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COUNTIES BY LI TTLE SUMTER UTILITY COMPANY. 
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CIU'l'ICAL DAHS : NONE 
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Littl e Sumte r Utility Company (Little Sumter or utility) 
pr ovides water and wastewater service to approximately 465 water 
customers and 429 wastewater customers in Marion and Sumter 
Countie s , Florida. The utility • s 1997 annual report shows an 
annual operating revenue of $109 ,451 and a net operating loss of 
$61 , 000 . The utility is a Class C utility company under Commission 
jurisdiction . 

On January 14, 1998 t he utility applied for an amendment to 
Water and Wastewater Certificat es Nos . 580-W and 500-S Jn Marion 
and Sumter Counties, Flor ida. Tho amendment would result in an 
expansion of ter ritor y of 117 acres in Sumter County and 1, 718 
acres i n M.ar ion County . On February 13, 1998, the City of Wildwood 
(City) objected t o the filing in that it may have infringed upon 
the City' s riqhts and obligations created by the establishment of 
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the Five Mile Utility Zone and the City' s local comprehensive plan . 
On March 2, 1998, the City withdrew its ob jection. 

Staff has authority to administratively approve applications 
for amendment when no objections have been filed and the 
application is without controversy. This case is being brought to 
the attention of the Commission, because t his is a large amendment, 
the City of Wildwood initially objected to the application, and to 
address comments made by the Department of Community Affairs(DCA) . 

DIICQIIIQI Or IIIQIS 

zSSQI 1 : Should the Commission acknowledge the City of Wildwood's 
Withdrawal of Objection to Little Sumter Utility Company's Notice 
of Application to Amend Water and Wastewater Certificates? 

UCCIIIEl!QVIQM : Yes . The Commission should acknowledge the City 
of Wildwood's withdrawal of objection. (VACCARO) 

STall AIILJJII : On February 4, 1998, the City filed a response to 
Little Sumter'a amendment application, in which the City indicated 
that it d id not object to the utility's application. However, on 
February 13, 1998, the City filed an amended response, indicating 
that it did object to Little Sumter's application. 

The City stated that the territory sought by Little Sumter 
falls within the Five Mile Utility Zone created by the City by 
Ordinance Number.: 19-369 pursuant to Chapter 180, Florida 
Statutes . The City furt her stated that it wished to serve the 
territory sought by Little Sumter, and that expansion of Little 
Sumter's certificates would infringe upon the City ' s .rights and 
obligations created by the establishment of the Five Mile Utility 
Zone and the City's comprehensive plan. 

On March 2, 1998, the City filed a withdrawal of its 
oojection. The City stated that it did not object to the utility's 
application, but its withdrawal should not be deemed as a waiver of 
objection to any subsequent applications for amendment of water and 
wastewater certificates . Based on the foregoing, staff recommends 
that the Commission acknowledge the City 's withdrawal of its 
objection to Little Sumter's amendment appl ica tion. 
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I SSQI 2 : Should Little Sumt e r 's applicat ion for amendment to 
Water and Wastewater certif i cat es Nos . 580-W and soo-s be approved? 

U cotCtCINJ)Atl:Cllf : Yes , Little Sumter ' s application should be 
appr oved for t he t err itor y described in Attachment A. Little 
Sumt e r s hould charge the customers in the territory added herein 
the rates and c harges cont ained i n its tariff until authorized to 
change by t hi s Commission i n a subsequent proceeding . (MESSER, 
REDEMANN) 

STAlf AKALJIII : As stat ed previousl y, on January 14 , 1998 , the 
utility filed an application for amendment of territor y to 
Certificates Nos. 580-W and 500-S in Marion and Sumter Counties, 
Florida, pursuant to. Rule 25-30 . 036 (3) , florida Administr ative 
Code. The appl i cation is in compliance with the governing statute, 
Section 367. 045, Florida Statutes, and other per tinent statutes and 
administrativ~ r ul e s concerning an application for amendment of 
certif icate to add area . The application contains a check in the 
amount of $4,500 which i s the correct filing fee pursuant to Rule 
25- 30.020, Florida Administrative Code. 

