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Mr. Wade opens his interview by describing his job responsibilities at U.S. Sugar, as well as how he became 
involved in Everglades issues, on page 1.  The 1988 federal-state lawsuit concerning the Everglades is treated 
at length (page 1-3), as well as the judicial consent decree in response to the lawsuit and the lawsuits 
stemming from the 1991 settlement agreement (4-6).  Particular attention is paid to the issue of water-quality 
standards that triggered much dissension (page 6).  Mr. Wade also talks about the science issues, particularly 
concerning Curtis Richardson, that became tangled up in Everglades planning (page 7-8). 
 
On page 8-9, Mr. Wade discusses the Everglades Protection District, especially with regard to a 1993 
mediation in which the Flo-Sun sugar company broke ranks and signed a separate settlement. This extends 
into a discussion of differences and similarities among the sugar-growers (page 9-10), including references to 
the Florida Sugercane League (10-11).  Mr. Wade responds to criticisms that the Everglades Forever Act too 
pro-sugar on page 11-13, noting that sugar is actually one of the lesser agricultural polluters in the Everglades 
(13-14).  He also comments on the uses of technology that alleviate the effects of this pollution (page 14; see 
21-22 for aquifer storage and retrieval), and offers his views on how environmental writers have treated the 
sugar companies (page 14-15) 
 
On page 15-16, Mr. Wade touches on the Governor=s Commission for a Sustainable South Florida (which he 
had begun earlier) and the proliferation of different environmental groups involved in Everglades restoration 
(see also 40-41, particularly about Mary Barley).  He shares his thoughts on Nathaniel Reed, environmental 
leader, on page 16-17, and discusses the Amendment Four and Five issues that the sugar-growers lobbied 
against at length (page 17-20, and the latter particularly in regard to public relations).  He also talks about  the 
Everglades Task Force and its lack of balance (page 21; 24) and the Army Corps of Engineers and Mike 
Davis (page 23).   
 
On a more general level, Mr. Wade discusses the problems inherent in unified the disparate interests involved 
in resuscitating the Everglades on page 25, and the changes that came about to make such a project thinkable 
(page 26-27).  He also talks about his criticism of the Everglades plan which he shared in Congressional 
testimony (page 27-28), how the plan subordinates economic water-uses (page 28), and his stress on 
maintaining fiscal responsibility in Everglades restoration (page 29).  He gives his take on Bob Graham, 
Connie Mack and Terry Rice and their importance to Everglades restoration on page 30, as well as sugar=s 
relationship with the Miccosukee Indians (page 30-31).   He also talks about the Talisman Purchase (page 31-
33). 
 
Mr. Wades= opinion on the first priorities for Everglades restoration can be found on page 33.  He follows 
that with criticisms of flow-ways which are advocated by some environmentalists (page 33-34).  He also 
converses on the best management practices his company uses (page 34-35), as well as controlled-burning 
(page 36), and methyl mercury poisoning (page 36).  Page 37 contains his thoughts on the future of sugar-
farming, and page 38-39, the role that land-acquisition will play in restoring the Everglades.  On page 39 and 
43, he discusses the influence of politics on both the national and state level that impact the restoration efforts. 
 By the interview=s close, he presents his Aprognosis@ for the success of restoration efforts (page 42), his 
most important lessons learned from this process (page 43) and the need for responsible education for a larger 
public with regard to the complex issues of the Everglades (page 44).   
 



 
 
 
 


