STATE OF FLORI DA
DI VI SI ON OF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NGS

IN RE: PETITI ON TO CONTRACT
THE GATEWAY SERVI CES

) Case No.: 02-1344
)

DI STRI CT, )
)

REPORT TO THE FLORI DA LAND AND WATER
ADJUDI CATORY COWM SSI ON

Pursuant to Sections 190.046(1)(g) and 190.005(1)(d),
Florida Statutes, and Rule 42-1.012, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Charles A. Stanpel os, Adm nistrative Law Judge,
conducted a | ocal public hearing on July 16, 2002, at 1:00
p.m, in Fort Myers, Lee County, Florida, for the purpose of
taking testimony and public comment and receiving exhibits on
the Petition of Gateway Services District (Petitioner) to
contract the Gateway Services District.

APPEARANCES

For Gateway Services District (now known as Gat eway
Services Community Devel opment District):

Erin McCorm ck Larrinaga, Esquire
Fow er, White, Boggs, Banker, P.A.
501 East Kennedy Boul evard

Suite 1700

Tanpa, Florida 33602

STATEMENT OF THE | SSUE

The sole issue to be addressed is whether the Petition to

contract the Gateway Services District neets the applicable



criteria set forth in Chapter 190, Florida Statutes, and
Chapter 42-1, Florida Adm nistrative Code.

PRELI M NARY STATEMENT

On January 31, 2002, the Petitioner filed the Petition to
contract the Gateway Services District with the Secretary of
Florida Land and Water Adjudicatory Comm ssion (Comm ssion),
the City of Fort Myers, Florida, and Lee County, Florida. An
Addendum to the Petition was filed with the Secretary of the
Comm ssi on on or about March 25, 2002. A Second Addendum to
the Petition was filed with the Secretary of the Conm ssion on
or about July 16, 2002. A Third Addendumto the Petition was
filed with the Secretary of the Comm ssion on or about July
25, 2002. A copy of the Petition, including its exhibits, and
the First, Second, and Third Addenda, was received into
evi dence as Petitioner's Conposite Exhibit 9.

On April 2, 2002, the Secretary of the Comm ssion
certified that the Petition contained all required el ements,
as defined in Section 190.005(1)(a), Florida Statutes, and
forwarded it to the Division of Adm nistrative Hearings for
t he purpose of conducting the [ ocal public hearing required
under Sections 190.046(1)(g) and 190.005(1)(d), Florida
St at ut es.

The Commi ssion published a Notice of Receipt of Petition

in the Florida Adm nistrative Weekly on May 17, 2002. A copy



of the Notice of Receipt of Petition was received into
evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 8.

The | ocal public hearing was scheduled in Fort Myers, Lee
County, Florida, for Tuesday, July 16, 2002, at 1:00 p.m The
Petitioner published notice of the hearing in accordance with
Sections 190.046(1)(g) and 190.005(1)(d), Florida Statutes.
The Proof of Publication of the Notice of Local Public Hearing
was received into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 4.

The land currently within the District is |ocated
partially within the unincorporated Lee County, and partially
within the incorporated City of Fort Myers, Florida. All of
the property proposed for Contraction fromthe District is
| ocated within the City of Fort Myers, Florida.

Sections 190.046(1)(d)3. and 190.005(1)(c), Florida
Statutes, provide that the county and each municipality
containing all or a portion of the lands within the proposed
District has the option to hold a public hearing within forty-
five (45) days of the filing of the petition.

The City Council of the City of Fort Myers, Florida
elected to hold such a hearing on March 4, 2002. After the
public hearing, the City Council adopted a resolution in
support of the contraction of the Gateway Services District.

A certified copy of the resolution was received into evidence

as Petitioner's Exhibit 5.



The Board of County Comm ssioners of Lee County el ected
to hold a hearing on June 25, 2002. After the public hearing,
t he Board of County of County Conm ssioners adopted a
resolution in support of the contraction of the District. A
certified copy of the resolution was received into evidence as
Petitioner's Exhibit 6.

At the local public hearing on July 16, 2002, the
Petitioner presented the testinony of John Gnagey (Gnhagey)
Princi pal of The Wbrthi ngton Group; Janes P. Ward (Ward) Vice
Presi dent of Operations for Severn Trent Environnmental
Services, Inc., and an expert in special district and community
devel opnent district managenent, operations, planning and
finance; Andrew D. Tilton (Tilton), Director of Witer Resources
for Johnson Engi neering, Inc., and an expert in civil
engi neering with an enphasis in public infrastructure design,
permtting, and cost estimation in construction for speci al
districts and community devel opnent districts; and Carey
Garland (Garland), an associate with Fishkind and Associ at es,

I nc., and an expert in econom cs and finance, including
financing and the use of community devel opnent districts and
special taxing districts. The full names and addresses of
Petitioner's witnesses are attached to this Report as Exhibit

A. Petitioner's Exhibits 1 through 9, were received into



evidence at the hearing. A list of Petitioner's Exhibits in
this proceeding is attached to this report as Exhibit B.

No ot her persons or entities presented any w tnesses or
exhibits. No nmenbers of the public provided any conment.

The one-volunme transcript of the local public hearing was
filed on August 5, 2002, with the Division of Admnistrative
Hearings. The original transcript and hearing exhibits are
transmtted with this Report.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

Overvi ew

1. The Petitioner is seeking the adoption of a rule by
the Comm ssion to contract a community devel opment district
currently conprised of approximately 5,474 acres | ocated
within the boundaries of unincorporated Lee County, Florida
and the incorporated City of Fort Myers, Florida. The nane
for the District, after contraction, will be the Gateway
Servi ces Community Devel opment District. At the tine the
Petition was filed, the District consisted of approximtely
5,324 acres. However, on July 29, 2002, a Rule Amendnent
adopted by the Commi ssion, and filed with the Secretary of
State becane effective, expanding the District to

approxi mately 5,474 acres.



2. The Petitioner seeks to contract the District by
approxi mately 973 acres. The District, after contraction,
wi |l enconpass approxi mtely 4,501 acres.

