
. lJJSNO COIIHTY 

0EPARTMEKT Of PUBLIC WORKS 
481 £. KINQS CANYON tlOAD FRESNO Z, CALlfOIIHIA 

P'ttONt Zll5•17I I 

February 21, 1964 

MfMORANDUH 

TO: Fresno County Local Agency Formation COfTYl1ission 

- I 

HE!'-!RY C.-1! I'll 

ASS 0 T DIRECTOR (HIC',HWAYS) 

CHA~lES KAROi. Y 
.us·r DIRECTOR (O£VELOl'M£NT SERVICES) 

SUBJECT: Proposed Annexation to Pinedale County Water District, Bounded 
by Sierra, San Pablo, Escalon, and Maroa Avenues 

FROM: H. Clifford Boyer, Natural Resources Coordinator 

In accordance with the request of your COfTYl1ission at its meeting on 
Monday, February 17, 1964, representatives of the City of Fresno, the Pinedale 
County Water District, and myself, representing Fresno County, met on Wednesday, 
February 19, to discuss the matter of sewerage for the proposed annexation, as 
between connecting to the Pinedale County Water District or to the City of 
Fresno. The following were In attendance: 

Donald E. Baird, Engineer, City of Fresno 
Michael J. Carozza, Director of Public Works, City of Fresno 
Euger.s L, Ad&TiS, Attorney, Pinedale County Water District 
H. W. Jorgensen, Consulting Engineer, Pinedale County Water District 
John V. Vasconcelos, Assistant to Mr. Jorgensen 
M, Clifford Boyer, Natural Resources Coordinator 

At the request of the group, I acted as moderator and recorder and was 
further requested to prepare this report of the group's findings. 

The principal result of the discussion was the realization that there 
Is a border area north of Fresno and South of Pinedale which might be served by 
sewers connecting either to the Pinedale County Water District system or to the 
City of Fresno system. Which could better serve is a matter of economics and 
of the physiographic ,;..-,J t•::jH;graphi::: conditions of the particular area and the 
jand surrounding It. Th~ group felt that unless this situation Is recognized 
and clarified there might be some Inadvertent uneconomical planning. 

The writer, In sunmarlzlng the discussions and the apparent desires of 
this group, offers the following 1ug9e1tlon1 to your Comml11lon: 
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I. That your Commission, in cooperation with the City of 
Fresno and the Pinedale County Water District, establish 
a boundary line which will divide the areas that might 
best be served by one entity or the other. It is suggested 
that this line start at Fresno and Herndon Avenues, extend 
south on Fresno to Sierra, thence west on Sierra to Black­
stone, thence south on Blackstone to Escalon, projected to 
Horoa, This line is considered to be the best division 
economically and topographically between the two service 
ereas. 

2. That your Commission have prepared an up-to-date map 
showing all utility service districts in Fresno County. 
It was the group's impression that such a map once was 
prepared by some organization in the County about 4 
years ago. 

With specific reference to the proposed annexation, bounded by Sierra, 
San Pablo, Escalon, and Horoa Avenues, it is the consensus of the group that it 
be approved, subject to the exclusion of the most southerly 10 acres, lying south 
of Escalon Avenue extended. The writer concurs In this recommendation. 

HCB:so 

---
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TERRITORY TO BE EXCLUDED FROM PROPOSED AKHEX TO PDIBDALE COUll'l'Y WATER DIS~• 

That certain real property situate and being a portivn or 
Bullard Lands Irrigated Subdivision No. 1 in Section 4, T. 13 s., 
R. 20 E., M..D," .• &M., according to the Map of said Bullard Lands 
Irrigated Subdivi:slon Ne. la~ recorded in Book 9, at Page 2 of 
Records er Survey, Fr~sno, California, a.~d being more purticul~l1 
<lescr1had as iclluw~~ ~n ~it: 