Adequate service territory and system maps and a territory 
descr i ption have been provided as prescribed by Rule 25-30.036(3) 
(e ), Cfl and (i ) , Florida Administrat i ve Code. A description of the 
territory is appended to this recommendation as Attachment A. The 
utility has submitted an affidavit consistent with Section 
367.045 (2) (d), Florida Statutes, that it has t a riffs and annual 
reports on file with the Commission . In addition, the application 
contains proof of compliance with the noticing provisions set forth 
i n Rule 25-30. 030, Florida Administrative Code. One objection to 
the application was filed by the City of Wildwood, but it was 
subsequently withdrawn. The l ocal planning agency was provided 
notice of the application and did not file a protest to the 
amendment . 

The sta f f requested additional information with respect to the 
financial and technical ability of the utility. In regard to 
financial ability, Little Sumter is affiliated with the developer 
of the property. The developer has received industrial revenue 
bonds of $8 . ~ million from the County in 1997 . The expansion of 
the utility will be funded primarily through the bond financing and 
f r om collection of contributions-in-aid-of-contruction (CIAC) . 
Additional financing is available from bank lines of credit and 
from the devel oper. Currently, the utility has a $3 . 0 million line 
of credit from SunTrust. 
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With regard to technical ability, Little Sumter has cont racted 
with Operations and Management Inter national as subsidiary o f CH2M 
Hill(OHI), which operates the wa ter and wastewater facilities. In 
addition, the utility has engaged t he firm of F'arner, Barley & 

Associates, Inc . which is experienced in the ope ration and 
reQulation of water and wastewater utility s ystems. The utility's 
water and wastewater facilitiee have capacities of ~.328 million 
gallons per day (mgd) and . 9 ngd, respectively. Tho current 
avorago daily flows for Hay, 1999 at the wa ter treatment plant and 
wastewater treatment plant vere . 703 mgd and .069 mgd, 
respectively. The utility believes that with this application the 
existing service area and the proposed service area will fully 
utilize all existing water and wastewater capacities. Effluent 
disposal is accomplished by a combination of spray irrigation of a 
golf course , and rapid infilt ration basins during excessive wet 
pe riods. The water and wastewater plants are in compliance wi th 
all applicable standards set by the F'lorida Depa rtment of 
Environmental Protection (DEP) . 

The ut ility has filed revised tari ff sheets incorporating the 
additional territory into its tari ff and returned its ce rtificate 
for entry reflecting the additional territory. 

Little Sumters' approved rat ee and charges were effecti ve 
pursuant t o Order No. PSC-96-1132-FOF-WS, issued September 10, 
1996, in Docket No. 96030~-WS, an original certificate case . 
Little Sumter should charge the customers in the territory added 
herein the rates and charges contained in its tariff until 
authorized to change by this Commission in a subsequent proceeding. 

There cur rently exists a Memorandum of Understanding (HOU) 
between the Commission and the DCA, which was entered on June 5, 
1998. Pur suant to this MOU, the PSC will provide tho DCA with 
copies of applications for an original certi ficate and amendment of 
territory. In return, the DCA is to provide information on the 
need for service and compli ance with local comprehensive plana as 
it relates t o each application, wh ich will be included in tho 
recommendation. Prior to tho Memorandum of Understanding between 
the PSC and the DCA, a triDl period was entered where those 
appli cations were sent to t he DCA and the Commi55ion reccivAd OCA' 5 
comments. 

During the trial period, the Commission received timely 
responses fr~ the DCA with respect to comprehensive plan 
consistency and need for service for each amendment and original 
ce rtificate filed during that time. The DCA' s response to the 
filing of Little Sumter 1e the first one that indicated any 
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concerns . Ther efore, the staff believes it is appropr late to 
address the concerns in more detail. 

The Commission received a memorandum from the DCA concerning 
this amendment application of Little Sumter on March 9, 1998, which 
concluded that the expansion to the utility service area should 
occur &fter the necessary Future Land Use Map changes have occurred 
and t he Flor ida Quality Development {FQDl has received a 
developmenr order . An FQO designation ia assigned after o project 
meets a particular act of standards as defined by Lhe DCA. 

