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Some of the driving forces behind the Amendment 1 referendum blasted state 

lawmakers Thursday evening for budget plans that would put a tiny fraction of the 

money set aside by the initiative toward the purchase of conservation land. 

During a panel discussion sponsored by The Gainesville Sun and the Bob Graham 

Center for Public Policy organized on the University of Florida campus, Graham, a 

former Florida governor and U.S. senator, said budget plans in the Florida Senate 

and House were “an insult” to the 75 percent of the voters who approved the water 

and land conservation measure. 

The referendum is projected to set aside more than $700 million for the state’s land 

acquisition trust fund next year, and advocates saw it as a way to restore funding 

for the Florida Forever program. For decades, that land acquisition program 

received $300 million annually for land conservation but saw major cuts after the 

recession. 
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Even with Amendment 1 in place, a House budget panel recommended $10 million 

for Florida Forever, and a Senate panel has a plan for $2 million to go into the 

program. 

“The whole purpose of this effort was to reverse the drastic cuts in the Florida 

Forever program … now instead of going above the bare bones initiative of the 

recent past, they’ve cut it further,” Graham said. “To recommend $2 million is an 

insult.” 

Pegeen Hanrahan, the deputy campaign manager for Amendment 1 and a former 

Gainesville mayor, said the language of the amendment stated repeatedly that the 

money was to go for land to protect the environment, wildlife habitat and water 

resources. 

“It says the word ‘land’ 18 times,” she said. 

Ramesh Buch, who manages county government’s Alachua County Forever 

conservation program, said the budget plans now circulating in the Legislature 

ignore the will of the voters. 

“You don’t have a more direct signal than a direct referendum,” Buch said. 

Charlie Houder, who has worked in land management with the Suwannee River 

and St. Johns River water management districts for decades, and Buch did praise a 

House budget panel for putting a significant amount of funding toward the 

management of conservation lands already acquired by the state 

But Buch still voiced concerns if county programs would see that money. 
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“I don’t see any of it trickling down to local government,” he said. 

Panel members pushed members of the audience at Pugh Hall to contact 

lawmakers and urge them to put money toward land conservation. 

Hanrahan noted that Amendment 1 had support from Republicans and Democrats 

and that Gov. Rick Scott’s proposed budget would put $100 million toward Florida 

Forever. 

She said she now expected a “grand negotiation” in Tallahassee on how much 

money ends up going to purchase conservation land. 

Panel moderator Nathan Crabbe, The Gainesville Sun editorial page editor, asked 

Hanrahan if the groups that got Amendment 1 on the ballot would pursue a lawsuit 

if they determined the Legislature and governor were spending Amendment 1 

money improperly. 

“We don’t think under ideal circumstances we should pursue a lawsuit,” Hanrahan 

said. 

She said their preference would be working with lawmakers to increase 

conservation spending from the levels now recommended. 

But Hanrahan pointed to the legal fight that backers of the Fair Districts 

redistricting referendum launched when they felt lawmakers adopted 

gerrymandered districts despite the voter mandate. That showed, she said, that a 

political committee behind a constitutional amendment does have legal standing to 

pursue a case if they feel lawmakers are not implementing the measure properly. 


