
BOARD OF SUMTER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Chairman - Steve Printz - District 5

Vice Chairman -  Garry Breeden -  District 4

2nd Vice Chairman - Al Butler - District 1
Doug Gilpin - District 2

Don Burgess - District 3

May 26, 2020
5:00 PM

PLEASE TURN OFF ALL CELL PHONES AND ELECTRONIC DEVICES
ANY PERSON WHO MAY FEEL THE NEED TO APPEAL A BOARD DECISION IS HEREBY NOTIFIED 

THAT IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO PROVIDE YOUR OWN VERBATIM RECORDING OF THE 
BOARDS MINUTES OR ANY PORTION THEREOF

Any person requiring reasonable accommodation at this meeting because of a disability or physical 
impairment should contact the County Administrator's Office, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, FL 34785 

(352) 689-4400 at least two days before the meeting.

Everglades Regional Recreation Center (5497 Marsh Bend Trail, Grand Canyon Room, The Villages, FL  

32163)

 AGENDA

MEETING IS CALLED TO ORDER BY THE CHAIRMAN
INVOCATION
FLAG SALUTE

TIMED ITEMS & PUBLIC HEARINGS
None 

REPORTS AND INPUT

County Administrator

CenturyLink Contracts (Supersede those at the April 28, 2020 Regular Meeting) (For 
Information Only)

CenturyLink Letter of Agency.pdf
CenturyLink Local-TN.PDF

205 Day Extension of Expiration Date of Operating Permit 2006-0003 in Accordance 
with the Provisions of Executive Orders Number 19-190 and 19-206 and Section 
252.363, Florida Statutes (For Information Only)

ES OP2006-0003 8th Extension.pdf
OP2006-0003 8th Extension 5-2020.pdf
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Documents:

2.

Documents:



205 Day Extension of Expiration Date of Operating Permit 2007-0002 in Accordance 
with the Provisions of Executive Orders Number 19-190 and 19-206 and Section 
252.363, Florida Statutes (For Information Only)

ES 9th Extension of Operating Permit 2007-0002.pdf
Cemex Operating Permit OP2007-0002 Amendment - Extension 5-2020.pdf

GMR Disaster and Evacuation Agreement ( For Information Only)

GMR Disaster and Evacuation Agreement Sumter County FL 
(Final).docx.pdf

Sumter County Youth Center Transit Services Memo (For Information Only)

SCYC Memo Billing.pdf
SCYC_Memo.pdf

Executed 435859-3 Sumter County On System Trail MMOA-SR 50 
Hernando/Sumter County Line to CR 478A & FM 435859-4 On System Trail MMOA-
SR50 CR 478A to Sumter/Lake County Line (For Information Only)

Executed 435859-3 Sumter Co. On-System Trail MMOA revised.pdf
Executed 435859-4 Sumter Co. On-System Trail MMOA FINAL.pdf

Vacation Rentals COVID-19 Plan (For Information Only)

2020.05.21 DBPR Secretary Approval of Sumter County Vacation Rental 
Plan.pdf

County Attorney

Lawsuits Filed Against All Counties in Florida Including Sumter County Regarding 
Voter Rights Claims (For Information Only)

Dreamers 2nd Amended Complaint.pdf
01 Complaint 05-04-20.pdf

Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter Petitioners (For Information Only)
Exhibits are available upon request. They have not been added as the are 
not ADA compatible. 

Summons Complaint (00831350xA281E).pdf
Filing Received (00835701xA281E).pdf
Motion To Dismiss - Sumter County BOCC (00835702xA281E).pdf
Affidavit Of Service (00836682xA281E)..pdf
Motion To Dismiss-The Districts (00838526xA281E).pdf
Order On Motion (00846555xA281E).pdf
Order On Motion (00841340xA281E).pdf
Order On Motion (00841340xA281E) (2).pdf
Opposition to VILLAGES Motion to Dismiss (00846580xA281E).pdf
Order Granting Motion to Dismiss Sumter County BOCC 
(00846583xA281E).pdf
Motion to Set Aside Order on Mo-Dismiss- Mo-for Extension 
(00847199xA281E).pdf
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss (00847200xA281E).pdf
Response-Opp to Mo-Set Aside Order and Mo-Enlargement of Time 
(00850465xA281E).pdf
Amended Petition (00851910xA281E)....pdf
Motion To Dismiss (00854614xA281E).PDF
Motion to Dismiss Amended Petition (00854888xA281E).PDF

Johnny R. Susko and Robin A. Susko Plaintiffs (For Information Only)
Exhibits are available upon request. They have not been added as the are not ADA 
compatible.  

Summons Complaint (00840516xA281E)..pdf
Answer And Affirmative Defenses (00845342xA281E)..pdf
Notice Of Appearance (00845339xA281E).pdf
Notice Of Designtion Of Email Address (00845341xA281E).pdf
Sumter Countys Motion To Dismiss (00845193xA281E.).pdf
Notice of Service of Rogs (00846451xA281E).pdf
Request To Produce (00846452xA281E).pdf
Suskos Opposition to Sumter Countys Motion to Dismiss 
(00847769xA281E)..pdf
The Villages Response to Req for Admissions (00852451xA281E).pdf
Comm Dev Dist 8 Response to RFA (00854831xA281E).PDF
Notice Of Appearance (00854834xA281E).PDF
Sumter Landing Comm Dist Response to RFA (00854832xA281E).PDF
Order On BOCC Motion to Dismiss - DENIED (00855511xA281E).PDF
Order On Motion.pdf
Request For Admissions (Villages propounded on Comm Dev Dist 8) 
(00856690xA281E).PDF

Clerk of Circuit Court

Board Members

Public Forum

NEW BUSINESS - ACTION REQUIRED

MINUTES

Minutes of Regular Meeting Held on April 28, 2020 (Staff Recommends Approval).

4-28-2020 Regular Meeting Minutes.pdf

SET FUTURE PUBLIC HEARINGS OR MEETINGS
None 
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APPOINTMENTS

Affordable Housing Advisory Committee (AHAC) Vacancy and Adding One Locally 
Elected Official Position From Sumter County (Board ’s Option).

Executive_Summary_Affordable_Housing_Advisory_Committee_(AHAC) 
New Apointee.pdf
Ordinance - Housing.pdf

Construction Industry Licensing/Fire Code Board of Appeals Vacancy (Board ’s 
Option).

Executive_Summary_Construction.pdf
Ordinance.pdf

Public Safety Coordinating Council Vacancies (Board ’s Option).

Executive_Summary_Public Safety.pdf
Resolution.pdf

Sumter County Public Library Advisory Board (SCPLAB) Vacancy (Board ’s Option).

Executive_Summary_Library Advisory Board.pdf
Resolution.pdf

Sumter County Tourist Development Council (TDC) Vacancy (Board ’s Option).

Executive_Summary_Tourist .pdf
Ordinance - Tourist development tax.pdf

FINANCIAL

Budget Amendment A-18 (FY 19/20) for Three Projects (Staff Recommends 
Approval).

ES Budget Amendment A-18.pdf
A-18 COVID 19 Protection - Handicap Parking Spaces - Fencing at WCP 
Cemetery.pdf

Inventory Transactions – Disposal and Surplus of Property (Staff Recommends 
Approval).

Executive_Summary 5.26.20.pdf

c.

1.

Documents:

2.

Documents:

3.

Documents:

4.

Documents:

5.

Documents:

d.

1.

Documents:

2.

Documents:



Purchase Order Approval for FY 2019/2020 (Staff Recommends Approval).

Executive_Summary_Requisition_Report_5.26.20.pdf

CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS

Award and Enter into Contract Negotiations with First Transit, Inc. for RFP 003-0-
2020/RS Sumter County Transportation Services (Staff Recommends Approval).

Executive_Summary_Award First Transit.pdf

Award and Enter into Contract with Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC for ITB 017-0-
2020/RS Sumter County Bushnell Campus Security Fencing Project (Staff 
Recommends Approval). 

Executive_Summary_Security_Fencing_Project.pdf
Southern_Pro_Fence_Submittal.pdf
Southern_Pro_Fence_Agreement.pdf

Amendment #1 to Maintenance and Repair Agreement Between First Vehicle 
Services, Inc. and the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (Staff 
Recommends Approval).

First_Vehicle_Amendment1_ES.pdf
First_Vehicle_Agreement_Amendment.pdf
First_Vehicle_Request_Letter.pdf

Amendment #1 to Sumter County and Crawford Entertainment Agreement (Staff 
Recommends Approval).

ES_Amendment1_Crawford_Entertainment.pdf
Amendment1_Crawford_Productions.pdf

Amendment #1 to J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc. On-Call General Contractor 
Services Contract (Staff Recommends Approval).

Executive_Summary_Ammendment 1 J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc.pdf
Amendment1_JA_Standridge.pdf
Revised Fee Schedule.pdf
1-14-20-3-e-6-Agreement.pdf

Facilities Use Agreement Between Sumter County and UPS Flight Forward, Inc. for 
COVID-19 Response (Staff Recommends Approval).

ES_UPS_Flight_Forward_COVID_19.pdf
Facility Use Agreement_Sumter County.pdf

Existing Business Industry Agreement Between Sumter County and Arcosa Traffic 
and Lighting Structures, LLC (Staff Recommends Approval).

ES_Arcosa_Traffic_Structures_Agreement.pdf
Arcosa_Incentive_Agreement.pdf

The Lunz Group (TLG) Proposal Project #20253.01 Architectural Services 
Community Development Block Grant for Hardening of Structures for the City of 
Webster Community Center & Police Department Buildings (Staff Recommends 
Approval).

Executive_Summary_Lunz Group City of Webster Agreement.pdf
20253.01_Community Center and Police Dept. City of 
Webster_Proposal.pdf

GENERAL ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION

Approve Revisions to the Employee Manual Effective May 26, 2020 (Staff 
Recommends Approval).

Executive_Summary Form Employee Manual Revision 05-26-2020.pdf
Draft 3.010 and 3.040 - Working Hours revised.pdf

Approval of Charity Ride and the Use of Directional Indicators to Safely Guide 
Cyclists During the 6th Annual Hearts For Our Hospital Bicycle Challenge (Staff 
Recommends Approval).

Executive_Summary_Big Bike Challenge.pdf
Big Bike Weekend Bicycle Challenge.pdf

State Housing Initiatives Partnership (SHIP) Program Request to Execute 
Satisfaction of Mortgage (Staff Recommends Approval).

Executive_Summary.pdf
Satisfaction_of_Mortgage.pdf

Sumter County Transit (SCT) Security Program Plan (SPP) Revision (Staff 
Recommends Approval).

Executive Summary Transit (SCT) Security Program Plan (SPP).pdf
Sumter County Transit (SCT) Security Program Plan 2019.pdf
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CARES Act 5311 Board Resolution (Staff Recommends Approval).

Executive.Summary. Resolution for Grant with FDOT.pdf
CARES Act 5311 Board Resolution Template.pdf
FDOT D5 Cares Act 5311 SF424 (2).pdf

State of Emergency Declaration Extension Sumter County Board of County 
Commissioners (Staff Recommends Approval).

State of Emergency Declaration Extension 20200526.pdf
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I:8J CenturyLink Long Distance lnterLata/State to State
I choose Century Link Long Distance for I+ state to state, 
International and in state long distance calls 
(**Internal usc: PIC 0432 Service Only**) 
Bill s on separate bill . 

 

... ..... 
Letter of Agency 

AUTHORIZATION TO CHANGE PREFERRED 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS LONG DISTANCE CARRIER 

Please print all information in English 

Services Requested: 

I:8J CenturyLink Local Long Distance lntraLata/Local Toll 
I choose Century Link Long Distance for I+ Local Toll Calls 
(**lntcrnalusc: LPIC 0432 Service Only**) 

I:8J CenturyLink Local Long Distance lntraLata/Local Toll 
I choose Century Link Long Distance for I+ Local Toll Calls 
(**lntcrnalusc: LPIC 5123 Service Only**) 

Marking the box adjacent to any and each of the Service above is a separate request form, and authorization by , the undersigned Subscriber to 
Century Link Long Distance to change the preferred carrier for the marked Service(s). 

Provide Billing Name and Address information as it appears on the current service bill. 
Customer' s Name: SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
Customer' s Address: 7375 POWELL RD. SUITE 206 
City: WILDWOOD State: FL Zip:34785 

Provide Physical Address if different than bill address. 
Customer's Physical Address: __ 
City:__ State: Zip: __ 

Only the telephone numbers listed below are covered by this Authorization . 

Subscriber's Main Telephone Number 352 - 689 - 4400 

Additional Telephone Numbers: 

352 793 1506 
352 - 793 - 6045 352 - 793 - 6067 

Additional Telephone Number Range: 

352 - 689 - 4400 TO 4799 352-689-6520 T06619 352 - 330 - 4700 TO 4799 
352 - 569 - 1500 TO 1799 352- 569- 310Q TO 3199 352 - 569 - 6600 TO 6999 

D Check here if a separate page is attached for other associated telephone numbers or physical addresses. 

!understand that my Local Exchange Carrier (LEC) may charge a fee ' to change Long Distance carriers and that I may contact my LEC to 
determine the specific charges. I represent that I have the authority and capacity to change communications carriers for each of the numbers 
identified above. I understand that I may designate only one telecommunications carrier as my Local Exchange, one carrier for my lntra
statellntraLATA, and one carrier as my lnterstatel!nlerLATA (which includes International) for any one telephone number. Wilh this under
standing, I selecl CenturyLin~ to provid'!..}.h7 mmunications service t).pes indicated for each of the telephone numbers listed. 

Signature: ~ ~ , Date (mm/dd/yy) ;::::6/K,.fo 

Printed Signatu~&N40Titlec~/44~~d£_ ~' 
CenturyLink Internal Use Only **REQUIRED: MUST BE COMPLETED BY ORDER ORIGINATOR** 
Order# Market Unit: ----;=------,=--

Consumer D Business: 0General 0Select 0Key 0Major OQBPP 0GBA 0FED 0GES D 
Representative: CUID: Date Received: Date Processed: 

Long Distance PIC/LPIC 0432 Business LOA 
03/30/2015 



Letter of Agency 

For individual numbers, use the format NPA-NXX-XXXX and for number ranges, use NPA-NXX-XXXX to XXXX. 

Physical Address 
Customer ' s Physical Address : __ 
City : State: Zip: 

Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbers 
352 - 569 - 1900 - to: - 1999 

Long Distance PIC/LPIC 0432 Business LOA 
03/30/2015 



...
·a .. , .. 

~ 
•. . 

, i :.,. 
·-~ 

Local/TN 

AUTHORIZATION TO CHANGE PREFERRED 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

Letter of Agency (LOA): Marking the box adjacent to each of the services below is authorization 
by the undersigned Subscriber to Century Link to change the preferred carrier for the marked Ser
vice(s). 

I:8J Local/TN- Porting telephone numbers from another caiTier to Century Link 
Select Option(s) to which this applies : Local Service 0 Local Data Service 0 

I:8J Local Long Distance IntraLata!Local Toll-· Qwest Corporation DBA CenturyLink QC for I+ 
lntraLATA Local Long Distance Only (LPIC 5123) 

Provide Billing Name and Address information as it appears on the current service bill. 
Subscriber's Name: SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
Subscriber's Address: 7375 POWELL RD, SUITE 206 
City: WILDWOOD State: FL Zip: 34785 

Provide Physical Address if different then bill address. 
Subscriber's Physical Address : 
City: State: Zip: 

Subscriber's Main Telephone Number: 352.,689:4400 

Only the telephone numbers listed below are au'thorized to change to the preferred carrier: 
For individual numbers, use the format NPA-NXX-XXXX 
For number ranges, use the form at NPA-NXX-XXXX to XXXX. 

Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbers 

~ ' . . 

D Check here if a separate page listing other associated telephone numbers or physical 
addresses is attached. Use either the page below ·or a separate attached spreadsheet. 

I understand that my local exchange carrier (LEC) rna:\~ charge a fee to change Long Distance carriers and 
that I may contact my LEC to determine the specific charges. I represent that I have the authority to change 
communications carriers for each of the numbers ide ;~ti1ied above. I understand that I may designate only 
one telecommunications carrier as my local exchangi~, :il1trastate or intraLA TA, interstate or interLATA, 
and international preferred interexchange carrier for any one telephone number. With this understanding, I 
select Century Link to provide the communications service types indicated above for each of the telephone 
numbers listed above. 

Behalf of the Cpmpany. / 

4Signature: /1 · . · Title: {tv_,vry' /-/.?J~ 7li<(__ 
Printed Signature: ~.lite/ /j"t?.t1/t:UO Date (mm/dd/yy): ~/;:t:D 
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1 • 
' -.......: :.. ...., 

