. Please use natural vegetation and grading techniques (e.g., 
vegetated swales, turn-offs, vegetated buffer strips) that will ensure that the project area does not 
serve as a conduit for storm water or pollutants into the stream during or after construction. No 
uncured concrete or water used to facilitate curing should be discharged directly into the lake, 
curing water should be pumped into filter bags (i.e., "dirt bags") or detention basins before coffer 
dams or other diversion structures are dismantled.  These measures will help protect water 
quality in the vicinity of the project.  For further information on potential impacts to aquatic 
species and habitats, please consult with  and 

 aquatic staff in our office. 
 
Please be aware that this project occurs near Spring Creek, a high priority stream.  As part of an 
effort to develop a comprehensive wildlife conservation strategy for the state of Georgia, the 
Wildlife Resources division has developed and mapped a list of streams that are important to the 
protection or restoration of rare aquatic species and aquatic communities.  High priority waters 
and their surrounding watersheds are a high priority for a broad array of conservation activities, 
but do not receive any additional legal protections. We now have GIS ESRI shapefiles of GA 
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high priority waters available on our website 
(http://www.georgiawildlife.com/content/displaycontent.asp?txtDocument=89&txtPage=13).  
Please contact the Georgia Natural Heritage Program if you would like additional information on 
high priority waters.  
 
NEW - Data Available on the Nongame Conservation Section Website - NEW 

 
NEW Georgia protected plant and animal profiles are available on our website.  Originating with 
the State Wildlife Action Plan, a strategy guiding conservation in Georgia, the accounts cover 
basics like descriptions and life history, as well as threats, management recommendations and 
conservation status.  Visit http://www.georgiawildlife.com/node/2223?cat=6. 
 
By visiting the Nongame Conservation Section Website you can view the highest priority species 
and natural community information by Quarter Quad, County and HUC8 Watershed.  To access 
this information, please visit our GA Rare Species and Natural Community Information page at: 
http://www.georgiawildlife.com/conservation/species-of-concern?cat=conservation 
 
An ESRI shape file of our highest priority species and natural community data by quarter quad 
and county is also available.  It can be downloaded from:  
http://georgiawildlife.com/sites/default/files/uploads/wildlife/nongame/zip/gnhpds.zip 
 
Disclaimer:  

 
Please keep in mind the limitations of our database.  The data collected by the Nongame 
Conservation Section comes from a variety of sources, including museum and herbarium 
records, literature, and reports from individuals and organizations, as well as field surveys by our 
staff biologists.  In most cases the information is not the result of a recent on-site survey by our 
staff.  Many areas of Georgia have never been surveyed thoroughly.  Therefore, the Nongame 
Conservation Section can only occasionally provide definitive information on the presence or 
absence of rare species on a given site.  Our files are updated constantly as new information is 
received.  Thus, information provided by our program represents the existing data in our 
files at the time of the request and should not be considered a final statement on the species 
or area under consideration. 
  
If you know of populations of highest priority species that are not in our database, please fill out 
the appropriate data collection form and send it to our office.  Forms can be obtained through our 
web site (http://www.georgiawildlife.com/node/1376) or by contacting our office.  If I can be of 
further assistance, please let me know.  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Katrina Morris             
Environmental Review Coordinator 
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