The in format ion leading to the DCA memo's conclusion is the 
following. Lit tle Sumter is seeking to expand ita service area to 
pr "vide water and wustewater service adjacent to the southern 
boundary of the Sumter County portion of Tri County Villages {117 
acres) and to the area proposed for the Villages of Marion Florida 
Quality Oevelo~nt in Marion County (1,718 acres). The proposed 
expansion territory is expect~d to be development primarily for 
reaidentia~ use. 

With respect t o consistency with the Sumter County 
Comprehensive Plan, the memo states that the proposed 117 acre 
expansion area is currently designated agricultural on the Adopted 
Future Land Use Map. Sumter County planning staff have verbally 
indicated t hat a country club (including a restaurant) and a polo 
field are planned for this area. The Sumter County Comprehensive 
Plan does not specifically provide for these uses in the 
Agricultural Future Land Use Hap category other than t o provide for 
"neighborhood commercial" uses in the agr1.cultural area which 
include ~small restaurants." 

With respect to consistency with the Marion County 
Comprehensive Plan, the memo states that the proposed 1,718 acre 
utility expansion area is currently designated as rural. The memo 
further states tha t the Plan requires the provisions o f this 
i nfrastructure (meaning water and wastewater service) to convert 
land from an Urban Reserve Futuro Land Use Map designation to an 
Urban Expansion Future Land Use Map designation. The dovoloper is 
proposing to qualify the Marion portion aa an roo site. At the 
date of the memo, a pro-application meeting had been ~~ld fo r the 
roo, but no application for development approval had been filed 
with the DCA. The memo stated, if the roo was approved, it would 
facilitate the conversion of rural land. If the FOD is not 
approved along with a land use amendment, the proposed utility 
expansion would be a catalyst for the premature conversion of 
rural, agricultural land to urban uses . 
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The 11181110 se8111s to indirectly address need for service by 
noting that t .he area in Sumter County where the Tri County Villages 
Development of Regional Impact is located, is a rapidly urbanizing 
area, and 1,036 residential units were constructed during 1997. 
Sumter County currently does not provide water or wastewater and 
therefore i a dependent upon private utility providers. In Marion 
County, the Utilities Director has indicated that the County is 
seeking an agreement with Little Sumter to service additional area 
around the requested expansion area with water and wastewater. 
Further, the memo states that tho area just north of the proposed 
Marion County utility expansion contains a la rge, relatively 
undeveloped platted subdivision that lacks water and wastewater 
infrastructure and which development would be enhanced by the 
provision of central water and wastewater facilities. 

Tho staff received two responses to this memo, one from the 
utility and a second combined response from the utility and the 
land development attorney representing ~The VillagesH. The utility 
initially stated that, from a practical standpoint, in orde r to 
obtain a development order from the local government, it is 
necessary to identify the provider of water and wastewater service. 
If tho provider is a PSC regulated utility, the developer cannot 
make representations to the governmental bodies about the provider 
of service, until the PSC takes its necessary action. 

The utility also stated that the Commission has never required 
that a specific development plan be adopted in order for a 
territory to be granted to a utility. In particular, it noted the 
Co.mmission' s language in Order No. PSC-94-1524-f'Of-SU (Docket No. 
93111 1-SU), concerning the certificate application of Resort 
Village Utility. This Order recognized various other actions that 
were pending at the Department of Environmental Protection, the 
Department of Administrative Hearings and the local County 
Commission, but indicated that those proceedings do not impact the 
Commission's review of the application . 

The second response joined by tho land development attorney 
took specific exception to tho momo' s statements that: a) th" 
utility service area should occur after the Land Use Map changes 
have occurred and the FQD has received its developmenL order; and 
b) the utility area expansion without approval of the FQD would 
provide a catalyst for the prema tu re conversion of rural 
agricultural land to urban uses. The letter identified six points 
in support of its position. 