3. Al of the property proposed to be contracted out of
the District is located within the City of Fort Mers,
Fl ori da.

4. The sol e purpose of this proceeding was to consider
the contraction of the District as proposed by the Petitioner.

Summary of Evidence and Testi nony

A. Whet her all statenents contained within the
Petiti on have been found to be true and correct.

5. Petitioner's Conposite Exhibit 9 was identified for
the record as a copy of the Petition and its exhibits as filed
with the Conm ssion, dated January 2002; the Addendumto the
Petition, dated March 25, 2002; and the Second Addendumto the
Petition, dated July 16, 2002; and the Third Addendumto the
Petition, dated July 25, 2002.

6. Ward testified that he had reviewed the contents of
the Petition and Exhibits as suppl enmented and anended by the
addenda to the Petition. Ward testified that the Petition and
exhi bits as suppl enented and anended by the addenda, are true
and correct to the best of his know edge.

7. Tilton testified that he had reviewed Exhibits 1, 2,
and 3 of the Petition. Exhibit 1 is the netes and bounds

| egal description and sketch of the existing District



boundaries. Exhibit 2 is the |egal description and sketch of
the contraction parcels. Exhibit 3 is the amended | egal
description and sketch of the District, after contraction.

8. Tilton testified that the | egal description of the
exi sting CDD boundaries was true and correct, and woul d be
amended by a proposed Rule Amendnment filed with the Secretary
of State July 9, 2002, and effective July 29, 2002.

9. Tilton testified that Exhibit 2 truly and accurately
depi cted the | egal description of the property proposed for
contraction fromthe District.

10. A Third Addendumto the Petition, filed with the
Departnment of Adm nistrative Hearings on July 29, 2002,
identified a scrivener's error in the proposed Rul e Amendnent
filed on July 9, 2002, and included a |egal description and
sketch of the land within the District, after the contraction.

This | egal description and sketch anends and repl aces Exhibit
3 of the Petition. This |egal description was certified as
true and accurate by CES Engi neering.

11. Garland testified that his office had prepared
Exhibit 7 to the Petition, the Statenent of Estimted
Regul atory Costs (SERC). Garland also testified the SERC
included with the Petition was true and correct to the best of

hi s know edge.



12. Gnagey testified that at the time of the hearing,
Wor t hi ngt on Hol di ngs, Inc. was the owner of all of the |ands
to be contracted out of the District. Gnagey testified that a
portion of the contraction property was under contract for
sale. A consent and joinder to the Petition to Contract,
executed by the contract purchaser was placed into the record
as Exhibit 3.

13. The Petition does not contain the witten consent of
the owners of all real property to be included in the new
District after contraction; nor was there any docunentation or
ot her evi dence denpbnstrating that either the District or those
giving their witten consent to the contracti on have control
by deed, trust agreenment, contract, or option of one-hundred
percent (100% of the real property to be included in the new
District, after contraction. See Conclusion of Law 65.

14. Based upon the foregoing, the Petition and its
exhi bits, as anmended and suppl enented by the addenda to the
Petition, are true and correct.

B. Whet her the contraction of the District is

i nconsi stent with any applicable el enment or
portion of the State Conprehensive Plan or of
the effective | ocal governnent conprehensive
pl an.

15. Ward addressed whether the contraction of the

District was inconsistent in any way with the State

Conpr ehensi ve Plan, Chapter 187, Florida Statutes. Ward al so



reviewed the contraction of the District, in |ight of the
| ocal governnment conprehensive plans.

16. Ward testified that the District would continue to
assi st the | ocal government in providing infrastructure
services required pursuant to its locally adopted
conprehensive plan. Furthernore, since the State
Conmprehensi ve Plan requires |ocal governnents to provide
infrastructure in accordance with |ocally adopted
conprehensive plans, the District would continue to function
and assist in neeting this objective of Chapter 187.

17. Resolution No. 2002-11, adopted by the City Council
of the City of Fort Myers, Florida, was introduced into
evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 5. Pursuant to this
Resolution, the City Council mde a determ nation that after
the contraction, the District is not inconsistent with
applicable el enments or portions of the State Conprehensive
Plan or the City of Fort Myers | ocal conprehensive plan.

18. The Florida Departnment of Conmunity Affairs reviewed
the Petition and provided a letter dated April 16, 2002, which
was placed into Evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 7. The
letter states that the Petition A "is consistent with the
goal s, objectives and policies of Lee County's Conprehensive

Pl an.”



19. Based on the testinony and exhibits in the record,
the proposed District will not be inconsistent with any
appl i cabl e el enment or portion of the State Conprehensive Pl an,
the Lee County Conprehensive Plan, or City of Fort Mers
Conpr ehensi ve Pl an.

C. \Wether the area of land within the district,

after contraction, is of sufficient size, is
sufficiently conmpact, and is sufficiently
contiguous to be devel opabl e as one functi onal
interrelated community.

20. Testinmony on this criterion was provided by Ward and
Tilton. The lands that conprise the District, after
contraction, will consist of approximtely 4,501 acres,
| ocated within the borders of unincorporated Lee County, and
the incorporated City of Fort Myers.

21. From a managenent perspective, the District, after
contraction, will continue to be sufficiently sized, conpact
and conti guous to be devel oped as a functional interrel ated
community. The property remaining within the District wll
continue to be anenable to receiving services through a
conmmuni ty devel opnment district.

22. From an engi neering perspective, the District, after
contraction, will still be larger than other community
devel opnent districts. It is contiguous and relatively

conpact. The land remaining within the District can be well -

served by water managenent facilities, water and sewer and

10



irrigation, roads |lighting, |andscaping and parks provided by
the District.

23. From a devel opnent pl anni ng perspective, the owner
of the property, which will be contracted out of the District,
intends to market the contraction property for devel opment as
t hree separate, stand-alone communities. This property wll
be devel oped i ndependently fromthe property remaining within
the District. |Its utility needs will be serviced by the City
of Fort Mers.

24. From devel opnent pl anni ng, engi neering, and
managenent perspectives, the area of land to be included in
the proposed District is of sufficient size, is sufficiently
conpact, and is sufficiently contiguous to be devel oped as a
single functionally interrelated community.

