STATE OF FLORI DA
Dl VI SION OF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NGS

CALOCSA PROPERTY OMWNERS
ASSCOCI ATI ON, | NC.,

Petiti oner,
VS. CASE NO. 82-1937

SQUTH FLCORI DA WATER MANAGEMENT
DI STRI CT; CALEFFE | NVESTMENT,
LTD.; and WORTHI NGTON

ENTERPRI SES, | NC.
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RECOMVENDED ORDER

Pursuant to notice, a formal adm nistrative hearing was conducted in the
above matter on Decenber 14, 15 and 16, 1982, in Wst Pal m Beach, Florida. The
foll owi ng appearances were entered: Tracy C Sharpe, West Pal m Beach, Fl orida,
appeared on behalf of the Petitioner, Caloosa Property Oaners Association, Inc.
Terry E. Lewis, Tallahassee, Florida, appeared on behalf of the Respondents,
Caleffe investnent, Ltd., and Wbrthington Enterprises, Inc.; and Irene Kennedy
Qui ncey, West Pal m Beach, Florida, appeared on behalf of the Respondent, South
Fl ori da Water Managenent District.

Caleffe Investnent, Ltd., and Wbrthington Enterprises, Inc., have filed an
application with the South Florida Water Managenment District (SFWD) for
conceptual approval of a surface water managenent system for a proposed
i ndustrial park known as Pal m Beach Park of Comerce. SFWWD issued notice of
its intent to grant conceptual approval. The Petitioner, Cal oosa Property
Owners Association, Inc., filed a Petition for Formal Adm nistrative Hearing.
The Petition was forwarded to the Division of Adm nistrative Hearings by SFWD
on July 15, 1982. The final hearing was originally scheduled to be conducted
commenci ng on January 18, 1983. Upon request of the applicants, the hearing was
reschedul ed to be conducted as set out above on an expedited basis.

At the hearing the applicants called the follow ng w tnesses: Howard L.
Searcy, a consulting engineer in private practice and an investor in the
proposed industrial park; Robert D. Blackburn, a consulting biologist; Robert
Goodrick, a research biologist enployed with SFWWD;, Charles Allen Hall, an
engi neer enployed with SFWWD; and Ri chard Rogers, a registered civil engineer
enpl oyed with SFWWD. The Petitioner called the followi ng witnesses: Arthur R
Marshall, a consultant in environnental matters in private practice; Janmes H
Hartwel |, a consulting hydrologist in private practice; and Paul Parks, a
chemi st in private practice. SFWWD presented evidence through the testinony of
wi t nesses called by the other parties.

A portion of the hearing was dedicated to testinony frommenbers of the
public at large. Robert E. Leis, the President of Wnd in the Pines Homeowners



Associ ation; and John C. Jones, the Executive Director of the Florida Wldlife
Federation, testified as nmenbers of the public at I|arge.

The followi ng exhibits were received into evidence: Exhibits 1 through 11
offered jointly by the applicants and SFWD, Petitioner's Exhibit 1, Hearing
Oficer's Exhibits 1 through 5, and Public Exhibits 1 and 2.

A briefing schedul e was established which ran fromthe date of the filing
of the transcript of the hearing. The parties have submitted post-hearing | ega
menor anda whi ch i nclude proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law. The
proposed findi ngs and concl usi ons have been adopted only to the extent that they
are expressly set out in the Findings of Fact and Concl usi ons of Law which
follow. They have been otherw se rejected as not supported by the evidence,
contrary to the better weight of the evidence, irrelevant to the issues, or
| egal |y erroneous.

| SSUES

The ultimate issue to be resolved in this proceeding is whether the
appl i cants have offered reasonabl e assurance that their proposed surface water
managenment system for the Pal m Beach Park of Conmerce woul d operate within the
rules of SFWWD set out at Section 40E-4.301, Florida Admi nistrative Code. The
Petitioners specifically contend that the project as proposed woul d cause
flooding on | ands adjacent to the project, would have adverse inpacts on surface
and ground waters, and otherwi se is inconsistent with SFWWD criteria.