Commenc1.ng at the South quarter corner of Section, 4, T. 13 
s •• R. 20 E., ~.D.B, &M., thence N. 1° 10 1 8. and slong the 
centerline or that certain Cu....-,ty Read imown as Ma~oa Avenu& a 
distance of 1317.40 feet, more or less to lts point or inter­
eectlon with the Westerly prolongation or the Ncrth line or Lot 
48 of said Bullard Lands lrrlgated Subdivision No. 1, s~id point 
Deing the True Point of Beginning of this Description; thence a. 
89° 17 1 E., and along said North line and its ~esterly prolonga• 
tion a distance of 778.00 feet; thence s. 1° 10• w. parallel to 
and dlatant 753.c,o feet East of the \'iest Une of sald Lot 48. a 
1hhnae of 643. 70 feet 1nore or lesa to 1 ts point or inter­
section with the ~outh line of ~aid Lot; thence N. 89° 17' w, -~ 
along the So~th line of s~id Lot and its Westerly prolongation, 
~ di:tance ~r 778.00 feet to its point of intersection with the 
centerline or said Maroa Avenue; thence N. 1° 10 1 A., along the 
cent-!!rl1ne of said Maroa Avenue, a Ji stance of 61-1-3. 70 reet, more 
or less to the True Point or B0ginn1ng of thie Description. 



c~fRESNO I 
CALIFORNIA 

The Local Agency Formation Commission 
Qf tha ~nty of Fresno 
Court House 
Fresno, California 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

City Hall 2326 Fresno Street 
Telephone AMherst 6-8031 

February 17, 1964 

Subject: Annexation of Area South of West Sierra Avenue to 
Pinedale County water District 

Gentlemen: 

The area in question is composed of 51 acres basically bounded by 
West Sierra on the north, North Maroa on the west, west Escalon Avenue 
on the south, and North San Pablo on the east. 

The Pinedale County water District has a sanitary sewer pump station 
with an 8-lnch pressure line through a lift station installed on the 
northerly boundary of this area on North Sierra Vista, which was constructed 
in the last year. 

The City of Fresno in its overall Master Plan for Sanitary Sewers 
designed its system to serve the area lying west of Blackstone Avenue 
and so~th of West Sierra Avenue•$ well ~s the area lying south of 
Herndon Avenue east of Blackstone Avenue. The voters of the City of 
Fresno did vote a $6,000,000 bond Issue to make plant lmprov-nts and 
expansion as well as to extend the major trunk lines Into the outlying 
areas to serve those areas set forth In the Master Plan. Within the 
last three and one-half years the city hes constructed epproximately 
38,5 miles of major main and trunk lines to serve these areas which 
Include the area presently being considered for annexation by the 
Pinedale County Water District. To be specific the trunk ha6 a designed 
capacity to serve thi5 area and exists on B&rstow Avenue, three-quarters 
of a mile south on Del Mar Avenue from West Escalon Avenue, 

It is estimated that It will cost $48,000 to construct the off-site 
line from the area proposed to be annexed with city participation of 
$14,000, reducing this amount to $34,000. In accordance with city policy 

I r -, 
f. r-~· 
kv-:. 
IC2°'--
~ 
Id' 



The Local Agency Formation 
Conmission of the County of Fresno 

-2- February 17, 1964 

the person constructing this line can expect to receive from future 
service connections an additional amount of approximately $9,000; the 
total out-of-pocket cost wil I not be $48,000 but $25,000. 

It should i>e pointed oot di..;;;;; time that the off-site line 
mentioned above will serve at least 320 acres. It is not known but 
certainly can be expected that the on-site se-rs will be designed 
and built in accordance with so~nd engineering principles. If the 
property were developed In the city it would have to pay $140 per 
acre area drainage wh;ch Is not req~:rcd In the dlitrlct. 

With regard to the annual charge for the sewer service, it is 
$18.00 per year in the city for single fa•ily dwelling and $33,00 per 
year In the Pinedale County Water District. Assuming there are four 
lots per acre the area would be paying $3,060 per year .are for sewer 
service outside the city. Should the total possible service area of 
JOO acres be counted the extra chdrge would be $6,000 per year. 

