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Plum Creek has submitted a better plan that deserves a better reception than its previous 

proposal.

The timber company recently submitted a scaled-back plan for developing the forests it owns 

in the eastern part of Alachua County.

One change is that Plum Creek will no longer seek county approval for developing 800 acres 

of a nearly 1,400-acre property outside Hawthorne. Instead, officials are asking the city of 

Hawthorne to annex the land in a bid to have it shovel-ready for development by 2017.

Given the economic struggles of Hawthorne, such development is sorely needed. The land 

borders U.S. 301 and a rail line, making it ideal to attract manufacturing. Even County 

Commissioner Mike Byerly, so opposed to the Plum Creek plan that he helped form the Stand 

by Our Plan opposition group, has said he backs development in that area.

That element of the project provides Plum Creek with a chance to show it is serious about 

helping economically distressed parts of our community. Similarly, the company would help 

east Gainesville by following through with a plan to swap some of its forest land for the county

fairgrounds and complete the long-stalled effort to develop the latter property.

The rest of Plum Creek’s plan is scaled back but still massive. Nearly 3,400 acres east of 

Newnans Lake would be developed with housing, commercial development and a large 
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company that might be paired with a University of Florida research center. An area along 

State Road 20 would be slated for development after 2019, while an area northwest of 

Windsor would not be developed until after 2030.

Forestry would no longer be allowed in a 3,500-acre wildlife corridor and buffer along the 

Lochloosa Creek system. Plum Creek continues to negotiate ways to ensure that forestry on its

other land be done in a more environmentally friendly manner.

The company has capped the amount of wetlands that would be developed at 400 acres, which

would still be a huge impact. One of the biggest questions facing the community is whether 

that impact is worth the thousands of acres that Plum Creek would protect from development 

and the possibility of tens of thousands of jobs.

As the plan is considered in the coming months, the company deserves a better reception than

its initial proposal received. The county should work with Plum Creek to develop the best plan

possible rather than just issuing reports and holding meetings criticizing the proposal.

The County Commission shouldn’t take such a uncompromising position that Plum Creek 

turns to other options. The company could wait until more favorable commissioners are 

elected, seek changes in state law to circumvent the commission or take advantage of the 

repeal of the Boundary Adjustment Act to get even more land annexed into Hawthorne.

The latest revisions show the benefits of working with Plum Creek to arrive at the best plan 

possible rather than refusing to negotiate.

That must continue to happen if the community is going to get a plan that maximizes 

economic benefits while minimizing environmental impacts.

2


