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 Percent reductions based on success 
levels 

 Need to be in the name of the 
permittee 

 Use SFWMD language (adopted by 
rule) 

 Bonds need a stand-by trust fund 
agreement 
 

 



• Insufficient maintenance 
• Homeowner encroachments 
• Vegetative encroachments 
• Trash/debris in preserves 
• Lack of water level monitoring 
• Unpermitted discharges into preserves 
• Unfinished monitoring programs 
• Unmet Success Criteria 
 



At least, it’s supposed to be! 





Non-native grasses / sod  
are encroaching into preserve areas 

This will add to the maintenance costs 

 

Suggestions:  
•Use of a 1’ to 2’ “dead zone”  
•Herbicide  
•Hand clearing 
•Mulch 
•Use a native vegetative buffer 

 





 Documents the success of hydrological enhancement, 
effects of the project on the wetlands, etc. 

 Wells vs staff gauges- which one will provide the 
information needed for the monitoring program? 



•Pool Drains 

•Pool 
Overflows 

•Hydrant 
flushes 

•Gutter 
discharge  

•Rerouting of 
surface water 
flows 



 Time-zero reports should be submitted after all initial 
mitigation activity is complete 

 Monitoring should be conducted the same time every 
year, with reports a year apart 
 SFWMD recommends biannual monitoring with annual 

reports 
 A skipped year doesn’t mean a report can be skipped 
 Monitoring programs can be extended if success isn’t 

met after five years 



 Success criteria are determined during the permitting 
process 
 Has the target community been achieved? 
 What species are being managed for? 
 How much credit was given for the proposed plan? 

 Think about the target communities when 
determining if the minimum native coverage is being 
met 

 Certification shows that the project has been built 
according to the permit 

 Permit transfers help to promote continuity with the 
maintenance requirements 







• Indiscriminate  vegetarians 
• Lakes are often inter-connected to 

the preserves 
• Littoral zone plantings at risk 
• Exclusion grates need 

maintenance  
 

• Grass carp require permits from 
FWC 
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