It Is rec011111Cnded that the annexation not be approved for the 
following reasons: 

I. The services desired are of a municipal or urNn type end 
can be supplied by extension of an existing 11111nlcipal sewer. 

2. !t !~ more cccr..c=lc:! for the ar~ to r~c&l·.;a lti s~rvlce 
fr0111 the City of Fresno which has by Its overall planning 
Nde services for this area available. 

The ec0111011lc breakdown Is as fol lows: 

City of Fresno 

0ffslte sewer, 
Area charge, 51 (6) $140, 
Service charge (20 years) 

51 X 4 X 20 X (sewer 
charge), 

Total area cost in 
twenty years, 

$25,000 
7,140 

~ 

$105,580 

Pinedale County Water District 

~134,640 

$134,640 

r·,,. 
--~ ------



The Local Agency Foronation 
COll'lllission of the County of Fresno -3- February 17, 1964 

Any future Increase in the service area will also Increase the 
differential as wfll an increase of the use period up to fifty years 
which Is the norw.al life expectancy of the system itself. 

Very truly yours, 

~\.... ~J~-,.__,_-~-....._ 
H. J. AROZZA ' 
Direct r of Pub· Works 

l'UC/DEB/cb 



, FDO COUNTY 

0£PARTM£MT Of PUBLIC WORKS 
MIi £. 11:1-;a CANYON IIOAO rMSNO 2. f",A\,I ,oRNIA 

PMONl lll•t711 

February 21, 1964 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Fresno County Local Agency Formation Conmission 

l6~x~l<. 
~ 

HENRY CHIN 
.US"T Ollll:.CTOR (Hl'-"IWAYS) 

OIARLES KAROLY 
A5S 0 T DIRECTOIJt (D£VELOJl'MENT SERVICES) 

SUBJECT: Proposed Annexation to Pinedale County Water District, Bounded 
by Sierra, San Pablo, Escalon, and Maroa Avenues 

FROM: M. Clifford Boyer, Natural Resources Coordinator 

In accordance with the request of your COf1111ission at its meeting on 
Monday, February 17, 1964, representatives of the City of Fresno, the Pinedale 
County Water District, and myself, representing Fresno County, met on Wednesday, 
February 19, to discuss the matter of sewerage for the proposed annexation, as 
between connecting to the Pinedale County Water District or to the City of 
Fresno. The following were in attendance: 

Donald E. Baird, Engineer, City of Fresno 
Michael J. Carozza, Director of Public Works, City of Fresno 
Eugene L. Adams, Attorney, Pinedale County Water District 
H. W, Jorgensen, Consulting Engineer, Pinedale County Water District 
John V. Vasconcelos, Assistant to Hr. Jorgensen 
H. Clifford Boyer, Natural Resources Coordinator 

At the request of the group, I acted as moderator and recorder and was 
further requested to prepare this report of the group's findings. 

The principal result of the discussion was the realization that there 
is a border area north of Fresno and South of Pinedale which might be served by 
sewers connecting either to the Pinedale County Water District system or to the 
City of Fresno system. Which could better serve is a matter of economics and 
of the physlograpt.lc and topographic conditions of the particular area and the 
land surrounding It. The group felt that unless this situation Is recognized 
and clarified there might be some Inadvertent uneconomical planning, 

The writer, In s1.11111arlzlng the discussions and the apparent desires of 
this group, offers the following 1ugge1tlon1 to your Conllllsslon: 

IL 
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1, That your Corrmission, in cooperation with the City of 
Fresno and the Pinedale County Water District, establish 
a boundary line which will divide the areas that mic;ht 
best be served by one entity or the other. It is suggested 
that this line start at Fresno and Herndon Avenues, extend 
south on Fresno to Sierra, thence west on Sierra to Black­
stone, thence south on Blackstone to Escalon, projected to 
Horoa. This line is considered to be the best division 
economically and topographically between the two service 
areas. 