Local/TN .. · 

For individual numbers, use the format NPA-NXX-XXXX and for number ranges, use NPA-NXX-XXXX 
~~~. . 

Provide additional Physical Address if applicable. 
Subscriber' s Physical Address : 73 75 Powell Rd 
City: Wildwood State: FL Zip: 34785 

Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbers 
352-689-4400 to 4799 
352-689-6520 to 6619 
3 52-330-4 700 to 4 799 

352-793-1506 
3 52-793-2206 
3 52-793-2621 
3 52-793-6045 
352-793-6067 

Provide additional Physical Address if applicable. 
Subscriber' s Physical Address : 319 E. Anderson Ave 
City: Bushnell State: FL Zip: 33543 __ 

Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbel's Telephone Numbers 
352-569-1500 to 1799 
3 52-569-3 I 00 to 3 199 -
352-569-6600 to 6999 
3 52-569-1 900 to 1999 

Provide additional Physical Address if applicable. 
Subscriber' s Physical Address: __ 
City:__ State: Zip: __ 

Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbers Telephone Numbers 

.... ... . 

·• 

.. 

BMG Local LOA 5/2012 Page 2 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                              
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

Page 1 of 1 

 

SUBJECT: 205 Day Extension of Expiration Date of Operating Permit 2006-0003 in 

Accordance with the Provisions of Executive Orders Number 19-190 and 19-206 

and Section 252.363, Florida Statutes. 

REQUESTED ACTION: For Information Only  

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Choose a division/department. 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

 

Type: Select 

impact type 
EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

Florida Statutes Section 252.363 "Tolling and extension of permits and other authorizations" 

allows for the tolling and extension of defined permits and development orders for emergency 

declarations covering the time period for the declaration and six months following the tolled 

period.  

 

Beginning with Executive Order 19-190 signed on August 28, 2019, the Governor of the State of 

Florida declared a State of Emergency for Hurricane Dorian. This State of Emergency was 

terminated for Sumter County by Executive Order 19-206 on September 20, 2019. 

  

Cemex U.S. has petitioned the County for an extension to Operating Permit 2006-0003 for the St. 

Catherine Mine under the relevant Executive Orders ending with 19-206. This extension includes 

the period of the emergency declaration and the additional periods specified by statute. The new 

termination date will be January 24, 2035. 

 

 

Prepared by: Karl Holley Grammarly Check ☒ 
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SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

OPERATING PERMIT FOR 

LIMEROCK MINE 

 

OP2006-0003 Amendment 

 

                                                    

Property Owner: 

Florida Crushed Stone Company 

1501 Belvedere Road 

West Palm Beach, FL 33406 

 

Mine Operator: 

Cemex Construction Materials Florida, LLC 

530 West Kings Highway 

Center Hill, FL 33514 

 

This permit is approved and issued subject to the following general and specific terms and 

conditions: 

 

SECTION A - GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

 

Al.  All statements in the application and supporting data are true and accurate and based 

upon the best information available and the cement plant operation shall be conducted as 

presented in the application unless specified otherwise in this permit.  If any of the 

statements in the application or supporting data are found to be untrue or inaccurate, or if 

the applicant fails to operate the mine as presented in the application, unless specified 

otherwise in this permit, this permit may be suspended or revoked, pursuant to Sec. 13-

343 (c) of the Sumter County Land Development Code. 

 

A2. All terms and conditions set forth herein and in all applicable sections of the Florida 

Statutes, Florida Administrative Code, and Sumter County Code shall be complied with, 

except when in conflict with the terms and conditions set forth herein.  All mining 

activities shall remain in compliance with all state or federal agency's permits, 

authorizations, terms, and conditions applicable to the mine. When such conflicts exist, 

the more stringent terms and conditions shall apply.  A substantial, or repeated violation 

of the terms and conditions of this permit, or any other ordinance, regulation or law, may 

be cause for this permit to be suspended or revoked, including any state or federal rule or 

regulation, pursuant to Sec. 13-343 (c) of the Sumter County Land Development Code. 

 

A3. At the Commission's request, Owner and Operator, either individually or collectively, 

shall annually submit to the Commission a copy of all valid state and local permits, 

including results from all tests associated with the applicable permits, pursuant to section 

13-343 (c) of the Sumter County Land Development Code. 
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A4. An authorized Commission representative may, upon reasonable notice, enter the mine 

property, inspect the facility, and make assessments as to compliance with the terms and 

conditions of all permits issued to the Owner and Operator. The Owner and Operator, 

either individually or collectively, shall either accompany the Commission representative 

onto the property or make provisions for access onto the property.  The Owner and 

Operator, either individually or collectively, shall reasonably assist the Commission 

representative in investigating complaints filed regarding alleged adverse impacts caused 

by cement plant activities.                                    · 

  

A5. This permit is issued to the land owner and plant operator designated herein and is non 

transferable except in accordance with section 13-343 (c) and 13-644 (b) of the Sumter 

County Land Development Code.  Both owner and operator are responsible, individually 

and collectively, for compliance with all terms and conditions of the permit. 

 

A6. The Commission is to be notified prior to any substantial changes in the mine operations.  

Deviation from any of the conditions of the Operating Permit must receive prior approval 

from the Commission pursuant to section 13-343 (c) of the Sumter County Land 

Development Code. 

 

A7. The operation of this plant shall not constitute a hazard or threat to the health, safety, or 

general welfare of the public, either directly or indirectly.  The determination of a hazard 

or threat by state or local regulatory agencies having jurisdiction may be cause for 

suspension or revocation of this permit, pursuant to Sec. 13-343 (c) of the Sumter County 

Land Development Code. 

 

A8. Dumping of debris, trash, garage, hazardous, or contaminated materials is prohibited 

under local and state laws, and said dumping may be cause for amendment, suspension, 

or revocation of this permit pursuant to 13-343 (c) of the Sumter County Land 

Development Code. 

 

 

SECTION B - SPECIFIC TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

 

B1.       Permit Expiration. The expiration date based upon previous extensions is July 3, 2034. 

Based on Executive Orders Number 19-190 and 19-206 and Section 252.363, Florida 

Statutes, this permit is granted a total of 205 additional days. The new permit expiration 

date shall be January 24, 2035. 

 

B2. Legal Description of Property for Which Permit Is Approved: 

  

 Sec. 16, Twp. 21S, Rng. 23E - S 1/4 lying W of SW/ly R/W  

 Sec. 17, Twp. 21S, Rng. 23E - E 1/4  

 Sec. 20, Twp. 21S, Rng. 23E - NE 1/4 of NE 1/4 less R/W 

 Sec. 21, Twp. 21S, Rng. 23E - N 1/4 lying W of SW/ly R/W RR & less Rd. R/W &  
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 less beg at SE cor. of NW 1/4 of NE 1/4 run N 20' for POB, W/ly 234.5' N 512' E 322' to 

 SAL R/W SE/ly along W R/W 546' w/ly parallel with road 287' to POB. 

 

B3.      Mining Plan. 
  

 Incorporated by reference into this permit are the proposals and terms of the Application 

 for Conditional Use Permit, May 8, 2006, proposal and terms approved by the Board of 

 Sumter County Commissioners on July 6, 2006, and the proposals and terms in the 

 Application for Operating Permit, September 11, 2006.  The Application for Conditional 

 Use Permit included the Environmental Monitoring and Management Plan, which 

 includes specific details of the mining plan. That document is incorporated by reference, 

 and made a part of this permit. 

 

B4. Pre-Mining Requirements.  
 

 The hydraulic barrier ditch must be completed before dewatering of the "rim" ditch 

 begins. 

 

B5. Buffers and Setbacks. 
 

 a. Setbacks and buffers shall be as set forth on the approved mining site plan submitted 

 with the operating permit application. 

 

 b. Buffering includes the use of a visual berm along the southern and western 

 boundaries of the lands added in CUP2006-1. 

 

 c. A minimum fifty (50) foot buffer shall be maintained around all jurisdictional 

 wetlands requiring protection or mitigation, in which no mining activities may occur,  

except where said wetlands are mitigated in compliance with all permitting agencies’ 

 requirements.  

 

B6. Ground/Surface Water. 

 

 a. Mining operations shall not cause drawdown in the Upper Floridian Aquifer at 

 property lines common with non-mine property of more than ten (10) feet below the 

 normal (baseline) seasonal water levels.  To comply with this standard, the mine operator 

 shall follow the Environmental Management and Monitoring Plan (EMMP) for the 

 monitoring and mitigation of impacts including to ground and surface water, sink holes, 

 and discharge into Jumper Creek. 

 

 b. The EMMP includes the use of a hydraulic barrier ditch to mitigate offsite drawdown 

 caused by lowering the groundwater in mining pits by pumping. The Operator has 

 committed to a monitoring plan and an action plan to maintain required groundwater 

 levels. 
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 c. The Operator shall monitor and record the discharge of water from the new quarries 

 into the hydraulic barrier ditch, and from the ditch into West Quarry I or other location, 

 as approved. The water balance must be provided in the reports on water levels taken 

 from the monitor wells as described in the EMMP. 

 

 d. The Operator made a well inspection available to surrounding property owners to 

 establish existing conditions.  The Operator shall furnish to the Board of Sumter County 

 Commissioners a complete set of well and site inventory forms.  The Operator is 

 committed to investigating well complaints and to providing required mitigation under 

 the supervision of the Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD). The 

 Operator has established an escrow account to finance mitigation of impacts to wells. 

 (EMMP) 

 

B7. Blasting. 

 

 All blasting shall be regulated by the State of Florida Division of State Fire Marshal.  

 

B8. Traffic Circulation. 

  

 a. Access for mining operations shall remain at the existing entrances and exits on C-48. 

 

 b. Interior devices or procedures shall be used to limit the accumulation of lime-rock 

 material and water on C-48 to a degree acceptable to the Board. 

 

 c. Whenever, upon notice from the County Public Works Director, an accumulation, 

 (within 1/4 mile of the mine's access point) of material or water from the mining 

 operation renders the condition C-48 unacceptable, the mine Operator shall, within 

 48 hours, or within the time limit set by the Public Works Director, correct such 

 condition at the Operator's expense. 

 

B9. Noise. 

 

 a. Equipment used in mining activities shall be properly maintained and operated to 

 minimize noise. 

 

 b. Mining operations and procedures shall be conducted to minimize noise. 

 

Bl0.   Air Pollution. 

  

 a. Equipment used in mining activities shall be properly maintained and operated to 

 minimize air pollution. 

 

 b. Mining operations and procedures shall be conducted to minimize air pollution, and 

 dust abatement measures shall be utilized. 

 



 
OP2006-0003 
Cemex Construction Materials Florida, LLC 
Center Hill Operating Permit Extension 
5/26/2019 

Page 5 of 7 

B11.   Mine Safety and Security. 
 

 Excavated areas shall be secured from the public on all sides by adequate fencing or other 

 means. 

 

B12.   Flora and Fauna. 
 

 a.  Mining activities shall not result in the harming, pursuit, or harassment of wildlife 

 classified as endangered, threatened, or a species of special concern by either the state or 

 federal governments in contravention of applicable state or federal laws, unless approved 

 by the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and/or the United States Fish and 

 Wildlife Service. 

 

 b. A survey of threatened and endangered species shall be done prior to each new  mining 

 phase, at the appropriate time of year, no more than one year prior to mining activities.  

 Habitat for any listed species will be provided on site with areas of acreage delineated. 

 Where required by applicable laws or regulations, a habitat management plan will be 

 provided in conformance with recommended standards of the Florida Game & 

 Freshwater Fish Commission prior to the initial operation and prior to each mining phase. 

 

B13.   Reclamation. 

 

 a. The lands subject to this Permit shall be reclaimed pursuant to the reclamation plan 

 approved by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP). 

 

 b. In addition to FDEP requirements, the County Commission reserves the right to 

 require specific recognized best management practices on disturbed areas. 

  

 c. Reclamation shall be deemed completed after the commission's determination that the 

 disturbed areas have been reclaimed in accordance with its approvals. 

 

B14.  Sanitation. 

 

 a. The Operator will provide sanitary facilities and potable water as required by the 

 Environmental Health Department. 

 

 b. All solid waste generated by this mining operation shall be disposed of at approved 

 landfills. 

 

B15.   Reporting and Tests. 

 

 a. Copies of all reports required by state or federal agencies shall also be submitted to the 

 Board at the time of submission to the agency. 
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 b. During the term of this Permit, and extension thereof, the Operator shall submit to the 

 Commission copies of all applications for amendments to state agency permits and 

 approvals at the same time they are transmitted to state agencies. 

 

 c. Water quality tests shall be conducted in accordance with applicable codes and relevant 

 agency permits. 

 

 d. Reports required by the Board shall be submitted as directed by ordinance or permit.  

  

 e. The Operator shall report to the County any complaints from homeowners on impact 

 to their wells or homes.  The subsequent report of the investigation that is conducted in 

 response to that complaint, and any resolution shall be submitted to the County as well. 

 

 f. The Operator shall report to the County any sinkhole activity that occurs on the mine 

 property. 

 

 g. The Operator shall report to the County any anticipated change in the mining 

 activities or plans as described in the Conditional Use Permit process. 
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       ___________________________________ 

       Stevgen Printz, Chairman   

       Board of County Commissioners 

 

 

__________________________________     

Caroline Al Restimawi, Deputy Clerk 

 

Permit issued this 26th day of May, 2020. 

       

 ___________________________________ 

  Karl Holley, AICP, CFM                                                                                               

  Director of Development Services 
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Page 1 of 1 

 

SUBJECT: 205 Day Extension of Expiration Date of Operating Permit 2007-0002 in 

Accordance with the Provisions of Executive Orders Number 19-190 and 19-206 

and Section 252.363, Florida Statutes. 

REQUESTED ACTION: For Information Only. 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Choose a division/department. 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

 

Type: Select 

impact type 
EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

Florida Statutes Section 252.363 "Tolling and extension of permits and other authorizations" 

allows for the tolling and extension of defined permits and development orders for emergency 

declarations covering the time period for the declaration and six months following the tolled 

period.  

 

Beginning with Executive Order 19-190 signed on August 28, 2019, the Governor of the State of 

Florida declared a State of Emergency for Hurricane Dorian. This State of Emergency was 

terminated for Sumter County by Executive Order 19-206 on September 20, 2019. 

 

Cemex U.S. has petitioned the County for an extension to Operating Permit 2007-0002 for the St. 

Catherine Mine under the relevant Executive Orders ending with 19-206. This extension includes 

the period of the emergency declaration and the additional periods specified by statute. The new 

termination date will be October 5, 2026. 

       

Prepared by: Karl Holley Grammarly Check ☒ 
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SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

OPERATING PERMIT FOR 

LIMEROCK MINE 

 

OP2007-0002 Amendment 
Property Owner: 

Franklin & Faye Dixon  

PO Box 205    

Bushnell, FL 33513   

 

Mining Operator: 

Cemex U.S. Construction Materials 

St. Catherine Mine 

3913 CR 673 

Bushnell, FL 33513 

 

This permit is approved and issued subject to the following general and specific terms and conditions: 

 

SECTION A - GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

 

A1. All statements in the application and supporting data are true and accurate and based upon the 

best information available, and that all conditions set forth herein will be complied with.  If any 

of the statements in the application and in the supporting data are found to be false or inaccurate, 

or if applicant fails to comply with any or all of the conditions set forth herein, this Permit may 

be suspended or revoked, pursuant to Section 13-174 Sumter County Land Development 

Regulations. 

A2. The operation of this mine shall not constitute a hazard or threat to the health, safety, or general 

welfare to the public.  The determination of a hazard or threat by the Board may be cause for 

permit amendment, suspension or revocation, pursuant to Section 13-174 Sumter County Land 

Development Regulations.  

A3. All applicable sections of the Florida Statutes, Florida Administrative Code, and Sumter County 

Code shall be complied with.  All mining activities shall remain in substantial compliance with 

all permits, authorizations, and conditions applicable to the mine.  All terms and conditions of 

permits issued by other agencies for the mining operation, not in conflict with or more stringent 

than the terms and conditions herein, shall be adhered to.  A substantial, or repeated violation of 

the terms and conditions of this Permit, or the violation of any other ordinance, regulation, or 

law, may be cause for this Permit to be suspended or revoked, pursuant to Section 13-174 Sumter 

County Land Development Regulations. 

A4. An authorized Board representative may, during any operating hours, enter the mine property, 

inspect the facility, and make permit compliance assessments.  The Operator shall accompany 

the Board's representative onto the property.  The Operator shall reasonably assist the Board's 
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representative in investigating complaints filed regarding alleged adverse impacts from mining 

activities. 

A5. If mining activities do not commence within three (3) years of issuance of this Permit, or if once 

commenced, cease for a period of three (3) years, this Permit shall expire unless extended by the 

Board upon request of the Operator.  A request for an extension must be submitted to the Board, 

in writing, at least sixty (60) days prior to the Permit's expiration date. 

A6. Dumping of debris, trash, garbage, hazardous or contaminated materials is prohibited in any 

excavation for such under this Permit or other local and state laws, and said dumping may be 

cause for amendment, suspension or revocation of this Permit pursuant to Section 13-174, 

Sumter County Land Development Regulations. 

A7. The Operator shall annually submit to the Board a progress report and certification pursuant to 

Appendix A 3.4.3, Sumter County Land Development Regulations, and the required monitoring 

fee. 

A8. This Permit is non-transferable except in accordance with Section 13-772(b), Sumter County 

Land Development Regulations. 

A9. The Board of County Commissioners is to be promptly notified of any significant change in 

mine operation. 

SECTION B - SPECIFIC TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

B1. Permit Expiration.  The expiration date based upon previous extensions is March 14, 2026. 

Based on Executive Orders Number 19-190 and 19-206 and Section 252.63, Florida Statutes, this 

permit is granted a total of 205 additional days. The new permit expiration date shall be October 

5, 2026. 

B2. Legal Description of Property for Which Permit Is Approved: 
See Exhibit “A” for legal description. This Permit only authorizes mining activities related to 

Quarry C of the approved mining plan. 

B3. Mining Plan.  Incorporated by reference into this Permit are the plans, proposals, and terms of 

the Application for Conditional Use Permit approved by the Board of Sumter County 

Commissioners on May 29, 2008, and the proposals and terms in the Application for Operating 

Permit, January 24, 2008.   

B4.      Pre-Mining Requirements.   

a. Prior to commencement of mining activities, the Operator shall obtain all required state, federal, 

and other agency permits and submit to the Board copies of all such permits. 

b. The hydraulic barrier ditch shall be completed prior to dewatering of Quarry C. 
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c. The visual berm shall be constructed prior to excavation of Quarry C. The Operator may remove 

overburden from Quarry C and construct the hydraulic barrier ditch prior to visual berm 

construction.  

 

B5.  Buffers and Setbacks.   

a. Setbacks and buffers shall be as set forth on the mining site plan approved with the 

Application for Operating Permit, as may be amended by the Board. 

b. Buffering includes the use of a visual berm as shown on the approved mining site plan. 

c. The visual berm shall be placed to minimize removal of existing tree cover and to follow 

the natural contour of the land. 

d. A minimum fifty (50) foot buffer shall be maintained around all jurisdictional wetlands 

not proposed for mining. 

B6.  Ground/Surface Water. 

a. Mining operations shall not cause a decrease in groundwater levels of more then ten (10) 

feet at the property boundary. To comply with this standard, the Operator shall follow the 

Environmental Management and Monitoring Plan (EMMP) for the monitoring and 

mitigation of impacts including to ground and surface water, sink holes, and discharge 

into Corbett Creek. 

b. The EMMP includes the use of a hydraulic barrier ditch to mitigate offsite drawdown 

caused by lowering the groundwater in mining pits by pumping. The Operator has 

committed to a monitoring plan and an action plan to maintain required groundwater 

levels. 

c. If monitoring wells show a three (3) foot drawdown, not attributable to regional changes 

in the groundwater levels, the Operator shall prepare and submit to the Southwest Florida 

Water Management District (SWFWMD) and the County a drawdown mitigation plan. 

Upon approval of the mitigation plans by SWFWMD and the County, the Operator shall 

implement the mitigation. 

d. The Operator shall monitor and record the discharge of water from the new quarries into 

the hydraulic barrier ditch. The water balance must be provided in the reports on water 

levels taken from the monitor wells. 

e. The Operator shall offer the surrounding property owners a well inspection to establish 

existing conditions. The Operator shall furnish to the County a complete set of well and 

site inventory forms. The Operator has committed to investigate well complaints and to 

provide required mitigation under the supervision of SWFWMD. The Operator has also 

committed to establishing an escrow account to finance mitigation of impacts to wells. 
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B7.     Blasting.   

a. All blasting shall be in compliance with the State of Florida regulations. 

b. The Operator shall offer adjacent and contiguous property owners a pre-mining home   

inspection to establish existing conditions. 

c. The Operator shall respond to complaints regarding blasting within 48 hours of notification 

of a complaint by the County, State Fire Marshal, or other party. The Operator shall 

provide the County with written response that includes a description of the blasting 

activity, certification that the blasting activity was within the permitted limits, and actions 

to mitigate and avoid blasting complaints. 

B8.     Traffic Circulation.  

a. Access for mining operations shall remain at the existing access point to CR 673. 

 

b. Due to the reduction in mining operations, the Equivalent Single Axel Loads (ESALs) for  

the mine have been determined to be 6,307 (current) down from 26,648 (2009). Based on 

these figures, the County has agreed the pro-rate share of the roadway improvements to CR 

673 is $21,243.95 due on or before January 1, 2015.  

c. Interior devices or procedures shall be used to limit the accumulation of limerock material 

and water on CR 673 to a degree acceptable by the County. 

d. Whenever, upon notice from the County Public Works Director, an accumulation, (within 

¼ mile of the mine’s access point) of material or water from the mining operations renders 

the condition of CR 673 unacceptable, the mine Operator shall, within 48 hours, or within 

the time limit set by the Public Works Director, correct such condition at the Operator’s 

expense.  

B9.     Noise.  

a. Equipment used in mine activities shall be properly maintained and operated to minimize 

noise. 

b. Mine operations and procedures shall be conducted to minimize noise. 

c. During operations after sunset and before sunrise, backup warning devices shall not be 

audible, but shall be visible. 
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B10.   Air Pollution/Odor Control.  

a. Equipment used in mining operations shall be properly maintained and operated to 

minimize air pollution. 

b. Mining operations and procedures shall be conducted to minimize noise air pollution and 

dust abatement measures shall be utilized. 

B11.   Mine Safety and Security.  Excavated areas shall be secured from the public on all sides by 

adequate fencing or other means. 

B12.   Flora and Fauna.  Mining activities shall not result in the harming, pursuit, or harassment of 

wildlife classified as endangered, threatened, or a species of special concern by either the state or 

federal governments in contravention of applicable state or federal laws, unless approved by the 

Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission and/or the United States Fish and Wildlife 

Service. 

B13.   Reclamation. 

a. The lands subject to this Permit shall be reclaimed pursuant to the reclamation plan 

approved by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP). 

b. In addition to FDEP requirements, the County reserves the right to require specific best 

management practices on disturbed areas. 

B14.  Sanitation.   

a. The Operator will provide sanitary facilities and potable water as required by the Sumter       

County Environment Health Department. 

b. All solid waste generated by this mining operation shall be disposed of at an approved 

landfills. 

B15.   Reporting and Tests.  

a. Copies of all reports required by state or federal agencies shall also be submitted to the 

County at the time of submission to the agency. 

b. During the term of this Permit, and any extension thereof, the Operator shall submit copies of 

all applications for amendments to state agency permits and approvals at the same time they 

are transmitted to state agencies to the County. 

c. Water quality tests shall be conducted in accordance with applicable codes and relevant 

agency permits. 

d. Reports required by the County shall be submitted as directed by ordinance or permit. 
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e. The Operator shall report to the County any complaints from homeowners on impact to their 

wells or homes.  The subsequent report of the investigation that is conducted in response to 

that complaint, and any resolution, shall be submitted to the County. 

f. The Operator shall report to the County, within 24 hours, any subsidence or sinkhole activity 

that occurs on the mine property or within 500 feet of the subject property. 

g. The Operator shall report to the County any change in the mine activities or plans as 

approved in the Conditional Use Permit process. 

 

B16. Allocation. 

a. To ensure that equitable balance among applicants is maintained in allocation of mining land, 

the Operator shall comply with Section 13-772(d)(2)(c)(1) and (2) of the Sumter County Land 

Development Code. 

b. The Operator shall not mine more than 18 acres per year. 

B17. Quarry Advisory Committee. The Operator shall implement a Quarry Advisory Committee 

consisting of surrounding area residents and representatives of the Operator to assure mine 

operations minimize impact on the surrounding area. 

 

 

 

 

_______________________________   

      Steven Printz, Chairman     

      Sumter County Board of County Commissioners 

 

__________________________________     

Caroline Alrestimawi 

Deputy Clerk 

 

Permit issued this 26th day of May, 2020. 

 

       ____________________________________ 

                Karl E. Holley, AICP, CFM 

                           Development Services Department Director 
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Medical Transportation, Disaster Assistance, 

Evacuation and Triage Agreement – Confidential – Rev. 3.18.20 

 

 

THIS AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is entered May 15, 2020, 

by AMR Holdco, Inc. (not for itself) for and on behalf of its 

operating subsidiaries that provide services in the state where 

services are ordered, Air Evac EMS, Inc., Air Medical Resource 

Group LLC, AirMed International LLC, Cal-Ore Life Flight LLC, 

EagleMed LLC, Guardian Flight LLC, Med-Trans Corporation, 

REACH Air Medical Services, LLC, Reno Flying Service, Inc. 

and Seven Bar Aviation LLC (collectively, “PROVIDER”),  all of 

which are subsidiaries of Global Medical Response, Inc. and 

Sumter County (“CUSTOMER”). 

 

1. Purpose.  This Agreement applies to Services, as defined 

below, provided in response to disease epidemic, pandemic, 

national or global health crisis, hurricane, tornado, 

earthquake, act of terrorism or other manmade disaster 

(“Disaster”). During a period of Disaster, this Agreement 

shall take precedence over any pre-existing agreement that 

has the same services. 

 

2. Term and Termination. This Agreement shall be for a term 

of one (1) year from the Effective Date and shall automatically 

renew for subsequent one (1) year periods. Either party terminate 

this Agreement without cause with thirty (30) days written notice 

to the other party.  

 

3. Services. Subject to availability and as ordered by 

CUSTOMER and accepted by PROVIDER, PROVIDER will 

provide services as set forth in Exhibit A (collectively, “Services”) 

on the conditions described herein.  PROVIDER may subcontract 

certain Services to other qualified providers.  The Services shall 

end in accordance with the terms set forth in the order and 

acceptance for Services.  

 

 

4. Customer Obligations.  It is CUSTOMER’s responsibility 

to provide accurate information as to the number and condition of 

patients who need transportation or Services.  This information 

must be provided immediately upon request to PROVIDER 

personnel in order to expedite timely transportation. 

 

 

 

CUSTOMER acknowledges that Services may be coordinated 

through the applicable emergency management agency or other 

applicable governmental agency. CUSTOMER acknowledges that 

federal, state, or local governmental agencies may control and 

direct PROVIDER resources. 

 

5. Order for Services.  An order for Services shall be made by 

email to the following PROVIDER representative and email 

address. An order is not accepted until such time as a written 

confirmation accepting the request for Services is sent by 

PROVIDER’s Representative to the CUSTOMER.  

PROVIDER’S REPRESENTATIVE TO RECEIVE 

REQUEST FOR SERVICES: 

CHRISTINE KENNEDY 

Christine.kennedy@gmr.net 

Sumter Operations Manager, Southeast Region 

950 N. Main St. | Bushnell, Fl 33513 

W: 352.569.0323 |  C: 352.661.0880  |  F: 352.569.0366

     

 

6. Payment for Services. CUSTOMER shall be financially 

responsible to PROVIDER for all Services ordered under this 

Agreement at the rates set forth in Exhibit A.  Rates for Services 

that cannot be calculated under the method identified in the 

preceding sentence will be at PROVIDER’s usual and customary 

rates.  In the event the parties have another agreement that contains 

payment and compensation provisions for routine transportation 

services, the terms of that agreement will govern payment and 

compensation for routine transportation services only.  The terms 

of this Agreement shall govern payment for Widespread Disaster 

Services or In-House Disaster Services. An order for Services by 

the CUSTOMER and the provision of Services by the PROVIDER 

(or its subcontractor) shall be a guarantee of payment by the 

CUSTOMER.  PROVIDER shall only bill the CUSTOMER for 

Services ordered under this Agreement and shall not bill any 

patients or third-party payers.  CUSTOMER shall make payment 

to PROVIDER within thirty (45) days of the invoice date.    

7. Insurance.  PROVIDER represents that it has and will 

maintain through a program of self-insurance or third-party 

carriers the following: comprehensive automobile insurance 

($1,000,000); comprehensive general liability insurance 

($1,000,000); professional liability insurance ($1,000,000); and 

workers’ compensation insurance in the statutory required 

amounts. PROVIDER will maintain excess insurance in an amount 

of at least five million dollars ($5,000,000). PROVIDER shall 

maintain Aviation Liability Insurance limits in an amount not less 

than fifty million dollars ($50,000,000) for any one accident, or 

series of accidents arising out of any one event, for claims of 

injuries to passengers or third parties and damage to property. 

8. Notices.  Any notice required or permitted by this 

Agreement shall be in writing and shall be delivered as follows, 

with notice deemed given as indicated: (a) by personal delivery, 

when delivered personally; (b) by overnight courier then upon 

delivery thereof as confirmed by such service; (c) by email 

transmission; or (d) if mailed within the United States, 3 days after 

deposit in the United States mails, postage prepaid, certified mail 

return receipt requested.  Notice shall be sent to the following 

addresses: 

If to CUSTOMER: 

 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners 

Attn: Bradley Arnold, County Administrator  

7375 Powell Road   

Wildwood, Florida 34785    

Bradley.Arnold@sumtercountyfl.gov   

352-689-4400 

   

If to PROVIDER: 

  

Law Department 

Global Medical Response, Inc. 

6363 S. Fiddler’s Green Circle, Suite 1500 

Greenwood Village, Colorado 80111 
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9. Confidentiality. All information with respect to the 

operations and business of a party (including the rates charged 

hereunder) and any other information considered to be and treated 

as confidential by that party gained during the negotiation or Term 

of this Agreement will be held in confidence by the other party and 

will not be divulged to any third-party or unauthorized person 

without prior written consent of the other party. The rates set forth 

herein are exempt from public records request or freedom of 

information act request.  

 

10. Laws and Regulatory.  The parties: (a) will comply in all 

material respects with all applicable federal, state and local laws 

and regulations including, the federal Anti-kickback statute; (b) 

represent and warrant that it is not the intent of either party that 

any remuneration, benefit or privilege provided for under this 

Agreement shall influence or in any way be based on the referral 

or recommended referral by either party of patients to the other 

party or its affiliated providers, if any, or the purchasing, leasing 

or ordering of any services other than the specific services 

described in this Agreement and any remuneration set forth in this 

Agreement is fair market value and negotiated at arm-length; (c) 

will comply with the provisions under the Health Insurance 

Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 and its regulations; (d)  

acknowledge that if it is a cost reporting entity that it has been 

informed of, and will fully and accurately account for, and report 

on its applicable cost report, the total value of any discount, rebate 

or other compensation paid pursuant to this Agreement in a way 

that complies with all applicable federal, state and local laws and 

regulations that establish a “Safe Harbor” for discounts; (e) 

represent and warrant that neither it nor any practitioner who 

orders or provides services on its behalf has been convicted of any 

conduct that constitutes grounds for mandatory exclusion under 

any federal or state law and each party further represents and 

warrants that it is not ineligible to participate in federal or state 

health care programs or in any other federal or state government 

payment program; (f)  will make available to the other a copy of 

its code of conduct, anti-kickback policies and other compliance 

policies, as may be changed from time-to-time; (g) represents and 

warrants that neither it nor any of its officers or directors have been 

convicted of a crime against them for: commission of fraud or a 

criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to 

obtain, or performing a public (federal, state, or local) contract or 

subcontract; violation of federal or state antitrust statutes relating 

to the submission of offers; commission of embezzlement, theft, 

forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making 

false statements, tax evasion, or receiving stolen property; (h) 

represent and warrant that it and its personnel are and, shall at all 

times during the term of this Agreement be, properly credentialed, 

licensed, certified and in good standing in accordance with all 

applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations; and (i) 

will notify the other party immediately but no less than five (5) 

days of any actual knowledge contrary to the requirements set forth 

in this section.     

 

11. Force Majeure. PROVIDER shall not be 

responsible for any delay in or failure of performance resulting 

from acts of God, riot, war, civil unrest, natural disaster, labor 

dispute, acts or regulations of public authorities, or other 

circumstances not reasonably within its control. 

 

12. Miscellaneous.  This Agreement: (a) constitutes the entire 

agreement between the parties with respect to the subject matter, 

superseding all prior oral or written agreements with respect to the 

subject matter; (b) may be amended only by written instrument 

executed by both parties; (c) may not be assigned by either party 

without the written consent of the other party (except to affiliates, 

parents or subsidiaries), such consent not to be unreasonably 

withheld; (d) shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the 

parties and their respective successors and permitted assigns; (e) 

shall be interpreted and enforced in accordance with the laws of 

the state where the services are rendered, without regard to the 

conflict of laws provisions thereof, and the federal laws of the 

United States applicable therein; (f) this Agreement may be 

executed in several counterparts (including by DocuSign or other 

electronic means), each of which shall constitute an original and 

all of which, when taken together, shall constitute one agreement; 

(g) this Agreement shall not be effective until executed by both 

Parties; (h) if any term or provision of this Agreement is declared 

to be illegal, invalid or unenforceable for any reason whatsoever 

by a court of competent jurisdiction, the illegality, invalidity or 

unenforceability shall not affect the validity of the remainder of 

this Agreement, and to the extent permitted by applicable law, any 

such term or provision shall be restricted in applicability or 

reformed to the minimum extent for such to be enforceable; and (i) 

except as otherwise provided herein, no waiver of any of the 

provisions of this Agreement shall be valid or effective unless in 

writing and signed by the Parties hereto; and no waiver of any 

breach or condition of this Agreement shall be deemed to be a 

continuing waiver or a waiver of any other breach or condition. 

The Parties represent and warrant that they have not relied upon 

any prior or contemporaneous writings, negotiations, proposals, 

agreements, communications, discussions or representations. 

EACH PARTY HERETO HEREBY IRREVOCABLY AND 

UNCONDITIONALLY WAIVES TRIAL BY JURY IN ANY 

SUIT, ACTION OR PROCEEDING BETWEEN THE PARTIES 

AND ARISING UNDER THIS AGREEMENT. 

 

CONTRACTOR SHALL, AT ALL 

TIMES, COMPLY WITH THE 

FLORIDA PUBLIC RECORDS LAW, 

THE FLORIDA OPEN MEETING 

LAW AND ALL OTHER 

APPLICABLE LAWS, RULES, AND 

REGULATIONS OF THE STATE OF 

FLORIDA. IF VENDOR HAS 

QUESTIONS REGARDING THE 

APPLICATION OF CHAPTER 119, 

FLORIDA STATUTES, THE FIRMS’ 

DUTY TO PROVIDE PUBLIC 

RECORDS RELATING TO THIS 

AGREEMENT, CONTACT THE 

CUSTODIAN OF PUBLIC RECORDS 

AT 352-689-4400, SUMTER 
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COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY 

COMMISSIONERS, 7375 POWELL 

ROAD, WILDWOOD, FLORIDA 

34785 OR VIA EMAIL AT 

Records@sumtercountyfl.gov . 

 

 

[Signatures below and Exhibit A follows] 

 

 

 

By signing below, each Party acknowledges that they have carefully read and fully understand this Agreement. Each Party each fully agrees to be 

bound by the terms of this Agreement. 

 

 

 

 

PROVIDER 

 

 

 

By:_______________________________________ 

Sven Johnson, SVP Innovation 

Its authorized representative  

 

 

 

CUSTOMER  

 

 

 

By:_______________________________________ 

 

Name:  ___________________________________ 

 

Title:  ____________________________________ 

 

Email:  ___________________________________ 

Its authorized representative  
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Exhibit A - Services and Rates 

 Qty. Ordered Rates1 3/1/20 

Non-Transport Services    
 

Site based paramedic  Hourly rate 
 

N/A 
  

12-hour blocks 
 

N/A 
 

Site based emergency medical technician Hourly rate 
 

N/A 
  

12-hour blocks 
 

N/A 
 

Site based screener Hourly rate 
 

N/A 
 

Site based screener lead Hourly rate 
 

N/A 
 

Site based screener manager Hourly rate 
 

N/A 

 RN and LVN nurse navigation line staffed 24/7 under physician medical 

direction5  

Per call  $125.00 

 Remote monitoring 14-day period through smartphone application5 Per enrolled patient  $150.00 

 Other costs, e.g., housing, food, travel, fuel, technology, etc. Varies as set forth in 

order form 

 At costs  

 

1 - Rates shall automatically escalate on each January 1st starting January 1, 2021 at four percent (4%). PROVIDER may also notify CUSTOMER at any time in writing 
of a rate adjustment due to circumstances, e.g., quarantine of employees, increased supply chain and medication costs, increased overtime and premium for employees, 

increased fuel costs, new regulatory requirements or new clinical standards.  The rate adjustment shall become effective fifteen (15) days after PROVIDER’s notification 

unless the CUSTOMER has objected in writing to the rate adjustment before expiration of the notice period. 
 

2 - Each ground ambulance transport shall be limited to a maximum distance of 50 miles from the point of pick-up. Additional mileage charges may apply if the ground 

ambulance transport mileage limit is exceeded.  
 

3 - “UCR” means usual and customary rates. UCR rates will be provided by the Provider Representative at the time of the acceptance of the order. 

  
4 - If a dedicated transport resource performs a patient transport, there shall be no per transport fee. Excessive mileage for ground transport services as set forth in #2 

above may apply for any miles starting at mile 51.  

 
5 - There is a one-time technology enrollment fee of $5,000 for nurse navigation and/or remote monitoring. A single $5,000 fee applies whether one or both of these 

services is ordered.   
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Board of County Commissioners 
Sumter County, Florida 

 

7375 Powell Road   Wildwood, FL 34785   Phone (352) 689-4400   FAX: (352) 689-4401   
 Website:  http://sumtercountyfl.gov 

 
 
 

Al Butler, Dist 1 
Second Vice Chairman 

 (352) 689-4400 
7375 Powell Road 

Wildwood, FL 34785 
 

Don Burgess, Dist 3  
(352) 689-4400 

7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, FL 34785 

Steve Printz, Dist 5 
Chairman 

(352) 689-4400 
7375 Powell Road 

Wildwood, FL 34785 

Doug Gilpin, Dist 2 
(352) 689-4400 

7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, FL 34785 

 

 
Garry Breeden, Dist 4 

Vice Chairman 
(352) 689-4400 

7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, FL 34785 

 
Bradley S. Arnold, 

County Administrator 
 (352) 689-4400 

7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, FL 34785

 
Gloria R. Hayward, Clerk & Auditor 

(352) 569-6600 
215 East McCollum Avenue 

Bushnell, FL 33513 

 
County Attorney 

The Hogan Law Firm 
Post Office Box 485  

Brooksville, Florida 34605 

 

Memo 

To:  Stephen Kennedy 

From: R. Keith Stevenson 

Date: May 20, 2020 

RE: Sumter County Youth Center 
 
 
Mr. Kennedy, 
 
The Sumter County Youth Center (SCYC) has suspended operations due to COVID-19 
outbreak.  Through contracted agreement, the BOCC receives payment for transportation 
services to the SCYC.  However, the BOCC has not performed transportation services for 
the center since March 6, 2020. Per the SCYC’s manager, they will not resume field trips 
until August 2020.  Given that the BOCC will not deliver service nor incur costs, I 
recommend that we suspend billing the SCYC until normal operations resume. 
 
 
 
R. Keith Stevenson 
Fleet Manager 



1

Kennedy, Stephen

From: Kennedy, Stephen
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2020 8:41 AM
To: Stevenson, Keith
Cc: Hemeon Jennifer
Subject: RE: SCYC memo

Keith,  
 
I have reviewed your memo regarding transit services billing of Sumter County Youth Center and have approved your 
recommendation.  Please continue to stay in contact with SCYC to ensure we have sufficient notice to resume operations 
timely.   
 
 
 

From: Stevenson, Keith <Keith.Stevenson@sumtercountyfl.gov>  
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 3:06 PM 
To: Kennedy, Stephen <Stephen.Kennedy@sumtercountyfl.gov> 
Subject: SCYC memo 
 
 

 

Keith Stevenson 

Fleet Manager 
Fleet Services 
Board of Sumter County Commissioners 
Tel: 352-689-4400 
Fax: 352-689-4401 
www.sumtercountyfl.gov 

  

  
NOTE: The Sumter County Board of County Commissioners is a government entity 
making this and future email transmissions including attachments subject to 
inspection under Florida Statutes Chapter 119 unless specifically exempted or deemed 
confidential by law. 
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MAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
FOR ON SYSTEM MULTI-USE TRAIL PROJECT 

Between 
STATE OF FLORIDA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

("DEPARTMENT") 
and 

SUMTER COUNTY 
("LOCAL GOVERNMENT") 

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into on __________, by and 
between the STATE OF FLORIDA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, an executive 
agency of the State of Florida, hereinafter called the "DEPARTMENT," and SUMTER COUNTY, 
a political subdivision of the State of Florida, hereinafter called the "LOCAL GOVERNMENT." 

WITNESSETH 

WHEREAS, the State of Florida Legislature has approved and mandated the 
DEPARTMENT to complete various projects included in the DEPARTMENT'S Work Program; 
and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has jurisdiction over and maintains State Road 50 as part 
ofthe State Highway System; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT agrees to allow the Multi-Use Trail Project to be 
constructed and operated within the Right of Way only under certain conditions necessary to protect 
the traveling public; and 

WHEREAS, LOCAL GOVERNMENT, by Resolution No. 20-:2.C,- 24 , 
dated z/ i J.. / 2 0 2 0 , and attached hereto as Exhibit "C" has authorized its officers to 
execute this AGREEMENT on its behalf and to formally commit to permanent, perpetual 
maintenance of the Multi Use Trial Project. 

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits to flow each to the 
other, the parties covenant and agree as follows: 

1. The DEPARTMENT hereby agrees to construct or cause to be constructed the Multi-Use 
Trail Project as described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein and as 
specified in the Project Plan(s) attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit "B." 

2. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT acknowledges that the DEPARTMENT will require the 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT to maintain the entire Multi-Use Trail Project, as depicted in the 
Construction Plans and Specifications of F.P.I.D. #435859-3-52-01 (from the Hernando/ 
Sumter County Line to east of County Road 478A), in perpetuity, according to the 

Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 
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DEPARTMENT standards in effect on the date of this agreement, which include, but are not 

limited to, Design Standards, and the Standard Specifications, and as amended from time to 

time and according to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

3. Items to be maintained by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall include but are not limited 

to: vegetation management and removal of graffiti and all aesthetic features. The LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT shall maintain pavement surfaces free from residue accumulation, algae, 

vegetation, and other slip or trip hazards. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall trim 

landscaping, mow (if mowing a higher standard than the DEPARTMENT standard is 

desired), sweep, edge and provide weed control along the Multi-Use Trail Project corridor 

which is described as twelve (12) foot wide asphalt path from the Hernando/ Sumter 

County Line to east of County Road 478A. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall ensure the 

safety of the Public by repairing trail related slope erosion and maintaining trail related 

signs, sign poles, striping, pavement symbols, traffic markings, detectable warning 

surfaces, pavers, crosswalks, bollards, delineators, walls, railings, barriers, guardrail, 

lighting, pedestrian/bicycle signals and any other safety features within the Multi-Use Trail 

Project corridor in accordance with DEPARTMENT standards. The LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT shall maintain paint on railings, sign poles, structures, etc. within the 

Multi-Use Trail Project corridor. Repairs to any Multi-Use Trail Project structural or safety 

feature shall be in kind and to DEPARTMENT standards. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

shall maintain all landscaping to DEPARTMENT standards in good operational condition. 

The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall maintain and repair the Multi-Use Trail Project at its 

sole cost and expense, in a good and workmanlike manner, and with reasonable care. 

4. The DEPARTMENT shall mow, including litter control associated with the mowing cycle, 

within the Multi-Use Trail Project as defined in Section 2 of this Agreement according to 

the Maintenance Rating Program (MRP) Manual. Mowing and litter control requirements 

above MRP standards shall be handled and performed by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

5. The DEPARTMENT shall maintain the pavement within the Multi-Use Trail Project as 

defined in Section 2. of this Agreement, according to the DEPARTMENT Standards.  

6. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall conduct a minimum of one annual inspection of 

the Multi-Use Trail to ensure that any and all safety deficiencies are addressed. 

7. When the Multi-Use Trail Project is at the end of its useful life as determined by the 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall prioritize the Replacement 

or Reconstruction of the Multi-Use Trail Project as if it was a new Project. 

8. Should the LOCAL GOVERNMENT desire to add future amenities to the Multi-Use Trail 

Project, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall contact the DEPARTMENT for prior 

approval. 

Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 
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9. If at any time the LOCAL GOVERNMENT has not performed the maintenance responsibility 

on the Multi-Use Trail Project in accordance with this Agreement, the DEPARTMENT shall 

have the option of (a) notifying the LOCAL GOVERNMENT of the deficiency with a 

requirement that it be corrected within a specified time; or (b) the DEPARTMENT may 

perform the necessary maintenance at the LOCAL GOVERNMENT’S sole cost and expense, 
and send an invoice to the LOCAL GOVERNMENT, equal to the cost incurred by the 

DEPARTMENT for such maintenance. Any action taken by the DEPARTMENT does not 

relieve any obligation of the LOCAL GOVERNMENT under the terms and conditions of this 

Agreement. Failure to perform maintenance of the Multi-Use Trail Project in accordance with 

this Agreement may impact DEPARTMENT funding participation in future LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT projects. 

10. The DEPARTMENT may remove, relocate, or adjust the Multi-Use Trail Project in whole or 

in part at any time in the future as determined to be necessary by the DEPARTMENT in order 

that the adjacent State Road be widened, altered, or otherwise changed. The DEPARTMENT 

shall give the LOCAL GOVERNMENT notice regarding such removal, relocation, or 

adjustment. Any removal, relocation, or adjustment shall require LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT approval if maintenance responsibility is to be assigned to the LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT. 

11. This Agreement may be terminated under either of the following conditions: (a) by the 

DEPARTMENT, if the LOCAL GOVERNMENT fails to perform its duties under this 

Agreement, following ten (10) days written notice; or (b) by the DEPARTMENT, for refusal 

by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT to allow public access to public records subject to the 

provisions of Chapter 119, Florida Statutes. 

12. This Agreement may not be assigned or transferred by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT in whole 

or in part without the consent of the DEPARTMENT. 

13. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State 

of Florida. In the event of a conflict between any portion of the Agreement and Florida law, 

the laws of Florida shall prevail. 

The remainder of this page intentionally left blank. 

Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the 
dates exhibited, by the signatures below. 

SUMTER COUNTY STATE OF FLORIDA 
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

c:
DocuSigned by: 

By ~~~~ 
IEBO I EffTE592405...By: ~ 

Title: County Administrator Title: Director of Transportation Operations 

Date: ______________ 

{SEAL) 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT Legal Review: DEPARTMENT Legal Review: 

By: ~=~;;•~cDermott 

Sumter County and FOOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 



FM#435859-3-52-01 

Page 5 of 7 

 
 

Exhibit “A” 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

FM#: 435859-3-52-01 
 

As part of the State Road 50 widening project in Sumter County, a trail/multi use path will be 

constructed. The project limits are from the Hernando/Sumter County Line to east of County Road 

478A, for a total project length of 2.762 miles (the trail will continue east as part of the adjacent 

State Road 50 widening project, FPID# 435859-4-52-01). The trail will be constructed along the 

southern side of the roadway within the proposed DEPARTMENT Right-of-Way (ROW). It will 

be a 12-foot-wide asphalt path designed to DEPARTMENT trail standards. A display showing the 

location and limits of this facility is attached hereto as Exhibit “A-1”. The trail will have two 

distinct segments as described below: 

Generally, the trail is separated from the eastbound lanes of State Road 50 by a roadside 

swale/ditch (see Typical Section 2 attached hereto as Exhibit “A-2”). From the begin project to 

approximately 1.5 miles east the project goes through the Withlacoochee State Forest. Within the 

forestry limits, the trail shifts its alignment in to be adjacent to the roadway shoulder (see Typical 

Section Drop Down, below Typical Section No. 1). This was done to reduce impacts to the forest 

and the associated sensitive lands. At the begin project the trail will be constructed as part of a 

proposed bridge which is to be constructed south of the existing bridge which spans the Little 

Withlacoochee River. Also, within the bridge limits the trail will be adjacent to guardrail as shown 

in Typical Section Detail B. There will be a portion of the project where the trail will need to be 

accommodated adjacent to the outside shoulder where shoulder gutter will be accommodated. This 

scenario is shown in Typical Section Detail A. 

Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 
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Exhibit "A-2"

Typical Section Drop Down

DocuSign Envelope ID: 1C36C571-EAD3-45B1-980A-DC2B4D6C8D75 J R/W LINE 

LIMITS OF CONSTRUCTION 

R/W VARIES (94' MIN.) 

r Ip_ SURVEY SR 50 <i_ CONST. SR 50 

STANDARD CLEARING AND GRUBBING 

EXIST. R/W LINE 
VARIES (32' LT TO 32' RT) 

EXIST. R/W VARIES (50' MIN.) 

36' CLEAR ZONE 

BORDER WIDTH VARIES 
(40' MIN.) 

SHLDR. PAVT. 

TURF 

Y-~ -~tTURAL GROUND 

STANDARD CLEARING AND GRUBBING~ 

EXIST. R/W LINE I 
I 

EXIST. R/W VARIES (50' MIN.) 

36' CLEAR ZONE 

28' BORDER WIDTH 

TURF 

STA. 3077+39.64 TO STA. 3096+56.85 
STA. 3099+06.85 TO 3100+00.00 BK= 

STA. 1042+59.35 AH TO STA. 1105+00.00 

TRAFFIC DATA 

CURRENT YEAR = 2019 AADT = NIA 
ESTIMATED OPENING YEAR = 2025 AADT = 9,800 
ESTIMATED DESIGN YEAR = 2045 AADT = 16,000 
K = 9.5% D = 50% T = 22.50% (24 HOUR) 
DESIGN HOUR T = 11.25% 
DESIGN SPEED = 65 MPH 

24' 

LIMITS OF 
FRICTION COURSE 

12' 12' 

i i 
4" 

0.02 

RUMBLE STRIPS 

EXIST. R/W VARIES (50' MIN.) 

8' 

20' 20' 

SHLDR. PAVT. 

TURF 

I 
VARIES 

v Z rii 1 

TYPE 'B' STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

8' I 

TYPICAL SECTION NO. 2 
SR 50 - FULL RECONSTRUCTION 

(N.T.S.) 

STA. 3077+39.64 TO STA. 3096+56.85 
STA. 3099+06.85 TO 3100+00.00 BK= 

STA. 1042+59.35 AH TO STA. 1215+41.48 

NEW CONSTRUCTION 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 9 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL (TRAFF TC CJ (4"J AND 

FRlCTlON COURSE FC-5 (¾"J PG 76-22 

SHOULDER PAVEMENT 
OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 4 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL (TRAFFlC CJ (2"J 

FRlCTION COURSE FC-5 (¾"J PG 76-22 

SHARED USE PATH 

OPTlONAL BASE GROUP 1 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL (TRAFFlC BJ (1½"J 

PAVED TURNOUT 

OPTlONAL BASE GROUP 4 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL (TRAFFlC CJ (2"J 

PAVED TURNOUT (FOREST ACCESS) 

OPTlONAL BASE GROUP 9 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL (TRAFFlC CJ (4"J 

UNPAVED TURNOUT 

TYPE B STABlLlZATION LBR 40 

PROP. R/W (123') 

STANDARD CLEARING AND GRUBBING 

PROPOSED R/W LINE ~ 
LIMITS OF CONSTRUCTION

7 EXIST. R/W LINE 

24' 10' 

LIMITS OF 
FRICTION COURSE 

12' 12' 5' 

t t 
4" 

0.02 

RUMBLE STRIPS 

I 

I 

36' CLEAR ZONE 

25' 

SHLDR. PAVT. 

TURF 

VARIES 5' 

BORDER WIDTH VARIES 

VARIES 

(40' MIN.) 

12' 
SHARED 

USE 
PATH 

VARIES 

2' LEVEL 

2'-8" SOD 

TURF 

TYPE 'B' STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

PROPOSED R/W LINE 

LIMITS OF CONSTRUCTION ~ 

PROP. R/W (123') I 
BORDER WIDTH VARIES (40' MIN.) 

I .. STANDARD CLEARING AND GRUBBING • I 

I•• 36' CLEAR ZONE 

12' 

12" 

12' 
SHARED 

USE 

VARIES I 

I 
2' LEVEL I 

2'-8" SOD I 
TURF 

-f Y=2' MIN. 

_____ _y_ -~

NATURAL GROUND _J 

TYPE 'B' STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

STA. 3086+17.23 TO STA. 3096+56.85 
STA. 3099+06.85 TO 3100+00.00 BK= 

STA. 1042+59.35 AH TO STA. 1097+00.00 

NOTE: 

(1J "Y" THE AREA DISTURBED BY CONSTRUCTlON VARlES. 

(2J SEE TYPlCAL SECTlON DETAlL (2J FOR ADDITlONAL 
SHOULDER VARIATlONS. 

L--------------------------..-------,----,--------,,,----r-----------------,------------------,r--------1 
._ __________________ R_E_v_1,.s1_0.,,N....,s=---r----------=====,----------, Kisinger Campo & Associates Corp. 
L-1'!.D!:!.AT,._,E=----.I--------D"'E"'S"'C'-'-R"-'lPc...,T'-'l""O!!.N ______ +--"'D"'A"--'TE.,__+-_____ ..:D-=E=-SC=-'R"'l~P~Tl~O~N~-------, 111 N. Magnolia Ave., Suite 1050 

Orlando, FL 32801 
Florida Certificate of Authorization No. 02317 
Engineer of Record: Kevin W. Tasillo 
P.E. No.: 71411 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

ROAD NO. COUNTY FlNANCIAL PROJECT ID 

SR 50 SUMTER 435859-3-52-01 

mbintz 1/14/2020 

TYPllCAL SECTllON (2J 

SHEET 
NO. 

10:22:33 AM M:'\43585935201 SR 50- Sub to DRMP'\DesignVoadway'\TYPSRD0I.DGN 
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Exhibit "A-2"

DETAIL A DETAIL B

uSign Envelope ID: 1C36C571-EAD3-45B1-980A-DC2B4D6C8D75

4" 

36' CLEAR ZONE 

15.5' SHLDR. 

8' 
PAVED 
SHLDR. 

3.5' 3' 4.5' 2' 

SOD 

0.03 

2' LEVEL 

12' SHARED SOD 
USE PATH 

0.015 

TYPE B 

STABILIZATION LBR 40 

2" MISC. ASPHALT 

SHOULDER GUTTER AND SHARED USE PATH 
(j_ CONST. SR 50: ST A. 1150+00.00 TO ST A. 1169+00.00 

(j_ CONST. SR 50 

4' SHLDR. PAVT. 
4' 

20' 

12' 

MATCH ADJACENT 
LANE CROSS SLOPE* 

TYPE B ST ABILIZ;~A;T~IO;;N;:~~f-~1..__:t--~-~'._~._.J 

LBR 40 

AT THE CONTRACTOR'S OPTION 

THIS AREA MAY BE CONSTRUCTED 

OF OPTIONAL BASE MATERIAL AT 

NO ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION. 

LEFT TURN LANE DETAIL 
DETAIL CAN BE MIRRORED ABOUT THE (j_ CONST. 

PGP 

TURF 

L
NATURAL 
GROUND 

.k -
12" 

STABILIZATION LBR 40 

IO' 
PAVED 
SHLDR. 

3.5' 

6" 

2.5' 
GUARDRAIL 

I PIPE RAIL 

~~~~ ll,~#,1 .. 

2" MISC. ASPHALT 

GUARDRAIL WITH SHOULDER GUTTER 
AND SHARED USE PATH 

(j_ CONST. SR 50: ST A. 3091+53.80 TO ST A. 3095+35.00 

10' 

TURF ·I 

VEXIST R/W SHLDR. 
5' 

11,11 
7.5' SHLDR. 12' 

I TURF 

I GUARDRAIL I 
2' 

I ,\l-'b.0,1 
I & 

I 

PROPOSED HEADWALL 

SOD PAVT. 

7 4" 7 4" 

0.02 

TYPE B STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

THIS AREA MAY BE CONSTRUCTED 

OF OPTIONAL BASE MATERIAL AT 
NO ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION. 