D. \Vhether the district, after contraction, is the

best alternative available for delivering
communi ty devel opnment services and facilities to
the area that will be served by the contracted
di strict.

25. The District currently provides certain
infrastructure inprovenents and facilities to the property
which will remain in the District.

26. Currently, no services or facilities are provided by
the District to the property to be contracted out of the

District. Ward, Tilton, and Garland testified concerning

whet her the District, as contracted, is the best alternative

11



avai l abl e for delivering community devel opment services and
facilities to the area remaining in the District.

27. Ward testified that since the 1980's, the District
has provided and mai ntained infrastructure which services the
existing residents of the District, and is also available to
service future residents of the District. The District is
responsi ble for financing, operating and maintaining this
infrastructure. Based upon its historical track record, and
its current activities, the District will continue to serve
t hese purposes.

28. Tilton testified that, from an engi neering
perspective, the District is an excellent alternative for
provi ding conmunity services and facilities to the property
remaining in the District because it provides a higher |evel
of service than would be afforded by Lee County or the City of
Fort Myers. This higher level of service neets the desire of
the residents within the District.

29. Garland testified that, froman econom c
perspective, the District as contracted, will still consist of
approxi mately 5,799 equivalent residential units. There wl
be no financial inpact to the | andowners remaining in the
District because neither the capital assessnents nor the
operations and mai ntenance assessnments will be affected by the

contraction. Currently, the contraction parcel is not taking

12



any of the load for capital assessnments or operations and
mai nt enance assessments.

30. Garland also testified that the contraction property
i s geographically closer to infrastructure facilities
avai lable fromthe City of Fort Myers, than it is to District
facilities. Therefore, the District is not the best
alternative for providing this infrastructure to the
contraction property.

31. From econom c, engineering, and special district
managenent perspectives, the District, after contraction, is
the best alternative available for delivering community
devel opnent services and facilities to the area that w |
continue to be served by the District.

E. VWhether the community devel opnent services and

facilities of the district, as contracted, wll
be inconpatible with the capacity and uses of

exi sting local and regional community devel opnent
services and facilities.

32. The services and facilities which will continue to
be provided by the District are not inconpatible with uses and
exi sting local and regional facilities and services. The
District's facilities and services within the boundaries, as
contracted, will not duplicate any existing regional services

or facilities which are provided to the lands within the

District by another entity. None of the proposed services or

13



facilities are presently being provided by another entity for
the lands to remain within the District.

33. Ward, Tilton, and Garland testified concerning
whet her the community devel opnent services and facilities of
the district, as contracted, would be inconpatible with the
capacity and uses of existing |ocal and regional comunity
devel opnent services and facilities.

34. Ward testified that the District provides services
and facilities which conplinment the general purpose | ocal
governnments’ services and facilities. For exanple, the
District has constructed drainage facilities. These services
address the requirenments for infrastructure of the | ocal
governnment. After contraction, the District will continue to
provi de these infrastructure services.

35. Tilton testified that the services and facilities
provided by the District work very well in concert with the
adj acent facilities of the general purpose |ocal government.
The roadways, utilities, and water managenent facilities
constructed by the District are integrated into the overal
system of the adjacent areas.

36. From a nmanagenent perspective and an engi neering
perspective, the facilities and services to be provided by the

District, after the contraction, will not be inconpatible with

14



the existing | ocal and regional comunity devel opment services
and facilities.

F. Whether the area that will be served by the

district, after contraction, is anmenable to
separate special district governnment.

37. As cited previously, from econom cs, engineering,
and speci al district managenent perspectives, the area of | and
to be included in the proposed District is of sufficient size,
is sufficiently conpact, and is sufficiently contiguous to be
devel oped and becone a functionally interrelated comunity.
The community to be included in the District, after
contraction, will continue to require basic infrastructure
systens. A determ nation was nmade when the District was
fornmed, that the District could best provide these services.
This determ nation will not change as a result of the
contraction.

38. From engi neering, econom c and managenment
perspectives, the area that will be served by the anended
District is anenable to separate special-district governnent.

G Oher requirenments inposed by statute or rule.

39. Chapter 190, Florida Statutes, and Chapter 42-1,

Fl ori da Adni nistrative Code, inpose specific requirenments
regarding the Petition and other information to be submtted

to the Comm ssi on.
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El ements of the Petition

40. The Comm ssion has certified that the Petition to
Contract the Gateway Services District neets all of the
required el enents of Section 190.005(1)(a), Florida Statutes.

St at enent of Estinmated Reqgul atory Costs ( SERC)

41. The SERC contains an estimte of the costs and
benefits to all persons directly affected by the proposed rule
to contract the District--the State of Florida and its
citizens, the County and its citizens, the City and its
citizens, the | andowners within the District after
contraction, and the Petitioner.

42. Beyond adm nistrative costs related to rule
adoption, the State and its citizens, are not anticipated to
i ncur any costs fromcontracting the District.

43. Admi nistrative costs incurred by Lee County and the
City of Fort Myers related to this Petition are m nimal and
shoul d be offset by the filing fees paid by the Petitioner.

44, Landowners remaining within the District wll
continue to pay non-ad val orem or special assessnents for
certain facilities. The contraction of District will have no
i npact on the |level of capital assessments or operations and
mai nt enance assessnents paid by residents remaining in the
District. Benefits to |andowners in the District wll

continue to be a higher level of public services and anenities

16



t han m ght otherw se be avail able, construction, operation and
mai nt enance of District-sponsored inprovenments to the area on
a timely basis, and a |l arger share of direct control over
communi ty devel opnment services and facilities within the area.

45, Sections 190.046(1)(g) and 190.005(1)(a), Florida
Statutes, require the Petition to include a SERC which neets
the requirements of Section 120.541, Florida Statutes. The
Petition contains a SERC. It neets the requirenments of
Section 120.541, Florida Statutes.

Ot her Requirenents

46. Sections 190.046(1)(g) and 190.005(1)(d), Florida
Statutes, require the Petitioner to publish notice of the
| ocal public hearing in a newspaper of general circulation in
Lee County for four consecutive weeks prior to the hearing.
The notice was published in The News-Press, a newspaper of
general circulation in Lee County for four consecutive weeks,
on June 18, 2002, June 25, 2002, July 2, 2002, and July 9,
2002. The Affidavit of Publication was placed into evidence
as Petitioner’s Exhibit 4.