Applicants and SFWWD contend that the project neets applicabl e standards.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The applicants propose to develop an industrial park to be known as the
Pal m Beach Park of Commerce (PBPC) in western Pal m Beach County, Florida. The
proposed site is located on State Road 710 and State Road 711. The site is
approxi mately 1,248 acres in size. PBPC proposes to accommpdate a variety of
commercial and industrial uses. Applicants are seeking conceptual approval of a
proposed surface water nanagenent system They are not at this time seeking
permts from SFWWD whi ch woul d al |l ow construction of the overall system The
proposed system does not include plans for surface water nmanagenment on sites
within PBPC, but rather relates solely to an overall system

2. Petitioner is an association of honeowners within a single famly
resi dential devel opment known as Cal oosa. The devel opnent is approximtely
1,400 acres in size and consists of single famly residences on approxi mately
five-acre lots. The Cal oosa devel opment is |located to the southeast of the
proposed PBPC. Surface and ground water flows fromthe PBPC site toward the
Cal oosa devel opnent. Residents of Cal oosa depend on individual wells for their
drinki ng water.

3. The site of the proposed PBPC is primarily a flat, broad plain with
wet | and pockets and pine-palnmetto fl atwoods. Approximately 720 acres of the
site is domnated by pine flatwoods. A bit nore than 300 acres of the site is
in agricultural land, either presently or recently under cultivation. Between
160 and 170 acres of the site are viable, productive wetlands. The wetland
areas are inundated with water during a sufficient portion of the year to
support predom nantly wetland vegetation. The |and slopes generally fromthe
northwest to the southeast.



4. The proposed PBPC site is located within the Loxahatchee basin.
Surface water fromthe site presently drains toward the southeast into the
Cal oosa canal. The Cal oosa canal flows through the Cal oosa devel opnent and
ultimately discharges into the C18 canal. The C 18 canal drains into the
Loxahat chee River. Witer fromareas to the north and west of the proposed site
presently drains onto the site and into the Cal oosa canal. The proposed
drai nage systemwould carry water to the di scharge point at the southeast corner
of the site through a perinmeter canal system \Water fromthe off-site |ocations
woul d drain into the perinmeter canal to the discharge point. On-site surface
water woul d drain toward wetl and pockets into the perinmeter canal system or
directly into the canal system The proposed drai nage system woul d preserve 135
acres of the wetlands presently located on the project site. These wetland
areas have been incorporated into the surface water managenent system
Approxi mately 33 acres of wetlands would be filled. The wetland areas serve a
significant function to preserve water quality, and to mtigate the | oss of
t hese wetl ands, applicants propose to create a wetland area along the northern
portion of the perinmeter canal. This constructed wetland area would serve
approxi mately the sane water quality function as the wetland area that woul d be
filled.

5. The proposed surface water drainage systemis designed so as to retain
the first one inch of runoff fromany stormevent through a system of swal es.
Thus, surface water runoff would cross grassy areas and percol ate through the
swal e systens before entering the perimeter canal system Such a system serves
to filter nost of the pollutants that would be carried into the surface water
systemas the result of a stormevent.

6. The Cal oosa canal is presently not able to acconmodate flows that woul d
result fromthe proposed PBPC surface water nanagenent system without fl oodi ng
up to a stormevent of three-day duration and 25-year return frequency. This
woul d be a stormof such magnitude that it is likely to occur only once each 25
years over a three-day period. There are two existing bridges over the Cal oosa
canal which narrow the canal to only 16 feet in width. The narrow openi ngs
under the bridges presently cause flooding and erosion in the canal, which is
generally 65 feet in wdth. At the discharge point of the Cal oosa canal into
the C- 18 canal, there is a 65-foot w de steel sheet pile weir, downstream of the
weir there are three 72-inch dianeter pipes which discharge directly into the G
18 canal. These pipes are not adequate to accommodate flows that woul d be
anticipated fromthe proposed PBPC as a result of a stormevent of three-day
duration and 25-year return frequency. There has been erosion in the Cal oosa
canal partially as a result of its sandy banks and partially because of the
constrictions resulting fromthe narrow bridges. |In order to assure that the
Cal oosa canal coul d accept discharges anticipated fromthe PBPC surface water
managenment system the bridges would need to be expanded to 60 feet in width, an
addi ti onal 72-inch dianeter pipe would need to be installed at the discharge
point into the C 18 canal, and mai ntenance work woul d need to be performed on
the Cal oosa canal so that it could be restored to its uneroded condition. |If
t hese i mprovenents are nmade in the Cal oosa canal system then the proposed
surface water managenment systemfor PBPC is not likely to result in any
downstream fl oodi ng except in the event of a stormevent in excess of three-day
duration and 25-year return frequency.