2, That your Commission have prepared an up-to-date map 
showing all utility service districts in Fresno County. 
It was the group's impression that such a map once was 
prepared by some organization in the County about 4 
years ago, 

With specific reference to the proposed annexation, bounded by Sierra, 
San Pablo, Escalon, and Horoa Avenues, it is the consensus of the group that it 
be approved, subject to the exclusion of the most southerly 10 acres, lying south 
of Escalon Avenue extended, The writer concurs in this reCQlllllendation, 

HCB:so 

.. 
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IN 'lBE MM.'TER OF "WAIVJM IOl'ICB OF BJWU'.RG ) FEB 6\964 
• BEFORE LOCAL AGi'NCY FORMAflOll cc:MaSSIDB" ) 

~· 1 Noea 

City Att.orney Bnida submitted tbe f'ollavhlg aemorandum: 

~: The Bonorabl.e Mayor and Oauncil 

1-ra1-.-1ns Notice or I!ecr'..ng befbre Iocal .Ageney Formtion Commission. 

On the cal.enc1ar of the Local. Agency Formtion Comiaaion mestinS ot February 3, 1964, a 
proposal to mmex certain uniDcorporatecl territory to the P1nedale Water District tar 
the purpose of sewer service vae cont1Dued for two weeks 1D view or the 1act that 
fUteen days' notice ot said bearing vaa mt given to the City ot Fresno as :requiNd 
by lav, The lav requires that mtice ot bearing of all proposal.a tor the annemt10D 
to special diatricte lll18t be given to the go'9effltas 'boa1' ot all cities vithiD three 
mil.ea ot tbe territory proposed to be &DDexe4, 

In order that tbe mtter may be beard at the next meeting of the Local Agency Formtion 
Commiosion, scheclulcd tor February 17, l~, •it ie necessar;y that the City waive its 
right to said tuteon-day mt1ce (a notice bavillg been received Jotmday, Febrlm-y 3, 
1961+, the City v1ll haft had fourteen dqs actual. mtice). 

~Off: It ia, tbererore, roCOidiibD4"'4 that tba City Council: 

"Resolve that this Council, on Febrmry 3, 1964,, baviJlg :received notice of a publJ.c 
hearillg before tbe IG:al ~ Formtion Comlsaion, C".ounty of Fresno, Cal.11'ornia, 
on Fe'brua.17 17, 1964, vit\1 re9tiect to a proposal to annex certain territory 1D the 
uniDcorpmlted area ot Comity ( aid terr1tor;y be1Jlg vithiD the aroa bounded b7 North 
~ Awnue 0111 the West, West Sierm Avenue on the mrth, !forth San Pablo Avenue on 
tbo east, and West Bullard Avanue on the IIOUth) to tbe PiDe<1ale County Water District 
tor the pmpoee of :recciiv1Dg sewer service, tbe Council hereby vaivea the t1t'teeD-c1ay 
notice ot said beariJ2g as requlred by Goftl'DlleDt Code Section ;4763." 

On mt1011l. of Oounc111mn Scott; seccaled by Counc1llllln Ragel., cl~ cerried. 

rz IS Rl!SOLVII> that the abow outl.1ne4 reco111119114ation 1• bereb7 approved, 

lolandel1a, l!bore, Raae1, Scott, ..._...,,,,,er, wwa, Belldarson. 
' Moue. . 

r 

Abaont : Mone. 

I 

I 
1 

,...;.•;;..;:•~-..:;-~ ........ ~======::.;::..-==~::;;;::;;;;;;;;;~- i 
I, 0. E. llOUOHTON, Citv (:le.It ~f the' Ctrv of Fttsno, c-t, of."-, 
Stare of Callfotnia, do. h~teby ce!_ti4,Sh• ~l~R to be o faD, fflM ~ 

cornet copy 'if the t\r:wnal ~~~ 

.. ~ ............................................... _. 
now o~ ftle ~• my c,fflc.. · 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF. I hao, h••~''"''b'·" riw hwan9,aff1aed 
NU Di UII Clly of frcooo, C.liiornla. thi.J..a.day u( .~~ .••. 19. 