The first point revolved around the impact of proceeding 
sequentially veraus conconcurrently in the development process. The 
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approval of the FQO and a Comprehensive Plan Amendment is typically 
a 9- 12 month process a fter submittal of an Application for 
Development Designation, assuming no appeals. PSC certification of 
new service area may take up to 6 months. Once certification is 
s ecured, processing of permits to build the facilities could take 
another 3-6 months . Certification of the service area is necessary 
to get financing and permitting into place to match const ruction 
guidelines . If these procedures are followed sequentially and not 
concurrently, the entire construction schedule for ~The Villages" 
is thrown off. 

The seco.nd point was that requiring the utility t o wait until 
the FQO is approved to receive cer tification of additional area is 
unworkable from a practical standpoint. The FQO application itself 
requires the identification of the water and sewer provider and a 
description of the facilities (existing or proposed) to serve the 
new development . A utility service provider must fee l comfortable 
that the service area is going to be certified. If an f'QO was 
granted but the utility service territory was not , the FQO would 
have to be reopened to modify the development order , with a 
subsequent cost in time and money . 

The third point was that until the additional service area is 
certified by the PSC, the developer cannot document how the area 
will be served with utilities . This precludes obtaining financing 
for utilities and may provide an additional stumbling block toward 
securing overall financing for the project. 

The fourth point was that Marion County does not object to the 
application for expanding the se rvice area . !~arion County plans on 
reserving capacity with Little Sumter to serve adjacent areas to 
the development. 

The fifth point addressed the memo's statement that approval 
of the utility expansion prior to the aoproval of the roo would 
provide a catalyst to premature conversion of rural land to urban 
uses . The response e xplained the growth management processes, and 
concluded that the only way a conversion of land from agriculture 
to urban could occur is for the local government and the DCA to 
approve it. 

finally, the sixth point addressed the use of the word 
"premature" with respect to the development encouraged by the 
delivery of utility services inappropriately hasteni ng the 
development class change trom "agricultural" to "urban" in Sumter 
County . The memo stated that this area is adjacent to and part of 
"The VillagesH, which is an established and continuing urban 
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development i n Sumter and Lake Counties . Also, it is adjacent to 
an existinq area designated by Marion County as "Urban Expansion 
Area" and adj acent to an existing FQO tha t is essent i ally built­
out. To characterize the surrounding area as agriculture is not 
accurate. 

Staff believes that there does appear to be a somewha t 
circular a rgument made in the memo by the DCA, suggesting it is 
more appropria t e to defer the decisi on by the Commission with 
respect to the utility expansion , pending the developer ' s receipt 
of an FQO designation, when, obtaining t he FQD desiqnation will 
require specifying the utility service provider . A utility 
regulated by t he PSC cannot hold itself out as an available service 
provider to a r eas outside of its existing certificated area . While 
this type of provision by the DCA may be feasible in a scenario 
where utility service is provided by a governmental enti t y, it does 
not logically follow when the service pr~vider is regula t ed by the 
PSC . Even the memo itself seems to suggest that the Marion County 
Pla.n requires the provision of infrastructure to begin any changes 
in the existing land use designations. 

The staff also questions the memo' s suggestion that approving 
the utilit y service territory prior to land use amendments and FOD 
designations would generate premature growth in the area. Based on 
the explanations of the processes involved in growth planning from 
both the memo and utility responses , it appears that Marion County 
itself will have to either initiate changes in its existing land 
use plans or deny permitting future development in the area, since 
the existing designations are not consistent with its future plans 
and a rea growth . The County denying perm! tting seems highly 
unlikely since it is already coordinating with the utility to 
provide service to areas around the proposed expansion area , as 
stated in the memo . The prior existence of a utility' s 
certificated area should have no impact on forcing growth. The 
growth would be a function of demand, and changes in land use. The 
provision of utility service is a subset of these factors, not the 
precursor to these factors . 

Sta f f believes that the DCA memo clearly supports a need for 
service in this area, as indicated by tho growth in units , nearby 
development, and plans by the County to coordinate with the utility 
for service t o other areas. However, the issue of consistency with 
the local comprehensive plan is less clear. 