7. Design features of the proposed drai nage systemincl udi ng preservation
of wetland areas, creation of new wetland areas, and retention of the first one
inch of stormwater runoff prior to discharge into surface waters are known as
"best managenent practices.” SFWWD has a policy of accepting the inplenentation
of best managenent practices as providing reasonabl e assurance that a surface



water systemw |l not result in adverse water quality inpacts. It does not
appear that construction of the proposed surface water managenent system woul d
of itself have any negative inpact upon the quality of surface or ground waters.

8. There is potential for negative water quality inpacts that would result
fromactivities of individual, commercial or industrial tenants of PBPC. The
applicants have agreed to prohibit certain uses within the proposed industri al
park as a condition for receiving conceptual approval and to inpose deed
restrictions or restrictive covenants prohibiting specific uses on all property
within PBPC. Uses which applicants have agreed to exclude are: breweries,
fertilizer manufacturers, coal and petrol eum derivati on manufacturers,
ext erm nat or manuf acturi ng and war ehousi ng, and all chem cal nanufacturing
i ncludi ng insecticides, herbicides and pesticides. Despite these restrictions,
there are many potential conmercial and industrial activities that could occur
wi thin PBPC that woul d involve the use of toxic substances which could have
potentially devastating water quality inpacts. The application for conceptua
approval contenplates that each individual tenant within PBPC will need to
obtain a permit from SFWWD for a surface water managenent systemfor their
i ndi vidual portion of PBPC. Each tenant would be required to establish a system
which itself would retain the first one inch of runoff fromany stormevent. It
is essential that individual tenants whose activities include the use of toxic
substances be required to inplenment systens to assure that toxic wastes are
adequately treated and di sposed of properly and that systens are established to
prevent accidents, and in the event of accidents, to deal with themon an
energency basis. The nost potentially dangerous inpact in water quality terms
that mght result fromindustrial uses is where toxic substances that are water
sol uble are used on the site. Such substances would not be filtered through
percol ati on and could enter surface and ground waters. As a condition of
approval, it is appropriate that all construction or operating permts be
condi tioned upon the inplenmentation of control systems and emergency systens
t hat reasonably assure that no individual user within PBPC woul d engage in
activities that would be likely to result in violations of water quality
st andar ds.

9. It does not appear that the proposed surface water managenment system
for PBPC woul d cause adverse environnental inpacts. Mst of the on-site
wetl ands will be retained, and those that will be filled are |l ower quality
wetl ands that will be replaced by the creation of wetlands along the perineter
canal system Construction activities and activities on site after devel opnment
wi | | undoubtedly change wildlife habitat. The area of the proposed site is not,
however, a unique wildlife habitat; and it does not appear that any species
woul d be threatened with significant habitat reduction

10. The proposed water managenment has been designed so that it can be
effectively operated and nmai ntai ned. The Northern Pal m Beach County Water
Control District has agreed to mamintain the surface water managenent system
The district is a public entity that has personnel and expertise available to
operate the system

11. It does not appear that the proposed surface water managenent system
woul d have any adverse inpact upon public health or safety. It is possible that
i ndi vi dual tenants dependi ng upon the nature of their activities, could offer
potential health and safety hazards. It is appropriate that such hazards be

taken into account in the approval of surface water managenent systens for
i ndi vidual sites within the proposed park



12. 1t appears that the proposed surface water managenent systemis
virtually as good a system as could be designed to acconmodate an industri al
park. The proposed use of the land as an industrial park is conmpatible with
conpr ehensi ve plans and zoni ng regul ati ons of Pal m Beach County.

CONCLUSI ONS OF LAW

13. The Division of Adm nistrative Hearings has jurisdiction over the
parties and the subject matter of this proceeding. Sections 120.57(1), 120.60,
Fl orida Statutes.

14. Petitioner has standing to seek a formal administrative hearing with
respect to this permt application. Section 120.57(1), Florida Statutes.

15. SFWWD has authority to adopt rules and regulations in support of its
responsibilities to inplement Part 1V, Chapter 373, Florida Statutes, relating
to managenent and storage of surface waters. Section 373.044, Florida Statutes.
Inits Rule 40E-4.021(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code, SFWD has defined a
"letter of conceptual approval"” as a surface water nanagenent permit approving
the concept of a master plan for a surface water managenent system Under the
definition, a letter of conceptual approval is binding upon SFWWMD and t he
applicant. SFWD Rule 40E-4.041(2)(a), Florida Adm nistrative Code, provides:

The District [SFWD] issues three types of
surface water nmanagenment permts: letters of
conceptual approval, construction permts, and
operation permts.