Lee County Support for Establishment

47. Pursuant to the requirements of Sections
190.046(1)(g) and 190.005(1)(b), Florida Statutes, Petitioner
filed a copy of the Petition with the City of Fort Myers and

Lee County prior to filing the Petition with the Comm ssion.
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48. As permtted by Sections 190.046 and 190.005(1)(c),
Florida Statutes, the City Council of the City of Fort Mers
held a public hearing on March 4, 2002, to consider the
contraction of the Gateway Services District.

49. At the conclusion of its public hearing on March 4,
2002, the City Council adopted Resol ution 2002-11 expressing
support for the Conm ssion to promnmulgate a rule contracting
the Gateway Services District.

50. The City of Fort Myers City Council Resol ution
specifically found that all six (6) of the statutory factors
for evaluating the contraction of conmmunity devel opnent
districts found in Section 190.005(1)(e), Florida Statutes,
had been nmet by the Petitioner in this matter.

51. As permtted by Sections 190.046 and 190.005(1)(c),
Fl orida Statutes, the Board of County Comm ssioners of Lee
County held a public hearing on June 25, 2002, to consider the
contraction of the Gateway Services District.

52. At the conclusion of the public hearing on June 25,
2002, the Board of County Commi ssioners of Lee County adopted
Resol uti on No. 02-06-43, expressing support for the Comm ssion
to prormulgate a rule contracting the Gateway Services

District.

18



CONCLUSI ONS OF LAW

53. This proceeding is governed by Chapters 120 and 190,
Fl orida Statutes, and Chapter 42-1, Florida Adm nistrative
Code.

54. The proceeding was properly noticed pursuant to
Section 190.005, Florida Statutes, by publication of an
advertisenment in a newspaper of general circulation in Lee
County once each week for the four (4) consecutive weeks
i medi ately prior to the hearing.

55. The Petitioner has net the requirenments of Sections
190.046(1)(g) and 190. 005, Florida Statutes, regarding the
subm ssion of the Petition

56. The Petitioner bears the burden of establishing that
the Petition neets the relevant statutory criteria set forth
in Section 190.005(1)(e), Florida Statutes.

57. Al portions of the Petition and other submttals
have been conpleted and filed as required by | aw.

58. All statenments contained within the Petition as
anended and suppl enented by the Addenda to the Petition, and
at the hearing are true and correct.

59. The contraction of the District is not inconsistent
with any applicable element or portion of the State
Comprehensive Plan or the effective City of Fort Myers

Conmpr ehensi ve Pl an.
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60. The area of land within the proposed District is of
sufficient size, is sufficiently conpact, and is sufficiently
contiguous to be devel opabl e as one functional interrelated
comruni ty.

61. The proposed District is the best alternative
avai l abl e for delivering community devel opnment services and
facilities to the area that will be served by the District.

62. The community devel opnment services and facilities of
t he proposed District will not be inconpatible with the
capacity and uses of existing |ocal and regional comunity
devel opnent services and facilities.

63. The area to be served by the proposed District is
anenabl e to separate special district government.

64. Notwi thstandi ng the above, as found in Finding of
Fact B, the Petition does not contain the witten consent of
the owners of the real property to be included in the new
District, after contraction; nor was there any documentation
or other evidence denonstrating that either the District or
those giving their witten consent to the contraction have
control by deed, trust agreement, or contract, or option of
one- hundred percent (100% of the real property to be included
in the new District, after contraction. Section
190.005(1)(a)2., Florida Statutes, requires that a Petition

for establishnment of a comunity devel opment district (CDD)
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contain the witten consent of the owners of all of the real
property to be included in the proposed CDD, or docunentation
denonstrating that the Petitioner has control by deed, trust
agreenent, contract, or option of one-hundred percent (100%
of the real property to be included in the proposed CDD
Section 190.046(1)(e), Florida Statutes, requires the witten
consent of all |andowners whose |land is being del eted through
contraction (which has been proven here), but paragraphs (f)-
(g) of Section 190.046(1), Florida Statutes, would appear to
require the Petitioner to follow all of the requirenments
specified in Section 190. 005, including the "consent"”

requi rement of Section 190.005(1)(a)2., Florida Statutes.

65. Neverthel ess, Petitioner argues that enphasis should
be placed on the word "procedures” in Section 190.046(1)(q),
Florida Statutes, and that that does not necessarily include
sati sfaction of the "consent” requirenments of Section
190.005(1)(a)2., Florida Statutes, where there is a request to
contract nmore than 250 acres froma CDD, as here. This
interpretation appears to be consistent with the Conm ssion's

past practice. See, e.g., Exhibit 1. See also In Re:

Petition to Contract Tanpa Pal ne Open Space and Transportation

Community Devel opnent District,

Case No. 96-4213, 1997 WL 1052656 (DOAH Report January 29,

1997) (Rul e adopted July 31, 1997).
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RECOMVENDATI ON

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Concl usi ons
of Law, it is

RECOMVENDED t hat the Governor and Cabinet, sitting as the
Fl ori da Land and Water Adjudi catory Conm ssion, pursuant to
Chapters 190 and 120, Florida Statutes, and Chapter 42-1,
Fl ori da Adnmi nistrative Code, contract the Gateway Services
District as requested by the Petitioner by forml adoption of
t he proposed Rul e Anendnent attached to this Report as Exhibit
C.

DONE AND ORDERED this 9th day of August, 2002, in

Tal | ahassee, Leon County, Florida.

CHARLES A. STAMPELOS

Adm ni strative Law Judge

Di vi si on of Adm nistrative Hearings
The DeSot o Bui |l di ng

1230 Apal achee Par kway

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-3060
(850) 488-9675 SUNCOM 278-9675

Fax Filing (850) 92106847

wwv. doah. state. fl.us

Filed with the Clerk of the

Di vi si on of Adm nistrative Hearings
this 9th day of August, 2002.