On the one hand, the utility complied with Commission Rule 25-
30 . 036 (2) (c), Florida Administrative Code, which requires an 
amendment applicant to address consistency with the local 

- 8 -



DOCKET NO. 990075-WS 
DATE: July 9, 1999 

comprehensive plan at the time the application is filed. I ncluded 
in the application was a letter from a consultant (iderti f i ed as a 
member of the American Institute of Certified Planners) , that the 
application had been reviewed in conjunction with the FUture Land 
Use elements and the Sanitary Sewer and Potable Water subelements 
of the Marion County and Sumter County Comprehensi ve Plans. The 
consultant stated that to the best ol his knowledge, the provision 
o f water and sewer service as described i n the PSC application is 
consistent the qoals, objectives and policies of the Sumter County 
and Marion County Comprehensive Plans. 

Further, Section 367. 045(5)(b), Florida Statutes, p.rovides 
that : 

When granting o r amending a certificate of author ization , 
the commission need not consider whether the issuance or 
amendment of the certificate of authorization is 
inconsistent with the local comprehensive plan of a 
county or municipality unless a timely objection to the 
notice required by thi::s section has been made by an 
appropriate motion or application. If such an ob~~ction 
has been timely made, the comllissi on shall consider, but 
is not bound by, the local comprehensive plan of the 
county or municipality . 

The Counties have not protested this amendment. The staff 
contacted Marion County and discu:ssed the pending !lpplicat ion. 
County officials confirmed that they had no objection to the 
utility's request t o expand its territory . The County confirmed 
that it plans for Little Sumter to be t:he regional provider of 
service i n this area of the County, and that it was negot:iating an 
agreement to purchase bu l k utility service from Little Sumter at 
some point in the future. 

On the other hanoi, the DCA memo suggests that the utility 
expansion is not consistent with the local comprehensive plans , 
although it doesn't specifically state that . Instead it focuses on 
the timing of the application being granted and links it to a 
change in land use. 

Obviously, the staff is not expert in the comprehensive plan 
process and procedures. However, if the appl ication is not 
consistent with the existing comprehensive plans of the counties, 
the counties had the option to protes t, and/or to restrict growth 
in those areas - it they believed that t his inconsistency •o~as an 
issue. However, the counties ha ve not protested this amendment , 
and in fact are reliant on the utility to provide service . 
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Further, it appears that the real issue rests between the County 
and the DCA, since the counties may be required by the DCA to 
modify/update their comprehensive plans to be more consistent with 
the area's growth. 

Staff believes that i t is actually unnecessary for the 
Commission to come to a determinetion of comprehensive plan 
consistency in this docket, in order to approve the utility 
amendment application. This case hcus not been protested by the 
counties, which is the only scenario required by the statute to 
consider the consistency of the amendment with the local 
co.mprehensive plans. 

The application meets all other standards as set forth in the 
statutes and the rules. Therefore, the staff recommends that the 
amendment application of Little Sumter should be granted for the 
territory described i n Attachment A. 

- 10 -



DOCKET NO. 980075-WS 
DATE: July 9, 1998 

ISSQI 3 : Should this docket be closed? 

Yes, this docket should be closed. (VACCARO) 

s;arr !'!13811: No further acti on will be required and tho docket 
should be c losed. 
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LX'J."l'LL St!H'fl8 Q'liLIU CCMPN!J 

MN\101! MJ) 8tJNTIJ\ CQQHTIIS 

EXPANSION AREA "A" 

A'n'ACIIKINT A 
rage 1 of 3 

A TRACT OF LAND IN SECJlONS 27, 28, 29, 32, 33 &. 34, TOWNSHIP 17 SOUTH, RANGE 
23 EAST, MARlON COUNTY, FLORIDA DESCRIBED AS FOU..OWS: 