. D. f;. ROUOHTC\'l 
K,.CIT OF 

1 



AGENDA ITEM :/F2 

February 3, 1964 

To: Members, Local Agency Formation Commission 

Subject: Proposed Annexation to the Pinedale County Water District 

A proposal for the annexation of approximately 51.57 acres of 
land to the Pinedale County Water District has been submitted 
by Mr. Eugene L. Adams, attorney representing the district. 
The llaundary Coami.ssion reviewed this proposal on January 13, 
1964 and reported that the proposed boundaries overlap those of 
Waterworks District #25. The Boundary Camnission report added, 
11adjudication should be made by the County Counsel. 11 The County 
Counsel has given an opinion that the overlap in boundaries may 
not necessarily be a cause for objection to the proposed annexation. 

All of the agencies or districts which are located in the pro­
posed territory for annuation have been notified in accordance 
with the requirements of the Code. The Fresno County Natural 
Resources Coordinator has submitted a report and reccmmendation 
on the proposal. A copy of this report is attached. 

In re\riew of the factors favorable to approval for annexations to 
special districts as set forth in Resolution #2, we find that: 

1. The proposal would provide crban-type sc=rvices, and 
annexation is the most economical and practical method 
of supplying this service. 

2. By reason of distance, annexation to a city is not 
practical. 

On the basis of the information available, it is rec0111Dended that 
the proposal for annexation to the Pinedale County Water District 
be approved. 

D. J e Officer 
Agenc on Coamission 

RDJ:mb 

J 



flll CIIIY SAMJEL M. BLACK 
0 1 RECTOR Of PUBLIC '#ORl(S 

DEPARTMENT Of PUBLIC WORKS 
HENRY CHIN 

AS5'T DIRECTOR (HIGHWAYS) 

AA~ E, -. tNGS CANYON Ro,r..o FRESNO 2, Cil.LI FORNI A CHARLES KAROLY 
PHONE 255•9711 ,1,5s'T DIRECTOR (DEVHOPMEN'r SERVICES) 

January 24, 1964 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Fresno County Local Agency Formation C011111ission 

SUBJECT: Proposed Annexation to Pinedale County Water District 

FROM: M. C. Boyer, Natural Resources Coordinator 

In accordance with the request of the Office of Administrative 
Management by memorandum dated January 21, 1964. I have examined the 
proposal for an annexation to the Pinedale County Water District which 
lies in the vicinity of North Moroa and West Escalon Avenues. This 
examination has been conducted on the basis that the proposal satisfy 
two criteria. One, that it will not be detrimental to the conservation 
and beneficial use of the natural resources of Fresno County and two, 
that it is in compliance with the technical recommendations of Resolution 
No. 2 of the Local Agency Formation Commission, adopted 011 November 27, 
1963. 

It is my understanding that this annexation wi II receive its 
domestic water supply through systems now available and will not resort 
to individual wells and that the sewage will be taken and treated by one 
of the two ex!5ting sysi:ems in this area. If these are true, there would 
not be the chance of local overdraft of the ground water reservoir or the 
possibility of its pollution from domestic waste. 

The proposal has been examined in the light of paragraph 3 of 
Resolution No. 2, Formation of Special Districts. It does require one 
or more municipal Of urban~typc services, which the dic;tr!ct to which 
it is being annexed can supply. It has need of these services, which 
cannot be supplied from an existing source or another district. 

On the basis of the foregoing, it is reconmended that approval 
be ~ranted for this annexation, insofar as matters under the purview of 
the Natural Resources Coordinator are concerned. 