COPI ES FURNI SHED TGO

Erin McCorm ck Larrinaga. Esquire
Fow er, \White, Boggs, Banker, P.A.
501 East Kennedy Boul evard

Suite 1700

Tanpa, Florida 33602

22



Gregory Miunson, Esquire

O fice of the Governor

The Capitol, Room 209

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399

Charl| es Canady, General Counsel
Fl ori da Land and Water
Adj udi cat ory Conm ssi on
O fice of the Governor
The Capitol, Room 209
Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399

Donna Arduin, Secretary
Fl ori da Land and Water
Adj udi cat ory Conm ssi on
O fice of the Governor
The Capitol, Room 2105
Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399

Bar bara Leighty, Clerk

Growt h Managenent and Strategic Planning
The Capitol, Room 2105

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399
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Exhibit A
Petitioner’s Wtnesses at Public Hearing

John Gnagey

The Wort hi ngton G oup

14291 Metro Parkway, Building 1300
Fort Myers, Florida 33912

Janes P. Ward

Severn Trent Environnental Services, Inc.
210 N. University Drive, Suite 702

Coral Gables, Florida 33071

Andrew D. Tilton

Johnson Engi neering, Inc.
2158 Johnson Street

Fort Myers, Florida 33901

Carey Garl and

Fi shkind & Associ ates, I|nc.
11869 Hi gh Tech Avenue
Orlando, Florida 32817
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Exhi bit B
List of Petitioner’s Exhibits

Exhi bi t Descri ption

Exhibit 1: Menorandum from G eg Munson, Staff Attorney
for the Florida Land and Water Adjudicatory
Comm ssion to Barbara Leighty, Clerk for the
Fl ori da Land and Water Adjudicatory
Comm ssi on, dated March 12, 2002

Exhi bit 2: Sketch depicting Gateway Services District
Boundaries (Parcels marked “A’constitute the
Contraction Parcels which Petition seeks to
have contracted fromthe Gateway Services
District)

Exhi bit 3: Consent and Joinder to Petition to Contract
Gat eway Services District, executed by Pulte
Home Corporation on July 16, 2002

Exhi bit 4: News- Press Affidavit of Publication, dated
July 9, 2002

Exhibit 5: Certified Copy of Resolution No. 2002-11,
approved by the City Council of the City of
Fort Myers on March 4, 2002

Exhibit 6: Certified Copy of Resolution No. 02-06-43,
approved by the Board of County Commi ssioners
of Lee County, Florida on June 25, 2002

Exhibit 7. Letter fromthe Florida Departnment of
Community Affairs to Ms. Donna Arduin,
Secretary, Florida Land and Water
Adj udi catory Conm ssion, dated April 16, 2002

Exhi bit 8: Notice of Receipt of Petition, published by
the Florida Land and Water Adjudicatory
Comm ssion in the Florida Adm nistrative
Weekly on May 17, 2002
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Conposite

Exhi bi t

9:

Petition to Contract Gateway Services
District, dated January, 2002 (includes City
of Ft. Myers Conprehensive Plan and Lee
County Conprehensive Plan); Addendumto the
Petition to Contract Gateway Services
District, dated March 25, 2002; Second
Addendum to the Petition to Contract Gateway
Services District, dated July 16, 2002; and
Third Addendumto the Petition to Contract
Gateway Services District, dated July 25,
2002.
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Exhibit C

THE FULL TEXT OF THE PROPOSED RULE AMENDMENT | S:

42F-1. 002 Boundary.

The boundaries of the district are as foll ows:
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for 147 .83 feet: N 62 35 (02" Wifor 105 53 feet: N 23 59
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feet; N 31 07 36" E for 305. 01 feet; N 32 55 08" E for

19" Wfor 34019 feet N 12 09" 34" E for 251 79 feet; N
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PARCEL "A"

A TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND LYI NG IN SECTION 35 TOANSHI P 44
SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST, SECTIONS 1, 2, 11 AND 12, TOMWSHI P 45
SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST; SECTION 31, TOMWMSHI P 44 SOUTH, RANGE 26
EAST AND IN SECTIONS 5, 6, 7, 8, 17, 18 AND 19, TOMWSHI P 45
SOUTH, RANGE 26 EAST, LEE COUNTY, FLORI DA, MORE PARTI CULARLY
DESCRI BED AS FOLLOWE:

COMMENCI NG AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D SECTION 35 RUN N

00 47' 42" W ALONG THE WEST LI NE OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW
3) OF SAID SECTION FOR 2643.18 FEET TO THE QUARTER CORNER ON
THE WEST LI NE OF SAID SECTI ON; THENCE RUN N 00_43' 47" W ALONG
THE WEST LINE OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER (NW 3) OF SAI D SECTI ON
FOR 1361.42 FEET; THENCE RUN N 35 45'29" E FOR 947.82 FEET;
THENCE RUN N 56_15'44" E FOR 690.61 FEET TO THE SOUTH LI NE OF
THE COLONI AL BOULEVARD RI GHT- OF- WAY ( STATE ROAD 884) (250 FEET
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WDE); THENCE RUN S 89 _38' 27" E ALONG SAI D SOUTH LI NE FOR