2" MISC. ASPHALT PAVT. UNDER GUARDRAIL 

... 
Q 
Q 

"' "' 
"' § 
"' 
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* LEFT TURN LANE DOES NOT MATCH THE ~ 

ADJACENT LANES IN THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS: GUARDRAIL DETAIL WITH HEADWALL ~ 
EB: ST A. 1133+00.00 TO ST A. 1137+00.00 - CROSS SLOPE = -0.037 t 
WB: STA. 1150+00.00 TO STA. 1155+60.00 - CROSS SLOPE = +0.025 SEE PLANS FOR LOCATIONS o 
EB: STA. 1153+00.00 TO STA. 1158+00.00 - CROSS SLOPE = -0.025 1JJ 
EB: STA. 1169+20.00 TO STA. 1174+00.00 - CROSS SLOPE = -0.020 I: 

L_ _________ ___:~::..:..:..::...=:..:..:.:.:.:.:::....:..::.....:..:..:..::....:.::.:....:.:..::..:.._:_ __ ----r.:;:-:------;::-----~:-:-:;-:-:::-::-;::-::=-----.---------=---=--=-=--==-=-=-=-:---~-------------r--::-:-::::-1 
REVISIONS Kisinger Campo & Associates Corp. STATE OF FLORIDA SHEET 

DATE DESCRIPTION DATE DESCRIPTION 111 N. Magnolia Ave., Suite 1050 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TYPllCAL SECTllON NO. 
Orlando, FL 32801 
Florida Certificate of Authorization No. 02317 ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID DE T AllL (2) 
Engineer of Record: Kevin W. Tasillo 
P.E. No.: 71411 

SR 50 SUMTER 435859-3-52-01 

csprunger 1/3/2020 2:05:04 PM M:'\43585935201 SR 50- Sub to DRMP'\DesignVoadway'\TYPSRD02.DGN 
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Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 
 

Exhibit “B” 
CONSTRUCTION PLANS 

FM#435859-3-52-01 
 

The Contract Plans for the construction of Department Project # 439859-3-52-01 (from the 
Hernando/ Sumter County Line to east of County Road 478A), are identified herein by attaching 
the cover sheet of said plans and by such, the entire set of Contract Plans are incorporated by 
reference. 
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CONTRACT PLANS COMPONENTS 
ROADWAY PLANS 
STURCTURES PLANS (NOT INCLUDED) 
SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKING PLANS (NOT INCLUDED) 

INDEX OF ROADWAY PLANS 
SHEET NO. 

1A 
2 
3-6 
7-15 
16 

SHEET DESCRIPTION 

KEY SHEET 
NOTES TO REVIEWERS 
SIGNATURE SHEET 
SUMMARY OF PAY ITEMS 
DRAINAGE MAPS 
EXISTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURES 
TYPICAL SECTIONS 
TYPICAL SECTION DETAILS 
SUMMARY OF DRAINAGE STRUCTURES 
OPTIONAL MATERIALS TABULATION 
PROJECT CONTROL SHEETS 
GENERAL NOTES 
ROADWAY PLAN SHEETS 
ROADWAY PROFILE SHEETS 
SIDESTREET PLAN/PROFILE SHEETS 
SHARED USE PATH PROFILES 
INTERSECTION DETAIL SHEETS 
CUL-DE-SAC DETAIL SHEETS 
DRAINAGE STRUCTURES 
DRAINAGE DETAILS 
POND DETAILS 
SOIL SURVEY SHEETS 
MUCK DELINEATION SHEETS 
ROADWAY CROSS SECTIONS SHEETS 
SIDE STREET CROSS SECTIONS 
DRIVEWAY CROSS SECTIONS 

END BRIDGE 
NOS. 180071 AND 180083 
ST A. 3099+06.85 

17-20 
21-28 
29-38 
39 
40-46 
47 
48-75 
76-103 
104-108 
109-115 
116-127 
128-129 
130-172 
173 
174-177 
178-179 
180-188 
189-254 
255-272 
273-284 
285-312 
313-315 
316-348 
349-447 
448-475 

POND & FPC CROSS SECTIONS 
STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN 

SQ-1 TO SQ-34 
BQ-1 TO 83-6 

EROSION CONTROL SHEETS 
TEMPORARY TRAFFIC CONTROL PLANS 
UTILITY ADJUSTMENT SHEETS 
SUMMARY OF QUANTITIES 
MISCELLANEOUS STRUCTURES 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATllON 

CONTRACT PLANS 

FINANCIAL PROJECT ID 435859-3-52-01 

SUMTER COUNTY (18030) 

STATE ROAD NO. 50 

TO 
BUSHNELL 

TO---
RIDGE MANOR 

GOVERNING STANDARD PLANS: 
Florida Department of Transportation, FY2019-20 Standard Plans for Road and 
Bridge Construction and applicable Interim Revisions (!Rs). 

Standard Plans for Road Construction and associated /Rs are available at the 
following website: http:/ /www.fdot.gov/design/standardplans 

Standard Plans for Bridge Construction are included in the Structures Plans 
Component. 

GOVERNING STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS: 
Florida Department of Transportation, July 2019 Standard Specifications 
for Road and Bridge Construction at the following website: 
http://www.fdot.gov I programmanagement/ Implemented /SpecBooks 

½I I ½I .... "' "'"' Cl: Cl: 
BEGIN CONSTRUCTION 

CONST. SR 50 

fi SURVEY SR 50 

½I I ½I "' rr, 
"' "' Cl: Cl: 

NOTE: MP LIMITS ARE BASED OFF BASELINE OF SURVEY STATIONING. 

mbintz 

LOCATION OF PROJECT 
https://goo.gl/maps/oayaphCAzHyE5HQs8 

END CONSTRUCTION 
<i CONST. SR 50 
ST A. 1215+27.12= 
STA. 215+45.63, 76.5' RT. 
fi SURVEY SR 50 

TO 
MASCOTTE 

STA. E UATION: 
STA. 3100+00.00 BK= 
ST A. 1042+59.35 AH 

2/21/2020 3:24:29 PM 

PHASE III SUBMITTAL 
FEBRUARY 2020 

ROADWAY PLANS 
ENGINEER OF RECORD: 
KEVIN TASILLO, P.E. 
P.E. NO.: 71411 

WEST PALM 
BEACH 

FT LAUDERDALE 

MIAMI 

KISINGER CAMPO & ASSOCIATES CORP. 
111 N MAGNOLIA AVE, SUITE 1050 
ORLANDO, FL 32801 
CONTRACT NO.: C-9P75 
VENDOR NO.: 59-1677145 

FOOT PROJECT MANAGER: 
JUDE-JEAN FRANCOIS 

~-------~---~-----t 
CONSTRUCTION 
CONTRACT NO. 

TBD 

FISCAL 
YEAR 

22 

SHEET 
NO. 

1 

M:\43585935201 SR 50- Sub to DRMP\Design\roadway\KEYSRDJO0.DGN 
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Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 
 

Exhibit “C” 
AGENCY RESOLUTION 

FM#: 435859-3-52-01 
 

The agency Resolution authorizing entry into this Agreement is attached and incorporated into 
this Agreement. 
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RESOLUTION NO 2020- 2 4 

ON MOTION of Commissioner DON BURGSSS , seconded by Commissioner 
AL BUD FR , the following Resolution was adopted: 

WHEREAS, the State of Florida Legislature has approved and mandated the Florida 
Department of Transportation {DEPARTMENT) to complete various projects included in 
the DEPARTMENT'S Work Program; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has jurisdiction over and maintains State Road 50 from 
the Hernando/Sumter County Line to East of County Road 4 78A as part of the State 
Highway System; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT agrees to allow the Multi-Use Trail Project to be 
constructed and operated within the Right of Way only under certain conditions necessary 
to protect the traveling public; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has made application to Sumter County (COUNTY) to 
formally commit to permanent, perpetual maintenance of the Multi-Use Trail Project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits to flow each to the 
other, the parties covenant and agree as follows: 

1. The DEPARTMENT hereby agrees to construct or cause to be constructed the 
Multi-Use Trail Project as depicted in the Construction Plans and Specifications of 
the DEPARTMENT'S FPID #435859-3-52-01 SR 50 from the Hernando/Sumter 
County Line to East of County Road 4 78A. 

2. The County acknowledges that the DEPARTMENT will require the County to 
maintain the entire Multi-Use Trail Project, in perpetuity, according to the 
DEPARTMENT standards in effect on the date of this agreement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of 
Sumter County, that the application of the DEPARTMENT to the COUNTY for the 
perpetual Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement for the ¥ystem Multi-Use Trail 
Project should be drawn and executed by '3e1ad ~"'1/D,a , on behalf of 
this Board of County Commissioners. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Sumter Commissioners as 
follows: 

1. That this Resolution is transmitted to the DEPARTMENT. 

2. This Resolution shall be effective upon passage by the Sumter County Board of 
County Commissioners. 



DocuSign Envelope ID: 1C36C571-EAD3-45B1-980A-DC2B4D6C8D75

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, this 12 +h day of M q;;i , 2020. 

