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Plum Creek Timber Company officials should be encouraged in their efforts to lay 

groundwork for development near the city of Hawthorne and along the U.S. 

Highway 301 corridor, one Alachua County commissioner says.

Commissioner Mike Byerly said he has never unilaterally opposed the Plum Creek 

plan, although some may have seen it that way because of his association with the 

Stand By Our Plan organization, many of whose members greatly dislike the plan.

Plum Creek officials couldn’t be reached for comment Tuesday.

Plum Creek’s development plan for some 60,000 acres it owns in eastern Alachua 

County is currently on hold. Company officials withdrew it in the fall but said 

earlier this month they hoped to resubmit the plan by March or April.

Meantime, commissioners haven’t had a forum to discuss the plan, except on social 

media.

The commission has been quietly debating its own policies that govern how much 

they can discuss topics that may later come up for a vote without breaching open 

government laws.
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The timber company’s most recent plan calls for up to 10,500 homes and 15.5 

million square feet of non-residential development as well as some agricultural and 

conservation uses.

Company officials are mulling an idea proposed earlier this month by County 

Commissioner Robert Hutchinson, who suggested the county sell or trade a 98-acre

tract of industrial and residential land in the east Gainesville area to Plum Creek.

Byerly said after Tuesday’s meeting that he made his comments to encourage 

commission discussion on the topic, which has waned since the company’s 

application was put on hold.

Byerly said he would support Plum Creek’s plan if its development followed urban 

infrastructure that already exists, such as in the Hawthorne area, and along U.S. 

Highway 301.

Parcel A, as it’s known, is near State Road 20 and the Windsor area, and it’s the 

most environmentally sensitive, wettest land Plum Creek owns in Alachua County. 

Byerly said he will not support development there.

But, he noted, Plum Creek owns a lot of land, some of it near U.S. 301, a major 

highway that has railroad lines adjacent to it. And he said it makes sense to create 

homes and industry where infrastructure exists, and to build outward from a city 

core, instead of the other way around.

“It’s just good urban planning,” he said.

In the commission’s evening session, debate over the county’s Boundary 

Adjustment Act ended in a standoff between county government and nine 

incorporated cities.
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Both the county and the League of Cities agreed to tweaks in the act -- which 

applies only to Alachua County -- that would have shortened the process for 

voluntary annexations by about two months, while helping eliminate enclaves, 

unincorporated parcels surrounded by a city.

But they couldn’t agree how to settle disputes over urban reserve areas -- land near 

incorporated cities that could eventually be annexed.

After a couple hours’ worth of debate, neither side blinked.

The League of Cities wants a review board of nine city representatives and one 

county commissioner; county officials believe the board’s representation should be 

based on population, so that the tiniest cities don’t have a disproportionately loud 

voice.

The cities counter that, as it now stands, the county gets all the power, so they 

believe having more of a say is fair.

If no consensus comes before a hearing with local state legislators later this month, 

both sides will show up, competing proposals in hand. Legislators have already said

they won’t bother trying to change the law if there’s no agreement.

“Well, it looks like everybody’s dug their heels in,” said Charles Chestnut IV, the 

commission’s chairman. “We’ve solved no issue here tonight.”
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