(a) Aletter of conceptual approval nmay be
i ssued for projects that are to be devel oped
in phases. A letter of conceptual approval
does not authorize any construction.

In order to obtain a surface water managenent permit, including a letter of
conceptual approval, an applicant is required to neet the conditions set out at
SFWWD Rul e 40E-4.301, Florida Adm nistrative Code. The rule provides:

(1) In order to obtain a permt under this
chapter, an applicant nust give reasonabl e
assurances that the surface water nanagenent
system

(a) provides adequate flood protection and
dr ai nage,

(b) will not cause adverse water quality
and quantity inpacts on receiving waters and
adj acent | ands regul ated pursuant to chapter
373, Florida Statutes,

(c) will not cause di scharges which result
in any violation, in surface waters of the
state, of the standards and criteria of
chapter 17-3,

(d) will not cause adverse inpacts on
surface and groundwater |evels and fl ows,

(e) will not cause adverse environnenta
i mpact s,

(f) can be effectively operated and
mai nt ai ned,



(g) will not adversely affect public health
and safety,

(h) is consistent with the requirenents of
ot her public agenci es,

(i) is, in the opinion of the District, the
nmost publicly acceptable alternative avail abl e,
(j) will serve a proposed | and use which
1. for conceptual approvals, is

conpatible with the | ocal government
conprehensive plan or is conpatible with the
exi sting zoning for the area,

2. for construction and operation
permts, is conpatible with the existing
zoning for the area,

(k) nmeets any applicable basin criteria in
chapter 40E-41,

(1) will not otherwi se be harnful to the
wat er resources of the District, and will not
interfere with the legal rights of others as
defined in rule 7-40.07,

(m is not against public policy, and

(n) will nmeet the general and specific
criteria in the docunent described in
par agraph 40E-4.091(1)(a).

16. SFWWD has adopted specific criteria for determ ning water quantity
i npacts of a proposed systemin a docunment entitled "Basis of Review for Surface
Wat er Managenent Permit Applications Wthin the South Fl orida Water Managenent
Disrict - Decenber, 1982." See Rule 40E-4.091(1)(a), Florida Adm nistrative
Code. Paragraph 3.2.1.2 of the "Basis of Review' docunent provides:

Di scharge--Of-site discharge is limted to
amounts which will not cause additiona
adverse off-site inpacts. These anmounts are:

a. historic discharges, or

b. anmpbunts determined in previous District
permt actions, or

c. amounts specified in District criteria
(See Appendices 2 and 3).

Unl ess ot herwi se specified by previous
District permts, District criteria or |oca
government, a stormevent of 3 day duration
and 25 year return frequency shall be used in
conputing off-site discharge

17. In determning water quality inpacts, SFWWD has not sought to
duplicate efforts of the Department of Environnental Regul ation. Rather, the
district has followed a policy of requiring inplenentation of "best managenent
practices" in surface water nanagenent systens.

18. Under Rule 40E-4.381(1), Florida Adm nistrative Code, SFWWD is
aut hori zed to i npose reasonabl e conditions upon the issuance of pernmits. Inits
staff analysis of the PBPC proposed surface water nanagenent system SFWD
proposed that twelve special conditions be attached to a letter of conditiona
approval. Applicants have agreed to accept these special conditions as a part



of a letter of conditional approval. The special conditions are attached to
this Recommended Order as Appendix |

19. Wth the inposition of the special conditions proposed by the SFWD
staff, and of three other special conditions, reasonabl e assurance that the
surface water nmanagenment system proposed for PBPC neets the requirements of Rule
40E- 4. 301, Florida Adm nistrative Code, has been provided. These additiona
speci al conditions are as foll ows:

(a) That slunping and erosion within the Cal oosa canal be corrected so
that the Cal oosa canal is able to accommpdate the quantities of water that wll
be di scharged from PBPC.

(b) That the applicants record deed restrictions or restrictive
covenants which prohibit the follow ng uses within Pal mBeach Park of Conmerce:
breweries, fertilizer manufacturers, coal and petrol eum derivations
manuf acturers, exterm nator manufacturing and warehousi ng, and all chem ca
manuf acturing including insecticides, herbicides and pesti ci des.

(c) That prior to the issuance of any construction permts, detailed
pl ans be prepared for containing and di sposing of toxic substances and for
preventing such substances fromentering surface and ground water systens.