ATTEST: 

~~~LUJI~~::!!:E!'6..J~.Y:Y..:.~~h 

e Alrestimawi, Deputy Clerk 

Board of County Commissioners of 
Sumter County, FL 

t 
l 

t 
I 
I 
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MAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
FOR ON SYSTEM MULTI-USE TRAIL PROJECT 

Between 
STATE OF FLORIDA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

("DEPARTMENT") 
and 

SUMTER COUNTY 
("LOCAL GOVERNMENT") 

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into on __________, by and 
between the STATE OF FLORIDA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, an executive 
agency of the State of Florida, hereinafter called the "DEPARTMENT," and SUMTER COUNTY, 
a political subdivision of the State of Florida, hereinafter called the "LOCAL GOVERNMENT." 

WITNESSETH 

WHEREAS, the State of Florida Legislature has approved and mandated the 
DEPARTMENT to complete various projects included in the DEPARTMENT'S Work Program; 
and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has jurisdiction over and maintains State Road 50 as part 
of the State Highway System; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT agrees to allow the Multi-Use Trail Project to be 
constructed and operated within the Right of Way only under certain conditions necessary to protect 
the traveling public; and 

WHEREAS, LOCAL GOVERNMENT, by Resolution No. ".:l.o:2.'O - :l 3 
dated 7/ I ::l / 2 0 2 0 , and attached hereto as Exhibit "C" has authorized its officers to 
execute this AGREEMENT on its behalf and to formally commit to permanent, perpetual 
maintenance of the Multi Use Trial Project. 

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits to flow each to the 
other, the parties covenant and agree as follows: 

I. The DEPARTMENT hereby agrees to construct or cause to be constructed the Multi-Use 
Trail Project as described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein and as 
specified in the Project Plan(s) attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit "B." 

2. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT acknowledges that the DEPARTMENT will require the 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT to maintain the entire Multi-Use Trail Project, as depicted in the 
Construction Plans and Specifications ofF.P.I.D. #435859-4-52-01 (from East ofCounty Road 
4 78A in Sumter County to West ofthe Sumter/ Lake County Line). in perpetuity, according to 

Sumter County and FOOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 
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the DEPARTMENT standards in effect on the date of this agreement, which include, but are 
not limited to, Design Standards, and the Standard Specifications, and as amended from time 
to time and according to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

3. Items to be maintained by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall include but are not limited 
to: vegetation management and removal of graffiti and all aesthetic features. The LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT shall maintain pavement surfaces free from residue accumulation, algae, 
vegetation, and other slip or trip hazards. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall trim 
landscaping, mow (if mowing a higher standard than the DEPARTMENT standard is 
desired), sweep, edge and provide weed control along the Multi-Use Trail Project corridor 
which is described as twelve (12) foot wide asphalt path from East of County Road 478A 
in Sumter County to West of the Sumter/ Lake County Line. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
shall ensure the safety of the Public by repairing trail related slope erosion and maintaining 
trail related signs, sign poles, striping, pavement symbols, traffic markings, detectable 
warning surfaces, pavers, crosswalks, bollards, delineators, walls, railings, barriers, 
guardrail, lighting, pedestrian/bicycle signals and any other safety features within the 
Multi-Use Trail Project corridor in accordance with DEPARTMENT standards. The 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall maintain paint on railings, sign poles, structures, etc. within 
the Multi-Use Trail Project corridor. Repairs to any Multi-Use Trail Project structural or 
safety feature shall be in kind and to DEPARTMENT standards. The LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT shall maintain all landscaping to DEPARTMENT standards in good 
operational condition. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall maintain and repair the Multi-
Use Trail Project at its sole cost and expense, in a good and workmanlike manner, and with 
reasonable care. 

4. The DEPARTMENT shall mow, including litter control associated with the mowing cycle, 
within the Multi-Use Trail Project as defined in Section 2 of this Agreement according to 
the Maintenance Rating Program (MRP) Manual. Mowing and litter control requirements 
above MRP standards shall be handled and performed by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

5. The DEPARTMENT shall maintain the pavement within the Multi-Use Trail Project as 
defined in Section 2. of this Agreement, according to the DEPARTMENT Standards. 

6. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall conduct a minimum of one annual inspection of 
the Multi-Use Trail to ensure that any and all safety deficiencies are addressed. 

7. When the Multi-Use Trail Project is at the end of its useful life as determined by the 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall prioritize the Replacement 
or Reconstruction of the Multi-Use Trail Project as if it was a new Project. 

8. Should the LOCAL GOVERNMENT desire to add future amenities to the Multi-Use Trail 
Project, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall contact the DEPARTMENT for prior 
approval. 

Sumter County and FDOT 
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9. If at any time the LOCAL GOVERNMENT has not performed the maintenance responsibility 
on the Multi-Use Trail Project in accordance with this Agreement, the DEPARTMENT shall 
have the option of (a) notifying the LOCAL GOVERNMENT of the deficiency with a 
requirement that it be corrected within a specified time; or (b) the DEPARTMENT may 
perform the necessary maintenance at the LOCAL GOVERNMENT’S sole cost and expense, 
and send an invoice to the LOCAL GOVERNMENT, equal to the cost incurred by the 
DEPARTMENT for such maintenance. Any action taken by the DEPARTMENT does not 
relieve any obligation of the LOCAL GOVERNMENT under the terms and conditions of this 
Agreement. Failure to perform maintenance of the Multi-Use Trail Project in accordance with 
this Agreement may impact DEPARTMENT funding participation in future LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT projects. 

10. The DEPARTMENT may remove, relocate, or adjust the Multi-Use Trail Project in whole or 
in part at any time in the future as determined to be necessary by the DEPARTMENT in order 
that the adjacent State Road be widened, altered, or otherwise changed. The DEPARTMENT 
shall give the LOCAL GOVERNMENT notice regarding such removal, relocation, or 
adjustment. Any removal, relocation, or adjustment shall require LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT approval if maintenance responsibility is to be assigned to the LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT. 

11. This Agreement may be terminated under either of the following conditions: (a) by the 
DEPARTMENT, if the LOCAL GOVERNMENT fails to perform its duties under this 
Agreement, following ten (10) days written notice; or (b) by the DEPARTMENT, for refusal 
by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT to allow public access to public records subject to the 
provisions of Chapter 119, Florida Statutes. 

12. This Agreement may not be assigned or transferred by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT in whole 
or in part without the consent of the DEPARTMENT. 

13. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State 
of Florida. In the event of a conflict between any portion of the Agreement and Florida law, 
the laws of Florida shall prevail. 

The remainder of this page intentionally left blank. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the 
dates exhibited, by the signatures below. 

SUMTER COUNTY STATE OF FLORIDA 
FLORIDA 

Title: County Administrator 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT Legal Review: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Bye::~
=-TE!l'DiEITTE5922f,.,,.- -... -'---------

Title: Director of Transportation Operations 

Date: _____________ 

{SEAL) 

DEPARTMENT Legal Review: 

Be:~;•;;~cDermott 
~~-... ---------

Sumter County and FOOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
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Exhibit “A” 
SCOPE OF SERVICES 
FM#: 435859-4-52-01 

As part of the State Road 50 widening project in Sumter County, a trail/multi use path will be 
constructed. The project limits are from East of County Road 478A in Sumter County to West of 
the Sumter/Lake County Line. The project extends approximately 0.4 miles into Lake County. 
The trail will be constructed along the southern side of the roadway within the proposed 
DEPARTMENT Right-of-Way (ROW). It will be a 12-foot-wide asphalt path designed to 
DEPARTMENT trail standards. A display showing the location and limits of this facility is 
attached hereto as Exhibit “A-1”. The trail will have three distinct segments as described below: 

Generally, the trail is separated from the eastbound lanes of State Road 50 by a roadside 
swale/ditch (see Typical Section 2 attached hereto as Exhibit “A-2”). Portions of the project go 
through the Withlacoochee State Forest. Within the forestry limits, the trail shifts its alignment 
in to be adjacent to the roadway shoulder (see Typical Section 3 attached hereto as Exhibit “A-
3”). This was done to reduce impacts to the forest and the associated sensitive lands. 

Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
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SIDEWALK/ SHARED USE PATH EXHIBIT "A‐1" 
FPID 4358594-4-52-01 

STATE FOREST 

END PROJECT FPID 435859-3 
BEGIN PROJECT FPID 435859-4 SUMTER/LAKE COUNTY LINE 

STATE FOREST STATE FOREST 

LEGEND 
SHARED USE PATH SIDEWALK 



R/W LINE _______i 

Existing Ground\ 

-.A-L-1-

DEPTH VARIES 

SEE CROSS SECTIONS 

TRAFFIC DATA 

CURRENT YEAR = 2017 AADT = 8300 

ESTIMATED OPENING YEAR = 2025 AADT = 13000 

ESTIMATED DESIGN YEAR = 2045 AADT = 25000 

K = 9.5% D = 55.0% T = 21.0% (24 HOUR) 

DESIGN HOUR T = 11% 

DESIGN SPEED = 65 MPH 

REVISIONS 

DESCRIPTION DATE 

~ <i_ CONST. SR 50 

CLEARING AND GRUBBING 

I 
VARIES (96' MIN) I VARIES (116' MIN) 

I 
VARIES (104.5' MIN) 22' 

40' 
Ip_ CONST. SHARED USE PATH -------l R/W LINE 

10' 

SHLDR 
5' PAVED 

12' 

PROFILE 
GRADE 
POINT 

TYPE B STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

12' 8' 

4' PAVED 
I 

0.02 0.02 

8' 

TYPICAL SECTION NO. 2 
SR 50 

12' 12' 

PROFILE 
GRADE 
POINT 

t 
0.02 

10' 
SHLDR 

5' PAVED 

TYPE B STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

STA. 1205+00.00 TO STA. 1401+67.94 EB 
STA. 1198+00.00 TO STA. 1401+67.94 WB 

ST A. 1458+44.17 TO ST A. 1542+43.85 * 
STA. 1587+20.36 TO STA. 1622+35.63 

NEW CONSTRUCTION NEW CONSTRUCTION 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 10 WITH OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 10 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC CJ (3 ½") 
AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC DJ (2 ½") 
TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC DJ (1 ½") (PG 76-22) 

AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

DESCRIPTION 

SHOULDER PAVEMENT 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 4 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC BJ (1 ½") 
AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

SHARED USE PATH 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 1 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC BJ (1 ½") 

JEFFREY A. MESSENGER, P.E. 
P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 57539 
BCC ENGINEERING, INC. 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATllON 

5' 

160 NORTH WESTMONTE DRIVE, SUITE 2000 
ALTAMONTE SPRINGS, FLORIDA 32714 
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION NO. 7184 

ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID 

SR 50 SUMTER 435859-4-52-01 

DRuis 

l 
4" 

VARIES 
(1:3 MAX) 

12' 

PROFILE GRADE POINT 

: / Existing Ground 

I_ - - - _./,1..Jr 

TYPE B STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

DEPTH VARIES 

SEE CROSS SECTIONS 

* SOME AREAS WITHIN THIS STATION RANGE WILL HAVE A 

HIGH WATER TABLE. THE LIMITS AND PAVEMENT DESIGN 

ARE NOTED BELOW. 

ST A. 1458+44.17 TO ST A. 1464+00.00 
STA. 1493+00.00 TO STA. 1511+50.00 

NEW CONSTRUCTION (HIGH WATER TABLE) 

1/3/2020 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 12 (8-12.5 ONLY) WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC DJ (2 ½"J 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC DJ (1 ½"J (PG 76-22) 
AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

SHOULDER PAVEMENT (HIGH WATER TABLE) 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 4 (B-12.5 ONLY) WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC BJ (1 ½"J 

AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

TYPllCAL SECTllON 

8:15:05 AM H:\CAOD\4358594520 I \roadway\TY PSRD0 1.DGN 

SHEET 
NO. 
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R/W LINE
I 

I 
I 

Existing Ground\ l 
"--"--"""----~ -----

TRAFFIC DATA 

CURRENT YEAR = 2017 AADT = 8300 

ESTIMATED OPENING YEAR = 2025 AADT = 13000 

ESTIMATED DESIGN YEAR = 2045 AADT = 25000 

K = 9.5% D = 55.0% T = 21 .0% (24 HOUR) 

DESIGN HOUR T = 11% 

DESIGN SPEED = 65 MPH 

REVISIONS 

I--- <i_ CONST. SR 50 

CLEARING AND GRUBBING 

VARIES (82'-107') 
I 
I VARIES (130'-132') 

10' 
SHLDR 

5' PAVED 

12' 

PROFILE 
GRADE 
POINT 

TYPE B STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

I 
71' 

40' 

12' 8' 8' 12' 12' 10' 

4' PAVED 

PROFILE 

0.02 0.02 

TYPICAL SECTION NO. 3 
SR 50 

ST A. 1401+67.94 TO ST A. 1458+44.17 * 
ST A. 1542+43.85 TO ST A. 1587+20.36 

NEW CONSTRUCTION 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP IO WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC DJ (2 ½"J 

GRADE 
POINT 

t 

TYPE B STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC DJ (1 ½") (PG 76-22) 

AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

SHOULDER PAVEMENT 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 4 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC BJ (1 ½"J 
AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

SHARED USE PATH 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 1 WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC BJ (1 ½"J 

5' 12' 
2' 

DESCRIPTION DATE DESCRIPTION 
JEFFREY A. MESSENGER, P.E. 
P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 57539 
BCC ENGINEERING. INC. 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATllON 

160 NORTH WESTMONTE DRIVE, SUITE 2000 
ALTAMONTE SPRINGS. FLORIDA 32714 
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION NO. 7184 

ROAD NO. 

SR 50 

COUNTY 

SUMTER 

FINANCIAL PROJECT ID 

435859-4-52-01 

DRuis 

I 
I rR/W LINE 

f-- ~ CONST. SHARED USE PATH I 

![ 
PROFILE 

GRADE POINT 

I 
I 

I 
I l _ -_£ Existing Ground 

DEPTH VARIES 

SEE CROSS SECTIONS 

TYPE B STABILIZATION 
LBR 40 

* SOME AREAS WITHIN THIS STATION RANGE WILL HAVE A 

HIGH WATER TABLE. THE LIMITS AND PAVEMENT DESIGN 

ARE NOTED BELOW. 

STA. 1411+75.00 TO STA. 1416+00.00 
STA. 1435+75.00 TO STA. 1438+50.00 
ST A. 1454+00.00 TO ST A. 1458+44.17 

NEW CONSTRUCTION (HIGH WATER TABLE) 

1/3/2020 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 12 (B-12.5 ONLY) WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC DJ (2 ½"J 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC DJ (1 ½") (PG 76-22) 
AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

SHOULDER PAVEMENT (HIGH WATER TABLE) 

OPTIONAL BASE GROUP 4 (B-12.5 ONLY) WITH 

TYPE SP STRUCTURAL COURSE (TRAFFIC BJ (1 ½"J 
AND FRICTION COURSE FC-5 (¾") (PG 76-22) 

TYPllCAL SECTllON 

8:15:06 AM H:\CAOD\4358594520 I \roadway\TY PSRD0 1.DGN 

SHEET 
NO. 
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Exhibit “B” 
CONSTRUCTION PLANS 

FM#435859-4-52-01 

The Contract Plans for the construction of Department Project # 439859-4-52-01 (from East of 
County Road 478A in Sumter County to West of the Sumter/ Lake County Line), are identified 
herein by attaching the cover sheet of said plans and by such, the entire set of Contract Plans are 
incorporated by reference. 

Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
On System Maintenance Agreement 



CONTRACT PLANS COMPONENTS STATE OF FLORllDA 
ROADWAY PLANS 
SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKING PLANS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATllON 
LIGHTING PLANS 
LANDSCAPE PLANS 
STRUCTURE PLANS 

CONTRACT PLANS 

INDEX OF ROADWAY PLANS FINANCIAL PROJECT ID 435859-4-52-01 

SHEET NO. SHEET DESCRIPTION SUMTER COUNTY (18020, 18030) 
1 KEY SHEET 
2-11 DRAINAGE MAPS 
12-13 TYPICAL SECTIONS LAKE COUNTY (11070) 
14-15 PROJECT LAYOUT 
16 GENERAL NOTES 
17-51 ROADWAY PLAN & PROFILES STATE ROAD NO. 50 
52-64 TRAIL PROFILES WEST PALM 
65-66 INTERSECTION DETAILS BEACH 

67 SPECIAL DETAILS EAST OF CR 757 TO EAST OF SUMTER/LAKE COUNTY LINE PROJECT LOCATION68-284 ROADWAY CROSS SECTIONS 
285-291 TEMPORARY TRAFFIC CONTROL PLANS FT LAUDERDALE 

MIAMI 

T-21-S PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES REVIEW
SECTION 18020T-22-S JULY 12, 2019MP 6.421 = 
SECTION 11070 

BEGIN PROJECT MP 0.000 
* This sheet is included in the Index of Roadway Plans ST A 1195+85.45
only to indicate that it is part of the Roadway Plans. ROADWAY PLANSMP 2.195This sheet is contained in a separate digitally 
signed and sealed document. TO ENGINEER OF RECORD: 

JEFFREY A. MESSENGER, P.E. 
P.E. NO.: 57539 
BCC ENGINEERING, INCGOVERNING STANDARD PLANS: 160 N WESTMONTE DRIVE, SUITE 2000 

Florida Department of Transportation, FY2019-20 Plans for Road and ALTAMONTE SPRINGS, FL 32714 
Bridge Construction and applicable Interim Revisions ([Rs). CONTRACT NO.: C9Z41END PROJECT 

VENDOR NO.: 65-0540100
STA 1621+99.21

Standard Plans for Road Construction and associated lRs are available at the CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION NO.: 7184 
following website: http://www.fdot.gov/design/standardplans 

END BRIDGE CULVERT 
FOOT PROJECT MANAGER:APPLICABLE lRs: NIA #XXXXXX 

STA 1592+00.80 JUDE JEAN-FRANCOIS, P.E.BROOKSVILLE
Standard Plans for Bridge Construction are included in the Structures Plans 
Component SECTION 18030 

MP 4.210 = 
SECTION 18020 STA 1591+69.48 
MP 0.000GOVERNING STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS: 

Florida Department of Transportation, JULY 2019 Standard Specifications 
for Road and Bridge Construction at the following website: CONSTRUCTION FISCAL SHEET 
http://www.fdot.govI programmanagement/Implemented/SpecBooks CONTRACT NO. YEAR NO. 

T-XXXX 25 1 

pgubbala 7/12/2019 9:44:20 AM H:\CADD\43585945201\roadway\KEY5RD01.DGN 

http://www.fdot.gov
https://1591+69.48
https://1592+00.80
http://www.fdot.gov/design/standardplans
https://1621+99.21
https://1195+85.45
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Exhibit “C” 
AGENCY RESOLUTION 

FM#: 435859-4-52-01 

The agency Resolution authorizing entry into this Agreement is attached and incorporated into 
this Agreement. 

Sumter County and FDOT 
SR 50 Multi-Use Trail 
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 4B6B196C-AEA6-431D-8F3C-6295C74EEB1B

RESOLUTION NO 2020- 2 3 

ON MOTION of Commissioner DON BURGESS , seconded by Commissioner 
AL BUTLER , the following Resolution was adopted: 

WHEREAS, the State of Florida Legislature has approved and mandated the Florida 
Department of Transportation (DEPARTMENT) to complete various projects included in 
the DEPARTMENT'S Work Program; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has jurisdiction over and maintains State Road 50 from 
East of County Road 478A to West of the Lake County Line as part of the State Highway 
System; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT agrees to allow the Multi-Use Trail Project to be 
constructed and operated within the Right of Way only under certain conditions necessary 
to protect the traveling public; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has made application to Sumter County (COUNTY) to 
formally commit to permanent, perpetual maintenance of the Multi-Use Trail Project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits to flow each to the 
other, the parties covenant and agree as follows: 

1. The DEPARTMENT hereby agrees to construct or cause to be constructed the 
Multi-Use Trail Project as depicted in the Construction Plans and Specifications of 
the DEPARTMENT'S FPID #435859-4-52-01 SR 50 from East of County Road 
478A to West of the Lake County Line. 

2. The County acknowledges that the DEPARTMENT will require the County to 
maintain the entire Multi-Use Trail Project, in perpetuity, according to the 
DEPARTMENT standards in effect on the date of this agreement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of 
Sumter County, that the application of the DEPARTMENT to the COUNTY for the 
perpetual Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement for the ~Multi-Use Trail 
Project should be drawn and executed by ~AOL~7 ...~, on behalf of 
this Board of County Commissioners. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Sumter Commissioners as 
follows: 

1. That this Resolution is transmitted to the DEPARTMENT. 

2. This Resolution shall be effective upon passage by the Sumter County Board of 
County Commissioners. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, this IJ.+n day of Mo.~ ,2020. 

ATTEST: Board of County Commissioners of 
Sumter County, FL 

ine Alrestimawi, Deputy Clerk 
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Office of the Secretary 
Halsey Beshears, Secretary 

2601 Blair Stone Road 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1000 

Phone: 850.413.0755 • Fax: 850.921.4094 

 
Halsey Beshears, Secretary 

 
Ron DeSantis, Governor 

 

LICENSE EFFICIENTLY. REGULATE FAIRLY. 
WWW.MYFLORIDALICENSE.COM 

May 21, 2020 

 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

 

Bradley S. Arnold 

County Administrator, Sumter County 

7375 Powell Road 

Wildwood, Florida 34785 

bradley.arnold@sumtercountyfl.gov 

 

 RE: DBPR Approval of County Plan for Vacation Rental Operations 

 

Dear Mr. Arnold: 

 

The Department of Business and Professional Regulation received your correspondence, dated 

May 18, 2020, requesting approval to permit the operation of vacation rentals in Sumter County 

pursuant to the provisions of Executive Order 20-123 as issued by Governor Ron DeSantis on 

May 15, 2020. 

 

Based on the Department’s review of the safety plan for vacation rental operations that 

accompanied your request, Sumter County has established the necessary plans for operation of 

vacation rentals at this time.  Accordingly, I approve the operation of vacation rentals in Sumter 

County pursuant to the plans as submitted.   

 

For additional information and guidance related to vacation rentals or other businesses 

regulated by the Department during the ongoing “Safe. Smart. Step-by-Step. Plan for Florida’s 

Recovery,” I encourage you to monitor the Department’s Emergency Information Page, 

available at: www.myfloridalicense.com/emergency. 

 

As always, please contact the Department if our team can be of further assistance to you on this 

matter or other inquiries related to Sumter County in the future. 

 

Very respectfully,  

 

 
Halsey Beshears 

Secretary, Florida Department of Business and Professional Regulation 

 

http://www.myfloridalicense.com/
http://www.myfloridalicense.com/emergency
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

GAINESVILLE DIVISION 
 

DREAM DEFENDERS, NEW FLORIDA 
MAJORITY EDUCATION FUND, 
ORGANIZE FLORIDA EDUCATION 
FUND, ZEBRA COALITION, ACACIA 
WILLIAMS, BIANCA MARIA BAEZ, 
MURRAY HELLER, PAULINA 
HERNANDEZ MORALES, CELCIO 
EDUARDO ROMERO, and SHEILA 
YOUNG, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
  v. 
 
RON DESANTIS, in his official capacity 
as Governor of the State of Florida, 
LAUREL M. LEE, in her official capacity 
as Florida Secretary of State, and 
FLORIDA ELECTIONS CANVASSING 
COMMISSION, KIM 
A. BARTON, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for ALACHUA 
County, NITA CRAWFORD, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for BAKER County, MARK 
ANDERSEN, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for BAY 
County, TERRY L. VAUGHAN, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for BRADFORD County, 
LORI SCOTT, in her official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for 
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 Judge Robert L. Hinkle 
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BREVARD County, PETER 
ANTONACCI, in his official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for 
BROWARD County, SHARON 
CHASON, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for CALHOUN 
County, PAUL A. STAMOULIS, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for CHARLOTTE County, 
SUSAN A. GILL, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
CITRUS County, CHRIS H. 
CHAMBLESS, in his official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for CLAY 
County, JENNIFER J. EDWARDS, in 
her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for COLLIER County, 
ELIZABETH P. HORNE, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for COLUMBIA County, 
MARK F. NEGLEY, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
DESOTO County, STARLET 
CANNON, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for DIXIE 
County, MIKE HOGAN, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
DUVAL County, DAVID H. 
STAFFORD, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for 
ESCAMBIA County, KAITI 
LENHART, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for FLAGLER 
County, HEATHER RILEY, in her 
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official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for FRANKLIN County, 
SHIRLEY G. KNIGHT, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
GADSDEN County, CONNIE 
SANCHEZ, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for 
GILCHRIST County, ALETRIS 
FARNAM, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for GLADES 
County, JOHN HANLON, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for GULF County, LAURA 
HUTTO, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for 
HAMILTON County, DIANE SMITH, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for HARDEE County, 
BRENDA HOOTS, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
HENDRY County, SHIRLEY 
ANDERSON, in her official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for 
HERNANDO County, PENNY OGG, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for HIGHLANDS County, 
CRAIG LATIMER, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
HILLSBOROUGH County, THERISA 
MEADOWS, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for HOLMES 
County, LESLIE ROSSWAY SWAN, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for INDIAN RIVER County, 
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SYLVIA D. STEPHENS, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for JACKSON County, 
MARTY BISHOP, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
JEFFERSON County, TRAVIS HART, 
in his official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for LAFAYETTE County, 
ALAN HAYS, in his official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for LAKE 
County, TOMMY DOYLE, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for LEE County, MARK 
EARLEY, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for LEON 
County, TAMMY JONES, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for LEVY County, GINA 
MCDOWELL, in her official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for 
LIBERTY County, THOMAS 
“TOMMY” R. HARDEE, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for MADISON County, 
MICHAEL BENNETT, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
MANATEE County, WESLEY 
WILCOX, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for MARION 
County, VICKI DAVIS, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
MARTIN County, CHRISTINA 
WHITE, in her official capacity as 
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Supervisor of Elections for MIAMI-
DADCounty, JOYCE GRIFFIN, in 
her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for MONROE County, 
VICKI P. CANNON, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
NASSAU County, PAUL A. LUX, in 
his official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for OKALOOSA County, 
DIANE HAGAN, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
OKEECHOBEE County, BILL 
COWLES, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for ORANGE 
County, MARY JANE ARRINGTON, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for OSCEOLA County, 
WENDY SARTORY LINK, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for PALM BEACH County, 
BRIAN E. CORLEY, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
PASCO County, DEBORAH CLARK, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for PINELLAS County, 
LORI EDWARDS, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
POLK County, CHARLES 
OVERTURF, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for PUTNAM 
County, TAPPIE A. VILLANE, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for SANTA ROSA County, 
RON TURNER, in his official capacity 
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as Supervisor of Elections for 
SARASOTA County, CHRIS 
ANDERSON, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for 
SEMINOLE County, VICKY OAKES, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for ST. JOHNS County, 
GERTRUDE WALKER, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
ST. LUCIE County, WILLIAM KEEN, 
in his official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for SUMTER County, 
GLENDA B. WILLIAMS, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for SUWANNEE County, 
DANA SOUTHERLAND, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for TAYLOR County, 
DEBORAH K. OSBORNE, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for UNION County, LISA 
LEWIS, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for VOLUSIA 
County, HENRY WELLS, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for WAKULLA County, 
BOBBY BEASLEY, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
WALTON County, CAROL F. RUDD, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for WASHINGTON County, 
CANVASSING BOARD OF ALACHUA 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD OF 
BAKER COUNTY, CANVASSING 
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BOARD of  BAY COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of BRADFORD 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
BREVARD COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of BROWARD COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of CALHOUN 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of CITRUS 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
CLAY COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of COLLIER COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of COLUMBIA 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
DESOTO COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of DIXIE COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of DUVAL 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of FLAGLER COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of FRANKLIN 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
GADSDEN COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of GILCHRIST COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of GLADES 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
GULF COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of HAMILTON COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of HARDEE 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
HENDRY COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of HERNANDO COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of 
HIGHLANDS COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of 
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of HOLMES 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
INDIAN RIVER COUNTY,  
CANVASSING BOARD of JACKSON 
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COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
JEFFERSON COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of LAFAYETTE COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of LAKE 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
LEE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD 
of LEON COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of LEVY COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of LIBERTY 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
MADISON COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of MANATEE COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of MARION 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
MARTIN COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of MONROE 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
NASSAU COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of OKALOOSA COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of 
OKEECHOBEE COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of ORANGE 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
OSCEOLA COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of PALM BEACH COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of PASCO 
COUNTY,  CANVASSING BOARD of 
PINELLAS COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of POLK COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of PUTNAM 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
SANTA ROSA COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of SARASOTA 
COUNTY,  CANVASSING BOARD of 
SEMINOLE COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of ST. JOHNS COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of ST. LUCIE 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
SUMTER COUNTY, CANVASSING 
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BOARD of SUWANNEE COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of TAYLOR 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
UNION COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of VOLUSIA COUNTY, 
CANVASSING BOARD of WAKULLA 
COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 
WALTON COUNTY, CANVASSING 
BOARD of WASHINGTON COUNTY, 
 
 Defendants. 
 

 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

1. The COVID-19 pandemic has upended every aspect of American life, 

and in Florida, the pandemic threatens the very basis of our democratic system—free, 

fair, and accessible elections, because Defendants Governor Ron DeSantis, Secretary 

of State Laurel Lee, the Florida Elections Canvassing Commission, and Florida’s 

County Supervisors of Elections have failed to take steps to protect every Floridian’s 

right to vote. Public health officials project that the pandemic will continue to impact 

our lives in the coming days, weeks, and months, restricting our movements and 

ability to engage in “normal” activity.  The COVID-19 crisis should not block voters 

from casting ballots or force them to make choices between their health and 

participating in the democratic process. 

2. In the presidential preference primary (PPP) on March 17, 2020, many 

Florida voters were denied any opportunity to cast a ballot as a result of Florida’s 
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failure and refusal to take any action to ensure the right to vote, bringing turnout to a 

historic low.  

3. There are two more elections scheduled for 2020, neither of which will 

be open, fair, secure, and accessible if Florida’s voting system is not adjusted to meet 

the needs of this unprecedented emergency. Immediate action by the Governor, the 

Secretary of State, and the Elections Canvassing Commission remove barriers to 

registering and voting is necessary to ensure all eligible Floridians can exercise their 

right to vote safely and without risk to the health and welfare of themselves, their 

families, or their communities.   

4. In light of social distancing requirements and the health risks resulting 

from the COVID-19 pandemic, overly restrictive vote by mail processes, failure to 

make accommodations for disabled voters, ballot submission deadlines, an anemic 

online voter registration system, failure to provide vote by mail ballots and materials 

in Spanish, unrealistic ballot curing timeframes, and a paucity of ballot delivery 

mechanisms threaten the right to vote of countless Floridians. Defendants’ failure to 

make any meaningful accommodation to mitigate these impacts of the COVID-19 

crisis poses an undue burden on the right to vote in violation of the Constitution, the 

Voting Rights Act, the Americans with Disabilities Act, and the Rehabilitation Act. 

Without immediate action, marginalized and underserved voters will face severe and 

uneven burdens casting a ballot by mail, if they are able to do so at all, and voters 
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with disabilities and health conditions putting them at heightened risk from COVID-

19 will be denied the resources they depend upon to cast a secret ballot on their own. 

To ensure that the right to vote is not compromised due to present public health crisis, 

Defendants must act now to prepare for upcoming elections and address the needs of 

vulnerable voters in this time of crisis.   

5. Having already once observed the impact of the state’s refusal to 

accommodate the enormous dangers COVID-19 has created for its residents on 

Election Day, and because many Floridians, including Plaintiffs, their members, and 

their communities, will be denied the right to vote or unable to access a ballot in the 

upcoming elections, Plaintiffs bring this action to protect the fundamental right to 

vote and to vindicate their rights under the Voting Rights Act, the Americans with 

Disabilities Act, and the Rehabilitation Act. 

JURISDICTION & VENUE 

6. Plaintiffs bring this action under 42 U.S.C. §§ 1983 and 1988 to redress 

the deprivation under color of state law of rights secured by the United States 

Constitution,  § 2 and § 203 of the Voting Rights Act (“VRA”), 52 U.S.C.A. §§ 

10301, 10503, the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments of the United States 

Constitution, and under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 

12131, et seq., and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, 29 U.S.C. § 794. 
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7. This Court has original jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1343 because the matters in controversy arise 

under the Constitution and laws of the United States. Plaintiffs bring this action to 

redress the deprivation, under color of state law, of rights, privileges, and immunities 

secured by the Constitution of the United States and federal law. Plaintiffs bring this 

action to secure equitable relief under federal law providing for the protection of 

voting rights, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2202. 

8. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendants, who are sued only 

in their official capacity as officers of the State of Florida or its political subdivisions. 

9. Venue is proper in this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b). Plaintiff 

Williams resides in Gainesville, Plaintiff Dream Defenders has members in 

Gainesville, and a substantial part of the events that gave rise to Plaintiffs’ claims 

occurred in this judicial district. 

10. This Court has the authority to enter a declaratory judgment and to 

provide preliminary and permanent injunctive relief pursuant to Rules 57 and 65 of 

the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202. 
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PARTIES 

A. Plaintiffs 

11. Plaintiff DREAM DEFENDERS is a Florida non-profit organization 

with its principal office in Miami-Dade County, Florida.1 The organization was 

established in 2012 following the killing of teenager Trayvon Martin and is led by 

Black and Brown youth. Dream Defenders uses training and organizing of youth and 

students to confront structural inequality. The organization conducts civic 

engagement activities across the state of Florida, including voter registration and get 

out the vote efforts. The membership of Dream Defenders includes college students 

throughout the state of Florida who have been displaced from their schools due to the 

coronavirus pandemic, some of whom were unable to vote in the PPP due to the 

state’s failure to expand voting opportunities. Defendants’ failure to offer appropriate 

and necessary accommodations in response to the pandemic is thwarting these 

members’ ability to cast ballots and have them count in the 2020 election cycle, and 

hindering the organization’s efforts to register Floridians to vote and help them vote, 

and causing the organization to divert resources including staff time away from other 

critical organizational activities, to secure the participation of registered Floridians in 

upcoming elections.  

 
1 Dream Defenders is a fiscally sponsored project of Tides Advocacy, a California-
based non-profit. 
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12. Plaintiff NEW FLORIDA MAJORITY EDUCATION FUND 

(“NewFM”) is a Florida non-profit corporation and membership organization with 

its principal office in Miami-Dade County, Florida. Founded in 2009, NewFM is 

dedicated to organizing, educating, and mobilizing disempowered communities in 

Florida to win equity and fairness throughout the State. NewFM's central focus is to 

expand democracy by ensuring that every person eligible to vote, regardless of party 

affiliation, can exercise his or her fundamental and constitutionally protected right to 

vote. To achieve its goal, NewFM works with individual members and organizations 

across the state of Florida engaged in civic and democratic endeavors to assist 

underserved communities in voter registration, voter education and get out the vote 

efforts. Defendants’ failure to take necessary steps to address the state of emergency 

caused by coronavirus thwarts the organization’s efforts to increase voter 

participation, harms its members who are registered voters in the state of Florida—

some of whom were unable to vote in the PPP—and who plan to vote in the upcoming 

August 18, 2020 Primary Election or November 3, 2020 General Election, and is 

causing the organization to divert resources including staff time to secure the 

participation of Floridians in upcoming elections, away from voter registration, voter 

education and get out the vote efforts. 

13. Plaintiff ORGANIZE FLORIDA EDUCATION FUND is a 

community-based, non-profit member organization with its principal offices in 
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Orange County, Florida. Its membership consists of low- and moderate-income 

people dedicated to the principles of social, racial, and economic justice and the 

promotion of an equal and fair Florida for all. Organize Florida’s members 

throughout the state of Florida bring communities together to join in the fight for safe 

neighborhoods, healthy families, quality education, good jobs, justice, equality, and 

a more representative democracy. Organize Florida’s major campaigns have included 

supporting children and families and increasing Latinx voter turnout. The 

organization is committed to exposing injustice and holding Florida’s leaders 

accountable. The state’s failure to take necessary steps to accommodate impacted 

voters in light of the coronavirus outbreak hinders the organization’s efforts to 

increase participation among the communities it serves, harms its members who are 

registered voters—some of whom were unable to vote in the PPP—and who plan to 

vote in the upcoming August 18, 2020 Primary Election or November 3, 2020 

General Election, and is causing the organization to divert resources including staff 

time to secure the participation of Floridians in upcoming elections, away from voter 

registration, voter education and get out the vote efforts. 

14. Plaintiff ZEBRA COALITION is a community-based, nonprofit 

organization based in Orlando, Florida. Its mission is to support and inspire LGBTQ+ 

youth by assisting young people facing homelessness, bullying, isolation from their 

families, and physical, sexual and drug abuse with individualized programs to guide 
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them to recovery and stability. The Zebra Coalition provides temporary housing to 

young adults facing homelessness as well as access to a network of organizations 

who provide essential services to LGBTQ+ youth such as mental health counseling, 

assistance with obtaining identification documents and other legal document and 

services, leadership training and support services. The Zebra Coalition seeks to 

mobilize and engage the young people it serves though voter registration. The state’s 

failure to take steps during the public health crisis necessary to prevent the 

disenfranchisement of homeless and housing-insecure individuals and youth with 

temporary living accommodations hinders the organization’s ability to engage the 

individuals it serves in the political process, causing the organization to divert 

resources including staff time to ensure they can participate in upcoming elections. 

Zebra Coalition’s youth residents with health risks also are fearful of physical 

contacts at government and other offices. 

15. Plaintiff ACACIA WILLIAMS is a full-time student in her second year 

at the University of Florida in Gainesville, Florida. Her family resides in Sullivan 

County, New York. On or around March 13, 2020, Ms. Williams complied with a 

directive from the University of Florida to leave her dorm and not to return to campus, 

due to the coronavirus outbreak. Subsequently, the University announced that it will 

maintain remote classes through its summer sessions, with students remaining away 

from campus. Ms. Williams is currently at her parents’ home in Sullivan County, 
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New York, and does not know when she will be permitted to return to the University 

of Florida campus.  

16. Plaintiff, BIANCA MARIA BAEZ is a registered voter in Leon County, 

Florida who was unable to vote during the Presidential Preference Primary because 

she was self-isolating after returning home from an international trip.  Ms. Baez’s 

preference is to vote in-person on election day. However, because of her concerns of 

exposure to COVID-19, she plans to vote by mail in the upcoming elections. Ms. 

Baez prefers to submit her ballot via curbside delivery as she is distrustful of her 

ballot being delivered by the U.S. Postal Service in time to be counted.    

17. Plaintiff MURRAY HELLER is an 86-year-old registered voter in 

Delray Beach, Florida. Before the COVID-19 pandemic, he planned to vote in person 

at his polling location in Florida’s March 17, 2020, Presidential Preference Primary. 

Because of Governor DeSantis’s executive order banning gatherings and because of 

Mr. Heller’s age, his pacemaker, and his history of cardiac conditions and the grave 

health consequences for older voters with his health conditions like his of contracting 

COVID-19, Mr. Heller could not vote at his assigned polling place. As a result of 

Defendants’ failure to extend the vote by mail request deadline or make other 

accommodations to allow vulnerable individuals like himself to vote safely, Mr. 

Heller was totally denied an opportunity to cast a ballot in the PPP. As the pandemic 

has spread, Mr. Heller’s fear of the serious health risks he faces from COVID-19 has 
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only increased. Plaintiff Heller wants to vote in the upcoming August and November 

2020 elections, but he fears he will again be unable to vote in person. Plaintiff Heller 

would vote by mail using a ballot drop box if he could navigate the vote-by-mail 

process without the need to expose himself to health risks, or in person using curbside 

voting if it were made available to him.  

18. Plaintiff PAULINA HERNANDEZ MORALES is an 85-year-old 

naturalized U.S. Citizen and voter in Seminole County, Florida.  Ms. Hernandez 

Morales lives with stage 2 breast cancer and has high blood pressure. Ms. Hernandez 

Morales has attempted to vote by mail in Florida in the past. Twice, most recently in 

2018, after she sent her ballot to the SOE, it was not received in time to be counted. 

Ms. Hernandez Morales has read that vote-by-mail ballots have frequently been 

rejected in her community by Defendant Chris Anderson, Supervisor of Elections for 

Seminole County and his predecessors. Because she does not trust the vote-by-mail 

system due to her past experiences with attempting to vote-by-mail in the state, Ms. 

Hernandez Morales had planned to vote in person on election day in the upcoming 

elections. She wants the reassurance of seeing her ballot counted, and she requires 

the assistance of a Spanish-language poll-worker or other person to make an informed 

decision on Election Day. Ms. Hernandez-Morales is not able to vote in-person this 

year because her health conditions and age place her in the high-risk category for 

COVID-19. In the past, Ms. Hernandez has received Spanish-language assistance 
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from friends, but with the COVID-19 pandemic, her friends are not able to assist her.   

Ms. Hernandez is worried her ballot will again not be counted. Ms. Hernandez 

Morales would be able to vote if she could access assistance, for example from 

election officials, and had a way to be sure her vote-by-mail ballot would be counted, 

such as an ability to track her mail ballot reliably and a meaningful opportunity to 

cure any problems with her ballot. She would also be able to vote if Florida offered 

curbside voting, which would allow her to access assistance to vote on election day 

and ensure her vote is counted. 

19. Plaintiff CELCIO EDUARDO ROMERO is a 76-year-old naturalized 

U.S. citizen, and a resident of and voter in Orange County, Florida. Plaintiff 

Romero’s dominant language is Spanish. Plaintiff Romero lives with multiple 

sclerosis (MS), and suffered a stroke a few years ago. As a result, he has limited 

mobility and has lost the ability to write. He can sign his initials with great difficulty, 

but he can no longer sign his full name. He also lives with diabetes and high blood 

pressure, heightening his vulnerability to COVID-19. Mr. Romero lives in a senior 

residence, Magnolia Towers, that is connected to an assisted living facility and is near 

his medical providers. Mr. Romero typically votes in person at his polling place but 

cannot safely leave his residence and go inside a polling station during the COVID-

19 pandemic. Defendant Bill Cowles, Supervisor of Elections for Orange County, 

and Defendant’s predecessors has never conducted supervised voting at Magnolia 
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Towers or placed a polling place there. Plaintiff Romero would like to vote by mail 

this year but cannot do so without assistance marking his vote-by-mail ballot or 

technology that would allow him to do so independently. He is also concerned that, 

because he cannot sign his name, his ballot is likely to be rejected. 

20. Plaintiff SHEILA YOUNG is a resident of Orange County, Florida. She 

is eligible and registered to vote. Plaintiff Young is blind. To vote, she uses assistive 

technology available at her polling place that allows her to mark her ballot 

independently and privately. Though she had concerns about appearing in person at 

her polling place in the PPP, she did so because it was the only way she could cast 

her ballot independently. As COVID-19 outbreak has spread, Ms. Young has become 

even more concerned about voting at her polling place in the August and November 

2020 elections and cannot do so without grave risk to her health. As a blind person, 

she cannot see whether she is standing the necessary six feet away from others. She 

cannot navigate a polling-place line in which voters must remain six feet apart or see 

whether poll workers are properly disinfecting the accessible equipment between 

voters.  

21. Ms. Young would like to vote by mail but because she is blind, she 

cannot mark a paper vote-by-mail ballot without assistance from another person. It is 

important to her to be able to vote independently and privately. She does not want to 

be forced to request someone else mark her paper vote-by-mail ballot because that 