MCB:so 

J 



Jauary 21, 1964 

Mr• lu&aae L • .Adaa 
4ttoney At Lew 
l.oca 1012 ~CJ lank lulld!D& 
1060 hlcea ICrNt 
rn.. U, Cllllfanala 

Dear Ill'. ~-I 
1 • aolNt.aa a oopy of die aocf.ee 1llllleb •• •lled 
&e all of-■ tllacrlou I.II lilat.ela CM prapNad tN'l'l• 
c.,l•d-CN. 

a. c...1a.a. Ilea _.._. n1M of ,ir•u•• ..... 
pndM .. , ... ,.. ••• t ef .. 2 •-de ....., 
1111w .. ••• ot ... u•s• co ... 11.aen.cua 
of Ille Hlltf.eata IMC .. te•--1 ..W N a,pc .... . 

u,....,..,....--- ................ . 
.......... I WIIU '9 pla ... ce MB Ira ,-. 

Very &rulJ' Joura, 

IA1NCIID D. JCllllotl, luoutlff Offlow 
Looal ApMJ' , .. cs.. c-t.aal• 

UJt• 

IMloeura (1) 



~EPORT OF 
F"R~SNO COUNTY BOUNDARY COMMISSION 
IIUH11ta: 

CHAIRMAN 01' TN£ SOAftO o, ,u .. e.ttv,&Of':I 

COUNTY AHEHOIII ./- / N {){, /I T 
COUNTY AUDITOIII- CONTIIOLLER /)1 ,tg,1 

COUNTY DIIIIECTOIII Of PUILIC WOIIIKS _J'l ir,:,t>n",c•·\, 

COUNTY 0111111:CTOIII Of PLANNINe He>< ''j"" 
COUNTY CLll:llllt - LJ/?9"•17 

PROPOSED: 

MEETING OF: 

.J~ ~ u?, "'Y. 
ITEM NO: 

ANNEXATION TO -~dale County Water Dist 
TRANSFER OF LANDS FROM: __ 

TO: _________________________ _ 

rc!lMATION or 

CONSISTING OF 5:J.57 + ACRES, LOCATED AT OR NEAR __ :tiOLA,._11...,o~r~a~&.__.AL-'y._,e......_._&...___ 
w. Es;:alon Ave. 

REC. Dec 20, 1963 

SUBMITTED BY 
_Euga.na I,, A dams 

Attortie1' 

SUPERV!SORIAL DISTRICT NO. Twe 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION 
Por S,R, ¼ nf' s .. c, I: T. 13 S, -
R, 20 E. M. D.B. & M. 

J. A. Roos & Assno. Engineer 

.UHNUQ TAX Alllll:A 

DISTRICTS IN WHICH THE PROPOSED TERRITORY IS SITUATED: 627-34 
I. 

7 _______________ _ 

2,----------------
8. _______________ _ 

3 ________________ _ g ________________ _ 
4 ________________ _ IQ. ________________ _ 

5.-----------------
6.----------------

I I. _______________ _ 

12 .• ---------------

ROLL CALL YU 110 PROPOSED BOUNDARIES: 

~~-
JK] □ I, DESCRIBED WITH DEFINITENESS ANO CERTAINTY 

00 □ 2. CONFORM TO LINES OF ASSESSMENT OR OWNERSHIP 

i:¥1/Y.. [xJ □ 3. CREATE NO ISLANDS OR CORRIDORS OF' UNINCOftP-
,;(/.,,v ~,,c.,v. ORATED TERRITORY 

□ lKJ 4. CONFORM TO THE USUAL REQUIREMENTS 0, THIS 
COMMISSION, ANO ARE HEREBY APPROVED 

TRANSMITTED TO LEGISLATIVE 

1/1s-l, i 
l':C.A.• 1~0 UN Y 111110111 Of PICI - A 



EUGENE L. ADAMS 
•TTOJINKY AT LAW 

ROOM 101:11 ••euAITY ■ANK BUILDING 

1080 fl'ULTON ST,.SIET 

FR~SNO 21, CALIFORNIA 

T~l:PNONII AMNl:ll&T 8-07 .. 8 

Doce~ber 17, 1963 

Local A;i:en c,· Format i or: Cormnis sion 
Room JOO · 
Hell of Records 
Fresno, California 