BEGIN AT THE SOI11HEAST CORNER OF SECTION 33; TiiENCE ALONG TilE SOUTH 
UNEOFSEC110N 33 RUNWESTERLYTOTHE S.W. CORNER OFTiiE El/2 OFTHESWI/4 
OF SECTION 33; 1liENCE RUN NORTHERLY TO THE S.E. CORNER OF THESE 1/4 OF THE 
NWI/4 OF THE SWI/4 OF SECJlON 33; TH:ENCE RUN WESTERLY TO THE S.W. CORNER 
OFTHEWI/20PTHESEI/40FTHENWI/40FTHESWJ/4 OF SECTION 33; TH:ENCE RUN 
NORTHERLY TO THE N.W. CORNER <>F SAID Wl/2 OF SE1f4 OF NWI/4 OF SWII4; 
TH:ENCE RUN WESTERLY TO THE S.W. CORNER OF THE W3/4 OF THE Nl/2 OF THE 
NWl/4 OF THE SWI/4 OF SEC110N 33; lliENCE RUN NORTHERLY TO THE N.W. CORNER 
OF SAID WJ/4 OF Nl/2 OF NWI/4 OF SW1f4; THENCE RUN EASTERLY TO THE S.E. 
CORNER OF THE SWI/4 OF THE SWl/4 OF TilE NWII4 OF SECTION 33; l liENCE RUN 
NORTH:ERL Y TO THB N..E. CORNER OF SAID SW1f4 OF SWI/4 OF NWI/4; THENCE RUN 
WESTE.RL Y TO TilE N.W. CORNER OF SAID SWII4 OF SW114 OF NWI/4; nmNCE RUN 
SOUTH:ERL Y TO TifE S.E. CORNER OF THE NORTII 1/2 OF SEC110N 32; TIIENCE RUN 
WBSTERL Y TO THE S. W. CORNER OF SAID NOR Til 1/2 OF SECTION 32; THENCE RUN 
NORTiiERL Y TO TilE N. W. CORNER OF SECTION 32; THENCE RUN EASTERLY TO THE 
S. W. CORNER OF THE El/2 OF THE SEII4 OF SECTION 29; THENCE RUN NORTiiERL Y 
ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID El/2 OF SE114 TO THE SOUTH RfW UNE OF COUNTY 
ROAD 42; nlENCE ALONG SAID RfW LINE RUN EASTER!. Y TO TilE EAST UNE OF TilE 
Sl/2 OF SECTION 28; TH:ENCE ALONG SAID EAST LINE RUN SOUTHER!. Y TO THEN. W. 
CORNER OF THE Wl/4 OF THE SWI/4 OF THE SWI/4 OF SECTION 27; TH:ENCE RUN 
EASTERLY TO THE N.E. CORNER OF SAID Wl/4 OF SWI/4 OF SWI/4; TiiENCE RUN 
SOUTHERLY TO THE N.W. CORNER OF THE EJ/4 OF THE Sl/2 OF TiiE SWI/4 OF TifE 
SWI/4 OF SECTION 27; TIIENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG TilE NORTII LINE OF SAID 
E3/4 OP Sl/2 OF SW 1/4 OF SW 1/4 TO A POINT TI.JAT IS 70 FEET WEST OF 1HE EAST 
UNEOF TilE Wl/2 OF THE SWI/4 OF SECTION 27; TH:ENCE PARALLEL WITH SAID EAST 
UNE OF Wl/2 OF SWI/4 RUN NORTiiERL Y TO TiiE SOUTii RIW LINE OF COtiNTY ROAD 
42; TH:ENCE ALONG SAID RIW LINE RUN EASTER!. Y 70 FEET TO niE EAST LINE OF 
THE NWI/4 OF1lfE SWI/4 OF SECTION 27; TiiENCE RUN SOUTHER!. Y TO THEN. W. 
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LI'l"f'LL sv..-xu tl'l'ILin CCMPAHX 