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would violate the secrecy of her ballot and her autonomy. She would use an electronic 

ballot delivery option to mark her ballot at home if Florida officials, including but 

not limited to Defendant Bill Cowles, Supervisor of Elections for Orange County, 

and Defendant Laurel M. Lee, Florida Secretary of State, provided blind voters like 

herself with that option. The need for postage to request and return her mail ballot 

also poses an obstacle to Ms. Young. The U.S. Postal Service’s website does not offer 

an accessible means of purchasing postage online, and social distancing concerns 

prevent her from purchasing postage at the Post Office or other locations. Without an 

accessible option to mark her mail ballot and with the other obstacles she faces voting 

by mail, Plaintiff Young will not be able to cast an independent and private ballot in 

the August and November 2020 elections.  

22. Defendants’ refusal to make appropriate changes in voter registration 

and election procedures to address the COVID-19 public health emergency will 

frustrate organizational Plaintiffs’ respective missions and cause them to divert 

resources by interfering with their members’ efforts to safely and effectively cast a 

ballot in the upcoming August primary and November General Election. Individual 

Plaintiffs will be unable to vote safely at their assigned polling places, and unless 

vote-by-mail procedures are adjusted to address the current reality, they will be 

unable to vote by mail as well.  
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B. Defendants 

23. Defendant RON DESANTIS is sued in his official capacity as Governor 

of the State of Florida. Defendant DeSantis is a person within the meaning of 42 

U.S.C. § 1983 and acts under color of state law. As Governor of Florida, Defendant 

DeSantis is the state’s chief executive officer and is responsible for the administration 

of all state laws, including those pertaining to elections. Defendant DeSantis is also 

a member of the Elections Canvassing Commission as established in Florida Statute 

§ 102.111. As Governor of the State of Florida, Defendant DeSantis is vested with 

emergency powers related to the suspension or delay of elections resulting from a 

state emergency. Fla. Stat. § 101.733. 

24. Defendant LAUREL M. LEE is sued in her official capacity as Florida 

Secretary of State. Defendant Lee is a person within the meaning of 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

and acts under color of state law. Pursuant to Florida Statute § 97.012, the Secretary 

of State is the chief elections officer of the State and is responsible for the 

administration of state laws affecting voting. Defendant has the authority to oversee 

the administration of elections by Florida’s 67 county supervisors of elections. 

25. Defendant ELECTIONS CANVASSING COMMISSION (together 

with Defendants DeSantis and Lee, “State Defendants”) is sued as a state-created 

entity. Its membership consists of the Governor and two members of the Cabinet 

selected by the Governor, as set forth in Florida Statute § 102.111. Pursuant to Florida 
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Statute § 101.698, the Elections Canvassing Commission is tasked with adopting 

emergency rules to facilitate absentee voting during emergency situations.  

26. Defendants KIM A. BARTON, Supervisor of Elections for 

ALACHUA County, NITA CRAWFORD, Supervisor of Elections for BAKER 

County, MARK ANDERSEN, Supervisor of Elections for BAY County, TERRY L. 

VAUGHAN, Supervisor of Elections for BRADFORD County, LORI SCOTT, 

Supervisor of Elections for BREVARD County, PETER ANTONACCI, Supervisor 

of Elections for BROWARD County, SHARON CHASON, Supervisor of Elections 

for CALHOUN County, PAUL A. STAMOULIS, Supervisor of Elections for 

CHARLOTTE County, SUSAN A. GILL, Supervisor of Elections for CITRUS 

County, CHRIS H. CHAMBLESS, Supervisor of Elections for CLAY County, 

JENNIFER J. EDWARDS, Supervisor of Elections for COLLIER County, 

ELIZABETH P. HORNE, Supervisor of Elections for COLUMBIA County, MARK 

F. NEGLEY, Supervisor of Elections for DESOTO County, STARLET CANNON, 

Supervisor of Elections for DIXIE County, MIKE HOGAN, Supervisor of Elections 

for DUVAL County, DAVID H. STAFFORD, Supervisor of Elections for 

ESCAMBIA County, KAITI LENHART, Supervisor of Elections for FLAGLER 

County, HEATHER RILEY, Supervisor of Elections for FRANKLIN County, 

SHIRLEY G. KNIGHT, Supervisor of Elections for GADSDEN County, CONNIE 

SANCHEZ, Supervisor of Elections for GILCHRIST County, ALETRIS FARNAM, 
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Supervisor of Elections for GLADES County, JOHN HANLON, Supervisor of 

Elections for GULF County, LAURA HUTTO, Supervisor of Elections for 

HAMILTON County, DIANE SMITH, Supervisor of Elections for HARDEE 

County, BRENDA HOOTS, Supervisor of Elections for HENDRY County, 

SHIRLEY ANDERSON, Supervisor of Elections for HERNANDO County, PENNY 

OGG, Supervisor of Elections for HIGHLANDS County, CRAIG LATIMER, 

Supervisor of Elections for HILLSBOROUGH County, THERISA MEADOWS, 

Supervisor of Elections for HOLMES County, LESLIE ROSSWAY SWAN, 

Supervisor of Elections for INDIAN RIVER County, SYLVIA D. STEPHENS, 

Supervisor of Elections for JACKSON County, MARTY BISHOP, Supervisor of 

Elections for JEFFERSON County, TRAVIS HART, Supervisor of Elections for 

LAFAYETTE County, ALAN HAYS, Supervisor of Elections for LAKE County, 

TOMMY DOYLE, Supervisor of Elections for LEE County, MARK EARLEY, 

Supervisor of Elections for LEON County, TAMMY JONES, Supervisor of 

Elections for LEVY County, GINA MCDOWELL, Supervisor of Elections for 

LIBERTY County, THOMAS “TOMMY” R. HARDEE, Supervisor of Elections for 

MADISON County, MICHAEL BENNETT, Supervisor of Elections for MANATEE 

County, WESLEY WILCOX, Supervisor of Elections for MARION County, VICKI 

DAVIS, Supervisor of Elections for MARTIN County, CHRISTINA WHITE, 

Supervisor of Elections for MIAMI-DADE County, JOYCE GRIFFIN, Supervisor 
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of Elections for MONROE County, VICKI P. CANNON, Supervisor of Elections for 

NASSAU County, PAUL A. LUX, Supervisor of Elections for OKALOOSA 

County, DIANE HAGAN, Supervisor of Elections for OKEECHOBEE County, 

BILL COWLES, Supervisor of Elections for ORANGE County, MARY JANE 

ARRINGTON, Supervisor of Elections for OSCEOLA County, WENDY 

SARTORY LINK, Supervisor of Elections for PALM BEACH County, BRIAN E. 

CORLEY, Supervisor of Elections for PASCO County, DEBORAH CLARK, 

Supervisor of Elections for PINELLAS County, LORI EDWARDS, Supervisor of 

Elections for POLK County, CHARLES OVERTURF, Supervisor of Elections for 

PUTNAM County, TAPPIE A. VILLANE, Supervisor of Elections for SANTA 

ROSA County, RON TURNER, Supervisor of Elections for SARASOTA County, 

CHRIS ANDERSON, Supervisor of Elections for SEMINOLE County, VICKY 

OAKES, Supervisor of Elections for ST. JOHNS County, GERTRUDE WALKER, 

Supervisor of Elections for ST. LUCIE County, WILLIAM KEEN, Supervisor of 

Elections for SUMTER County, GLENDA B. WILLIAMS, Supervisor of Elections 

for SUWANNEE County, DANA SOUTHERLAND, Supervisor of Elections for 

TAYLOR County, DEBORAH K. OSBORNE, Supervisor of Elections for UNION 

County, LISA LEWIS, Supervisor of Elections for VOLUSIA County, HENRY 

WELLS, Supervisor of Elections for WAKULLA County, BOBBY BEASLEY, 

Supervisor of Elections for WALTON County, CAROL F. RUDD, Supervisor of 

Case 1:20-cv-00067-RH-GRJ   Document 44-1   Filed 05/08/20   Page 25 of 82



   
 

26 
 

Elections for WASHINGTON County, are all sued in their official capacities as 

County Election Supervisors for their respective counties (collectively, 

“Supervisors” or “SOEs”).  The Supervisors are persons within the meaning of 42 

U.S.C. § 1983 and act under color of state law.  The Supervisors are responsible for 

the administration of Florida laws and regulations related to voter registration, vote 

by mail, and the conduct of elections, including but not limited to: notifying 

registrants of incomplete voter registrations, Fla. Stat. § 97.073; requesting ballots 

that comply with a voter’s language preference, Fla. Stat. § 101.2515; establishing 

the number and locations of secure ballot drop boxes, Fla. Stat. § 101.69(2); 

providing VBM ballots to non-family members to deliver to voters, Fla. Stat. § 

101.62(4)(c)(4); implementing  the procedures for verifying signatures of and curing 

defects in vote by mail ballots, Fla. Stat. §§ 101.68(1) & 101.68(4); determining the 

hours and locations of early voting sites, Fla. Stat. § 101.657(d); ensuring the 

accessibility of polling places in compliance with the Florida Americans with 

Disabilities Accessibility Implementation Act, Fla. Stat. § 101.71(2); providing for 

supervised voting for voters residing in assisted living facilities or nursing homes, 

Fla. Stat. §101.655(1); and implementing emergency contingency plans for a 

suspended or delayed election. Fla. Admin Code r. 1S-9.005.  

27. Defendants CANVASSING BOARD of ALACHUA COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of BAKER COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of  BAY 
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COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of BRADFORD COUNTY, CANVASSING 

BOARD of BREVARD COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of BROWARD 

COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of CALHOUN COUNTY, CANVASSING 

BOARD of CHARLOTTE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of CITRUS 

COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of CLAY COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD 

of COLLIER COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of COLUMBIA COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of DESOTO COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

DIXIE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of DUVAL COUNTY, CANVASSING 

BOARD of ESCAMBIA COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of FLAGLER 

COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of FRANKLIN COUNTY, CANVASSING 

BOARD of GADSDEN COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of GILCHRIST 

COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of GLADES COUNTY, CANVASSING 

BOARD of GULF COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of HAMILTON COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of HARDEE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

HENDRY COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of HERNANDO COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of HIGHLANDS COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of HOLMES COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of INDIAN RIVER COUNTY,  CANVASSING BOARD 

of JACKSON COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of JEFFERSON COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of LAFAYETTE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

Case 1:20-cv-00067-RH-GRJ   Document 44-1   Filed 05/08/20   Page 27 of 82



   
 

28 
 

LAKE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of LEE COUNTY, CANVASSING 

BOARD of LEON COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of LEVY COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of LIBERTY COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

MADISON COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of MANATEE COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of MARION COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

MARTIN COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of MONROE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

NASSAU COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of OKALOOSA COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of OKEECHOBEE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD 

of ORANGE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of OSCEOLA COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of PALM BEACH COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD 

of PASCO COUNTY,  CANVASSING BOARD of PINELLAS COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of POLK COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

PUTNAM COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of SANTA ROSA COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of SARASOTA COUNTY,  CANVASSING BOARD of 

SEMINOLE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of ST. JOHNS COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of ST. LUCIE COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

SUMTER COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of SUWANNEE COUNTY, 

CANVASSING BOARD of TAYLOR COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

UNION COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of VOLUSIA COUNTY, 
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CANVASSING BOARD of WAKULLA COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of 

WALTON COUNTY, CANVASSING BOARD of WASHINGTON COUNTY are 

sued as entities created pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 102.141 for each county in Florida, 

whose membership consists of the county SOE, a county court judge and the chair of 

the board of the county commissioners (collectively, “County Canvassing Boards,” 

and, together with the Supervisors, the “County Defendants”).  The County 

Canvassing Boards are responsible for canvassing VBM ballots, verifying the 

signatures of VBM ballots, verifying the validity of signatures on cure affidavits, and 

resolving challenges to the legality of VBM ballots.  Fla. Stat. § 101.68. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

A. The COVID-19 Pandemic 

28. On December 1, 2019, the first confirmed COVID-19 patient began 

experiencing symptoms in China’s Hubei province.2 The novel coronavirus infection 

rapidly spread to other countries. By January 21, 2020, the Centers for Disease 

Control and Prevention (“CDC”) confirmed the first patient in the United States.3 On 

 
2 Fernando Duarte, “Who Is ‘Patient Zero’ in the Coronavirus Outbreak,” BBC 
(Feb. 23, 2020) (online at www.bbc.com/future/article/20200221-coronavirus-the-
harmful-hunt-for-covid-19s-patient-zero). 
3 Elizabeth Cohen, “First US Case of Wuhan Coronavirus Confirmed by CDC,” 
CNN (Jan. 21, 2020) (online at www.cnn.com/2020/01/21/health/wuhan-
coronavirus-first-us-case-cdc-bn/index.html). 
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March 11, 2020, the World Health Organization announced that COVID-19, the 

disease that is causing the 2019 novel coronavirus outbreak had become a pandemic. 

29. Scientists and public health officials do not yet fully understand 

COVID-19, who will become mildly ill, who will get severely ill, and who will die.4 

People who have tested positive from the virus experience symptoms ranging from 

very mild (including potentially a majority of people who experience no symptoms) 

to severe. A significant percentage of those who contract COVID-19 die as a result 

of the disease.5 An early report from China suggested that in 16% of cases, people 

with COVID-19 become seriously ill.6  

30. COVID-19 creates a significantly higher risk of serious illness or death 

for individuals, such as Plaintiffs Romero, Hernandez Morales, and Heller, who have 

underlying chronic health conditions, including heart disease, diabetes, and cancer 

and persons with compromised immune systems including some of the individuals 

served by the Zebra Coalition. One study found that, among patients diagnosed with 

COVID-19, individuals who had one chronic condition were 1.8 times more likely 

than those without a chronic condition to have a “poor outcome,” such as requiring a 

ventilator or dying. That rate jumped to 2.6 times greater risk for individuals with 

two chronic conditions. The Centers for Disease Control agrees that “people of any 

 
4 Ctrs. for Disease Control & Prevention, supra note 1. 
5 Ctrs. for Disease Control & Prevention, supra note 1. 
6  Id. 
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age with underlying health conditions, such as diabetes, lung disease, or heart disease, 

are at greater risk of severe illness from COVID-19.”7 

31. Moreover, people of color are experiencing a higher rate of death due to 

COVID-19.  In New York City, African Americans and Latinx are dying at twice the 

rates of whites. In Chicago, 70% of persons who died from the virus were African 

American, which is more than twice their percentage in the city’s population. 

According to the United States Census 2019 population estimates, African 

Americans and Latinx represent 43% of Florida’s population. Many of these 

communities are located in densely populated areas, where the virus tends to spread 

very quickly.  

32. The disease also creates a greater risk of serious health consequences 

and death on older adults. This is especially true for people 65 years and older, such 

as Plaintiffs Romero, Hernandez Morales, and Heller, and people who live in a 

nursing home or long-term care facility. An early report by the CDC found that 80% 

of deaths in the United States were among adults 65 years and older. Well over a 

quarter of Florida’s voting age population is over the age of 65. 

33. As of April 17, 2020, more than 600,000 Americans have contracted 

COVID-19. Of that number, more than 40,000 people have died. The death toll in the 

 
7 Centers for Disease Control, “Know the facts about coronavirus disease 2019 
(COVID-19) and help stop the spread of rumors” (March 12, 2020), available at 
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/symptoms-testing/share-facts.html.   
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U.S. has increased to around 2,000 a day. Florida currently has nearly 26,000 

confirmed cases of patients with COVID-19. Over 750 of those people have died. 

These numbers likely understate the extent of the outbreak: Because of a lack of 

available testing, most people do not get a coronavirus test unless they experience 

severe symptoms, meaning many people with mild or no symptoms may have had 

COVID-19 without ever being tested. The rate of infection is continuing to rise in 

Florida and will likely be exacerbated by the reality that thousands of people fled the 

New York City region to Florida following that state’s issuance of a “shelter-in-

place” order. In addition, because of the lack of sufficient testing, it is difficult to 

know who is an asymptomatic carrier of the virus who is passing it on to other 

members of the community. 

34. The high level of uncertainty surrounding the virus and the percentage 

of people of color in the state of Florida highlights the importance of preparing for 

elections before the virus has spread further and to allow for the full implementation 

of free, fair, nondiscriminatory measures that will ensure the right to vote for all 

eligible Floridians.   

B. Florida’s Failure to Take Adequate Precautions During the Presidential 
Preference Primary in Response to the COVID-19 Crisis 

35. On March 1, 2020, Defendant DeSantis declared a public health 

emergency in response to the COVID-19 crisis. Eight days later—just a week before 
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Florida’s Presidential Preference Primary (“PPP”) on March 17, 2020, Defendant 

DeSantis declared a statewide state of emergency.  

36. On Friday, March 13, 2020, President Trump declared a national 

emergency to begin mobilizing the extraordinary measures necessary to address the 

rapidly expanding public health crisis.  On Sunday, March 15, 2020, the Centers for 

Disease Control and Prevention (“CDC”) issued guidance advising against 

gatherings of 50 people or more for the next eight weeks and multiple states began 

ordering the closure of restaurants and other establishments. 

37. On Monday, March 16, 2020—the day before the PPP—the White 

House issued new guidance for the public to avoid all social groupings of 10 or more. 

38. Notwithstanding the Governor’s emergency declarations and the public 

health advice from the federal government, Defendants made no accommodations for 

the PPP to ensure Floridians could vote safely, without the need to gather in groups 

at polling places.  

39. On March 9, 2020, after the deadline for requesting a mail ballot, 

Defendant Lee issued a press release encouraging Florida voters to vote by mail, but 

she did not extend the request deadline or make any other accommodations to ensure 

Florida voters could vote safely, without risk to their health and well-being. 

40. On Friday, March 13, 2020, the same day President Trump began 

mobilizing the nation to combat the coronavirus, Defendant Lee, released a joint 
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statement with the chief election officials of Arizona, Illinois, and Ohio, confirming 

that the scheduled PPP election would proceed on March 17, 2020, as scheduled.  

41. Despite the emergent circumstances, however, no adjustments to 

election procedures were made to allow voters unable to vote at their assigned polling 

places to more easily obtain or return vote-by-mail ballots and be sure they would be 

counted; no accommodations were made for voters whose age or underlying health 

conditions made them especially susceptible to the harmful effects of the disease, 

leaving them with the Hobson’s choice of giving up their right to vote or risking 

exposure through interaction with poll workers and other voters at potentially 

crowded polling places.  

42. At the same time as Defendants were refusing to take action to make 

vote-by-mail or other remote voting methods more available, voting in person at 

polling places became much more difficult. In response to the COVID-19 outbreak, 

Defendant Supervisors closed, moved or consolidated at least 112 polling places in 

22 counties, including many at assisted living facilities whose residents are at more 

acute risk than the general population. Eight hundred poll workers withdrew from 

participating in the election in Palm Beach County due to concerns about the 

pandemic, as did many others throughout the state. Subsequent to the election, at least 

two poll-workers tested positive for the virus. 
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43. Because of the Defendants’ failure to make appropriate and necessary 

accommodations during the PPP, students from across the state, including Plaintiff 

Williams, and others who were displaced due to school closures, had their right to 

vote denied. Elderly, ill, and immunocompromised individuals, such as Plaintiff 

Heller, and individuals who were self-quarantining in accordance with public health 

guidance, such as Plaintiff Baez—faced with a choice between sitting out the election 

and compromising their and their families’ and communities’ health and well-

being—did not go out to the polls.  

44. The result was a dramatic reduction in turnout. Turnout among voters 

registered to either of the major political parties—those permitted to participate in 

those parties’ primaries under Florida’s closed primary system—was about 30 

percent, as compared to 46 percent in the 2016 Presidential Preference Primary, and 

41 percent in 2012, the last primary in which an incumbent president ran largely 

uncontested in his party’s primary.  

45. Despite the low turnout and despite the fact that the vote-by-mail 

deadline had already passed by the time state and federal officials began imposing 

restrictions on public gatherings and recommending that vulnerable individuals stay 

home, the number of ballots cast by mail reached record levels, threatening to 

overwhelm Supervisors of Elections, many of whom do not have the personal or 

infrastructure to handle the increased volume. 
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C. COVID-19’s Continued Impact in Florida 

46. At the time of the PPP, there were approximately 140 confirmed cases 

of COVID-19 in Florida and 4 people had died from the virus in the state. Since that 

time, COVID-19 has spread rapidly in the state, to nearly 26,000 cases and over 750 

deaths. As of today, infection rates are continuing to rise.  

47. In response to the virus’s spread Governor DeSantis has taken steps to 

contain the virus, but Defendants still have done nothing to mitigate the impact of the 

outbreak on Floridians’ ability to vote in the upcoming Congressional Primary on 

August 18, 2020, and the Presidential Election on November 3, 2020. 

48. On April 1, 2020, Governor DeSantis signed Executive Order 20-91 

which outlined the state’s stay-at-home policy. The Order took effect April 3 and will 

last until at least April 30th. Executive Order 20-91 requires “[s]enior citizens and 

individuals with a significant underlying medical condition (such as chronic lung 

disease, moderate-to-severe asthma, serious heart conditions, immunocompromised 

status, cancer, diabetes, severe obesity, renal failure and liver disease)” to “stay at 

home and take all measures to limit the risk of exposure to COVID-19.”8 The order 

 
8 Fla. Exec. Order No. 20-91 (Apr. 1, 2020). 
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also requires local jurisdictions to “ensure that groups of people greater than ten are 

not permitted to congregate in any public space.”9 

49. Public health experts report that the nation’s current ability to test for 

the virus is woefully insufficient to allow for easing these restrictions any time soon 

without risking a second wave of infections. And they say that even if the virus 

subsides with the warmer summer weather, a recurrence of COVID-19 in the fall is 

“likely.” In such an event, voters in November’s Presidential General Election could 

face the same rapidly changing circumstances that resulted in disruption and 

disenfranchisement in the Presidential Preference Primary. 

50. But, despite ordering them to stay at home, Governor DeSantis has taken 

no steps to make it possible for vulnerable Floridians to vote at home. Nor has he or 

any of the other Defendants explained how proceeding to hold elections according to 

business as usual—with voting and voter registration taking place at early voting 

sites, precinct polling places, and SOE offices—can be done without violating 

restrictions on gatherings of 10 or more Floridians in public places—restrictions 

which are necessary, and will remain necessary for the foreseeable future, to maintain 

public health and prevent further spread of and additional deaths from COVID-19. 

 
9 Id.; The federal government has also urged Americans to adhere to and expand 
community mitigation efforts. Across the United States, about 316 million people 
in at least 42 states the District of Columbia and Puerto Rico have been ordered not 
to leave their homes for work, school, or for any non-emergency reason. 
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D. Voter Registration Has Come to a Near Standstill in Florida. 

51. Florida SOEs are reporting only a trickle of voter registrations coming 

through mail and online.  

52. Individuals are currently unable to easily obtain paper applications as 

state offices across Florida that normally offer hard-copy voter registration forms or 

in-person voter registration services are closed or inaccessible. Public libraries, SOE 

offices managed by each of the Defendant SOEs, the Department of Highway Safety 

and Motor Vehicles (“DHSMV”), and other public agencies designated under the 

National Voter Registration Act (“NVRA”), are all closed or operating at severely 

reduced capacity in accordance with orders and guidance issued by Defendants, but 

Defendants have taken no steps to ameliorate the devastating impact these closures 

have had on the availability of voter registration services. 

53. Many individuals are also unable to obtain a paper application through 

other means. Though the application is available online, low income voters, including 

many in communities of color, lack internet access or a printer at home. Many rely 

on community resources such as the public library for access to the internet and for 

printing. With the COVID-19 crisis, those resources are not available. Although retail 

printing services might normally make it possible to print a downloaded voter 

registration application, most such services, not being designated essential, are 

currently closed, and even if these service were available, voters with heightened 
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COVID-19 vulnerabilities would have to risk their health in order to avail themselves 

of them. Without access to the internet or a printer, using the online voter registration 

form is out of reach for many voters. 

54. Moreover, paper applications are not postage pre-paid, and in an era of 

email and automatic online bill paying, many people no longer keep stamps at home. 

And with some post offices closed and with social distancing orders in place, the 

simple act of buying a stamp to mail a voter registration form has become a challenge 

for many. 

55. Third-party voter registration efforts, normally a robust source of voter 

registration services in Florida, have almost entirely ceased. Unable to field their 

volunteers for door-to-door campaigns or large-scale voter registration events due to 

the pandemic, organizations such as Plaintiffs NewFM, Organize Florida, and Dream 

Defenders have been forced to halt their voter registration efforts. Since March 13, 

2020, Organize Florida has pulled its approximately 70 canvassers from in-person 

registration efforts in 9 Florida counties and diverted them to COVID-19 community 

response. Similarly, starting March 20, 2020, NewFM diverted its 200+ canvassers 

from in-person registration in 6 Florida counties and moved them to phone calls for 

wellness checks. 
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E. Florida’s Online Voter Registration System Is Unduly Burdensome, 
Particularly for Communities of Color 

56. With limited access to paper and downloadable voter registration forms 

of limited utility for many voters during the COVID-19 pandemic, Florida’s online 

voter registration (“OVR”) system is currently one of few accessible means for voters 

to register. OVR’s numerous restrictions and limitations, however, prevent it from 

being a viable option for many Florida residents and make running third-party voter 

registration drives much more labor intensive and less effective. 

57. To complete a voter registration through the OVR system, the would-be 

voter must have a driver’s license or identification card issued by DHSMV. The 

driver’s license or identification card number is used both to verify the voter’s 

identity and to obtain the voter’s signature. Those that do not have a driver’s license 

or identification card, including many of those served by Zebra Coalition, cannot 

complete registration process through the OVR system. Instead, the system will 

produce an electronic voter registration form, which the voter must print, sign, and 

mail to the county SOE or Secretary of State. Because homeless and housing insecure 

voters and voters of color are less likely to have identification issued by the DHSMV, 

they are more likely to encounter this obstacle with online registration. 

58. For the reasons described above, many voters, especially those who lack 

stable housing and those in low income communities, are simply unable to print and 

mail a voter registration application from the OVR system.  
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59. Even when a voter has a valid DHSMV credential, the OVR system 

makes it difficult or impossible for voters to detect and correct errors in their 

applications. Voters who register using a paper form are notified if their application 

is incomplete or if errors are found, and they are provided an opportunity to make 

corrections. When the OVR system identifies an error, the voter is not notified. 

Instead, the OVR system switches to producing the same printable, mailable 

registration application it produces for those who lack the required identification. For 

example, if a voter mistypes her birthdate, the OVR system will refuse to complete 

the application online but will not notify the voter of the reason. If the voter is able 

to print and mail or hand-deliver the application—and for the reasons explained 

above, many cannot—the error will eventually be identified when one of the 

Defendant SOEs process the form, and only then will the voter possibly have an 

opportunity to correct it.  

60. In addition, the OVR system regularly experiences technical 

breakdowns which cause it to stop functioning and go offline for several hours and 

as much as an entire day. As recently as March 30, 2020, the OVR system reportedly 

experienced “intermittent issues” that prevented many Floridians from registering, 

and in 2018, the system crashed under the weight of increased voter registration 

activity just before the October registration deadline for the 2018 mid-term election. 

During the coronavirus pandemic, unlike 2018, when OVR goes offline, potential 

Case 1:20-cv-00067-RH-GRJ   Document 44-1   Filed 05/08/20   Page 41 of 82



   
 

42 
 

voters are left with no means of registering to vote at all, and voters frustrated in their 

attempts to register through the system often do not return for another try.  

61. These limitations on OVR pose significant obstacles for the voter 

registration efforts of Plaintiffs NewFM, Organize Florida, Zebra Coalition, and 

Dream Defenders.  When these organizations are able to resume their registration 

efforts, they will be limited to simply assisting with online registration.  

62. Organize Florida plans to direct individuals to its website, which will 

connect to the state’s OVR system. But because many voters will be unable to 

complete the registration process online, Organize Florida will utilize a new “chase” 

system to ensure that people are actually successful in completing their registration. 

The “chase” program will involve organizers checking the voter registration system 

to see if the individuals they register make it onto the rolls, calling the individuals 

who do not register successfully, asking a series of questions to figure out what was 

wrong with the person’s registration application, and then helping the person correct 

their application and submit it again. Moreover, the larger number of voters Organize 

Florida and other organizations will be directing to OVR will increase demands on 

the system, and may lead to more frequent breakdowns, further hindering the 

organization’s voter registration efforts. 

63. Adding this process to Organize Florida’s work will create additional 

demands on its time and resources. The chase process will also result in the 
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organization processing significantly fewer voter registration applications than in 

previous years. With normal canvassing, Organize Florida processes approximately 

2 to 2.5 applications every hour and over 3,000 applications on average each month. 

Without the ability to conduct in-person registration and with the need to follow up 

with every voter to ensure they become registered because of the limitations of OVR, 

Organize Florida will be able to reach far fewer voters this year. 

64. Similarly, NewFM normally processes 3,000-5,000 voter registration 

forms per month. Significantly, fewer people will be able to register through the 

online system because they lack a Florida driver’s license, so NewFM will likewise 

implement a “chase” program to ensure that people unable to complete their 

registrations through OVR actually make it onto the voter rolls. NewFM plans to 

dedicate over a quarter of its canvassers to conducting the “chase” program as a 

means of ensuring OVR works for its members, diverting canvassers who would 

normally be out registering additional voters in the communities NewFM serves. 

F. Florida’s Limits on Voting by Mail Unduly Burden the Right to Vote. 

65. At a time when many voters are confined to their homes or to shelters 

due to stay-at-home orders and vulnerability to severe health consequences from 

COVID-19, stringent limitations and restrictions on voting by mail—and 

Defendant’s failure to alleviate them—are unwarranted and will deprive many 
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Floridians, including individual Plaintiffs and members of organizational Plaintiffs, 

of their fundamental right to vote.  

66. Moreover, even when the rules don’t prevent them from voting by mail, 

voters of color and young voters face disproportionate rates of rejection of their VBM 

ballots in Florida. A recent study of mail ballot rejection rates in Florida during the 

2018 General Election found that African American and Latinx voters were more 

than twice as likely as White voters to have their ballots rejected. Voters in the 18-21 

age bracket were nearly 5 times as likely to have their ballots rejected as voters in the 

45-64 age bracket. Military and overseas voters also faced higher than average 

rejection rates. With more voters dependent on voting by mail as a means of reducing 

the risks of contracting COVID-19, Defendants’ failure to make changes to mail 

ballot procedures to address these disparities will result in widespread 

disenfranchisement among voters who are already under-represented in the 

electorate. 

67. A Florida voter can request a vote-by-mail (“VBM”) ballot in person at 

a Defendant SOEs’ office, by telephone or mail, or by applying online through a 

Defendant SOEs’ website. A voter may also designate certain close family members 

or a legal guardian to request a VBM ballot on the voter’s behalf.  

68. To have a ballot sent to an address other than the address where the voter 

is registered, the request must be in writing and must be signed by the voter. 
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Telephonic or online requests and requests signed only by a family member are not 

permitted.  

69. Voters displaced from their homes due to the coronavirus pandemic, 

such as Plaintiff Williams and many members of organizational Plaintiffs, cannot 

receive a ballot at the address where they are registered. To request a ballot, such 

voters must either travel to a Defendant SOEs’ office to apply for a VBM ballot in 

person, in violation of stay-at-home orders, or must submit their VBM ballot requests 

by mail, which necessitates that they have a printer to print the application and that 

they pay postage. Plaintiff Williams and many other Floridians, including college and 

university students whose campuses have shut down, have been forced to leave the 

state and are therefore unable to request a VBM ballot in person, leaving mail as their 

only option. 

70. Florida makes an exception to the signature requirement for uniformed 

and overseas voters, who may receive a mail ballot at an alternate address without a 

signed, written request. Most of those who have been displaced by the COVID-19 

crisis do not qualify for this exception. 

71. Vote by mail ballots are generally delivered by non-forwardable, return-

if-undeliverable mail to the address on file with a Defendant SOE or to the address 

in the signed VBM request. Voters may also request to pick up their VBM ballots in 

person at the SOE’s office, which they can do starting nine days before the election. 
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Uniformed service-members and overseas voters have additional options for delivery 

of their VBM ballots not available to other VBM voters: They may request that their 

VBM ballot be delivered by email or fax. 

72. To be timely, VBM ballot requests must be received by a Defendant 

SOE no later than 10 days before the election. Florida offers a limited ability for 

voters to request a mail ballot after the deadline in emergency circumstances, but in 

the context of the COVID-19 crisis, it is insufficient to prevent the 

disenfranchisement of Florida voters, especially without adjustments to many of 

Florida’s other restrictions on voting by mail. If emergency circumstances arise after 

the deadline that will prevent the voter from voting at her assigned polling place, 

Florida allows an application for a vote by mail ballot to be made in person at a 

Defendant SOE’s office, but only on election day. To receive a VBM ballot, the voter 

must complete a VBM ballot request form and, separately, an affidavit explaining the 

emergency circumstances preventing the voter from voting at the polls. In some 

counties, including Miami-Dade County, Defendant SOEs require voters to provide 

additional documentation of the emergency, such as a doctor’s note, to obtain an 

emergency VBM ballot. 

73. During the PPP, voters with underlying health conditions or whose age 

made them particularly vulnerable to COVID-19 were unable to avail themselves of 

an exception that required an in-person visit to a Defendant SOEs’ office. The very 
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emergency that prevented them from voting at their assigned polling place also 

prevented them from going to a Defendant SOEs’ office to obtain and then return a 

mail ballot. Moreover, requiring each voter to execute an affidavit documenting an 

emergency that was declared by public health officials and affects everyone in the 

state will lead to longer times for completing the VBM request process—at a time 

when people are being advised to avoid all but necessary trips away from their 

homes—and presents an unnecessary burden on vulnerable voters. Additional 

requirements, such as a doctor’s note, are even more unnecessary and, at a time when 

healthcare providers are already overburdened and healthy people are being asked to 

refrain from non-essential procedures, particularly ill-advised. 

74. Voters can designate another person to obtain their emergency VBM 

ballot on election day. In that case, the voter must complete and sign a designation 

form appointing the designee, as well as the emergency ballot affidavit. The designee 

must also complete and sign an affidavit affirming that they are authorized to pick up 

the VBM ballot for a specified voter. 

75. Designees are limited to obtaining ballots for up to two non-family-

members. Some counties impose even tighter restrictions. For example, in Miami-

Dade County, Defendant Christina White permits a designee to obtain ballots for only 

two other voters, even if they are family members, and may only obtain one ballot 

for a non-family member. Not all voters have family members or others nearby who 
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can retrieve their ballot for them, and at this time of pandemic, many are unwilling 

to put others at risk.  In addition, as a result of this rule, institutions such as churches, 

as well as organizational Plaintiffs, which in normal circumstances provide assistance 

to voters to help them get to the polls and vote, are unable to effectively get out the 

vote among their members and constituents. Moreover, limiting the number of ballots 

any one person can pick up means more people will be going to Defendant SOEs’ 

offices to obtain ballots for vulnerable voters, in violation of public health 

recommendations.  

76. During a situation where circumstances are changing as rapidly as they 

have during the COVID-19 pandemic, limiting emergency ballot requests to election 

day, limiting the number of ballots third parties can pick up for vulnerable voters, and 

mandating unnecessary and duplicative documentation requirements, are 

unreasonable and unjustified burdens on the right to vote, and will present a nearly 

insurmountable barrier to many voters, as it did for Plaintiffs and their members 

during the Presidential Preference Primary. Given the likelihood of a resurgence of 

COVID-19 in the fall, according to public health officials, Florida’s stringent 

emergency VMB request procedure will very likely again lead to the 

disenfranchisement of thousands of Floridians.  

77. To be counted, a VBM ballot must be received at a Defendant SOEs’ 

office by 7 p.m. on Election Day. This means voters wishing to return their ballots 
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by mail must calculate how long it will take the Postal Service to deliver the ballot 

and mail early enough that it will be delivered by election day. Except for envelopes 

designated for military and overseas voters, mail ballot return envelopes are, in most 

Florida counties, not postage pre-paid, necessitating that the voter obtain postage. In 

some cases, mail ballot envelopes need additional postage beyond standard first-class 

mail postage. In at least one county, the amount of postage required depends on 

whether the voter has accurately followed the instructions on how to fold the return 

envelope. 

78. Voters may also return their ballots in person at a Defendant SOEs’ 

office or drop off the VBM ballot at a designated secure drop box for early voting 

sites in the elector’s county. Drop boxes are generally located only at early voting 

sites during the early voting period and at a Defendant SOEs’ office. On election day, 

the only drop box is typically located at a Defendant SOEs’ office. 

79. Military and overseas citizens have options for returning their ballots 

that are not available to other voters. In addition to the return methods available to all 

voters, these voters can return their VBM ballots by mail or fax to the county 

Supervisor of Elections or to a fax number provided by the Federal Voting Assistance 

Program of the Department of Defense. Florida also grants military and overseas 

voters additional time for the return of their ballots: VBM ballots cast by these voters 
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are counted as long as they are postmarked or dated by Election Day and received 

within 10 days after the election. 

80. The state’s process for curing signature-match issues will disenfranchise 

voters. To be counted, the VBM ballot envelope must be signed by the voter and the 

signature must match the voter’s signature in the registration books. If the signature 

is missing or if a Defendant SOE or the county canvassing board determines that a 

voter’s signature does not match the signature in the registration books, the a 

Defendant SOEs are required to notify the voter of the signature deficiency, but in 

many instances, they fail to do so. Canvassing board members and SOE staff 

responsible for verifying signatures are not required to undergo any training in 

handwriting analysis or signature verification. 

81. The voter is given the opportunity to “cure” the deficiency by 

completing and submitting to a Defendant SOE a “cure affidavit” and any of several 

specified forms of identification. If the voter’s signature on the cure affidavit matches 

the signature on the absentee ballot but not the signature on the voter roll, the ballot 

will still be rejected unless the voter has provided one of a narrower set of 

identification documents that bear the voter’s photograph. Defendant SOEs do not 

explain this more stringent identification requirement in the statutorily prescribed 

cure instructions, however. In addition, the cure notice is not required to include the 
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cure instructions or affidavit. Rather, it only refers the voter to the instructions on the 

Defendant SOEs’ website. 

82. The cure affidavit may be submitted in-person or by mail, fax or email, 

and must be received by a Defendant SOE by 5 p.m. on the 2nd day after the election. 

The cure affidavit is not postage prepaid. To avoid having to deliver the affidavit in 

person, however, the voter must have internet access at home and a printer to print 

the affidavit, a scanner, copier, or smart phone to make a copy of the required 

identification document, and a postage stamp. Moreover, as a practical matter, unless 

the voter is notified of the problem before election day, submitting the affidavit by 

mail risks that it will not arrive in time. To avoid that risk, the voter would also need 

access to email or a fax machine. 

83. Not surprisingly, Florida’s vote by mail procedures disproportionately 

exclude African American and Latinx voters and young voters, among other groups. 

The very short “cure” period—spanning the two weekdays following an election—

and the requirement that the cure affidavit be delivered during business hours poses 

an obstacle to many working people. Studies show that young voters are more likely 

to have variations in their signatures, making them more likely to have their ballots 

rejected.  

84. Throughout Florida, many homes in rural areas do not have addresses 

or have “non-traditional addresses” that do not use a street name. The postal service 
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does not deliver to these addresses, so voters in these areas cannot receive ballots at 

their homes. Likewise, homeless and housing unstable voters, including many of 

those served by Zebra Coalition, cannot receive mail where they live.  

85. Voters who lack home mail delivery may request that their VBM ballot 

be sent to a P.O. Box or homeless shelter rather than their place of residence, ruling 

out telephonic and online VBM requests because of Florida’s signature requirement. 

In addition, rural post offices can be remarkably far and run limited hours. P.O. Boxes 

cost money and require valid identification to open an account. Sometimes there are 

not enough boxes to service a community, so friends and families share them, 

increasing the likelihood of lost ballots and missed rejection notifications, problems 

also faced by those who receive mail at group quarters such as shelters. Moreover, 

rural mail is often delayed due to complicated mail routing, increasing the likelihood 

of missed deadlines. 

86. Many disabled voters, such as Plaintiffs Young, are entirely excluded 

from using vote by mail unless they are willing to compromise the secrecy of their 

ballots—a choice other voters do not have to make. 

G. Voters with Disabilities Face Unnecessary Obstacles to Exercising Their 
Right to Vote on an Equal Footing with Other Voters During the 
COVID19 crisis. 

87. About one in six voting-age Americans live with a disability, and voters 

who are blind, low vision, or have another print disability or live with physical, 
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intellectual or developmental disabilities require in-person accommodations at 

polling places or other voting sites to vote privately and independently. For example, 

voters who are blind, low vision, or have another print disability need access to 

accessible voting equipment, including audio ballots or touch screens with enlarged 

text. Voters with manual impairments making it difficult to hand-mark a paper ballot 

also require assistive technologies to vote independently and privately. In Florida, 

however, electronic assistance mechanisms, such as Ballot Marking Devices, are 

exclusively available at in-person voting locations.  

88. During the COVID-19 pandemic voters with disabilities face an 

unreasonable risk of contracting COVID-19 at the polls or on their way to polling 

locations. The accessible machines depend on touch screens or other manual input 

devices and, in some cases, headphones. This equipment and seating to use it may 

carry the COVID-19 virus from previous users and poll workers. Visual markers on 

the ground instructing voters to line up six feet apart from each other and poll workers 

are not accessible to blind and limited vision voters. Disabled voters who cannot drive 

face reduced service from paratransit and commercial ride-share vehicles the need to 

share a vehicle with drivers and other passengers, potentially exposing voters to the 

COVID-19 virus. 

89. Voters with disabilities who are unable to vote in a precinct polling 

location or early voting site have few alternative voting options and some are 
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completely deprived of any alternative voting methods. Florida does not offer 

curbside voting to voters whose disabilities prevent them from going into an in-

person voting location. And many voters with disabilities are unable to avail 

themselves of the option of voting by mail.  

90. Although Florida law specifically requires the Defendant Secretary of 

State and Defendant SOEs to “develop and implement procedures and technologies 

... for providing vote-by-mail ballots, upon request, in alternative formats that will 

allow all voters to cast a secret, independent, and verifiable vote-by-mail ballot 

without the assistance of another person,” on information and belief, no Florida 

county currently provides mail ballots in such alternative formats. Overseas and 

uniformed services voters have electronic ballot delivery options, but those options 