Attention: Mr. Ray <Tohnson 

Gentlemen: 

Enclosed ars duplie;ate copies of a mop and a perimeter 
description of certain real property situated in the 
County of Fresno. It is proposed that this real property 
be annexed to the Pinedale County Water District. The 
reason for said annexation is to obtain sewer services 
and water for the subdivision which is propused to cover 
said real property. 

T ... -t .-. ,....,......, .. ~,...,...,_,.,~ ...,,.__~ 
hV .a.g .l."-'"1.""-'VI.IIVl!;;t'-A. UJ..LCIU 

proposed annexation. 

ELA/al 
Enc. 

a comm.ission l10En·irig be 

Very truly yours, 

Attorney for Pinedale County Weter Diett'iot 

"'-



J. A. Ross AND ASSOCIATES, INC. CWIL ENGINEERS AND SURVEYORS 

2988 E. OLIVE AVE. • FRESNO 1. CALIFORNIA • ADAMS 3-8437 

.J. A.. ROSS 

FREO N RABE 

W. 0. GENTRY 
December 9, 1963 

TO WHOM IT KAY CONCERN 

Tr.at. certain real property situate and being a portion of 

OP'P'ICIES 

'flEaHO 6 OAKHUllsT 

Lots 29, JO, 31, 32, 33, 34, 3.5 and 48 of Bullard Lands Irrigated 
Subdivision No. l in Section 4, T. l3 S., R. 20 E., M. D. B. & M. 
according to the map thereof recorded in Book 9 at page 2 of 
Record of Surveys, Fresno County Records, and being more particular'.q 
described as follows, to-wit: 

Commencing at a point on the North line of the SE¼ of said 
::iection 4 which bears 5 .89~ 20• 3011E., 684.00 .t'eet from the W corner 
of the SE¼ of said Section; thence s.a9•20130"E., along the said 
North line 9.54 • .5.5 feet a little more or less to the point of 
intersection with the Northerly prolongation of the East line of 
the W¼ of Lot 29; thence s.1•14,w., along the East line of the 
w¼ of l-0ts 29, 30, 31 and 32 a distance of l312.S4 feet, a little 
more or less to the SE corner of the W¼ of Lot 32; thence N.89•19•45aw. 
along the South line of Lots 32 and 35 a distance of 859.59 feet, 
a little more or less to a point on the South line or said Lot JS 
said point being 778.00 feet East or the West line of the sE¼ 
of Section 4; thence s.1•11•3onw., and parallel with the West 
line of the SE¼ of Section 4 a distance of 643.78 feet, a little 
:nore or less to a point on the South line of Lot 48; thence 
N.~9•20 1w, alonp: the South line of said Lot 48 and the Westerly 
pro!ongation a aistance of 776.00 feet to~ point on the West 11.na 
of the SEt of said Section 4; thence N.l"ll1301'E., along the West 
line of the said SEt 1364.7.5 feet to a point .591.00 feet South 
of the NW corner of said SE..; thence s.89"20•3on1:., and parallel 
to the North line of the SE: of Section 4 a distance of 684.00 
feet; thence N.1•11•3011E., parallel to the Weat line of the S&t 
of Section 4 a distance of 591.00 feet, a little more orlless to 
the point of commencement. 

Containing 51.57 ! Acres 

Dlh\lNAOI AND nA00 CONT'ftOt,. lt'IIUC:NRAI. ....... .II.WAG& AND •cW~\011 D1 • .-0,,AL 

M\INICl~AI,, 11.NOINllftlNO .......... Dtsntten 
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