MNUOI MP 1QMDR COOMI QS 

macg;:a ,,. 
Paa 2 of 3 

CORNER Of 1liE SEI/4 Of 1liE SWI/4 Of SECTION 27; lHENCE RUN EASTERLY TO 
THE N.E. CORNER Of SAID SEJ/4 OF 1liE SWJ/4; 1liENCE CONTINUE EASTERLY TO 
THE N .. E. CORNER Of THE Wl/4 OF TilE SBI/4 OF THE SEI/4 OF SECTION 27; 1liENCE 
RUN SOUTHERLYTOTHES.E. CORNEROF1liE Wl/4 OFTHE SEI/4 OF THE OF SEI/4; 
TIIENCE RUN WESTERLY TO THE S.W. CORNER OF SAID SW 1/4 OF SEI/4; 1liENCE RUN 
SOUTHERLY TO 11iB N.E. 1CORNER OF THE El/2 OF THE SEI/4 OF 1liE NWI/4 Of 
SECTION 34; THENCE RUN WESTERLY TO 1liE N.W. CORNER OF SAJD El/2 OF SEI/4 
Of NWI/4; 1HPNCE RUN SOUTHERLY TO 1liE S. W. CORNER OF SAID El/2 OF SE t/4 OF 
NWI14;1liENCERUN EASTERLYTOlliES.E. CORNER OF SAID El/2 OF SEI/4 OF NWI/4; 
TH.ENCE RUN SOU1liERL Y TO THE N.E. CORNER OF ntE NEI/4 OF TilE SEI/4 OF THE 
SWJ/4 OF SECllON 34; TIIENCE RUN WESTERLY TO 1HE N.W. CORNER OF SAID NEI/4 
OF SEI/4 OF SWI/4; TiiENCE RUN SOUTHERLY TO 1liE S.W. CORNER Of SAID NEI/4 
OF SEI/4 OF SWJ/4; TIIENCE RUN EASTERLY TO Til£ S.E. CORNER OF SAJD NEI/4 OF 
SEI/4 OF SWI/4; TIIENCE RUN SOUTHERLY TO TilE S.E. CORNER OF TilE WEST \-S OF 
SECTION 34; niENCE RUN WESTERLY ALONG 1lfE SOUTII LINE OF SECJ10N 34 TO 
TilE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

(CONTAINING 1717.6 ACRES, MORE OR LESS) 
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I«N!..OI! MD li\MUB COQNTUS 

EXPANSION AREA "B" 

ATTACIDCIHT A 
i&qt 3 of 3 

A TRACT OF LAND IN SECTION IS, TOWNSHJP 18 SOUTH, RANGE 23 EAST, SUMTER 
COUNTY, PLORJDA, DESCRIBED AS FOlLOWS: 

BEGIN ATlHEN.W.CORNEROFllffi WII20FlliENEl/4 OF SECTION IS; RUN lliENCE 
EASTERLY TO mE N.E. CORNER OF SECTION IS; THENCE RUN SOUlli.ERL Y TO ntE 
S.E. CORNER OF THE NORlll IS ACRES OF ntE NEI/4 OF mE NEI/4 OF SEcnON IS ; 
THENCE RUN WESTERLY TO mE S. W. CORNER OF SAID NORlll IS ACRES OF NEI/4 
OF NEI/4; THENCE RUN SOUTHERLY TO lliE S.E. CORNER OF ntE Wl/2 OF NEI/4 OF 
SEcnON IS; 1HENCE RUN WESTERLY 430.00 FEET: lliENCE RUN SOUlliERL Y 
PA.RAUEL Wml mE EAST LINE OF lliE NW 1/4 OF 1liE SEI/4 OF SXIlON IS TO lliE 
NORntERL Y R1W LINE OF COUNTY ROAD 466; ntENCE RUN NORlliWESTERL Y 
ALONG SAID RIW LINE TO nlE WEST LlNE OF THE El/2 OF THE SEI/4 OF lliE NWI/4 
OF SEcnON IS; rnENCE RUN NORTHERLY TO 1liE N.W. CORNER OF SAID El/2 OF 
SEI/4 OF NWIJ4; lliENCE RUN EASTERLY TO mE N.E. CORNER OF SAID El/2 OF SE 1/4 
OFNWI/4; THENCE RUN NORlliERL Y ALONG lliE WEST LINE OF lliE Wl /2 OF NEI /4 
OF SECTION IS TO A POINT mAT IS 60.00 FEET SOUTH OF lliE AFORESAID N.W. 
CORNER OF THE Wl/2 OF 1lfE NEI/4; THENCE NORlliWESTERL Y TO AN 
INTERSECTION WITH ntE NORlll BOUNDARY OF SAID SEcnON IS; SAID POINT 
BEING 60.00 FEET WEST OF mE AFORESAID N.W. CORNER; lliENCE EASTERLY 
ALONG SAID SEcnON LINE TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

(CONTAINING 117.2 ACRES, MORE OR LESS) 
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