539. 91 FEET TO THE PO NT OF BEG NNI NG THENCE CONTI NUE S

89 38' 27" E ALONG SAI D SOUTH LINE FOR 2224. 05 FEET TO AN

| NTERSECTI ON W TH THE WEST LI NE OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER (NE
1/4) OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER (NE 1/4) OF SAI D SECTI ON; THENCE
RUN S 02 _16' 01" E ALONG SAID WEST LINE FOR 1168. 38 FEET TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D FRACTI ON;, THENCE RUN N 89 54' 24" E
ALONG THE SOUTH LI NE OF SAI D SECTI ON FOR 1324.86 FEET TO THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAI D FRACTI ON; THENCE RUN S 03_20' 25" E
FOR 1284. 37 FEET TO THE QUARTER CORNER ON THE EAST LI NE OF
SAID SECTION;  THENCE RUN S 00_01'59" E ALONG SAI D EAST LI NE
FOR 2635. 65 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D SECTI ON 1,
THENCE RUN N 89 28' 42" E ALONG THE NORTH LI NE OF THE NORTHWEST
QUARTER (NW 3) OF SAID SECTION 1 FOR 2642.98 FEET TO THE
QUARTER CORNER ON SAI D NORTH LI NE; THENCE RUN S 89 57'06" E
ALONG THE NORTH LI NE OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER (NE 3) OF SAID
SECTION 1 FOR 2523.38 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID
SECTI ON; THENCE RUN N 00_57' 01" WALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID
SECTI ON 31 FOR 2644.12 FEET TO THE QUARTER CORNER ON SAI D WEST
LI NE; THENCE RUN N 00_35' 02" W ALONG SAI D WEST LINE OF SAID
SECTI ON 31 FOR 1705.47 FEET TO AN I NTERSECTI ON W TH THE
SOUTHWESTERLY LI NE OF | MMOKALEE ROAD ( STATE ROAD 82) (200 FEET
WDE); THENCE RUN S 46_07' 29" E ALONG SAI D SOUTHWESTERLY LI NE
FOR 6215.51 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH THE SOUTH LI NE OF

SAI D SECTI ON 31; THENCE CONTINUE S 46_07' 29" E ALONG SAI D
SOUTHWESTERLY LINE FOR 1227.27 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTION WTH A
LI NE COVMON TO SAI D SECTI ONS 5 AND 6; THENCE CONTI NUE S
46_07'29" E ALONG SAI D SOUTHWESTERLY LI NE FOR 1535.36 FEET TO
A PO NT OF CURVATURE; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAlI D
SOUTHWESTERLY LI NE ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT OF
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RADI US 5824. 88 FEET (DELTA 18 13'21") (CHORD BEARI NG S

55 14'10" E) (CHORD 1844.76 FEET) FOR 1852.55 FEET TO A PO NT
OF TANGENCY; THENCE CONTI NUE ALONG SAI D SOUTHWESTERLY LI NE S
64 20' 50" E FOR 22.21 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH THE EAST
LINE OF THE WEST HALF (W 2) OF SAID SECTION 5; THENCE RUN S
00_06' 33" E ALONG SAID EAST LINE FOR 2271.81 FEET TO THE
QUARTER CORNER COMMON TO SAI D SECTIONS 5 AND 8; THENCE RUN S
01 _02' 00" E ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST HALF (W2) OF SAID
SECTI ON 8 FOR 3028. 35 FEET; THENCE RUN N 89 33'57" E FOR

605. 03 FEET; THENCE RUN S 01 _02' 02" E FOR 1800. 10 FEET; THENCE
S 89 33'57" WFOR 605.03 FEET; THENCE RUN S 01 _02' 00" E FOR
500. 03 FEET TO THE QUARTER CORNER COVMON TO SAI D SECTI ONS 8
AND 17; THENCE RUN S 01 _00'12" E ALONG THE EAST LI NE OF THE
NORTHWEST QUARTER (NW 3) OF SAID SECTION 17 FOR 926.76 FEET TO
AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH THE NORTHEASTERLY LI NE OF A FLORI DA POVER
& LI GHT COVPANY SUBSTATI ON SITE AS DESCRI BED I N DEED RECORDED
| N OFFI CI AL RECORD BOOK 1606 AT PAGE 1286, LEE COUNTY RECORDS;
THENCE RUN N 37 _57' 04" W ALONG SAI D NORTHEASTERLY LI NE FOR
361. 70 FEET; THENCE RUN S 52 02' 56" W ALONG THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF SAID SITE FOR 361. 70 FEET; THENCE RUN S 37 _57' 04" E
ALONG THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID SITE FOR 741.48 FEET TO
AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH THE NORTHWESTERLY LI NE OF DANI ELS ROAD
EXTENSI ON (200 FEET W DE) AS DESCRI BED | N DEED RECORDED | N
OFFI Cl AL RECORD BOOK 1644 AT PAGE 1739, LEE COUNTY RECORDS;
THENCE RUN N 68 38' 13" E ALONG SAI D NORTHWESTERLY LI NE FOR

64. 84 FEET TO AN I NTERSECTI ON W TH SAI D EASTERLY LI NE OF SAI D
NORTHWEST QUARTER (NW 3) OF SAID SECTION 17; THENCE RUN S

01 00' 12" E ALONG SAID EAST LINE FOR 1238.52 FEET TO THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAI D FRACTI ON; THENCE RUN S 89 _30' 38" W
ALONG THE SOUTH LI NE OF SAI D FRACTI ON AND A NORTH LI NE OF THE
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SOUTHWEST FLORI DA REG ONAL Al RPORT FOR 2110.83 FEET TO AN
| NTERSECTI ON W TH THE SOUTHEASTERLY LI NE OF SAI D DANI ELS ROAD
EXTENSI ON; THENCE RUN S 54 00' 05" W THROUGH SAI D SECTI ONS 17,
18, AND 19 ALONG THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF A ROAD RI GHT- OF- WAY
(200 FEET WDE) FOR 7032.17 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH THE
WEST LINE OF SAID SECTION 19; THENCE RUN N 00_55' 36" W ALONG
SAI D V\EST LINE FOR 1477.45 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF
SAI D SECTI ON; THENCE RUN N 00_54' 13" WALONG THE WEST LI NE OF
THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW 3) OF SAID SECTION 18 FOR 2643. 95
FEET TO THE QUARTER CORNER OF SAI D WEST LINE; THENCE RUN N
00_39' 39" WALONG THE WEST LI NE OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER ( NW
3) OF SAID SECTION 18 FOR 2647.35 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER
OF SAID SECTION; THENCE RUN N 00 _57' 26" W ALONG THE WEST LI NE
OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW 3) OF SAI D SECTION 7 FOR 2645. 34
FEET TO THE QUARTER CORNER COVMON TO SAI D SECTIONS 7 AND 12;
THENCE RUN S 89 55'12" WALONG THE SOUTH LI NE OF THE NORTHEAST
QUARTER (NE 3) OF SAID SECTION 12 FOR 2524.67 FEET TO THE WEST
LI NE OF THE EAST 2524. 14 FEET OF SAI D NORTHEAST QUARTER (NE
3); THENCE RUN N 01_05' 33" W ALONG SAI D WEST LI NE FOR 2646. 07
FEET TO THE SOUTH LI NE OF SAID SECTION 1; THENCE RUN S
89 _56' 14" W ALONG SAI D SOUTH LI NE FOR 2663.19 FEET TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D SECTI ON, PASSI NG THROUGH THE QUARTER
CORNER ON THE SOUTH LI NE OF SAI D SECTI ON AT 69. 26 FEET; THENCE
RUN S 89 _03' 50" WALONG THE SOUTH LI NE OF SAI D SECTION 2 FOR
3096. 18 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH THE EASTERLY RI GHT- OF- WAY
OF PROPGSED TREELI NE BOULEVARD; THENCE ALONG SAI D EAST RI GHT-
OF-WAY LINE THE FOLLOW NG BEARI NG AND DI STANCES: THENCE ALONG
THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RI GHT HAVING A RADIUS OF 2625. 00
FEET (DELTA 29 13'02") (CHORD BEARI NG S 15 09'16" W (CHORD
1324.12 FEET) FOR 1338.58 FEET TO A PO NT OF TANGENCY; THENCE
RUN S 29 45' 46" W FOR 618. 63 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF A
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CURVE TO THE LEFT HAVING A RADI US OF 1487.50 FEET (DELTA
28 50' 26") (CHORD BEARI NG S 15 20' 33" W (CHORD 740.87 FEET)
FOR 748.75 FEET TO A PO NT OF TANGENCY; THENCE RUN S 00 55' 22"