are not accessible to voters with visual impairments and in any event are not available 

to voters who want to vote from home in Florida. The result is that voters who cannot 

use a standard paper ballot without assistance, such as low vision voters, cannot vote 

by mail without compromising their independence and the secrecy of their ballots.   

91. Voters with disabilities are also more likely to have their signatures 

change over time and to have their ballots rejected based on a signature mismatch.  

For example, Plaintiff Romero, who suffers from MS and a stroke, can no longer sign 

his name at all. 
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H. Language-Minority Voters Should Not be Forced to Compromise their 
Health in Order to Make an Informed Vote 

92. According to the U.S. Department of Justice, Civil Rights Division, 

approximately 2,107,585 Floridians are limited English proficient.   

93. After the 2010 census, the Director of the Census designated the entire 

state of Florida as subject to the requirements of Section 203 of the Voting Rights 

Act for Spanish.  The Census coverage determination is final and non-reviewable 

therefore Florida is mandated to provide statewide issued/produced voter 

registration-voting materials in Spanish. Because Florida is subject to the 

requirements of Section 203, “any statewide registration or voting notices, forms, 

instructions, assistance, or other materials or information relating to the electoral 

process” that Defendants provide in English must also be furnished in Spanish. 

94. Although the Division of Elections’ website provides a Google translate 

option to provide the information contained on the web pages in Spanish-language, 

the very first bullet point, under instructions directing a voter on how to request a 

vote-by-mail ballot, instructs the user to their respective Supervisor of Elections 

website.  Clicking on that link leads the user to a Florida Department of State, 

Division of Elections administered landing page which contains English-only 

information with no translation or Spanish-language version option available. 

95. The voter must then click on their respective Supervisor of Elections 

website on this English-only page which navigates the user to a SOE administered 
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webpage which may only be available in English.  Although the statewide issued 

forms to request a VBM ballot, designee form and how to cure a signature mismatch 

are translated to Spanish and are available on the Division of Elections website, the 

Spanish-language version of the forms may not be accessible to a Spanish-language 

dominant voter via their respective Supervisor of Elections website, if none of the 

webpages are translated to Spanish.  Based on information and belief, neither the 

Union County or Liberty County websites contain any information or link to the 

Spanish version of the VBM related documents.   

96. Based on information and belief, there are additional Florida counties 

who provide English only VBM ballots, instructions and related materials and do not 

offer Spanish-language assistance to help voters who are unable to speak English. 

This results in unequal treatment of limited English proficient voters and a violation 

of Section 203.  Compliance with the law on behalf of these voters is made exigent 

by COVID-19  

97. The same obstacles present to disabled voters, affect Spanish-language 

dominant voters who are unable to vote in-person because of COVID-19 related 

health risks.  Although there are currently 13 Florida counties subject to Section 203 

coverage which are required to provide Spanish-language materials and assistance at 

the polling locations, these same services will not be available to voters who are 
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unable to avail themselves to vote in-person because of COVID-19 related health 

risks, such as Plaintiffs Romero and Hernandez Morales.    

I. Supervised Voting at Group Quarters Facilities for Elderly and Other 
Vulnerable Floridians Is Insufficiently Available. 

98. Under Florida law, SOEs may, on their own initiative or at the request 

of a facility administrator, offer supervised voting at an assisted living facility or 

nursing home. Under this system, two poll workers take voting equipment to the 

facility to allow residents to vote without having to leave the facility. 

99. Voters living in independent living facilities or other group quarters are 

not eligible for supervised voting under existing rules. In the current health crisis, 

however, residents of these facilities, many of which are designed for and restricted 

to elderly residents or others with specific health care needs, face significant health 

risks if they are required to vote in person at precinct polling places and many face 

obstacles to voting by mail. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

COUNT ONE 
Against All Defendants  

Undue Burden on the Right to Vote in Violation  
of the Fourteenth Amendment 

(U.S. Const. Amend. XIV, 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

100. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of 

this Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein.  
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101. This Court has the authority to enter a declaratory judgment and to 

provide preliminary and permanent injunctive relief pursuant to Rules 57 and 65 of 

the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202. 

102. Under the First Amendment and the Equal Protection Clause of the 

Fourteenth Amendment, a court considering a challenge to a state election law “must 

weigh ‘the character and magnitude of the asserted injury to the rights protected by 

the First and Fourteenth Amendments that the plaintiff seeks to vindicate’ against 

‘the precise interests put forward by the State as justifications for the burden imposed 

by its rule,’ taking into consideration ‘the extent to which those interests make it 

necessary to burden the plaintiff’s rights.’” Burdick v. Takushi, 504 U.S. 428, 434 

(1992) (quoting Anderson v. Celebrezze, 460 U.S. 780, 789 (1983)).  

103. Unless Plaintiffs are granted the relief requested, the right to vote of 

thousands of Floridians, including the Individual Plaintiffs and Organizational 

Plaintiffs’ members and constituents, will be severely burdened (if not eliminated 

entirely) in the Primary Election on August 18, 2020, and the General Election on 

November 3, 2020.  

104. Because of the crisis created by COVID-19, many Floridians, including 

Plaintiffs Heller, Hernandez Morales, Romero, Baez, and Young, are confined to 

their homes, and because of the uncertainty over when the crisis will have abated 

sufficiently to lift the stay-at-home restrictions or whether a fall resurgence of 
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COVID-19 will require re-imposing them, these Floridians face a significant 

likelihood that they will be unable to vote in-person at their precinct polling locations 

or unwilling to do so in the face of significant risks to their health. 

105. For vulnerable individuals, including Plaintiffs Romero, Hernandez 

Morales, Heller, and the at-risk youth served by Zebra Coalition, appearing in person 

at either the Supervisor of Elections office or the polls would subject them to 

unreasonable health risks because of their age or underlying health conditions, even 

if conditions improve enough for healthier Floridians to return to more normal 

activities. 

106. Others, including thousands of students at Florida colleges and 

Universities such as Plaintiff Williams, have been sent away from their homes, with 

no indication when they will be able to return.  

107. Organizational Plaintiffs Dream Defenders, New Florida Majority, 

Zebra Coalition, and Organize Florida all have members or serve communities who 

are similarly situated to these individual Plaintiffs. 

108. Without accommodations such as extending early voting days, hours, 

and locations and curbside voting which would allow them to vote while maintaining 

necessary social distancing, or expanded availability of supervised voting which 

would allow them to vote without leaving their residences, in-person voting is likely 

to be unavailable or unreasonably risky for these voters.  
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109. Moreover, they face unnecessary and severe obstacles to their only 

alternative means of exercising their right to vote this year: voting by mail.  

110. Requiring voters who are displaced or have unreliable access to mail to 

submit a written and signed request—which can only be done in person or by mail—

in order to have their ballot sent to where they are living or where they can receive 

mail is unduly burdensome and unjustified in circumstances where request forms are 

more difficult to access, postal service is less available, and unnecessary in-person 

visits to SOE’s offices are ill-advised even for healthy voters let alone voters who 

face serious health consequences from exposure to COVID-19. 

111. In rapidly changing circumstances such as those seen during the PPP 

and likely to be seen again through much of the rest of the year, Florida’s emergency 

VBM process is unduly stringent. Requiring voters facing risks from COVID-19 to 

appear on election day to request a VBM ballot when the emergency circumstances 

are there for all to see in the days before the election and limiting the number of 

ballots designees can obtain for other voters will result in larger numbers of voters 

and designees appearing at SOEs offices on election day, which will violate social 

distancing guidelines and overwhelm the reduced staffing SOEs are currently 

working with. 

112. Additionally, limiting the number of voters for whom a non-family 

member may pick up ballots, will prevent many voters from obtaining ballots at all, 
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particularly vulnerable voters such as Plaintiffs Heller, Romero, and Hernandez 

Morales who depend on assistance from others to avoid unnecessary social contact 

that could threaten their health. 

113. And the failure of the Defendants to offer an accessible means of voting 

by mail to voters with disabilities likewise constitutes a severe burden on the right to 

vote, because for many such voters, it means they won’t be able to vote at all. 

114. The ballot return deadline, depending as it does on the vicissitudes of 

postal delivery in a time where all public services are stretched instead of a clear 

criteria such as a postmark, has resulted and will likely continue to result in the 

rejection of many mail ballots even though they were promptly returned. 

115. Likewise, the very short cure period, the incomplete cure instructions, 

limited cure opportunities, and the arbitrary signature verification process when mail 

is moving slowly—likely too slowly for voters to meet the cure deadline even when 

they act immediately after being notified of a deficiency—and when voters are unable 

to deliver cure affidavits in person without risk to their health constitutes an undue 

burden on the right to vote in the circumstances the country is currently facing, and 

is unjustified by any legitimate election administration purpose. 

116. Defendants’ failure and refusal to make adjustments to these voter 

registration and in person and vote-by-mail rules will likely deprive thousands of 

Floridians, including Plaintiffs, their members, and members of their communities of 
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the opportunity to vote in the remaining 2020 elections, in violation of their rights 

under the First and Fourteenth Amendments. 

117. Under these circumstances, the State Defendants’ and SOEs’ 

enforcement of vote-by-mail request requirements and delivery deadlines, as well as 

restrictions on emergency voting, and curing signature deficiencies, and its failure to 

accommodate voters who are particularly vulnerable to COVID-19 by offering 

curbside voting, additional early voting and supervised voting, accessible vote-by-

mail ballots, ballots in voters’ preferred languages, and greater access to online voter 

registration constitute a severe and undue burden on the right to vote.  

118. Defendants have no sufficient justification for their refusal to make 

changes to Florida’s vote-by-mail rules to accommodate the significant challenges 

voters face as a result of the COVID-19 crisis. 

COUNT TWO 
Against All Defendants  

Abridging or Denying the Right to Vote on Account of Race 
in Violation of § 2 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965  

(52 U.S.C. § 10301) 

119. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of 

this Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein. 

120. Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act provides in pertinent part:    

No voting qualification or prerequisite to voting or standard, practice, or 
procedure shall be imposed or applied by any State or political subdivision 
in a manner which results in a denial or abridgement of the right of any 
citizen of the United States to vote on account of race or color . . . .  
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52 U.S.C. § 10301(a).   

121. Florida’s current voter registration and vote by mail process has had 

and—if this Court does not institute the remedies that Plaintiffs request—will 

continue to have, an adverse and disparate impact on communities of color.  These 

measures impose a discriminatory burden on African American and Latinx voters 

and they “have less opportunity than other members of the electorate to participate in 

the political process.” 

122.  Regarding vote by mail, communities of color experience higher levels 

of ballot rejections.  Because of Florida’s vague and unreasonably short mail ballot 

return deadline, and because of the state’s restrictive cure requirements as well as the 

discretion of Defendant SOEs and county canvassing boards to arbitrarily reject 

voter’s signatures, the VBM ballots cast by Black, Hispanic, and other racial and 

ethnic minorities were more than twice as likely to be rejected as VBM ballots cast 

by white absentee mail voters in 2018, and with the increased barriers voters face in 

complying with these strict requirements due to the coronavirus pandemic, these 

disparities are likely to be aggravated.  

123. Moreover, the lack of voter registration opportunities due to the declared 

state of emergency prevents Floridians from registering to vote and prevents 

organizational plaintiffs from registering persons to vote.  The closures of all 

nonessential entities, including the Department of Motor Vehicles and the Defendant 
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SOEs’ offices make it burdensome and nearly impossible for organizations such as 

organizational Plaintiffs to conduct third-party voter registration drives, which large 

numbers of voters of color.  

124. Additionally, the OVR system is unduly burdensome to voters who lack 

printers or the requisite voter identification to register online—disproportionately 

Black and Latinx voters.   

125. This burden is connected to historical and social conditions of 

discrimination.  Under the totality of circumstances, Florida’s African American and 

Latinx voters have had and will continue to experience less of an opportunity to 

participate in the electoral process due to Defendants failure to adequately address 

the  impact on the right to vote from the spread of COVID-19, the inability to register 

to vote, and the disproportionate rejection rate of VBM ballots from communities of 

color. 

126. These disparities constitute a violation of § 2 of the Voting Rights Act. 

Unless enjoined by this Court, Defendants will continue to violate Section 2 of the 

Voting Rights Act, by enforcing standards, practices, or procedures that deny African 

American and Latinx the opportunity to participate effectively in the political process 

on an equal basis with other members of the electorate. 

COUNT THREE 
Against All Defendants  

Failure to Provide Reasonable Accommodations  
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in Violation of Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(42 U.S.C. §§ 12131, et seq.) 

127. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of 

this Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein. 

128. Under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, state and local 

governments must not impose requirements on participation in public services, 

programs, or activities, including voting, that screen out individuals with disabilities 

from fully and equally enjoying those programs and must make reasonable 

modifications in policies, practices, or procedures, including voting and election 

procedures, when the modifications are necessary to avoid discrimination on the basis 

of disability. 

129. Individuals who suffer a significant medical vulnerability that places 

them at extremely high risk of serious bodily injury or death should they leave the 

confines of their homes—including Plaintiffs Hernandez Morales and Romero whose 

health conditions puts them at significant risk of severe illness or death should they 

contract COVID19—have a disability within the meaning of the ADA. 

130. Plaintiff Young is blind and has a disability within the meaning of the 

ADA. 

131. Defendants’ failure and refusal to extend the vote-by-mail deadlines; 

expand availability of emergency vote-by mail procedures; expand the methods for 

requesting, obtaining, and returning vote-by-mail ballots; and adopt safe and 
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accessible methods of in-person voting constitute a failure to make a reasonable 

accommodation for those, such as Plaintiffs Heller, Romero, and Hernandez Morales, 

whose health and age limit their ability to have contact with others in this time of 

public health emergency created by COVID-19. 

132. Defendants’ failure to offer VBM ballots in a form that is accessible to 

blind or low-vision voters or voters with manual impairments limiting their ability to 

mark a paper ballot, despite requirements in Florida law mandating that they do so 

and when the necessary technology is readily available, likewise constitutes a failure 

to make a reasonable accommodation for voters such as Plaintiffs Young and 

Romero, who need such accommodations in order to independently and 

confidentially cast a VBM ballot.  

133. The failure to accommodate these voters constitute a condition on access 

to the ballot box that has the effect of screening out such individuals from 

participating in the August 18, 2020, Primary Election and the November 3, 2020, 

General Election, in violation of Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

COUNT FOUR 
Against All Defendants 

Failure to Provide Reasonable Accommodations  
in Violation of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act  

(29 U.S.C. § 794) 

134. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of 

this Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein. 
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135. Under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, federally funded programs, 

including state and local programs related to elections and voting, must not 

discriminate against individuals with disabilities and must make reasonable 

accommodations to allow individuals with disabilities to access the federal funded 

program, activity, or service. 

136. Individuals who suffer a significant medical vulnerability that places 

them at extremely high risk of serious bodily injury or death should they leave the 

confines of their homes—including Plaintiffs Hernandez Morales and Romero whose 

health conditions puts them at significant risk of severe illness or death should they 

contract COVID19—have a disability within the meaning of the ADA. 

137. Plaintiff Young is blind and has a disability within the meaning of the 

ADA. 

138. Defendants’ failure and refusal to extend the vote-by-mail deadlines; 

expand availability of emergency vote-by mail procedures; expand the methods for 

requesting, obtaining, and returning vote-by-mail ballots; and adopt safe and 

accessible methods of in-person voting constitute a failure to make a reasonable 

accommodation for those, such as Plaintiffs Heller, Romero, and Hernandez Morales, 

whose health and age limit their ability to have contact with others in this time of 

public health emergency created by COVID-19. 
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139. Defendants’ failure to offer VBM ballots in a form that is accessible to 

blind or low-vision voters or voters with manual impairments limiting their ability to 

mark a paper ballot, despite requirements in Florida law mandating that they do so 

and when the necessary technology is readily available, likewise constitutes a failure 

to make a reasonable accommodation for voters such as Plaintiffs Young and 

Romero, who need such accommodations in order to independently and 

confidentially cast a VBM ballot.  

140. The failure to accommodate these voters constitute a condition on access 

to the ballot box that has the effect of screening out such individuals from 

participating in the August 18, 2020, Primary Election and the November 3, 2020, 

General Election, in violation of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act. 

COUNT FIVE 
Against the All Defendants  

Failure to Provide Spanish-language Voting Materials and Assistance 
in Violation of Section 203 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965  

(52 U.S.C. § 10503) 

141. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of 

this Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein. 

142. The state of Florida became a covered jurisdiction under Section 203 of 

the Voting Rights Act on October 13, 2011 for Hispanic minority group, Spanish 

language.  

Case 1:20-cv-00067-RH-GRJ   Document 44-1   Filed 05/08/20   Page 68 of 82



   
 

69 
 

143. Section 203 requires covered states or political subdivisions to provide 

any registration or voting notices, forms, instructions, assistance, or other materials 

or information relating to the electoral process, including ballots ... in the language 

of the applicable minority group as well as in the English language.  52 U.S.C. § 

10503(c).  The Defendants’ failure to provide VBM ballots, related instructions and 

documents to request, mark, return, and cure VBM ballots and other electoral 

materials in Spanish-language as provided to English-language voters contravenes 

the law which requires Spanish-language dominant voters receive materials and 

assistance needed to make an informed vote.     

144. Plaintiffs Romero and Hernandez Morales are Spanish-language 

dominant voters requiring language assistance and materials in order to cast an 

informed vote.  

145. Defendants’ failure to offer Spanish-language VBM ballots statewide to 

Spanish-dominant voters despite requirements mandating that they do so constitutes 

a failure to provide materials necessary for voters such as Plaintiffs Romero and 

Hernandez Morales, who need Spanish-language ballots, related materials and 

assistance in order to independently and confidentially cast a VBM ballot. 
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COUNT SIX 
Against the County Defendants 

Denial of Procedural Due Process Clause 
(U.S. Const. Amend. XIV, 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

146. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of 

this Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein. 

147. The Due Process Clause of the United States Constitution prohibits the 

states from depriving “any person of . . . liberty . . . without due process of law.” U.S. 

Const. amend. XIV, § 1. The right to vote is the most fundamental liberty guaranteed 

by the Constitution, and eligible citizens cannot be deprived of that right without due 

process. At a minimum, due process requires that, before depriving a citizen of the 

right to vote, Florida must provide adequate notice that the right is in jeopardy and a 

meaningful opportunity for the individual to be heard. 

148. Florida’s creation of an absentee voting scheme requires the state to 

administer that scheme in accordance with the Constitution, including the protections 

of procedural due process. Having extended the right to vote by mail to its citizens, 

the state may not impose procedures and conditions on the exercise of that right that 

can and do result in deprivation of the right to vote without due process.  

149. Florida’s vote-by-mail scheme deprives many voters of their right to 

vote with neither adequate notice nor a meaningful opportunity to be heard. Under 

Florida’s statutory scheme for counting VBM ballots, the state’s sixty-seven SOEs 

and County Canvassing Boards are required to count only VBM ballots received by 
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mid-day on Election Day. If the SOE or Canvassing Board finds any potential 

inaccuracy, mismatch in signature, or missing necessary information, the ballot will 

be rejected unless the voter cures the defect in the very short cure period of only two 

weekdays following Election Day.  

150. The Election Day deadline for receipt (as opposed to post-mark or 

signature date deadline) of voted VBM ballots already makes it difficult or 

impossible for voters to know when they must mail their ballot to get it in on-time to 

be counted. This situation is even more acute because mail is moving at an 

unprecedentedly slow rate due to COVID-19. And although returning a ballot in 

person on or before Election Day (even assuming the SOEs’ offices are open and 

sufficiently staffed) will avoid this uncertainty, the COVID-19 crisis means high risk 

voters will be forced to choose between risking their health or risking that their ballot 

is not received on time.  

151. Likewise, the cure process’s lack of adequate notice and the limited, 

arbitrary, inaccessible, and often non-existent opportunity to be heard constitute a 

violation of Due Process in the circumstances the country is currently facing. Coupled 

with Florida’s haphazard procedure for notifying voters of defects in their VBM 

ballots and the often extremely short period for curing the defect after notice is 

attempted, the impact of COVID-19 on mail delivery times and on the ability of 

voters to return ballots in person means voters will not be made aware of ballot 
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deficiencies within the time period allowed under Florida law to correct those 

deficiencies and have their ballot be counted—or at all.  

152. Furthermore, the very short cure period, the incomplete cure 

instructions, limited cure opportunities, the arbitrary signature verification process, 

and voters’ inability  to deliver cure affidavits in person without risk to their health, 

will fail to provide voters with the requisite opportunity to be heard prior to being 

permanently deprived of their right to vote in the upcoming elections.  

153. The signature and ballot verification process is entirely arbitrary. The 

members of the Defendant Canvassing Boards and staff of the Defendant SOEs who 

are responsible for verifying signatures are not required to undergo any training in 

handwriting analysis or signature verification, creating a likelihood that the signature 

match process will erroneously flag lawful ballots and threaten the votes of eligible 

voters who are subjected the cure process. 

154. Once a ballot is flagged as deficient in some way through this arbitrary 

process, voters must be notified. Since not every voter has an email address or 

telephone number on file with the SOE, the voter is notified by mail which means 

that voters may receive notice of the deficiency only after the cure period has expired.   

Those voters who are notified of a deficiency in their vote-by-mail ballots by 

telephone or email must have access to the internet to seek out and download the cure 

affidavit and instructions. They must also have access to a printer to print the cure 
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affidavit. If they are able to do those things, they then must complete, sign and return 

the affidavit. Like mail ballots, cure affidavits are subject to a receipt deadline rather 

than a postmark deadline. If the voter’s cure affidavit is not received by 5pm on the 

second day after the election, the voter’s ballot is rejected.  

155. Voters who have access to a scanner or fax machine may be able to 

return the affidavit by email or fax, but many voters do not have such resources 

available, particularly when they are sheltering at home during the COVID-19 

pandemic. Such voters—who may have received notice on the same day as the cure 

deadline—must return the affidavit by mail, requiring them to pay postage and risk 

that the affidavit is received after the deadline, or must risk their health or the health 

of their family during the COVID-19 crisis to return the affidavit in person.  

156. When a cure affidavit is submitted, it is subject to an additional 

verification process. If the Defendant Canvassing Board or SOE determines that the 

affidavit is insufficient—again through an arbitrary signature matching process 

carried out in many cases by untrained personnel—the voter is given no further 

opportunity to document their identity and have their ballots counted. Moreover, the 

cure instructions fail to notify voters that only some of the forms of identification that 

may be provided with the cure affidavit will be accepted and allow the ballot to be 

counted if the County Defendants conclude that the signature on the cure affidavit 

again does not match.  
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157. Given the arbitrary and unpredictable nature of the signature match 

process and the corresponding likelihood that individuals who legitimately cast their 

vote-by-mail ballots will need to cure but will be unable to do so within the time-

frame allotted under Florida law, the County Defendants are likely to erroneously 

deprive legitimate and lawful voters of an opportunity to cast a completed ballot and 

have it counted without providing them with the requisite opportunity to be heard. 

158. The County Defendants’ enforcement of Florida’s vote-by-mail 

deadline, signature match verification process, and cure process are fundamentally 

unfair and violate the Due Process Clause of the Constitution under the circumstances 

caused by the COVID-19 pandemic They leave the electorate with insufficient 

information to know whether their ballot was counted and how to cure mistakes, and 

insufficient opportunities to cure those mistakes once identified. The scheme operates 

to the particular disadvantage of voters of color, disabled voters, LEP voters, and 

low-income voters, who are less likely to have the equipment necessary to return their 

cure affidavits to the SOE in a safe and timely manner. 

159. The VBM ballots receipt deadline deprives Florida voters of their right 

to vote without due process of law because it provides insufficient notice of when 

voters must deliver their ballots to the postal service to have them counted. This 

violation is aggravated in a time when postal delivery times are even more 

unpredictable. 
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160. The signature verification process deprives voters of their right to vote 

without due process because it subjects voters to a cure process based on an arbitrary 

and error-prone procedure often carried out by staff of the County Defendants who 

are not qualified to perform the required signature matching. 

161. The two-day deadline for voters to cure deficiencies with their VBM 

ballots deprives them of the right to vote without due process because it prevents 

many voters from receiving notice prior to having their ballots rejected, and because 

it prevents many voters from being able to return their cure affidavits prior to the 

deadline, depriving them of any opportunity to be heard before having their ballot 

rejected. 

162. Finally, the cure process deprives voters of their right to vote without 

due process because the cure instructions fail to notify voters of what forms of 

identification will suffice to establish their identity if the affidavit signature does not 

match voter registration records, and because there is no further notice or opportunity 

to verify the voter’s identity if the cure affidavit is rejected.  

163. Additional or substitute procedural safeguards to ensure that Florida’s 

vote by mail system does not erroneously deprive voters, particularly low-income, 

voters of color, disabled voters and LEP voters, of an opportunity to cast a completed 

ballot are available and would impose no burden on the County Defendants. The 

state’s sixty-seven SOEs and County Canvassing Boards are not required to finalize 
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election results for twelve days after the general election—a deadline that can be 

extended by Defendant Elections Canvassing Commission in emergency 

circumstances, see Fla. Stat. Ann. § 102.112. Counting ballots postmarked or dated 

by the postmark and received within 10 days would not interfere with this deadline. 

Indeed, such a deadline already applies to the ballots of UOCAVA voters in Florida. 

Likewise, extending the cure deadline would not interfere with the relevant 

canvassing deadline, particularly if that deadline were extended to address the 

emergency circumstances created by the COVID-19 pandemic and the significantly 

higher volume of mail ballots it is expected to cause. Requiring County Defendants 

to use more robust VBM ballot verification procedures would not substantially slow 

the counting of ballots and can readily be achieved with additional training and the 

use of objective criteria, and updating the cure instructions to completely and 

accurately notify voters of the requirements for a cure and the differential treatment 

of the different forms of acceptable identification in various circumstances would be 

trivial. Finally, notifying voters whose cure affidavits have been rejected, particularly 

those that could be cured with an alternate form of identification, that their ballots 

will not be counted is feasible and not burdensome. 

164. The VBM scheme operated by the County Defendants operates to 

deprive or threatens to deprive many Floridians, including the individual Plaintiffs 

and the members and communities served by organizational Plaintiffs, of their 
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Constitutionally protected right to vote without due process of law, in violation of the 

Due Process Clause of the 14th Amendment.  

REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

Wherefore, Plaintiffs respectfully request this Court enter judgment: 

a. Preliminarily and permanently enjoining Defendants to undertake 

emergency actions with respect to any election in the state affected by 

the COVID-19 pandemic; 

b. Ordering Defendants to implement measures to ensure eligible 

Floridians are able to register to vote, including: 

i. conducting outreach to unregistered and inactive voters offering the 

opportunity to register to vote or update their voter registrations 

prior to the voter registration deadlines for the August 18, 2020, and 

November 3, 2020, elections; 

ii. ensuring Florida’s online voter registration system has sufficient 

capacity to accommodate the increased number of voters who will 

need to register to vote or update their voter registrations through 

the system; 

iii. allowing voters who lack a Florida driver’s license or identification 

card to register to vote online using solely the last four digits of their 

social security number; 

Case 1:20-cv-00067-RH-GRJ   Document 44-1   Filed 05/08/20   Page 77 of 82



   
 

78 
 

iv. notifying voters of errors with their online voter registration 

applications without requiring them to print and mail a paper voter 

registration application; 

c. Ordering Defendants to modify vote-by-mail procedures to ensure they 

are available and accessible to all registered voters, including by: 

i. Permitting voters to have their ballot sent to an alternate address to 

the one on file with the SOE without requiring the request to be 

signed and in writing, or, alternatively, sending a postage pre-paid 

vote-by-mail request form to all currently registered voters; 

ii. ensuring that every voter is mailed a ballot in accordance with their 

language preferences and providing language assistance, as required 

by the Voting Rights Act; 

iii. ensuring vote-by-mail ballots are available in formats that are 

accessible to voters with disabilities without requiring assistance 

from another person;  

iv. accepting returned vote-by-mail ballots and counting them as long 

as they are postmarked or dated by Election Day and received within 

ten days of Election Day, and  

v. expanding the number and locations of drop-boxes, and accept 

ballots returned to a drop-box no later than Election Day; 
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vi. allowing voters to utilize the emergency vote by mail ballot 

procedures in the nine days before election day and suspending the 

documentation requirements for establishing an emergency, 

including county-level requirements; 

vii. suspending limits on the number of ballots that may be obtained and 

the manner of their return by non-family members authorized by 

voters to obtain and return their mail ballots; 

viii. extending the vote-by-mail “cure” period for ballots with missing or 

mismatched signatures, and ensuring signature matching and cure 

procedures and instructions are clear, objective, reliable, accessible, 

and non-discriminatory; 

d. Ordering Defendants to ensure in person voting is safe and accessible, 

including by 

i. expanding the days, hours, and locations of early voting; 

ii. establishing curb-side voting at each polling location;  

iii. expanding availability of “supervised voting;”  

iv. ensuring CDC guidelines for reducing the risk of COVID-19 

exposure are followed; 
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e. Ordering Defendants to ensure that all voter registration forms, vote-by-

mail request forms, vote-by-mail return envelopes, and cure affidavits 

can be sent postage pre-paid; 

f. Ordering Defendants to provide all the above materials and information 

in Spanish-language; 

g. Ordering Defendants to publicize, in English, Spanish, and other 

languages spoken by a substantial number of Florida voters, the changes 

to voting and vote-by-mail procedures; 

h. Awarding Plaintiffs their costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ fees 

pursuant to, inter alia, 42 U.S.C. 1983 and other applicable laws; and 

i. Granting such other relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: April 20, 2020 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TALLAHASSEE DIVISON 
 

 
KIRK NIELSEN, MORGAN 
OUTLAW, REVEL LUBIN, FELICIA 
BRUCE, BARBARA DEVANE, RAY 
DAVIS, DONESA JACKSON, 
ALIANZA FOR PROGRESS, INC., 
FLORIDA ALLIANCE FOR 
RETIRED AMERICANS, and 
PRIORITIES USA,  

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

RON DESANTIS, in his official 
capacity as Florida Governor, 
LAUREL M. LEE, in her official 
capacity as Florida Secretary of State, 
ASHLEY MOODY, in her official 
capacity as Florida Attorney General, 
THE FLORIDA ELECTIONS 
CANVASSING COMMISSION, KIM 
A. BARTON, in her official capacity as
Supervisor of Elections for ALACHUA
County, NITA CRAWFORD, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for BAKER County, MARK 
ANDERSEN, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for BAY 
County, TERRY L. VAUGHAN, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for BRADFORD County, 
LORI SCOTT, in her official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for 
BREVARD County, PETER 
ANTONACCI, in his official capacity 
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as Supervisor of Elections for 
BROWARD County, SHARON 
CHASON, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for CALHOUN 
County, PAUL A. STAMOULIS, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for CHARLOTTE County, 
SUSAN A. GILL, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
CITRUS County, CHRIS H. 
CHAMBLESS, in his official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for CLAY 
County, JENNIFER J. EDWARDS, in 
her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for COLLIER County, 
ELIZABETH P. HORNE, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for COLUMBIA County, 
MARK F. NEGLEY, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
DESOTO County, STARLET 
CANNON, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for DIXIE 
County, MIKE HOGAN, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
DUVAL County, DAVID H. 
STAFFORD, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for 
ESCAMBIA County, KAITI 
LENHART, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for FLAGLER 
County, HEATHER RILEY, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for FRANKLIN County, 
SHIRLEY G. KNIGHT, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
GADSDEN County, CONNIE 
SANCHEZ, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for 
GILCHRIST County, ALETRIS 
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FARNAM, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for GLADES 
County, JOHN HANLON, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for GULF County, LAURA 
HUTTO, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for 
HAMILTON County, DIANE SMITH, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for HARDEE County, 
BRENDA HOOTS, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
HENDRY County, SHIRLEY 
ANDERSON, in her official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for 
HERNANDO County, PENNY OGG, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for HIGHLANDS County, 
CRAIG LATIMER, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
HILLSBOROUGH County, THERISA 
MEADOWS, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for HOLMES 
County, LESLIE ROSSWAY SWAN, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for INDIAN RIVER County, 
SYLVIA D. STEPHENS, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for JACKSON County, 
MARTY BISHOP, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
JEFFERSON County, TRAVIS HART, 
in his official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for LAFAYETTE County, 
ALAN HAYS, in his official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for LAKE 
County, TOMMY DOYLE, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for LEE County, MARK 
EARLEY, in his official capacity as 
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Supervisor of Elections for LEON 
County, TAMMY JONES, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for LEVY County, GINA 
MCDOWELL, in her official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for 
LIBERTY County, THOMAS 
“TOMMY” R. HARDEE, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for MADISON County, 
MICHAEL BENNETT, in his official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
MANATEE County, WESLEY 
WILCOX, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for MARION 
County, VICKI DAVIS, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
MARTIN County, CHRISTINA 
WHITE, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for MIAMI-
DADE County, JOYCE GRIFFIN, in 
her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for MONROE County, 
VICKI P. CANNON, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
NASSAU County, PAUL A. LUX, in 
his official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for OKALOOSA County, 
DIANE HAGAN, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
OKEECHOBEE County, BILL 
COWLES, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for ORANGE 
County, MARY JANE ARRINGTON, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for OSCEOLA County, 
WENDY SARTORY LINK, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for PALM BEACH County, 
BRIAN E. CORLEY, in his official 
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capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
PASCO County, DEBORAH CLARK, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for PINELLAS County, 
LORI EDWARDS, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
POLK County, CHARLES 
OVERTURF, in his official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for PUTNAM 
County, TAPPIE A. VILLANE, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for SANTA ROSA County, 
RON TURNER, in his official capacity 
as Supervisor of Elections for 
SARASOTA County, CHRIS 
ANDERSON, in his official capacity as
Supervisor of Elections for 
SEMINOLE County, VICKY OAKES, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for ST. JOHNS County, 
GERTRUDE WALKER, in her official 
capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
ST. LUCIE County, WILLIAM KEEN,
in his official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for SUMTER County, 
GLENDA B. WILLIAMS, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for SUWANNEE County, 
DANA SOUTHERLAND, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for TAYLOR County, 
DEBORAH K. OSBORNE, in her 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for UNION County, LISA 
LEWIS, in her official capacity as 
Supervisor of Elections for VOLUSIA 
County, HENRY WELLS, in his 
official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for WAKULLA County, 
BOBBY BEASLEY, in his official 
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capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 
WALTON County, CAROL F. RUDD, 
in her official capacity as Supervisor of 
Elections for WASHINGTON County, 

Defendants. 

 

Plaintiffs KIRK NIELSEN, MORGAN OUTLAW, REVEL LUBIN,  

FELICIA BRUCE, BARBARA DEVANE, RAY DAVIS, DONESA JACKSON, 

ALIANZA FOR PROGRESS, INC., FLORIDA ALLIANCE FOR RETIRED 

AMERICANS, and PRIORITIES USA, (collectively, “Plaintiffs”), by and through 

the undersigned attorneys, file this Complaint for Injunctive and Declaratory Relief 

against Defendants RON DESANTIS, in his official capacity as Florida Governor, 

LAUREL LEE, in her official capacity as Florida Secretary of State (the 

“Secretary”), ASHLEY MOODY, in her official capacity as Florida Attorney 

General, THE FLORIDA ELECTIONS CANVASSING COMMISSION, KIM A. 

BARTON, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for ALACHUA 

County, NITA CRAWFORD, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 

BAKER County, MARK ANDERSEN, in his official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for BAY County, TERRY L. VAUGHAN, in his official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for BRADFORD County, LORI SCOTT, in her official 

capacity as Supervisor of Elections for BREVARD County, PETER 

ANTONACCI, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for BROWARD 
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County, SHARON CHASON, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections 

for CALHOUN County, PAUL A. STAMOULIS, in his official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for CHARLOTTE County, SUSAN A. GILL, in her 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for CITRUS County, CHRIS H. 

CHAMBLESS, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for CLAY 

County, JENNIFER J. EDWARDS, in her official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for COLLIER County, ELIZABETH P. HORNE, in her official capacity 

as Supervisor of Elections for COLUMBIA County, MARK F. NEGLEY, in his 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for DESOTO County, STARLET 

CANNON, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for DIXIE County, 

MIKE HOGAN, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for DUVAL 

County, DAVID H. STAFFORD, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections 

for ESCAMBIA County, KAITI LENHART, in her official capacity as Supervisor 

of Elections for FLAGLER County, HEATHER RILEY, in her official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for FRANKLIN County, SHIRLEY G. KNIGHT, in her 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for GADSDEN County, CONNIE 

SANCHEZ, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for GILCHRIST 

County, ALETRIS FARNAM, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections 

for GLADES County, JOHN HANLON, in his official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for GULF County, LAURA HUTTO, in her official capacity as 
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Supervisor of Elections for HAMILTON County, DIANE SMITH, in her official 

capacity as Supervisor of Elections for HARDEE County, BRENDA HOOTS, in 

her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for HENDRY County, SHIRLEY 

ANDERSON, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for HERNANDO 

County, PENNY OGG, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 

HIGHLANDS County, CRAIG LATIMER, in his official capacity as Supervisor 

of Elections for HILLSBOROUGH County, THERISA MEADOWS, in her 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for HOLMES County, LESLIE 

ROSSWAY SWAN, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 

INDIAN RIVER County, SYLVIA D. STEPHENS, in her official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for JACKSON County, MARTY BISHOP, in his official 

capacity as Supervisor of Elections for JEFFERSON County, TRAVIS HART, in 

his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for LAFAYETTE County, ALAN 

HAYS, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for LAKE County, 

TOMMY DOYLE, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for LEE 

County, MARK EARLEY, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 

LEON County, TAMMY JONES, in her official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for LEVY County, GINA MCDOWELL, in her official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for LIBERTY County, THOMAS “TOMMY” R. 

HARDEE, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for MADISON 
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County, MICHAEL BENNETT, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections 

for MANATEE County, WESLEY WILCOX, in his official capacity as Supervisor 

of Elections for MARION County, VICKI DAVIS, in her official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for MARTIN County, CHRISTINA WHITE, in her 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for MIAMI-DADE County, JOYCE 

GRIFFIN, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for MONROE 

County, VICKI P. CANNON, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections 

for NASSAU County, PAUL A. LUX, in his official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for OKALOOSA County, DIANE HAGAN, in her official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for OKEECHOBEE County, BILL COWLES, in his 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for ORANGE County, MARY JANE 

ARRINGTON, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for OSCEOLA 

County, WENDY SARTORY LINK, in her official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for PALM BEACH County, BRIAN E. CORLEY, in his official capacity 

as Supervisor of Elections for PASCO County, DEBORAH CLARK, in her 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for PINELLAS County, LORI 

EDWARDS, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for POLK County, 

CHARLES OVERTURF, in his official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for 

PUTNAM County, TAPPIE A VILLANE, in her official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for SANTA ROSA County, RON TURNER, in his official capacity as 
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Supervisor of Elections for SARASOTA County, CHRIS ANDERSON, in his 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for SEMINOLE County, VICKY 

OAKES, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for ST. JOHNS 

County, GERTRUDE WALKER, in her official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for ST. LUCIE County, WILLIAM KEEN, in his official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for SUMTER County, GLENDA B. WILLIAMS, in her 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for SUWANNEE County, DANA 

SOUTHERLAND, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for TAYLOR 

County, DEBORAH K. OSBORNE, in her official capacity as Supervisor of 

Elections for UNION County, LISA LEWIS, in her official capacity as Supervisor 

of Elections for VOLUSIA County, HENRY WELLS, in his official capacity as 

Supervisor of Elections for WAKULLA County, BOBBY BEASLEY, in his 