Emer gency pl ans shoul d al so be established for dealing with any acci denta
rel ease of toxic substances.

RECOMVENDED ORDER

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, it is,
her eby,

RECOMMENDED:

That a Final Order be entered by the South Florida Water Managenent
District issuing a letter of conditional approval to the applicants for the
proposed surface water nanagenent plan for Pal m Beach Park and Conmerce and
i mposi ng the twel ve special conditions set out in Appendix | to this Recomended
Order and the three additional special conditions set out in Paragraph 7 of the
Concl usi ons of Law set out in this Recommrended Order upon the applicants.

RECOMMVENDED t his 23rd day of February, 1983, in Tall ahassee, Florida.

G STEVEN PFI EFFER

Hearing Oficer

Di vision of Adm nistrative Hearings
The Gakl and Bui | di ng

2009 Apal achee Par kway

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32301

(904) 488-9675

Filed with the derk of the
Di vision of Admi nistrative Hearings
this 23rd day of February, 1983.



COPI ES FURNI SHED:

Tracy C. Sharpe, Esquire

Pari sh, Parish & Romani, P.A
Post O fice Box 3887

West Pal m Beach, Florida 33402

I rene Kennedy Quincey, Esquire

South Fl ori da Water Managenent
District

3301 Gun O ub Road

Post O fice Box V

West Pal m Beach, Florida 33402-4238

Terry E. Lewis, Esquire

Robert M Rhodes, Esquire
Messer, Rhodes & Vickers, P.A
Suite 701, Lewis State Bank Bl dg.
Post O fice Box 1876

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32302-1876

M. John R Mal oy

Executive Director

South Fl ori da Water Managenent
Di strict

Post O fice Box V

West Pal m Beach, Florida 33402

Randal | E. Denker, Esquire
Lehr man & Denker

103 North Gadsden Street
Post O fice Box 1736

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32302

Alan J. Cklin, Esquire

Boose, C klin & Martens

8th Floor - The Concourse

2000 Pal m Beach Lakes Bl vd.
West Pal m Beach, Florida 33409



SOUTH FLORI DA WATER MANAGEMENT DI STRI CT

CALOCSA PRCOPERTY OWNERS
ASSOCI ATI ON, | NC.,

Petiti oner,
VS. DOAH NO. 82-1937
SOUTH FLORI DA WATER MANAGEMENT
DI STRI CT, and CALEFFE | NVESTENT,
LTD. , and WORTHI NGTON ENTERPRI SES,
I NC. ,

Respondent s.

FI NAL CORDER

The Hearing Oficer's Order cane on to be heard before the Governi ng Board
of South Florida Water Managenent District on the 14th day of April 1983.

The CGoverning Board has considered the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Recommended Order of the Hearing O ficer, dated February 23, 1983,
Exceptions to Reconmended Order of the Hearing Oficer by Counsel for
Petitioner, Caloosa Property Oaners Association, Inc. with a certificate of
service dated March 7, 1983, Reply to Exceptions to Reconmended Order of the
Hearing Oficer, by Counsel for Respondents, Caleffe Investnent, Ltd. and
Wort hi ngton Enterprises, Inc., with a certificate of service dated March 10,
1983 and Exception to Recommended Order by Counsel for Respondent, South Florida
Wat er Managenent District with a certificate of service dated March 9, 1983.
Because the exceptions filed by Petitioner had the affect of disputing the
Fi ndi ngs of Fact of the Hearing O ficer, each of the nmenbers of the Governing
Board was furni shed a conplete transcript of the Hearing held by the Hearing
O ficer, and each Governing Board nmenber has read the transcript.

Wth regard to the Exceptions filed by Petitioner, the Governing Board acts
as follows:

Exception Nunber 1 - Denied - the |aw all ows
the Hearing Oficer to reconmend nodifications
in the project as part of the Recommended

O der.

Exception Number 2 - (A) Denied - the record
reflects that the Cal oosa Canal can be
designed and maintained to avoid problens wth
erosion. (B) Denied - this is a Conceptual
Permit and the record reflects safe guards
agai nst ground water contam nation can be



est abl i shed when tenants are known and before
occupation of each parcel of the Pal m Beach
Par k of Comrerce.