W FOR 166.10 FEET TO A PO NT ON THE SOUTH LI NE OF THE
NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 11; THENCE RUN S 88_33' 56" W
ALONG SAID LINE FOR 125.11 FEET TO AN I NTERSECTI ON W TH THE
WESTERLY RI GHT- OF- WAY OF PROPOSED TREELI NE BOULEVARD; THENCE
ALONG SAI D WEST RI GHT- OF-VWAY LI NE THE FOLLOW NG BEARI NG AND

DI STANCES: THENCE RUN N 00°55' 22" E FOR 171.23 FEET; THENCE
ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RI GHT HAVI NG A RADI US OF
1612.50 FEET (DELTA 28 50' 26") (CHORD BEARI NG N 15 20' 33" E)
(CHORD 803.13 FEET) FOR 811.67 FEET TO A PO NT OF TANGENCY,;
THENCE N 29145"46' E FOR 618. 63 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF
A CURVE TO THE LEFT HAVING A RADI US OF 2500. 00 FEET (DELTA
33_36'51") (CHORD BEARI NG N 12 57'22" W (CHORD 1445.75 FEET)
FOR 1466.69 FEET TO A PO NT OF TANGENCY; THENCE N 03 51'03" W
FOR 959. 31 FEET, THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RI GHT
HAVI NG A RADI US OF 2800. 06 FEET (DELTA 10_24'15") (CHORD
BEARI NG N 01 21' 04" E) (CHORD 507.76 FEET) FOR 508.45 FEET TO
A PO NT OF TANGENCY; THENCE N 06_33' 12" E FOR 1166. 54 FEET;
THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT HAVI NG A RADI US
OF 1000. 00 FEET (DELTA 43 02'49") (CHORD BEARI NG N 14 58'12"
W (CHORD 733.76 FEET) FOR 751.31 FEET TO A PO NT OF TANGENCY;

THENCE N 36_29' 36" W FOR 266. 36 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF
A CURVE TO THE RI GHT HAVI NG A RADI US OF 2000. 00 FEET (DELTA
37_40'00") (CHORD BEARING N 17 39'36" W (CHORD 1291.27 FEET)
FOR 1314.81 FEET TO A PO NT OF TANGENCY; THENCE N 01 _10'24" E
FOR 245.33 FEET, THENCE S 89_25'36" W LEAVI NG SAI D WEST LI NE

FOR 114. 67 FEET TO A PO NT ON THE EAST LINE OF TREELI NE
BOULEVARD (TO BE RE- ALI GNED) AS DESCRI BED I N OFFI Cl AL RECORD
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BOOK 1529 BEG NNI NG AT PAGE 412 OF THE PUBLI C RECORDS OF LEE
COUNTY; THENCE N 00_02'17" WFOR 68.31 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON
WTH THE SOUTH LI NE OF SECTION 34, TOMWSHI P 44 SOUTH, RANGE 25
EAST; THENCE N 01 _00' 06" W ALONG SAI D EAST LI NE OF TREELI NE
BOULEVARD (TO BE RE-ALI GNED) FOR 2642. 68 FEET; THENCE N

00_58' 02" W ALONG SAI D EAST LI NE OF TREELI NE BOULEVARD (TO BE
RE- ALI GNED) FOR 1048.01 FEET TO A PO NT ON A NON- TANGENT CURVE
TO THE RI GHT HAVI NG A RADI US OF 1050. 00 FEET AND TO WHI CH

PO NT A RADIAL LINE BEARS S 47 49' 01" E, SAI D PO NT ALSO

BEI NG ON THE EAST LI NE OF A ROAD RI GHT- OF- WAY AS DESCRI BED | N
OFFI CI AL RECORD BOOK 2581 BEG NNI NG AT PAGE 4060 OF THE LEE
COUNTY RECORDS; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RI GHT

HAVI NG A RADI US OF 1050. 00 FEET (DELTA 41 49'26") (CHORD
BEARING N 21 16' 16" E) (CHORD 749.56 FEET) FOR 766.46 FEET TO
A PO NT OF TANGENCY; THENCE N 00°21' 33" E ALONG SAI D EAST LI NE

FOR 721.50 FEET; THENCE N 45°21'33" E FOR 42.68 FEET TO THE
PO NT OF BEGH NNI NG

CONTAI NI NG 4, 390 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

SUBJECT TO EASEMENTS, RESTRI CTI ONS, RESERVATI ONS AND Rl GHTS-
OF- VAY ( RECORDED AND UNRECORDED, WRI TTEN AND UNWRI TTEN)

BEARI NGS ARE BASED ON THE NORTH LI NE OF SECTION 10, TOAWSHI P
45 SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST AS BEARI NG S88 57' 32"W