official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for WALTON County, and CAROL F. 

RUDD, in her official capacity as Supervisor of Elections for WASHINGTON 

County, all in their official capacities as County Election Supervisors for their 

respective counties (collectively, “Supervisors”). Based upon information and 

belief, Plaintiffs allege as follows:  

NATURE OF THE CASE 

1. Plaintiffs bring this case to ensure that all eligible Florida voters have 

a fair and safe opportunity to exercise their right to vote in the August 18, 2020 
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primary (“August Primary”) and November 3, 2020 general election (“November 

General”), as required by the U.S. Constitution. A novel coronavirus pandemic is 

sweeping through the country, with known infections exceeding a million and 

fatalities approaching 70,000. No states have been spared. In Florida, as of May 4, 

2020, there are 36,078 confirmed cases, and 1,379 people have died; tragically, 

there is no end in sight to this crisis. Indeed, the Director of the Centers for Disease 

Control and Prevention (“CDC”) recently cautioned that the country may 

encounter a second, more deadly wave of COVID-19, which will “be even more 

difficult than the one we just went through.”1  

2. The pandemic’s impact is not limited to Floridians’ health; it also 

endangers their right to vote. The threat to Floridians’ right to vote is so imminent 

that just weeks ago⸺still reeling from the challenges of administering the March 

17, 2020 presidential preference primary election (“PPP”) during the 

pandemic⸺all 67 of Florida’s Supervisors of Elections laudably sent Governor 

DeSantis a letter outlining the challenges they will face in the upcoming August 

Primary and November General, as social distancing measures continue and 

unprecedented vote-by-mail turnout occurs. While Florida commendably allows 

widespread voting by mail, multiple laws and practices governing mail voting 
                                                            
1 Zack Budryk, CDC director warns second wave of coronavirus might be ‘more 
difficult’, THE HILL (Apr. 21, 2020), https://thehill.com/policy/healthcare/493973-
cdc-director-warns-second-wave-of-coronavirus-might-be-more-difficult. 
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already burden and disenfranchise thousands of voters in the State and are certain 

to burden and disenfranchise thousands more in the current crisis without 

injunctive relief from this Court.  

3. On March 17, 2020, in the early stages of the pandemic, Florida held 

its PPP. While voters clad in gloves and masks waited to vote, county Supervisors 

witnessed significant challenges: polling places were unavailable, hand sanitizer 

and other materials were in short supply, and a substantial numbers of poll 

workers⸺most of whom were over 65 and at high risk for experiencing severe 

cases of COVID-19⸺decided not to work, many at the last minute. In Palm Beach 

County alone, over 800 poll workers backed out just shortly before the election due 

to coronavirus concerns. And shortly after the election, at least two poll workers in 

Broward County tested positive for COVID-19, at least one of whom was on duty 

for all nine days of early voting. The Supervisors anticipate that these challenges 

will persist in the August Primary and November General and, much like recent 

historic absentee turnout in Wisconsin, that Florida will see significant increases in 

voting by mail⸺much of it by first-time or new mail voters, given that most 

Florida voters have typically voted in person in past elections.  

4. But Florida’s vote-by-mail regime is ill-equipped to handle this influx 

of new mail voters, which is certain to exacerbate the disenfranchising effects of 

Florida’s failure to provide prepaid postage (“Vote-by-Mail Postage 
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Requirement”), its requirement that vote-by-mail ballots be received by 7 p.m. on 

Election Day (“Election Day Receipt Deadline”), Fla. Stat. Ann. §§ 101.67(2), 

101.6103(2), 101.64, and its prohibition on the use of paid organizers to assist 

voters with collecting ballots (“Voter Assistance Ban”), Fla. Stat. Ann. § 104.0616 

(collectively, “Challenged Provisions”). The burdens of the Challenged Provisions 

fall particularly heavily on Florida’s elderly citizens, low-income citizens, and 

student voters, many of whom require assistance with delivering their ballots and 

do not have easy access to postage.     

5. Even under normal circumstances, Florida’s Vote-By-Mail Postage 

Requirement, which dictates that voters pay for the postage necessary to mail their 

vote-by-mail ballot unless individual counties choose to take on that burden for 

them, significantly increases the monetary and transaction costs associated with 

voting. Not only must a mail voter pay for postage to vote, but they also must 

acquire the postage, which, in this digital age when many people do not keep 

stamps at home, often requires a trip to the post office or other essential business. 

For those with stamps, many voters must still determine the correct amount of 

postage, which varies by ballot size and weight. As a result, these voters are also 

forced to travel to local post offices to inquire about postage, which adds 

significant cost to the voting process, especially for those with limited access to 

transportation, including elderly citizens and students. These trips to the post office 
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also create risks of exposure to COVID-19, which is a concern for all voters and 

particularly for elderly voters in Florida who are especially vulnerable to the 

coronavirus. Moreover, as the United States Postal Service (“USPS”) continues to 

face massive budget shortfalls and its workers themselves succumb to illness due 

to their exposure to coronavirus, there is no guarantee that voters’ local post offices 

will be open and available to answer questions; it is all but certain that for many 

voters, the time used to acquire postage or determine the correct postage amount 

will delay the voting process and place voters at greater risk of disenfranchisement 

due to the Election Day Receipt Deadline. 

6. Similarly, Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline disenfranchises 

thousands of voters who complete and mail their ballot prior to Election Day, but 

whose ballots⸺through no fault of the voter⸺do not arrive in the mail at their 

county Supervisor of Elections’ Office by 7 p.m. on Election Day. See Fla. Stat. 

Ann. §§ 101.67(2), 101.6103(2), 101.64. In 2018 alone, Florida discarded over 

17,000 ballots⸺nearly 56% of all vote-by-mail ballots that were rejected⸺simply 

because they arrived after the Election Day Receipt Deadline. More alarmingly, it 

did so notwithstanding that over 20,000 Florida voters did not even receive their 

mail ballot until just days before Election Day, leaving them with insufficient time 

to return it by mail through no fault of their own. While the Election Day Receipt 

Deadline is constitutionally problematic in its own right, under the current 
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circumstances⸺where a global pandemic will lead to a significant increase in mail 

voting while at the same time severely burdening an already compromised USPS 

and thinly stretched local elections staff⸺it cannot survive judicial scrutiny. If left 

in place, the Election Day Receipt Deadline is certain to disenfranchise countless 

more voters this fall and, as a result, necessitates the precise change that the U.S. 

Supreme Court accepted in Wisconsin for its recent primary election⸺a postmark 

deadline that requires counting all ballots postmarked on or before Election Day 

and received within a reasonable time after Election Day. See Republican Nat’l 

Comm. v. Democratic Nat’l Comm., No. 19A1016, 2020 WL 1672702, at *2 (Apr. 

6, 2020).  

7. Finally, Florida’s Voter Assistance Ban, codified at Fla. Stat. Ann. § 

104.0616, also significantly raises the risk that large swaths of lawful, eligible 

voters⸺many of whom are likely to have limited mobility and limited access to 

mail⸺will be disenfranchised. The Voter Assistance Ban makes it a misdemeanor 

for any individual paid by any organization to assist with returning more than two 

vote-by-mail ballots each election, unless the individual is an immediate family 

member of the voter. The Voter Assistance Ban hamstrings the ability of 

organizations like Priorities USA and Alianza to assist voters and their constituents 

in making the transition to vote by mail and to ensure that voters’ ballots arrive on 

time to be counted. This is particularly problematic for the upcoming elections, not 
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only because there will be a substantial increase in the number of individuals 

needing assistance with turning in their ballot, but also because it will be 

exceptionally difficult to find individuals unaffiliated with political organizations 

who are willing to volunteer to assist voters given COVID-19 and the public health 

risks of exposing themselves to other individuals.  

8. For decades, Florida has been ground zero for election mishaps. In 

2000, the fate of the U.S. Presidency remained in limbo for over a month due to 

voting machine failures in Florida. In 2012, Florida made national headlines by 

having some of the longest voting lines in the country. And in 2018, Florida faced 

three statewide recounts⸺at least one of which could have been decided by the 

number of mail votes that were not counted because they arrived after the Election 

Day Receipt Deadline. While 2020 is certainly an unprecedented year, it does not 

have to be the next year on the long list of Florida’s election debacles. This Court 

can help prevent that outcome by ensuring that Florida’s vote-by-mail regime 

complies with the Constitution and provides a mechanism for all voters to vote in 

the upcoming elections.  

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

9. Plaintiffs bring this action under 42 U.S.C. §§ 1983 and 1988 to 

redress the deprivation under color of state law of rights secured by the United 

States Constitution and by an Act of Congress. 
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10. This Court has original jurisdiction over the subject matter of this 

action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1343 because the matters in controversy 

arise under the Constitution and laws of the United States. 

11. This Court has personal jurisdiction because each of the Defendants 

resides in Florida, has continuous and systematic contact with Florida, and is 

subject to service of process in Florida in their official capacities. Among the 

Defendants, Governor Ron DeSantis, Secretary of State Laurel Lee, Attorney 

General Ashley Moody, and the Florida Election Canvassing Commission all 

reside and carry out a substantial amount of their official duties in within this 

judicial district, as do 23 of the Defendant Supervisors of Elections within their 

respective counties in this judicial district. The remaining 44 Defendant 

Supervisors reside and carry out substantially all of their official duties within their 

respective counties elsewhere in Florida.  

12. Venue is proper in this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) because (1) 

all Defendants are residents of Florida, in which this judicial district is located, and 

numerous Defendants reside in this judicial district; and (2) a substantial part of the 

events that gave rise to Plaintiffs’ claim occurred in this judicial district. 

13. This Court has the authority to enter a declaratory judgment and to 

provide preliminary and permanent injunctive relief pursuant to Rules 57 and 65 of 

the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202. 
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14. All conditions precedent to the maintenance of this case and 

Plaintiffs’ claims have occurred, been performed, or otherwise been waived. 

PARTIES 
 

15. Plaintiff KIRK NIELSEN is a U.S. citizen and a registered voter in 

Miami-Dade County, Florida. Nielsen is an investigative journalist and an adjunct 

professor at the University of Miami. Nielsen has been a registered voter in Florida 

for twenty-five years and regularly participates in elections. In the 2018 general 

election, Nielsen cast his vote-by-mail ballot via first class mail on October 29, 

2018—eight days before Election Day—from a post office at the University of 

Miami’s Coral Gables campus. Through public record requests that Nielsen 

submitted himself, Nielsen later learned that his ballot was not received by the 

Miami-Dade County Supervisor of Elections until November 14, 2018—sixteen 

days after sending in his ballot and eight days after Election Day. As a result, 

Miami-Dade County did not count Nielsen’s ballot. Nielsen intends to participate 

in upcoming elections in Florida, and he wants his ballot to count. While Nielsen 

would prefer to vote in person given his prior experience with vote-by-mail ballots, 

Nielsen no longer feels comfortable voting in person during the coronavirus 

pandemic. Nielsen intends to cast a mail ballot in upcoming elections. As Nielsen’s 

experience from the 2018 general election demonstrates, under Florida’s current 

standard for counting ballots, there is a substantial risk that his ballot will not be 
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counted because it will not be received by his county by the Election Day Receipt 

Deadline. This risk exists even if Nielsen sends in his ballot well in advance of 

Election Day and in compliance with the guidance provided by both the USPS and 

the Miami-Dade Supervisors’ office with respect to when ballots should be mailed.  

16. Plaintiff MORGAN OUTLAW is a U.S. citizen and a registered voter 

in Okaloosa County, Florida, the state where she was raised and where her family 

still resides today. For both the 2016 and 2018 general elections, while Outlaw was 

a student at Virginia Commonwealth University, she requested a mail ballot to 

vote. Outlaw sent back both ballots to Okaloosa County, Florida in advance of 

Election Day, but neither ballot was counted because those ballots did not reach 

the Supervisor’s office until shortly after Election Day. The county did not notify 

her after either election to inform her that her ballot did not arrive on time. Today, 

Outlaw is obtaining her Masters in Disability Studies through the City University 

of New York. While she lives out of state, she still considers Florida to be her 

permanent home. Because Outlaw is immunocompromised and has limited 

mobility, she cannot easily travel home to vote, especially in light of the current 

COVID-19 pandemic. Outlaw intends to participate in upcoming elections in 

Florida, and she wants her ballot to count this time. Because Outlaw will be away 

from her home this upcoming Fall, she will need to cast a mail ballot again. 

Because Okaloosa County does not provide pre-paid postage for its vote-by-mail 
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ballots, Outlaw will be required to acquire and pay for postage in order to cast her 

ballot. And as Outlaw’s experience from the prior two general elections shows, 

under Florida’s current standard for counting ballots, there is a substantial risk that 

Outlaw’s ballot will not be counted because it will not be received by her county 

by 7 p.m. on Election Day even if she sends in her ballot in advance of Election 

Day.  

17. Plaintiff REVEL LUBIN is a U.S. citizen and a registered voter in 

Florida, the state where he was raised and where his family still resides today. 

Since voting for the first time by mail in the 2018 general election, Lubin started a 

graduate program at Yale University, in New Haven, Connecticut, where he will be 

attending school during the 2020 Primary and General Elections. Although he will 

be attending school out of state, he still considers Florida to be his permanent 

home. Lubin is avoiding air travel in light of the current COVID-19 pandemic and 

has neither the financial resources nor the time to travel home to vote. Lubin 

intends to participate in upcoming elections in Florida and is concerned about 

whether his mail ballot will be counted, particularly with the time it takes under 

normal circumstances for mail deliveries between his home in Orlando, Florida 

and his temporary apartment in Connecticut; and the prospect of greater delay 

during the pandemic gives him further concern. Because Lubin will be away from 

home this upcoming Fall, he will need to cast a mail ballot again. Lubin does not 
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have a car at school, and the nearest post office, where he could verify collection of 

his mail ballot, is a 32-minute walk from his temporary apartment. With his 

demanding schedule, it is likely to take several days from when he receives his 

mail ballot until he can take his mail ballot to the post office. Under Florida’s 

current standard for counting ballots, there is a substantial risk that Lubin’s ballot 

will not be counted because it will not be received by his county by 7 p.m. on 

Election Day even if he sends in his ballot in advance of Election Day.  

18. Plaintiff FELICIA BRUCE is a U.S. citizen and a registered voter in 

St. Lucie County, Florida. Bruce is 70 years old, a retired school teacher, and a 

member of the Florida Alliance for Retired Americans. Since moving to Florida, 

Bruce has usually voted by mail so that she can volunteer during the election, 

which she has done during every election since she moved to Florida. On Election 

Day, Bruce typically serves as a volunteer poll watcher or poll worker or provides 

free transportation to the polls to other Florida voters. Before the pandemic, Bruce 

had signed up to be a poll worker again this year, but she no longer believes she 

will be able to serve as a poll worker because of concerns about exposing herself to 

coronavirus. Bruce has a pre-existing condition that places her at heightened risk 

for COVID-19. For that reason, Bruce does not feel it is safe to vote in person this 

year and will cast a mail ballot. Because St. Lucie County does not provide pre-

paid postage for its vote-by-mail ballots, Bruce will be required to acquire and pay 
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for postage in order to cast her ballot. Bruce is also particularly concerned that the 

anticipated surge in mail voting will overwhelm the election Supervisor’s staff and 

the postal service, leading to delays in delivery of mail ballots. She fears that her 

mail ballot will arrive after the Election Day Receipt Deadline as a result; she 

would be less at risk if Florida were required to count every mail ballot that is 

completed and mailed on or before Election Day.  

19. Plaintiff BARBARA DEVANE is a U.S. citizen and a registered voter 

in Leon County, Florida. She is 77 years old, a retired social studies teacher, and a 

member of the Florida Alliance for Retired Americans. Participating in elections is 

important to DeVane, and she usually tries to be the first person in line at her 

polling location in Tallahassee. DeVane strongly prefers to vote in person to ensure 

that her ballot is counted, but is concerned about voting in person this year due to 

the coronavirus pandemic. DeVane has a weakened immune system and worries 

that voting in person will expose her to the coronavirus. DeVane intends to vote by 

mail to protect her health. Because Leon County does not provide pre-paid postage 

for its vote-by-mail ballots, DeVane will be required to acquire and pay for postage 

in order to cast her ballot. And because DeVane has experienced mail delays in the 

past, she is concerned that she will experience similar delays this year, and that her 

mail ballot will arrive late and not be counted. She fears both that her ballot may 

not arrive at her home with enough time for her to mail it back and that there will 
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be delay when she sends it to the local election office. DeVane strongly believes 

her ballot should count as long as it is postmarked by Election Day. Because 

DeVane does not like to gamble with her ballot, DeVane would also utilize a ballot 

collection service to have a trusted person personally deliver her ballot for her, if 

such a service were available to her. 

20. Plaintiff RAY DAVIS is a U.S. citizen and registered voter in Pinellas 

County, Florida. Davis is 76 years old, a retired auto worker, and a member of the 

Florida Alliance for Retired Americans. Voting is important to Davis, who usually 

casts his ballot by personally hand-delivering his mail ballot to his local elections 

office or by driving his ballot to a drop-off location. Due to the coronavirus 

pandemic, however, Davis does not want to take the unnecessary risk of venturing 

out to cast his ballot, particularly because his wife has pre-existing conditions, 

which make her vulnerable to the disease. As a result, Davis intends to rely on the 

mail to cast is ballot this year. Because Pinellas County does not provide prepaid 

postage, Davis must acquire and pay for postage before he can return his vote-by-

mail ballot. Davis is also particularly concerned that his ballot will not be counted 

if it is not received by his Supervisors’ office by the Election Day Receipt 

Deadline. Davis does not want to choose between his family’s health and ensuring 

that his vote counts. He would be more confident that his ballot would be counted 

if Florida were required to count ballots postmarked by Election Day. In addition, 
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Davis is concerned about fellow members of the Alliance, many of whom are 70-

80 years old and at heightened risk for coronavirus. He has been encouraging them 

to vote by mail as well and wants to make sure that all of them have a fair 

opportunity for their ballots to be sent and counted. In particular, he knows that 

many do not have stamps and will have to obtain them to vote, which is an 

additional step that might put them at risk and potentially delay their ballot from 

being sent and arriving on time.  

21. Plaintiff DONESA JACKSON is a U.S. citizen and a registered voter 

in Seminole County, Florida. Jackson is 82 years old, a retired teacher, and a 

member of the Florida Alliance for Retired Americans. Voting is extremely 

important to Jackson; she believes that she has voted in every election since she 

has been registered to vote. Jackson intends to vote by mail this year and would not 

feel safe voting in person. Jackson believes she is particularly at risk for 

developing severe complications should she contract coronavirus given her age, 

her asthma, and the fact that she is immunocompromised. For that same reason, 

while Jackson usually purchases stamps from the post office, she no longer feels 

comfortable putting herself at risk to do so. And, because Seminole County does 

not provide prepaid postage, Jackson must acquire and pay for postage before she 

can return her vote-by-mail ballot. Jackson would utilize a ballot collection service 

to have a trusted person personally deliver her ballot for her, if such a service were 
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available to her. Jackson knows these services are essential to help voters cast their 

ballots, as she herself used to assist her friends with returning their ballots when 

they had no other means to do so. If such services are not available, Jackson will 

mail her ballot, but she is worried her ballot will not be counted if it is not received 

by her Supervisor’s Office until after the Election Day Receipt Deadline.  

22. Plaintiff ALIANZA FOR PROGRESS, INC. (“Alianza”) is a 

nonpartisan political organization dedicated to uniting the Puerto Rican and 

Hispanic population in the state of Florida and developing leaders from within the 

community that will support progressive policies.  To accomplish those goals, 

Alianza is active in, and dedicated to, enabling and protecting the rights of voters, 

especially with the Puerto Rican and Hispanic population, who are at elevated risk 

of disenfranchisement because of the language barriers, recent migration, 

economic disadvantage, and other structural barriers to effective political speech 

and association. 

23. Alianza runs field, digital organizing, and communications campaigns 

directed at Florida’s Puerto Rican and Latinx communities, who are the core 

constituencies that Alianza exists and works to serve. In order to assist in 

advancing progressive policies and issues to improve the lives of its members and 

members of its voting constituencies, Alianza has engaged in efforts to educate its 

members and members of its voting constituencies about the voting process and to 
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assist them to effectively exercise their right to vote by properly registering to vote, 

understanding the means available to vote, and assuring that they cast and have 

their votes counted. But for the Voter Assistance Ban, Alianza would have its 

professional field staff, who are and would be compensated for their work, also 

work to collect and deliver mail ballots to the polls on behalf of its members and 

members of its voting constituencies.  

24. The age range of Alianza’s members and members of its voting 

constituencies covers the entire range of voting-age population, from the elderly to 

newly eligible voters, who often live in multi-generational households that rely on 

mature adults working multiple jobs to support both aging parents and young 

children.  Many of these voters are economically disadvantaged recent migrants to 

Florida who speak limited or no English and face particular challenges in 

navigating the process to access and exercise their voting rights under the best of 

circumstances.  The current COVID-19 Pandemic further exacerbates the 

challenges faced by Alianza’s members and members of its voting constituencies, 

in that many of them —especially the elderly, those in frequent contact with the 

elderly, and those who cannot afford to become ill and incapable of supporting 

their family—will find it unacceptably risky to vote in person in the August 

Primary and November General due to concerns about being exposed to COVID-

19.  As a consequence, they will have no safe option to vote other than by mail—
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requiring them to determine, acquire and pay for sufficient (anywhere up to three 

stamps of) postage, which may further delay the process and require exposing 

themselves by visiting the post office—and put them at substantial risk of being 

disenfranchised due to the Vote-By-Mail Postage Requirement and Election Day 

Receipt Deadline. Among Alianza’s members and members of its voting 

constituencies are voters unaccustomed to using USPS on a regular basis, such as 

newly eligible young voters, recent citizen migrants, and economically challenged 

voters, who if faced with having to determine, acquire, or pay for required postage 

may well be disenfranchised by delay or non-delivery of their vote-by-mail ballots.  

25. To carry out its mission and outreach efforts, Alianza relies on 

membership dues, donations, and grants, which are limited resources.  In light of 

the Challenged Provisions and how their burdens imposed by those Provisions are 

further exacerbated by the risks of the COVID-19 Pandemic, Alianza feels 

compelled to take resources away from developing content and organizing efforts 

directed at advancing particular progressive policies, and shift those resources to 

increased education and outreach efforts in the hope of mitigating at least some of 

the burdens of the Challenged Provisions that serve to burden and disenfranchise 

Alianza’s members and members of its voting constituencies.  For example, 

because of the significant paid-staff time and financial resources that Alianza will 

spend on outreach efforts to mitigate the effect of the Challenged Provisions on its 
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voting constituencies, Alianza will have less paid-staff time and financial resources 

to support its advocacy campaigns on key issues affecting its members and 

constituencies, including advocacy for greater language access, increased 

affordable housing, food assistance, addressing discrimination, Covid-19 

awareness, Medicaid expansion, a comprehensive redevelopment program for 

Puerto Rico, and its petition drive to rename Stonewall Jackson Middle School to 

Roberto Clemente Middle School.  As a result of the Challenged Provisions, 

Alianza faces the burden of having fewer resources available to advance such key 

progressive policies because of the effort and costs to help its members and 

members of its voting constituencies simply to vote and have their votes counted 

against the headwinds of the Challenged Provisions that serve to reduce their 

participation and cause their votes to go uncounted.   

26. Plaintiff FLORIDA ALLIANCE FOR RETIRED AMERICANS (“the 

Alliance”) is incorporated in Florida as a 501(c)(4) nonprofit, social welfare 

organization. The Alliance has almost 200,000 members, comprising of retirees 

from public and private sector unions, community organizations, and individual 

activists. It is a chartered state affiliate of the Alliance for Retired Americans. The 

Alliance’s mission is to ensure social and economic justice and full civil rights that 

retirees have earned after a lifetime of work. The Challenged Provisions frustrate 

the Alliance’s mission because they deprive individual members of the right to 
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vote and to have their votes counted, threaten the electoral prospects of Alliance-

endorsed candidates whose supporters will face greater obstacles casting a vote and 

having their votes counted, and make it more difficult for the Alliance and its 

members to associate to effectively further their shared political purposes. Because 

of the burdens on mail-in voting created by the Challenged Provisions, the Alliance 

will be required to devote time and resources to educating its members about these 

requirements and assisting them in complying so that their mail-in ballots are 

received by Election Day, accepted, and counted. These efforts will reduce the 

time and resources the Alliance has to educate its members and legislators on 

public policy issues critical to the Alliance’s members, including the pricing of 

prescription drugs and the expansion of Medicare and Medicaid benefits. In light 

of these injuries, the Alliance joins in the Equal Protection, Due Process, Poll Tax, 

and Voting Rights Act claims to the Challenged Provisions. The Alliance does not 

join in the First Amendment claim to the Voter Assistance Ban because the 

Alliance does not currently intend to hire organizers to help collect voters’ ballots.   

27. The Alliance also brings this action on behalf of its members who face 

burdens on their right to vote as a consequence of the Challenged Provisions. 

Because all of the Alliance’s members are of an age that place them at a 

heightened risk of complications from coronavirus, all members are 

overwhelmingly likely to vote by mail this year and consequently face the burdens 
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that the Challenged Provisions place on mail voters. The Alliance’s members, for 

example, are voters who are likely to face difficultly acquiring postage or 

delivering a mail ballot themselves should they be unable to return it through the 

mail in sufficient time for their ballot to counted. Additionally, many of the 

Alliance’s members are likely to be voting for mail for the first time, and thus will 

be more susceptible to be disenfranchised by the Election Day Receipt Deadline. 

28. Plaintiff PRIORITIES USA (“Priorities”) is a 501(c)(4) nonprofit, 

voter-centric progressive advocacy and service organization. Priorities’ mission is 

to build a sustainable infrastructure to engage Americans in the progressive 

movement by running a permanent digital campaign to persuade and mobilize 

citizens around issues and elections that affect their lives. In furtherance of this 

mission, Priorities works to help educate, mobilize, and turn out voters across the 

country, including in Florida. In 2020, Priorities expects to make millions of 

dollars of contributions and expenditures to educate, mobilize, and turn out voters 

in state and federal elections around the country, including thousands of dollars to 

educate, mobilize, and turn out voters in Florida elections. Florida’s Vote-By-Mail 

Postage Requirement, Election Day Receipt Deadline, and Voter Assistance Ban 

directly harm Priorities because they burden and disenfranchise the very voters 

Priorities supports through its work and contributions in Florida. As a result, 

Priorities has to expend and divert additional funds and resources in get-out-the-

Case 4:20-cv-00236-MW-MJF   Document 1   Filed 05/04/20   Page 30 of 74



 

31 
 

vote, voter education efforts, mobilization, and turn-out activities in Florida, at the 

expense of its voter support initiatives in other states and other voter education and 

turnout programs in Florida. Specifically, the resources Priorities must divert to 

address the Challenged Provisions will directly affect the breadth of Priorities’ 

advertising campaigns in Florida and other states in support of candidates and to 

educate voters about issues central to Priorities’ mission of advancing progressive 

public policies. This diversion of resources also will reduce the funds available to 

Priorities to engage in voter turnout initiatives in Florida and other states. In 

addition, Priorities intends to engage in an organized effort, relying on paid 

workers, to assist voters with delivering ballots to election offices in the August 

Primary Election and the November General Election, which it cannot currently do 

under the Voter Assistance Ban. Specifically, if the Ban is enjoined, Priorities will 

engage persons working on its behalf and paid by Priorities to help voters who 

need assistance in delivering their ballots to election offices.   

29. Defendant RON DESANTIS is sued in his official capacity as the 

Governor of Florida. The Governor exerts control over the Supervisors, as he may 

suspend them for failure to perform their duties. See Fla. Const. art. IV, § 7; see 

also, e.g., Fla. Exec. Order No. 19-19 (executive order suspending the Supervisor 

of Elections for Palm Beach County); Fla. Exec. Order No. 18-342 (executive 

order suspending the Supervisor of Elections for Broward County). 
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30. Defendant LAUREL LEE is sued in her official capacity as Secretary 

of State of the State of Florida. The Secretary is a person within the meaning of 42 

U.S.C. § 1983 and acts under color of state law. Pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 97.012, the 

Secretary of State is the chief elections officer of the State and is therefore 

responsible for the administration of state laws affecting voting, including with 

respect to the August Primary and November General. The Secretary’s duties 

consist, among other things, of “[o]btain[ing] and maintaining uniformity in the 

interpretation and implementation of the election laws.” Id. at § 97.012(1). The 

Secretary is also tasked with ensuring that county Supervisors perform their 

statutory duties, see id. at § 97.012(14), is responsible for providing technical 

assistance to county Supervisors on voter education, election personnel training 

services, and voting systems, see id. at §§ 97.012(4)-(5), and is responsible for 

“[p]roviding written direction and opinions to the Supervisors of Elections on the 

performance of their official duties with respect to the Florida Election Code or 

rules adopted by the Department of State.” Id. at § 97.012(16). 

31. Defendant ASHLEY MOODY is sued in her official capacity as the 

Attorney General of Florida. The Attorney General is a person within the meaning 

of 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and acts under color of state law. The Attorney General’s 

authority includes overseeing the Office of the Florida Statewide Prosecutor, which 

has the responsibility to “investigate and prosecute . . . any crime involving voter 
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registration, voting, or candidate or issue petition activities.” Fla. Stat. Ann. § 

16.56. This responsibility includes, based on information and belief, enforcing the 

criminal misdemeanor provision of the Voter Assistance Ban. The Attorney 

General also has oversight authority over Florida’s state attorneys, who may also 

prosecute violations of the Voter Assistance Ban. See Fla. Stat. Ann. § 16.08. 

(“The Attorney General shall exercise a general superintendence and direction over 

the several state attorneys of the several circuits as to the manner of discharging 

their respective duties . . .”).  

32. Defendant FLORIDA ELECTIONS CANVASSING COMMISSION 

is sued as a state-created entity. Its membership consists of the Governor and two 

members of the Cabinet selected by the Governor, as set forth in Florida Statute § 

102.111. The Commission has the authority to move back the deadline for counties 

to submit their election returns “if the returns are not received . . . due to an 

emergency.” See Fla. Stat. § 102.112. “Emergency” is defined as “any occurrence, 

or threat thereof, whether accidental, natural, or caused by human beings, in war or 

in peace, that results or may result in substantial injury or harm to the population or 

substantial damage to or loss of property to the extent it will prohibit an election 

officer’s ability to conduct a safe and orderly election.” Fla. Stat. Ann. § 101.732. 

The coronavirus pandemic meets this definition, giving the Commission the 
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authority to push back the statutory deadline for counties to submit their election 

returns. 

33. Defendants FLORIDA ELECTION SUPERVISORS, sued in their 

official capacities only, are elected officials in each of Florida’s 67 counties who 

are responsible for administering elections in their respective counties. Their 

responsibilities include administering voting by mail, arranging polling locations, 

determining when to start early voting, and, in some instances, providing drop off 

locations for vote-by-mail ballots. Their responsibilities also include evaluating the 

validity vote by mail ballots, supervising ballot counts, and certifying results. Most 

of Florida’s 67 counties do not provide prepaid postage for mail in ballots in 

statewide or national elections. However, Plaintiffs have identified at least five 

counties that previously provided prepaid postage for statewide and national 

elections and likely will again:  Broward, Hillsborough, Lee, Miami-Dade, and 

Orange Counties. Accordingly, Supervisor PETER ANTONACCI, Supervisor of 

Elections for BROWARD County, Supervisor CRAIG LATIMER, Supervisor of 

Elections for HILLSBOROUGH County; TOMMY DOYLE, Supervisor of 

Elections for LEE County, CHRISTINA WHITE, Supervisor of Elections for 

MIAMI-DADE County, and BILL COWLES, Supervisor of Elections for Orange 

County are not included as Defendants in the Poll Tax or Equal Protection claims 

for the Vote-by-Mail Postage Requirement.  
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STATEMENT OF FACTS AND LAW 

A.  Vote by Mail in Florida  

34. Since 2001, Florida has permitted any registered voter to request a 

vote-by-mail ballot without an excuse. Fla. Stat. Ann. § 101.62. Voters may 

request a vote-by-mail ballot in person, in writing, or by telephone up to ten days 

before an election. Id.  

35. As a result, mail balloting has steadily grown in Florida. In 2012, 27.8 

percent of voters voted by mail; in 2016, 28.7 percent of voters voted by mail; and 

in 2018, 31.6 percent of all ballots cast in the 2018 general election were cast by 

mail⸺the highest share of votes cast by mail in any of the last six Florida 

elections. Yet, the majority of Florida voters still cast their ballots in person, either 

during early voting or at polling locations on Election Day. There is good reason 

for that.  

36. Voting by mail requires additional steps that must be taken 

deliberately and well in advance of Election Day to ensure that a voter’s ballot is 

counted. First, a voter must request a mail ballot by the statutory deadline. Next, 

the voter must receive it in the mail and complete the required signature fields. 

Finally, a voter must mail it with sufficient time and postage for it to arrive to the 

county Supervisor’s office by Election Day. These steps are not insubstantial, often 

requiring significant time and effort from voters to complete. Moreover, a misstep 
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at any point⸺including a misstep by the local election official, not the 

voter⸺often results in complete disenfranchisement. 

37. Florida requires most voters who choose to return their ballots by mail 

must also provide their own postage, see Fla. Stat. Ann. § 101.65 (instructing 

voters to “be sure there is sufficient postage if mailed”), and prominently displays 

“Postage Required” on the front of each return envelope that is mailed out. This 

requirement imposes both monetary and transaction costs that bear most heavily on 

individuals who are least likely to be able to overcome them, including students, 

the elderly, and low-income citizens.  

38. In this digital era, many voters do not regularly keep postage stamps 

in their homes, and therefore must visit a post office or other essential business to 

obtain the correct postage. Purchasing a book of 20 stamps online, for example, 

will cost voters $11—an unnecessary expense that could be cost-prohibitive for 

students and individuals with lower incomes, posing a significant hurdle to 

returning the ballot and voting.  

39. The amount of postage required for a mail ballot is also not readily 

apparent to voters. Vote-by-mail ballots are generally a non-standard size, include 

two envelopes, and have varying weight depending upon the number of elections 

on the ballot. Fla. Stat. Ann. § 101.64. As a result, even where a person has stamps, 
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mailing their ballot may still necessitate a trip to the post office to weigh the 

envelope and determine the proper amount of postage to affix.  

40. For elderly voters, voters who have disabilities, who live far from a 

post office, have limited access to transportation, are immunocompromised or have 

other high-risk factors for COVID-19, this trip deters them from voting as it may 

be nearly impossible for some voters to make and for others it poses grave health 

and safety risks. The extra time spent acquiring postage or inquiring about the 

amount of postage needed also increases the transaction cost of voting, slowing 

down the voting process and making the voter more likely to mail the ballot later in 

election cycle. In turn, this places these voters at heightened risk of their mail 

ballot arriving after the Election Day Receipt Deadline. 

41. Indeed, even where a voter is able to overcome the hurdles placed on 

them by Florida’s Vote-By-Mail Postage Requirement, their risk of 

disenfranchisement remains high. Each year, Florida rejects a significant number 

of ballots that arrive after the Election Day Receipt Deadline. See Fla. Stats. Ann. 

§§ 101.67(2), 101.6103(2), and 101.64.  

42. In 2018, for example, Florida disenfranchised over 17,000 voters, 

refusing to even count their ballots⸺the vast majority of which were completed 

and mailed before Election Day⸺simply because they arrived after the Election 

Day Receipt Deadline.  
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43. There is no question that these ballots’ late arrivals were due to no 

fault of the voter. Despite requesting vote-by-mail ballots well before the deadline, 

due either to delayed mail times or the inability of local Supervisors to respond to 

requests by the statutory deadline (eight days before Election Day, see Fla. Stat. 

Ann. § 101.62), over 20,700 vote-by-mail ballots were delivered to voters just days 

before Election Day in 2018. As a result, many voters⸺a disproportionate number 

of whom were young, college students⸺did not receive their vote-by-mail ballots 

until just days before the 2018 general election, leaving them with insufficient time 

to return their ballots so that they would arrive by the Election Day Receipt 

Deadline. See Sarah Blaskey, South Florida’s absentee-ballot blues: ‘I am 

infuriated that I was not able to vote’, Miami Herald, (Nov. 13, 2018), 

https://www.miamiherald.com/news/politicsgovernment/election/article221518235

.html.  

44. And year after year, voters are disenfranchised by the Election Day 

Receipt Deadline in part because Defendants fail to adequately communicate when 

ballots must be mailed to ensure they will be counted.  

45. According to USPS and multiple local election Supervisors, ballots 

must be mailed at least a week before Election Day to ensure timely arrival. See, 

e.g., United States Postal Service, State and Local Election Mail: User’s Guide 

(Jan. 2020), https://about.usps.com/publications/pub632.pdf (“[T]he Postal Service 
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recommends that voters mail their marked return ballots at least 1 week before the 

due date”); Pinellas County Supervisor of Elections Office, Frequently Asked 

Questions- Voting by Mail, https://www.votepinellas.com/Mail-Ballots/FAQs-

Voting-By-Mail (“PLEASE NOTE: Postal delivery service has changed. Voters 

are advised to allow at least ONE WEEK for their ballot to be returned by mail to 

the Supervisor of Elections office.”). Ballots arriving less than a week before 

Election Day, like those in 2018, simply will not arrive in time to be counted 

unless the voter undertakes extraordinary efforts, and even then, such efforts may 

not be enough. 

46. Indeed, in 2018, at least one young voter reported attempting to send 

the mail ballot she received the day before Election Day at her temporary home in 

Philadelphia via FedEx or UPS, but even those commercial services were not able 

to deliver the ballot in time for it to be counted. Sarah Blaskey, South Florida’s 

absentee-ballot blues: ‘I am infuriated that I was not able to vote’, Miami Herald, 

(Nov. 13, 2018), https://www.miamiherald.com/news/politicsgovernmentpolitics-

government/election /article221518235.html. When the voter called the Miami-

Dade Supervisor to inquire about her options, she was told effectively that there 

were none.  

47. In addition to untimely receipt of ballots, cost cutting measures and a 

shrinking USPS workforce have led to delivery delays in south Florida since at 
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least 2014. And in 2018, the south Florida town of Opa-locka made headlines 

when 266 ballots were discovered in the back of a USPS mail-sorting facility and 

were not delivered to the local Supervisors’ office until four days after the Election 

Day Receipt Deadline. None of these ballots were counted, and it was through no 

fault of the voters.  

48. The number of ballots rejected due to the Election Day Receipt 

Deadline is not inconsequential either. In 2018, former Governor Rick Scott 

defeated incumbent Senator Bill Nelson by just 10,000 votes in the race for U.S. 

Senate, well within the range of ballots discarded due to the Election Day Receipt 

Deadline.  

49. Despite the substantial number of late ballots, the State places 

significant limits on critical voter assistance that could help ensure that voters’ 

ballots arrive on time.  

50. Florida’s Voter Assistance Ban prohibits paid collectors from 

assisting more than two nonfamily member voters with returning their ballots. If 

they do, these collectors risk a misdemeanor charge punishable by a term of 

imprisonment up to a year. Fla. Stat. Ann. §§ 104.0616, 775.082. 

51. As a result, organizations like Priorities USA and Alianza are 

unconstitutionally prohibited from exercising their First Amendment rights to 

assist voters. This leaves particularly vulnerable populations, such as disabled 
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voters, elderly voters, and voters with limited access to the mail and transportation 

with limited options for help turning in their ballots. It similarly reduces the 

support available to voters who receive their mail ballots with insufficient time to 

return them.  

52. While these inadequacies in Florida’s vote-by-mail system are 

constitutionally problematic in their own right, they will only be exacerbated by 

the current coronavirus crisis, burdening and disenfranchising significantly more 

voters in the upcoming August Primary and November General elections. 

 B. The Exacerbating Effect of the Coronavirus Crisis on Florida’s  
  Vote-By-Mail System 
 

53. COVID-19, the severe and sometimes deadly disease caused by the 

novel coronavirus, has been spreading through Florida for several months. To date, 

there are 35,463 confirmed cases in the state, and 1,364 Floridians have died from 

the disease. Current models predict that approximately 2,000 people in Florida will 

die from COVID-19 by August. To slow the curve and to protect their health as 

well as the health of their friends, family, and community, Floridians across the 

state are engaging in social distancing and remain under a statewide stay-at-home 

order. These actions have helped protect Floridians health, but they have also had a 

severe economic impact on the state, with almost 2 million Floridians filing for 

unemployment benefits since the crisis began.  
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54. While the Governor has formed a task force to re-open the state, there 

is no clear end in sight to the spread of COVID-19 or the economic devastation it 

is causing and, by all accounts, the crisis is expected to last many months and 

likely well into the 2020 general election cycle.  

55. The federal government has announced that it is preparing for the 

COVID-19 crisis to last 18 months and has warned that the pandemic could come 

in “multiple waves.” The White House’s coronavirus advisor and the Director of 

the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, Dr. Anthony Fauci, was 

asked at a White House press conference whether the United States was “prepared 

for [coronavirus] to strike again, say, in the fall?” Dr. Fauci responded that, “[i]n 

fact I would anticipate that that would actually happen because of the degree of 

transmissibility.” Joseph Guzman, Fauci predicts another coronavirus outbreak in 

fall with ‘very different’ outcome, THE HILL (Mar. 31, 2020), 

https://thehill.com/changing-america/well-being/prevention-cures/490326-fauci-

predicts-another-coronavirus-outbreak-in.  

56. Similarly, the Director of the National Center for Immunization and 

Respiratory Diseases at the CDC, Dr. Nancy Messionnier, said in March 2020 that 

she expected the virus to continue spreading in the United States until next year. 

These sentiments are also shared by scientists outside the United States 

government. The COVID-19 Response Team at the Imperial College of London 
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has estimated that social distancing and other preventative measures will be 

required until a vaccine is developed and distributed widely, which they predict 

could take “18 months or more.”  

57. Even if the community spread of COVID-19 in Florida has 

significantly decreased by this upcoming election season, CDC guidelines 

recommend that individuals take meaningful social distancing measures even if 

there is a “minimal” threat of community transmission of COVID-19 in the area. 

This guidance is necessitated by the reality that asymptomatic carriers appear to be 

contributing significantly to community spread, and until there is a vaccine or 

widespread “herd immunity” (i.e., at least 60% of the population has been infected 

and recovered), Americans will remain at serious risk of contracting this 

unpredictable and deadly virus.  

58. Florida’s Supervisors, recognizing that this crisis will last months and 

affect the August Primary and November General, have alerted the Governor to the 

challenges they faced in the March 17 PPP, and asked for changes meant to ease 

the burdens that local election officials will encounter due to a likely record 

increase in voting by mail.  

59. The Supervisors are right to seek changes. The CDC, anticipating 

difficulties in conducting elections during the COVID-19 crisis, has now 