Exception Nunber 3 - Denied - Conceptual
Approval is all that is sought and the record
refl ects Cal oosa Canal can be designed to
acconmodate the fl ows expected. This design
woul d occur when a construction permt is
sought for the entire water managenent system
servi ng Pal m Beach Park of Commerce if Cal oosa
Canal problens are not corrected at an earlier
dat e.

Exception Nunber 4 - Denied - Water quality
existing presently in C 18 (Loxahatchee River)
woul d not, according to the record, be
adversely affected by the Pal m Beach Park of
Conmmrer ce.

Exception Nunber 5 - Denied - there is
evidence in the record that the design and

| ocation of the Pal m Beach Park of Commerce is
a "publicly acceptable alternative".

Exception Nunber 6 - Denied - the record
i ndi cates consideration of the legal rights of
ot hers.

Exception Nunmber 7 - Denied - record indicates
that the proposed Park of Commerce has
necessary zoni ng, DRI approval and neets the
requi renents for Conceptual Approval of South
Fl ori da Water Managenent District.

Exception Nunber 8 - Denied - the record
reflects testinony that the artificial
wetlands will fulfill the function of natural
wet | ands.

Wth regard to the Exception filed by Respondent, South Florida Wter
Managenent District, the District acts as follows

(1) Exception Number 1 - Approved - a review
of the record indicates no intention on the
part of the Hearing Oficer to delete the 10
[imting conditions inposed by the District in
its recommendation for approval; therefore,
the 10 limting conditions are incorporated in
this Order.

(2) Exception Number 2 - Approved - a review
of the Findings of Fact (#8) of the Hearing
Oficer indicates his intent with regard to
7(C) of his Conclusions of Law is that

detail ed pl ans be prepared, at the tinme of

i ssuance of construction permts for



i ndi vidual lots, for dealing, with contai nment
and di sposal of toxic substances and
preventi on of such substances fromentering
surface and ground water

The Governi ng Board adopts the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and
Recomended Order of the Hearing Oficer, except as hereby nodified:

(1) Modification of Paragraph 7 of the

Concl usions of Lawto read: "Wth the

i mposition of the Iimting conditions, special
condi tions proposed by the South Florida Water
Managenent District staff, and of three other
speci al conditions, reasonabl e assurance that
t he surface water managenent system proposed
for Pal m Beach Park of Conmerce neets the
requi renents of Rule 40E-4.301, Florida

Admi ni strative Code, has been provided." These
addi ti onal special conditions are as foll ows:

(a) same as Hearing Oficer's Recommended
O der.

(b) same as Hearing Oficer's Recommended
O der.

(c) That prior to the issuance of any
construction permts for individual |ots,
detail ed pl ans be prepared or containing and
di sposi ng of toxic substances and for
preventing such substances fromentering
surface and ground water systenms. Energency
pl ans shoul d al so be established for dealing
wi th any accidental release of toxic
substances. Both the detailed and energency
pl ans shall have the prior witten approval of
t he Departnent of Environmental Regul ation.

The Governing Board orders the issuance of the subject permt in accordance
with this Oder.



DONE and ORDERED on this the 14th day of April, 1983 in Cape Coral,
Fl ori da.

SOUTH FLORI DA WATER MANAGEMENT
DI STRICT, BY I TS GOVERNI NG BOARD
(Cor porate Seal)

BY:

Chai r man

ATTEST:

By:

Secretary

FI LED WTH THE CLERK OF THE SOUTH
FLORI DA WATER MANAGEMENT DI STRI CT

ON April 14, 1983

BY Jean Quy

CERTI FI CATE OF SERVI CE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been furni shed TRACY
C. SHARPE, ESQUI RE, Farish, Farish & Romani, P.A , Post Ofice Box 3887, West
Pal m Beach, Florida 33402; RANDALL E. DENKER, ESQUI RE, Lehrman and Denker Law
Ofices, Post Ofice Box 1736, Tall ahassee, Florida 32302; TERRY E. LEWS,
ESQUI RE, Messer, Rhoads & Vickers, P.A, Suite 701 Lewis State Bank Buil ding,
Post O fice Box 1876, Tall ahassee, Florida, 32302-1876, and ALAN J. ClKLIN,
ESQUI RE, Concourse Building, 8th Floor, 2000 Pal m Beach Lakes Boul evard, West
Pal m Peach, Florida 33409, by US Mail, this 22nd day of April, 1983 and Irene
Kennedy Quincey, Esquire P. O Pox V, West Pal mBeach, Florida 33402-4238.

Robert J. Grafton