TOGETHER W TH:

DESCRI PTI ON
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SECTION 3, TOMWSHI P 45 SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST
LEE COUNTY, FLORI DA

PARCEL "B"
A TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN SECTION 3, TOAMNSHI P 45
SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST, LEE COUNTY, FLORI DA VWH CH TRACT OR
PARCEL | S DESCRI BED AS FOLLOWS:

COVMENCI NG AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D SECTION 3 RUN N
88 37' 17" E ALONG THE NORTH LI NE OF THE NORTHWEST ONE- QUARTER
(NW 3) OF SAID SECTION 3 FOR 2477.68 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON
W TH THE WESTERLY RI GHT- OF- WAY LI NE OF | NTERSTATE 75 (I -75)

( STATE ROAD NO. 93) (324 FEET WDE) AND THE POl NT OF

BEGI NNI NG, THENCE RUN S 14 49' 52" E ALONG SAI D WESTERLY RI GHT-
OF-WAY LI NE FOR 677.94 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH THE EAST
LI NE OF THE NORTHWEST ONE- QUARTER (NW 3) OF SAI D SECTI ON 3;
THENCE RUN S 00 49' 05" E ALONG SAI D EAST LINE FOR 1299.77 FEET
TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE WEST HALF (W2) OF THE
SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW 3) OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER (NE 3) OF
SAI D SECTI ON; THENCE RUN N 88 12' 52" E ALONG THE NORTH LI NE OF
SAl D FRACTI ON FOR 323.06 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH SAI D
WESTERLY LI NE OF STATE ROAD NO. 93: THENCE RUN S 14 49'52" E
ALONG SAI D WESTERLY LI NE FOR 2. 67 FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH
THE EAST LI NE OF SAI D FRACTI ON; THENCE RUN S 00 37' 05" E ALONG
SAI D EAST LINE FOR 650.21 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAI D
FRACTI ON; THENCE RUN N 88 09' 46" E ALONG THE NORTH LI NE OF
THE SOUTHEAST ONE- QUARTER (SE 3) OF SAI D SECTION 3 FOR 163. 88
FEET TO AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH SAI D WVESTERLY RI GHT- OF- WAY LI NE;
THENCE RUN S 14 49' 52" E ALONG SAI D WESTERLY RI GHT- OF- WAY LI NE
FOR 1474.99 FEET TO A PO NT OF CURVATURE; THENCE RUN SOUTHERLY
ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RI GHT OF RADI US 22800.31 FEET
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(CHORD BEARING S 13_33'28" E) (CHORD 1013.23 FEET) (DELTA

02 32'47") FOR 1013.31 FEET TO A PO NT ON A NON- TANGENT LI NE;
THENCE RUN N 82 23' 52" WFOR 122.32 FEET TO A PO NT ON A NON-
TANGENT CURVE; THENCE RUN NORTHERLY ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO
THE LEFT OF RADI US 22685. 31 FEET (CHORD BEARI NG N 13 36' 38" W
(CHORD 966. 55 FEET) (DELTA 02_26'29") FOR 966.63 FEET TO A

PO NT OF TANGENCY; THENCE RUN N 14 49'52" WFOR 542. 01 FEET
TO A PO NT OF CURVATURE; THENCE RUN NORTHWESTERLY ALONG AN ARC
OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT OF RADI US 250. 00 FEET (CHORD BEARI NG N

54 04'24" W (CHORD 316.30 FEET) (DELTA 78 29'05") FOR 342.45
FEET TO A PO NT OF TANGENCY; THENCE RUN S 86_41'03" W FOR
1133. 06 FEET; THENCE RUN N 02_10' 37" WFOR 387.06 FEET, THENCE
RUN N 87 40' 37" WFOR 838.00 FEET; THENCE RUN N 01 19'23" E

FOR 243. 00 FEET; THENCE RUN S 88 09' 46" W FOR 190.18 FEET TO
AN | NTERSECTI ON W TH THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF SI X M LE
CYPRESS PRESERVE, AS RECORDED | N OFFI Cl AL RECORD BOOK 1741 AT
PAGE 1241 OF THE PUBLI C RECORDS OF LEE COUNTY, FLORI DA; THENCE
RUN THE FOLLOW NG FI FTEEN (13) COURSES ALONG SAI D
SOUTHEASTERLY LI NE;

N 15 42' 08" E FOR 184. 34 FEET,

N 20 _55'23" E FOR 222. 23 FEET,

45 09' 19" E FOR 183. 23 FEET;
31 07' 36" E FOR 305. 01 FEET;
32 _55'08" E FOR 155.78 FEET,;
17 _03' 28" E FOR 110. 45 FEET,
26_26' 47" E FOR 300.81 FEET;

18 42' 17" E FOR 150. 86 FEET,;
04 51' 19" WFOR 340.19 FEET,
12 09' 34" E FOR 251. 79 FEET,

Z |Z2 |Z2 |Z2 |Z2 |2 |Z2 |2
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N 27 12' 34" E FOR 210.15 FEET,

N 14 53' 31" E FOR 323. 53 FEET,

N 35_18'42" E FOR 275.49 FEET TO AN I NTERSECTI ON W TH THE
NORTH LI NE OF THE NORTHWEST ONE- QUARTER (NW 3) OF SAI D SECTI ON

3; THENCE RUN N 88 37'17" E ALONG SAI D NORTH LI NE FOR 530. 87
FEET TO THE PO NT OF BEG NNI NG

CONTAI NI NG 111.14 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

TOTAL AREA FOR BOTH PARCELS 4, 501.14 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

BEARI NGS HEREI NABOVE MENTI ONED ARE BASED ON THE NORTH LI NE OF
THE NORTHWEST QUARTER (NW 3) OF SAID SECTION 3 TO BEAR N

88 37' 17" W VWHI CH BEARI NG IS DERI VED FROM PLANE COORDI NATE FOR
THE FLORI DA WEST ZONE (1979 ADJUSTMENT).

Speci fic Authority 120.53(1), 190.005, FS.

Law | npl ement ed 190. 004, 190. 005, FS.

Hi story - new 5-22-86, Anended
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