recommended that jurisdictions encourage voting by mail and reduce methods of 
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voting that lead to direct contact with other voters or poll workers. Other federal, 

state, and local officials have increasingly come to the same realization. Congress, 

for example, has authorized $400 million to help states transition to voting-by-

mail.  

60. To date, at least fifteen states and Puerto Rico have been forced to 

postpone their primary elections to avoid public health risks posed by the virus. 

States that have not postponed their elections and attempted to conduct in-person 

voting have seen utter chaos result. In Wisconsin, for example, Milwaukee was 

forced to reduce its polling locations from 180 to just five locations because of a 

severe shortage of poll workers, forcing voters to decide whether to risk their 

health to cast their ballot and, ultimately, leading to thousands of Wisconsin 

citizens being forced to stand in long lines for hours to cast their ballots, many 

wearing masks, gloves, and other protective gear as they congregated together to 

vote several hour-long lines at the polls. At least 50 individuals who participated in 

the election have been diagnosed with COVID-19—a number that is anticipated to 

grow.  

61. The inherent challenges to voting in-person during this pandemic led 

voters in Wisconsin to request absentee ballots at unprecedented rates, with more 

than a million voters requesting absentee ballots for the recent primary, four times 

the number who did so in the 2016 general election. This increased interest in 
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voting by mail, combined with decreases in available elections staff and other 

social distancing efforts, placed a significant strain on local election boards, several 

of which were not able to send voters a ballot in time for it to be returned—or even 

delivered to them—by the normal Wisconsin Election Day Receipt Deadline. See 

Democratic National Comm. v. Bostelmann, No. 20-cv-249-wmc, 2020 WL 

1638374, at *38-39 (W.D. Wis. Apr. 2, 2020). This crisis ultimately necessitated 

federal litigation that reached the U.S. Supreme Court and resulted in the 

implementation of a postmark rule, whereby ballots postmarked by Election Day 

could be counted as long as they are received within six days of Election Day. See 

Republican Nat’l Comm., 2020 WL 1672702, at *2. Over 100,000 ballots in 

Wisconsin were postmarked by, but arrived after, Election Day. Each of those 

Wisconsin voters would have been disenfranchised without court intervention.  

62. Like Wisconsin, Florida did not postpone its March 17, 2020 PPP, and 

counties’ election operations were acutely affected by the crisis, even though the 

crisis was just beginning. Supervisors across the state reported significant poll 

worker cancellations, including many at the last minute. Polling locations were 

changed as many counties moved polling locations out of senior facilities. And on 

Election Day, counties reported a significant lack of hand sanitizer. Shortly after 

the PPP, at least two poll workers in Broward County tested positive for COVID-

19.  
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63. Across the state, the Supervisors anticipate that many of these 

challenges will persist in the August Primary and November General, and that due 

to a lack of desire to be in the same place as other individuals as well as continued 

social distancing, there will be a significant increase in voting by mail.  

64. The Duval County Supervisor has reported that he will likely need to 

replace more than half his poll workers, 60 percent of whom are older than 65, in 

the upcoming elections. The Miami-Dade Supervisor is concerned that she will be 

unable to secure the 600 polling locations necessary to conduct in-person voting, 

while also preparing for an increase in mail voting. In Hillsborough County, the 

Supervisor of Elections anticipates that mail balloting will double.  

65. Given that in 2018, with just 31 percent of voters voting by mail, 

Supervisors across the state were unable to process mail ballot applications before 

the statutory cutoff, leaving voters with insufficient time to mail them back before 

the Election Day Receipt Deadline, it is all but certain (and understandable) that 

they will be unable to process the influx of applications that they will receive for 

the August Primary and November General in a timely fashion. This is precisely 

what happened in Wisconsin in its April 7 primary election, resulting in over 

100,000 ballots arriving after Election Day.  

66. An increase in voting by mail also means that a significant number of 

voters who typically vote in person will be voting by mail, and many of those 
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voters will be voting by mail the first time. These voters differ from current mail 

voters in important respects that make them even more likely to be burdened by 

having to pay for postage and by being required to have their ballots arrive by 

Election Day instead of postmarked on or before Election Day. These first-time 

mail voters, in particular, will require assistance in completing the mail voting 

process. 

67. Compared to traditional mail voters, in-person voters tend to be of a 

lower socio-economic status, meaning that as they transition to mail voting, they 

are far more likely to face challenges in paying for or obtaining postage and, as 

new mail voters, they are less likely to know how much postage is needed. 

Moreover, given the devastating economic impacts of the coronavirus, many 

voters’ sources of income have been eradicated due to the mounting crisis, further 

increasing the number of individuals who likely will find the costs of stamps or the 

costs of traveling to obtain stamps prohibitive in this increasingly desperate 

economic situation.  

68. Given that many voters who switch to mail voting will be doing so 

precisely because they are immunocompromised, have conditions placing them at 

high risk for COVID-19, or are generally concerned about their health or the health 

of their family and friends, they will be far less likely to venture out to purchase 
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stamps if they do not already have them in their home or to leave home to go to the 

post office to determine the proper amount.  

69. Those voters transitioning to mail voting from Election Day voting 

also tend to be “late deciders;” that is, they decide who they will vote for later in 

the process, typically at the end of the campaign. Because of that, they are more 

likely to cast a mail ballot at the end of the voting process with only a few days to 

go until Election Day. 

70. It is unremarkable that these voters would be more likely to cast their 

vote-by-mail ballots later given that they are also likely to be less familiar with the 

voting by mail, including the Election Day Receipt Deadline. Nor would it be 

unreasonable for them to think that their ballots can be mailed later in the election 

cycle as long as they are postmarked by Election Day, as many other deadlines in 

Florida voters’ lives⸺including voter registration deadlines⸺are postmark 

deadlines. See, e.g., Fla. Stat. Ann. § 97.053 (accepting voter registrations 

postmarked by the deadline); id. § 101.6952 (accepting postmark deadlines for 

overseas ballots); id. § 192.047 (applying a postmark deadline to tax returns or 

applications); id. § 607.15092 (applying a postmark deadline to annual fees for 

corporate registrations); id. § 197.582 (applying a postmark deadline for property 

claim filings).  
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71. For the same reasons, these voters are much more likely to need 

assistance with casting their ballots so that they can avoid the pitfalls that too often 

lead to rejection. And absent the option for paid and trained organizers to help 

collect their ballots, such assistance is likely to be hard to find as people continue 

to social distance.  

72. Finally, at the same time that mail balloting increases, USPS is facing 

a budget crisis that will likely lead to delays in mail delivery, raising particular 

concerns for Florida, which already experiences slow and unreliable mail service 

and, as a result, has had to ask voters to mail their ballots up to a week days before 

Election Day even before COVID-19⸺and, even when that advice is followed, has 

still had ballots arrive well after Election Day. Together, these circumstances 

guarantee that as the COVID-19 crisis continues, Florida voters will find it 

increasingly difficult to ensure that their ballots arrive before the Election Day 

Receipt Deadline without assistance.  

C. The State Has No Adequate Interest in the Challenged Laws and 
 Policy Generally, and Even Less Interest During the Pandemic 
 
73. Even before the coronavirus crisis, the State’s interests in the 

Challenged Provisions were thin. In the context of COVID-19, they are virtually 

nonexistent.  

74. The State has no legitimate interest in imposing the Vote-By-Mail 

Postage Requirement. Providing postage to allow citizens to complete voting as 
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well as other important government-related functions is a common practice that has 

been adopted by federal, state, and county governments. For instance, at least 

sixteen states prepay postage on vote-by-mail ballots. See Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 16-

542; Cal. Elec. Code § 3010; 15 Del. Code § 5504; Haw. Rev. Stat. § 11-102; Ind. 

Code § 3-11-4-20; Iowa Code Ann. § 53.8; Minn. Stat. Ann. § 203B.07; Mo. Rev. 

Stat. § 115.285; Mont. Code § 13-13-214; Nev. Rev. Stat. § 293.323; N. M. Stat. 

Ann. § 1-6-8; Ore. Rev. Stat. § 254.473; R.I. Gen. Laws § 17-20-10; Wash. Rev. 

Code § 29A.40.091; W. Va. Code Ann. § 3-3-5; Wis. Stat. Ann. § 6.87. Likewise, 

the United States Census Bureau sends census surveys with postage-prepaid return 

envelopes. Florida provides, as the National Voter Registration Act requires, a 

postage-prepaid return envelope when it asks voters to verify their address for the 

purpose of voter registration. And, in its coronavirus stimulus package, Congress 

allocated $400 million for elections, which can be used to cover the cost of 

prepaying postage, among other expenses.  

75. Moreover, studies have shown that sending absentee ballots in 

postage-prepaid envelopes increases mail voting turnout. When King County, 

Washington launched prepaid postage pilot programs during the 2017 and 2018 

primary elections, the county found that voters returned their absentee ballots via 

USPS at higher rates when they received return envelopes with postage prepaid. In 

the 2016 general election, before pre-paid postage was implemented, 48% of the 
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tested group of voters returned their absentee ballots via USPS. In 2017, after pre-

paid postage was implemented, 81% of those same voters did. Voters were not 

only more likely to return their ballots by mail, they were also more likely to vote. 

In the 2017 primary, turnout rose 10%. In the 2018 primary, it rose 6%. Following 

these pilot programs, King County sent all absentee ballots with postage-prepaid 

return envelopes. Shortly after that, the Governor and Secretary of State of 

Washington funded prepaid postage for every county in the state. This experience 

shows, not surprisingly, the enfranchising effects of prepaid postage and, 

conversely, the impediments to voting that result from voters having to pay for 

postage. 

76. The justifications for Election Day Receipt Deadline also fail to hold 

water, and this is particularly true where the State has a history of mailing ballots 

to voters after the statutory deadlines and known mail distribution challenges. 

While Florida may set a reasonable deadline for receiving ballots to ensure the 

finality of election results, the Election Day Receipt Deadline is not reasonable: 

voters do not reasonably expect that they must submit their ballots so far in 

advance of Election Day⸺particularly where they are not even receiving them 

until mere days before. And where the vast majority of deadlines that voters 

encounter in their daily lives, including the voter registration deadline and the 

deadline for UOCAVA ballots, are postmark deadlines, it is all the more 
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reasonable for voters, and especially new voters, to expect that their ballots will be 

counted if they are postmarked by Election Day.  

77. The Election Day Receipt Deadline is also unnecessary to ensure that 

all ballots are received and counted within a reasonable time. In fact, as noted, 

ballots from overseas voters are not required to be received until ten days after 

Election Day, provided they are postmarked by Election Day.2 Fla. Stat. Ann. § 

101.6952. Thus, vote tallies are not final on Election Day, and there is no reason 

that regular vote-by-mail ballots could not be placed on the same timeline as 

UOCAVA ballots. This is particularly true during the pandemic where mailing 

delays are imminent and in-state voters now find themselves similarly positioned 

to UOCAVA voters in that regard.  

78. Finally, the State’s justifications for the Voter Assistance Ban are also 

weak. Indeed, voter fraud is extremely rare in Florida. Moreover, Florida has other 

protections in place that would better protect directly against such actions such as 

prohibiting: fraud in connection with casting a vote, Fla. Stat. Ann. § 104.041, the 

designation of a choice on a ballot for another person, id. § 104.047, voting a 

                                                            
2 The term “postmark” refers to any type of imprint applied by the postal service to 
indicate the location and date the postal service accepts custody of a piece of mail, 
including bar codes, circular stamps, or other tracking marks. Where a ballot does 
not bear a postmark date, it should be presumed to have been mailed on or before 
Election Day unless the preponderance of the evidence demonstrates it was mailed 
after Election Day. 
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fraudulent ballot, id. § 104.16, as well as “vote-buying” and “vote-selling,” id. §§ 

104.061(2), 104.045. This kind of voter assistance is particularly needed in the 

current crisis where existing methods of turning in ballots through volunteers are 

increasingly less likely to occur as people attempt to socially distance and paid, 

trained, and organized campaign staff may be the only functional way to assist 

people with turning in their ballots in the August Primary and November General 

elections. 

79. Absent relief from this Court the individual and cumulative impacts of 

the Vote-By-Mail Postage Requirement, Election Day Receipt Deadline, and Voter 

Assistance Ban will impose a severe burden on Florida voters, deterring them from 

participating in the August Primary and November General and disenfranchising 

them. If these laws stand, many Florida voters will find themselves faced with the 

same unconscionable choice that Wisconsin voters faced on April 7⸺their health 

and safety versus their right to vote. This Court has the ability to ensure that both 

are protected, and it should do so.  
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CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 
 

COUNT I 
 

Equal Protection 
U.S. Const. Amend. I & XIV, 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

Undue Burden on the Right to Vote 
(Election Day Receipt Deadline, Voter Assistance Ban, & Vote-by-Mail Postage 

Requirement) 

80. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference paragraphs 1-79 of 

this Complaint as though fully set forth therein.  

81. Under the Anderson-Burdick balancing test, a court considering a 

challenge to a state election law must carefully balance the character and 

magnitude of injury to the First and Fourteenth Amendment rights that the plaintiff 

seeks to vindicate against the justifications put forward by the State for the burdens 

imposed by the rule. See Burdick v. Takushi, 504 U.S. 428, 434 (1992); Anderson 

v. Celebrezze, 460 U.S. 780, 789 (1983).  

82. This balancing test utilizes a flexible sliding scale, where the 

rigorousness of scrutiny depends upon the extent to which the challenged law 

burdens voting rights. See Democratic Exec. Comm. of Fla. v. Lee, 915 F.3d 1312, 

1318–19 (11th Cir. 2019).  

83. Courts need not accept a state’s justifications at face value, particularly 

where those justifications are “speculative,” otherwise it “would convert Anderson-

Burdick’s means-end fit framework into ordinary rational-basis review wherever 
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the burden a challenged regulation imposes is less than severe.” Soltysik v. Padilla, 

910 F.3d 438, 448–49 (9th Cir. 2018) (citing Pub. Integrity All., 836 F.3d at 1024–

25); see also Crawford v. Marion Cty. Election Bd., 553 U.S. 181, 191 (2008) 

(Stevens, J., controlling op.) (“However slight th[e] burden may appear, . . . it must 

be justified by relevant and legitimate state interests sufficiently weighty to justify 

the limitation.”) (internal citation and quotation marks omitted) (emphasis added); 

Democratic Exec. Comm. of Fla., 915 F.3d at 1318-19 (“And even when a law 

imposes only a slight burden on the right to vote, relevant and legitimate interests 

of sufficient weight still must justify that burden. The more a challenged law 

burdens the right to vote, the stricter the scrutiny to which we subject that law.”).  

84. Florida’s Vote-By-Mail Postage Requirement, Election Day Receipt 

Deadline, and Voter Assistance Ban impose a severe burden on all Florida voters 

who vote by mail.  

85. Florida’s Vote-By-Mail Postage Requirement imposes monetary costs 

on the only safe alternative to voting for individuals who would otherwise have to 

subject themselves to the health risks of waiting to vote at the few consolidated and 

potentially crowded polling locations available. These costs bear most heavily on 

low-income voters and those who are affected by the devastating economic impact 

of the ongoing public health emergency. Even for voters able to withstand the 

economic costs, the postage requirement imposes practical burdens—i.e., traveling 
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to a post office to purchase stamps—that will deter voters with disabilities, limited 

access to transportation, and voters concerned about the attendant health risks. 

There is little justification for failing to provide such postage given the benefits for 

voter turnout as well as the ready source of funding provided by the federal 

government. Thus, Florida’s failure to provide an opportunity for eligible citizens 

to vote by mail, without cost, violates the First and Fourteenth Amendments. 

86. The Election Day Receipt Deadline also poses a severe burden on 

voters’ right to vote. Voters must first learn about the Election Day Receipt 

Deadline and accurately guess when their ballot must be mailed for it to be 

counted, if they have even received their ballot in time to mail it. For those voters 

who, through no fault of their own, misjudge how long it will take for their ballot 

to arrive back in the county, or for those whose ballots are simply left unopened in 

a mail processing center, or do not reach the voter until a day or two before 

Election Day, the punishment is swift and severe: total disenfranchisement. But 

Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline also severely burdens all voters who vote 

by mail even if those voters’ ballots are successfully counted. By requiring voters 

to cast their vote-by- vote-by-mail ballots a week before the election for those 

ballots to be counted, Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline forces Florida 

voters to cast their ballots before they can account for any critical information 

about the election or the candidates that arise in the final week leading up to 
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Election Day. Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline thus deprives voters of the 

ability in to engage in this robust period of civic engagement, because it effectively 

requires them to have already cast their vote. Moreover, the magnitude of 

individuals burdened by the Election Day Receipt Deadline is certain to rise in the 

August Primary and November General in light of the current public-health 

emergency due to increased mail delays and processing times needed for 

Supervisors to vote-by-mail ballots out.  

87. Similarly, the Voter Assistance Ban imposes a severe burden on the 

right to vote because it will effectively disenfranchise voters who require 

assistance turning in their vote-by-mail ballots, but lack access to a family member 

or friend who is able to provide such assistance. The State’s interest in enforcing 

the Voter Assistance Ban cannot justify disenfranchising voters who require 

assistance but lack individuals to provide it. Other Florida laws already criminalize 

any exercise of undue influence or voting fraud that might be captured by the 

Voter Assistance Ban.  

88. In short, Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline, Voter Assistance 

Ban, and Vote-by-Mail Postage Requirement are not supported by a state interest 

that is sufficient to justify the resulting burden on the right to vote, and thus unduly 

burden the right to vote of all Florida voters in violation of the First and Fourteenth 

Amendments.  
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court enter 

judgment: 

A.  Declaring that Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline, Voter 
Assistance Ban, and Vote-By-Mail Postage Requirement violate the 
First and Fourteenth Amendments to the U.S. Constitution;  

B. Preliminarily and permanently enjoin, Defendants, their respective 
agents, officers, employees, and successors, and all persons acting in 
concert with each or any of them, from rejecting ballots that are 
postmarked by Election Day and arrive at their respective Supervisor’s 
office within ten days;  

C. Preliminary and permanently enjoin Defendants, their respective agents, 
officers, employees, and successors, and all persons acting in concert 
with each or any of them, from enforcing the Voter Assistance Ban, 
allowing voters to designate any third party⸺whether paid or not⸺to 
assist in the collection and submission of their vote-by-mail ballots;  

D. Preliminary and permanently enjoin Defendants, their respective agents, 
officers, employees, and successors, and all persons acting in concert 
with each or any of them, from requiring that voters provide postage on 
their vote-by-mail ballots and further require that Florida provide 
prepaid postage on all vote-by-mail ballots;  

E. Awarding Plaintiffs their costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ 
fees pursuant to, inter alia, 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and other applicable laws; 
and  

F. Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 
proper. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case 4:20-cv-00236-MW-MJF   Document 1   Filed 05/04/20   Page 58 of 74



 

59 
 

 
COUNT II 

 
Due Process 

U.S. Const. Amend. XIV, 42 U.S.C. § 1983 
Denial of Procedural Due Process 
(Election Day Receipt Deadline)  

 
89. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference paragraphs 1-79 of 

this Complaint as though fully set forth herein. 

90. The Due Process Clause of the United States Constitution prohibits 

the states from depriving “any person of . . . liberty . . . without due process of 

law.” U.S. Const. amend. XIV, § 1. Which protections are due in a given case 

requires a careful analysis of the importance of the rights and the other interests at 

stake. See Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319, 334–35 (1976); Nozzi v. Hous. Auth. 

of City of L.A., 806 F.3d 1178, 1192 (9th Cir. 2015). Courts must first consider 

“the nature of the interest that will be affected” by the government’s action as well 

as the “degree of potential deprivation that may be created” by existing procedures. 

Id. at 1192–93. Second, “courts must consider the ‘fairness and reliability’ of the 

existing procedures and the ‘probable value, if any, of additional procedural 

safeguards.’” Id. at 1193 (quoting Mathews, 424 U.S. at 343). Finally, courts must 

consider “the public interest, which ‘includes the administrative burden and other 

societal costs that would be associated with’ additional or substitute procedures. Id. 

(quoting Mathews, 424 U.S. at 347). Overall, “due process is flexible and calls for 
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such procedural protections as the particular situation demands.” Mathews, 424 

U.S. at 334, (quotation and citation omitted). 

91. Florida’s vote-by-mail procedures must comport with due process. 

See Raetzel v. Parks/Bellemont Absentee Election Bd., 762 F. Supp. 1354, 1358 (D. 

Ariz. 1990). “Such due process is not provided when the election procedures [for 

voting by mail]” do not adequately protect the right to vote or ensure that an 

“individual is not continually and repeatedly denied so fundamental a right.” Id.; 

see also Saucedo v. Gardner, 335 F. Supp. 3d 202, 217 (D.N.H. 2018) (“Having 

induced voters to vote by absentee ballot, the State must provide adequate process 

to ensure that voters’ ballots are fairly considered and, if eligible, counted.”).  

92. “When an election process reache[s] the point of patent and 

fundamental unfairness,’ there is a due process violation.” Fla. State Conference of 

N.A.A.C.P. v. Browning, 522 F.3d 1153, 1183 (11th Cir. 2008) (quoting Roe v. 

Alabama, 43 F.3d 574, 580 (11th Cir. 1995)). A state’s elections system, “the 

specifics of which are not explicitly made known to potential voters, that leaves 

potential voters in the dark as to its effect on a voter’s [ability to vote] and that fails 

to give voters a fair opportunity to [participate], is fundamentally unfair and 

violative of the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.” Id. at 1185. 
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93. The nature of the interest at stake in this case⸺the right to vote and to 

have that vote count⸺is the most precious liberty interest of all because it is 

preservative of all other basic civil and political rights.  

94. But Florida’s existing procedures for counting vote-by-mail ballots 

too often deprive voters of having their ballot counted because (1) many voters do 

not learn of the Election Day Receipt Deadline before Election Day, and (2) even 

voters who do learn of the Election Day Receipt Deadline may not have their 

ballots counted if those ballots do not arrive in the mail at the county Supervisor’s 

office, through no fault of their own, by 7 p.m. on Election Day. Florida’s Election 

Day Receipt Deadline further deprives all Florida voters who vote by mail of the 

ability to cast a meaningful and informed vote by requiring voters to cast their 

ballots a full week before Election Day if they wish to ensure that their ballots will 

actually be counted. 

95. Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline is neither a reliable nor fair 

way to administer voting by mail. The Election Day Receipt Deadline and the 

corresponding cutoff for casting ballots is, in fact, devoid of reliability because 

many voters are not even sent their vote-by-mail ballots until after the mailing 

cutoff, leaving them with no options for placing their ballots in the mail to be 

counted. Nor is the Election Day Receipt Deadline fair because it forces those 
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voters to cast their ballots with incomplete information and before candidates have 

delivered their final pitches to the voters.  

96. The value of additional or substitute procedural safeguards to ensure 

that the votes of Florida’s mail voters are both meaningfully cast and actually 

counted is readily apparent. A substitute procedure⸺requiring vote-by-mail ballots 

to be postmarked on or before Election Day and received by the county within, at a 

minimum, ten days after Election Day to be counted⸺solves the inequities 

inherent in Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline. A postmark date not only 

offers a reliable date to Florida voters by which they must cast their ballots, but it 

also ensures that voters who receive their ballots late through no fault of their own, 

are still able to engage in the franchise. A postmark date additionally ensures that 

all of Florida’s voters can consider any information that may arise and influence 

voters’ choices in the last week of the election. 

97. Because Florida counties are not required to finalize its election 

results for twelve days after the election, see Fla. Stat. Ann. § 102.112, and already 

allows UOCAVA voters to mail their ballots in for up to ten days after Election 

Day, see Fla. Stat. Ann. §§ 101.6952(5), requiring Florida to accept ballots that are 

postmarked on or before Election Day and which arrive within ten days of Election 

Day would put no administrative burden on the state. And, as the Supreme Court 
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has explained, “administrative convenience” cannot justify the deprivation of a 

constitutional right. See Taylor v. Louisiana, 419 U.S. 522, 535 (1975).  

98. Having induced its voters to vote by mail, Florida must establish 

adequate procedures to ensure that voters have a reliable, fair, and effective 

method to cast their ballots. Because Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline is 

markedly inadequate in all those respects, and Florida is readily capable of 

instituting a substitute procedure which would protect those voters’ rights with 

minimal burden to the state, Florida’s Election Day Receipt Deadline violates 

Florida voters’ procedural due process rights. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court enter 

judgment: 

 A.   Declaring that the Election Day Receipt Deadline violates the Due  
  Process Clause;  

B. Preliminarily and permanently enjoin, Defendants, their respective 
agents, officers, employees, and successors, and all persons acting in 
concert with each or any of them, from rejecting ballots that are 
postmarked by Election Day and arrive at their respective 
Supervisor’s office within ten days;  

C. Awarding Plaintiffs their costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ 
fees pursuant to, inter alia, 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and other applicable 
laws; 

D. Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 
proper. 
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COUNT III 
 

Poll Tax 
U.S. Const. Amend. XIV and XXIV, 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

Imposition of a Poll Tax 
(Vote-by-Mail-Postage Requirement) 

 
99. Plaintiffs reallege and reincorporate by reference paragraphs 1-79 of 

this Complaint as though fully set forth herein. 

100. The Twenty-Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution 

provides that: “The right of citizens of the United States to vote in any primary or 

other election for President or Vice President, for electors for President or Vice 

President, or for Senator or Representative in Congress, shall not be denied or 

abridged by the United States or any State by reason of failure to pay any poll tax 

or other tax.” U.S. Const. amend XXIV, § 1.  

101. But Florida requires individuals who cast a mail ballot to pay for 

postage to return their ballots by mail. Requiring voters to spend money to submit 

a mail ballot imposes an unconstitutional poll tax in violation of the Twenty-Fourth 

Amendment. Indeed, Florida voters⸺and particularly voters who are low-income, 

disabled, or homebound due to COVID-19⸺are being forced to pay “a price for 

the privilege of exercising the franchise.” Harman v. Forssenius, 380 U.S. 528, 

539 (1965). 

102. Based on the foregoing, the Secretary has deprived and will continue 

to deprive Plaintiffs and their members and constituents of their right to vote in 
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federal elections, secured to them by the Twenty-Fourth Amendment to the United 

States Constitution and protected by 42 U.S.C. § 1983. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court enter 

judgment: 

A.  Declaring that the Vote-By-Mail Postage Requirement violates the 
Fourteenth and Twenty-Fourth Amendments as an unconstitutional 
poll tax;  

 
B. Preliminary and permanently enjoin Defendants, their respective 

agents, officers, employees, and successors, and all persons acting in 
concert with each or any of them, from requiring that voters provide 
postage on their vote-by-mail ballots and further require that Florida 
provide prepaid postage on all vote-by-mail ballots;  

 
C. Awarding Plaintiffs their costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ 

fees pursuant to, inter alia, 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and other applicable 
laws; and  

 
D. Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 

proper. 
 

COUNT IV  
 

Free Speech and Association 
U.S. Const. Amend. I, 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

Violation of Free Speech and Associational Rights  
(Voter Assistance Ban) 

 
103. Plaintiffs Priorities USA and Alianza reallege and reincorporate by 

reference paragraphs 1-79 of this Complaint as though fully set forth herein. 
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104. The First Amendment protects against the promulgation of laws 

“prohibiting the free exercise [of] or abridg[ment] of freedom of speech.” U.S. 

Const. amend. I.  

105. The Supreme Court has applied “exacting scrutiny” to review laws 

governing election-related speech. See McIntyre v. Ohio Elections Comm’n, 514 

U.S. 334, 345 (1995); see also League of Women Voters v. Hargett, 400 F. Supp. 

3d 706, 722 (M.D. Tenn. 2019) (“[L]aws that govern the political process 

surrounding elections—and, in particular, election-related speech and 

association—go beyond merely the intersection between voting rights and election 

administration, veering instead into the area where ‘the First Amendment has its 

fullest and most urgent application.’”) (quoting Eu v. S.F. Cty. Democratic Cent. 

Comm., 489 U.S. 214, 223 (1989)). Restrictions on such speech are 

unconstitutional when they “significantly inhibit” election-related speech and 

association and are “not warranted by the state interests . . . alleged to justify [the] 

restrictions.” Buckley v. Am. Constitutional Law Found., 525 U.S. 182, 192 (1999). 

106.  Voter turnout efforts, including assisting voters with the submission 

of vote-by-mail ballots, are a means by which Plaintiffs Priorities USA and 

Alianza communicate their belief in the power and importance of participating in 

democratic elections. Such activity is “the type of interactive communication 

concerning political change that is appropriately described as ‘core political 
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speech.’” Meyer v. Grant, 486 U.S. 414, 422-23 (1988); see League of Women 

Voters, 400 F. Supp. 3d at 720 (“Encouraging others to register to vote is pure 

speech, and, because that speech is political in nature, it is a core First Amendment 

activity.”) (internal quotation marks and alterations omitted). And it does not 

matter if the individuals performing those acts are paid, trained organizers or 

volunteers. The act of assisting voters to submit ballots by any individuals is 

inherently expressive and an individual or organization that conducts such 

activities engages in speech by encouraging voting. See Bernbeck v. Moore, 126 

F.3d 1114, 1115 (8th Cir. 1997) (rejecting the argument that regulating an election 

“process” raises no First Amendment concerns). 

107. Furthermore, under the United States Constitution, First Amendment 

rights “include the right to band together for the advancement of political beliefs.” 

Hadnott v. Amos, 394 U.S. 358, 364 (1969). “An organization’s attempt to broaden 

the base of public participation in and support for its activities is conduct 

‘undeniably central to the exercise of the right of association.’” Am. Ass’n of 

People with Disabilities v. Herrera, 690 F. Supp. 2d 1183, 1202 (D.N.M. 2010) 

(citing Tashjian v. Republican Party of Conn., 479 U.S. 208, 214-15 (1986)).  

108. The conversations and interactions between Plaintiffs Priorities and 

Alianza and their respective organizers and voters surrounding the submission of 

ballots are forms of protected political speech and association. See Williams v. 
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Rhodes, 393 U.S. 23, 30 (1968) (describing the “overlapping” rights “of 

individuals to associate for the advancement of political beliefs” and “of qualified 

voters . . . to cast their votes effectively”); Project Vote v. Blackwell, 455 F. Supp. 

2d 694, 700-01 (N.D. Ohio 2006) (explaining that “participation in voter 

registration implicates a number of both expressive and associational rights which . 

. . belong to—and may be invoked by—not just the voters seeking to register, but 

by third parties who encourage participation in the political process”). Florida’s 

Voter Assistance Ban violates that speech by “limit[ing] the number of voices who 

will convey [Priorities USA and Alianza’s] message,” and “the size of the audience 

they can reach.” Meyer, 486 U.S. at 422-23. Indeed, given the current public-health 

crisis, the form of speech that Priorities USA and Alianza seek to engage in is “the 

most effective, fundamental, and [likely] economical avenue of political 

discourse,” yet it is directly foreclosed by the Voter Assistance Ban. Id. at 424.  

109. Moreover, the threat of criminal penalties for violating the Voter 

Assistance Ban deters individuals from participating in Plaintiff Priorities USA and 

Alianza’s get-out-the-vote efforts and thus has a chilling effect on Plaintiffs’ get-

out-the-vote efforts—the means by which Plaintiffs associate with each other and 

voters, and communicate with voters about the importance of voting. See League 

of Women Voters, 400 F. Supp. 3d at 720 (noting that even the threat of civil 
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penalties “is likely to have a chilling effect on the entirety of [a voter registration] 

drive, including its communicative aspects.”). 

110. These burdens are severe, and the Voter Assistance Ban are not 

narrowly tailored to advance a compelling state interest. The Voter Assistance Ban 

thus represent an overbroad restriction on political speech and political organizing 

that infringes the constitutional rights of Priorities USA, Alianza, and other 

Floridians.  

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court enter 

 judgment: 

A. Declaring that the Voter Assistance Ban violates the First Amendment 
as an unreasonable restriction on speech and association;  

 
B. Preliminary and permanently enjoin Defendants, their respective 

agents, officers, employees, and successors, and all persons acting in 
concert with each or any of them, from enforcing the Voter Assistance 
Ban, thus allowing voters to designate any third party⸺whether paid 
or not⸺to assist in the collection and submission of their vote-by-mail 
ballots; 

 
C. Awarding Plaintiffs their costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ 

fees pursuant to, inter alia, 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and other applicable 
laws; and  

 
D. Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 

proper. 
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COUNT V 
 

Violation of Section 208 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, 
52 U.S.C. § 10508  

Preemption 
(Voter Assistance Ban) 

111. Plaintiffs Priorities USA and Alianza reallege and reincorporate by 

reference paragraphs 1-79 of this Complaint as though fully set forth herein. 

112. The Voter Assistance Ban conflicts with and violates Section 208 of 

the Voting Rights Act, 52 U.S.C. § 10508, and is thus preempted and invalid. 

Altria Grp., Inc. v. Good, 555 U.S. 70, 76 (2008) (“[S]tate laws that conflict with 

federal law are without effect.”) (citations omitted); Gade v Nat’l Solid Wastes 

Mgmt. Ass’n, 505 U.S. 88, 98 (1992) (conflict preemption occurs when (a) where 

state law stands as an obstacle to the accomplishment and execution of the full 

purposes and objectives of Congress, or (b) “where state law stands as an obstacle 

to the accomplishment and execution of the full purposes and objectives of 

Congress”) (quotation marks omitted).  

113. Section 208 of the Voting Rights Act provides that “[a]ny voter who 

requires assistance to vote by reason of blindness, disability, or inability to read or 

write may be given assistance by a person of the voter’s choice.” Within the 

context of the Voting Rights Act, the act of voting includes “all action necessary to 

make a vote effective in any primary, special, or general election.” 52 U.S.C. § 

10310(c)(1). This includes casting an absentee ballot. OCA-Greater Hous. v. 
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Texas, 867 F.3d 604, 615 (5th Cir. 2017) (“‘To vote,’ therefore, plainly 

contemplates more than the mechanical act of filling out the ballot sheet. It 

includes steps in the voting process before entering the ballot box, ‘registration,’ 

and it includes steps in the voting process after leaving the ballot box, ‘having such 

ballot counted properly.’ Indeed, the definition lists ‘casting a ballot’ as only one 

example in a non-exhaustive list of actions that qualify as voting.”). Section 208’s 

only limitation on this right is that the person providing assistance may not be 

connected to the voter’s employer or union. 

114. Congress passed the Voting Rights Act to correct entrenched “racial 

discrimination in voting” that was “an insidious and pervasive evil.” South 

Carolina v. Katzenbach, 383 U.S. 301, 309 (1966). In recommending that Section 

208 be added to the Voting Rights Act, the Senate Judiciary Committee recognized 

that voters with disabilities “run the risk that they will be discriminated against at 

the polls and that their right to vote in State and Federal elections will not be 

protected.” S. Rep. No. 97-417, at 62 (1982). To limit that risk, those voters “must 

be permitted to have the assistance of a person of their own choice.” Id. 

115. Section 208 preempts the Voter Assistance Ban because state law 

criminalizes conduct expressly allowed by Section 208. The Voter Assistance Ban 

unlawfully limits the rights afforded to voters by Section 208 by prohibiting voters 

who need help returning their vote by mail ballots from receiving assistance from 
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the person of their choice. Under Florida law, a voter is not free to choose anyone 

they like to help return an absentee ballot. See Fla. Stat. Ann. § 104.0616. Section 

208 cannot be interpreted to permit the Voter Assistance Ban to stand. See OCA-

Greater Hous., 867 F.3d 604 (Section 208 preempted a Texas law restricting who 

may provide interpretation assistance to English-limited voters); United States v. 

Berks Cty., Pa., 277 F. Supp. 2d 570, 580 (E.D. Pa. 2003) (county election law 

restricting who may provide language assistance to Spanish-speaking voters 

violated Section 208). 

116. In fact, in its report recommending that this protection be added to the 

Voting Rights Act, the Senate Judiciary Committee noted that state restrictions that 

“deny the assistance at some stages of the voting process during which assistance 

was needed” would violate Section 208. S. Rep. No. 97-417, at 63 (1982). By 

prohibiting a voter who needs assistance completing their absentee ballot 

application from being helped by anyone who offers to help them, the Voter 

Assistance Ban also violates Section 208.  

117. The Voter Assistance Ban affects Florida citizens with disabilities 

disproportionately. According to the CDC, approximately 28.1% of adults in 

Florida suffer from some disability. CDC, Disability & Health U.S. State Profile 

Data for Florida (Adults 18+ years of age), 

https://www.cdc.gov/ncbddd/disabilityandhealth/impacts/florida.html. In 2012, 
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“close to one-tenth of people with disabilities who voted by mail reported having 

difficulties in doing so, saying they needed assistance filling out or sending the 

ballot.” Lisa Schur et al., Accessible Democracy: Reducing Voting Obstacles for 

People with Disabilities, 14 Election Law J. 60, 63 (2015).  

118. Defendants’ enforcement of the Voter Assistance Ban prevents 

Florida voters with disabilities from receiving the voting assistance that Section 

208 of the Voting Rights Act guarantees them. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court enter 

 judgment: 

A. Declaring that the Voter Assistance Ban is preempted by Section 208 
of the Voting Rights Act;  

 
B. Preliminary and permanently enjoin Defendants, their respective 

agents, officers, employees, and successors, and all persons acting in 
concert with each or any of them, from enforcing the Voter Assistance 
Ban, thus allowing voters to designate any third party⸺whether paid 
or not⸺to assist in the collection and submission of their vote-by-mail 
ballots; 

 
C. Awarding Plaintiffs their costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ 

fees pursuant to, inter alia, 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and other applicable 
laws; and  

 
D. Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 

proper. 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT  

IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

 

JESSICA LAUBE and  

ROBERT HUNTER,  

 

  Petitioners, 

 

vs.       CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 

 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  

SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  

VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

 

  Respondents. 

_________________________________/ 

 

MOTION TO DISMISS PETITION FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND 

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT THEREOF 

 

 COMES NOW, Respondent Sumter County Board of County Commissioners, 

(hereinafter referred to as “Sumter County BOCC”) by and through their undersigned attorney, 

and files this, its Motion to Dismiss Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief, as 

to the Petition filed by Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter (hereinafter referred to as "Petitioners") 

and in furtherance thereof state as follows: 

1. On December 18, 2019, Petitioners, Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter filed a Petition 

for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief against Village Center Community Development 

District, Sumter Landing Community Development District, Village Community Development 

District 10, and the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners. 

2. Sumter County BOCC seeks dismissal of the Petition as to Sumter County BOCC on 

three grounds (a) the Petition fails to state a cause of action against Sumter County BOCC, as is 
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required by Fla. R. Civ. P 1.140(b)(6); (b) Petitioners failed to exhaust all administrative 

remedies before proceeding to litigation against Sumter County BOCC; and (c) Petitioners’ 

claims are time barred with respect to actions against Sumter County BOCC pursuant to Sumter 

County Code Section 13-370(c) and (d) and Florida Statute §163.3215. 

3. Petitioners make three allegations specifically with respect to Sumter County BOCC, 

alleging – in relevant part - that: 

a. Sumter County BOCC “approved their Development Order, 

concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and Code of Ordinances” (Petition ¶20); 

b. Sumter County BOCC “approved the plat designating the parcel as a 

recreation area” (Petition ¶21) ; and  

c. Sumter County BOCC’s approval was “contrary to their own approved 

Development Order, concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and Code of 

Ordinances” (Petition ¶22). 

4. The Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief seeks a declaratory 

judgment and injunctive relief against all Respondents without clarifying the specific actions of 

each party at issue in each of the causes of action.  

a. The factual allegations of paragraphs 1 through 27 are re-alleged and 

re-averred in the action for declaratory judgment; however, there are no 

specific allegations in the Petition that would substantiate a cause of action 

against Sumter County BOCC, or that identify a present controversy that 

Sumter County BOCC is a party to.  

b. The factual allegations of paragraphs 1 through 36 are re-alleged and 

re-averred in the action for injunctive relief; however, there are no specific 

allegations in the Petition that would substantiate such a cause of action 
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against Sumter County BOCC, or that would demonstrate Sumter County 

BOCC has any present responsibility, obligation or authority over use of the 

parcel as a public space beyond the referenced Development Order, 

concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and Code of Ordinances.  

5. None of the allegations contained in Paragraphs 20, 21, and 22 of the Petition, contain 

a date reference from which Respondent Sumter County BOCC may ascertain with certainty 

whether or not Petitioners claims are time barred. However, a review of other references within 

the Petition indicates that the concurrent Comprehensive Plan on which the Petitioners claims 

rely was approved in 2012, and the Petitioners’ acquired their property in 2015 subsequent to the 

approval of the concurrent Comprehensive Plan. 

6. The Petition makes no allegation that Sumter County BOCC owns the parcel in 

question that is the basis for the Petitioners action; therefore, there are no other allegations or 

facts which would support a cause of action against Sumter County BOCC.  

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT THEREOF 

7. In order to state a cause of action, a Petition must allege “a short and plain statement 

of the ultimate facts to show that a pleader is entitled to relief.”  Florida Farm Bureau Gen. Ins. 

Co. v. Insurance Co. of N. Am., 763 So. 2d 429 (Fla. 5th DCA 2000).  Based on the absence of 

any facts that identify a controversy on the part of Sumter County BOCC that would show 

Petitioners are entitled to relief from Sumter County BOCC, the Petitioners have failed to meet 

required pleading standards. 

8. “As a general rule, parties are required to pursue administrative remedies before 

resorting to the courts to challenge agency action.” City of Deland v. Lowe, 544 So. 2d 1165 (Fla. 

5th DCA), rev. denied, 551 So. 2d 461 (Fla. 1989); City of Gainesville v. Republic Investment 

Corp., 480 So. 2d 1344 (Fla. 1st DCA 1985). The Petitioners’ failed to avail themselves of any 
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administrative remedies with respect to Sumter County BOCC approvals, and code enforcement. 

9. Pursuant to the Sumter County Code of Ordinances Section 13-370(c) appeals of any 

decision of the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners under the Land Development 

Code must be filed within 30 days of the date of final action of the commission.  

10. Section 13-370, in relevant part, states: 

 “(c) From action of commission. An appeal from a decision of the commission 

shall be by petition for writ of certiorari to the Circuit Court of the Fifth Judicial 

Circuit within thirty (30) days from the date of final action by the commission.  

 

(d) Judicial review. Notwithstanding subsections (a), (b) and (c), any adversely 

affected person aggrieved by any decision of any officer, department, board, 

commission or bureau of the board of county commissioners, including the board 

of county commissioners, may appeal any such final action to the Circuit Court 

for Sumter County, Florida. The appeal shall be by petition for writ of certiorari 

and must be filed within thirty (30) days after the date of the decision.” 

 

11. In addition, Florida Statute §163.3215 is the exclusive method for an aggrieved or 

adversely affected party to appeal or challenge a development order and its consistency with an 

approved comprehensive plan. 

12. Subsection (3) of Florida Statute §163.3215 provides that an aggrieved or adversely 

affected party may maintain a de novo action for declaratory, injunctive, or other relief against 

any local government to challenge any decision of such local government granting or denying an 

application for a development order. The de novo action must be filed no later than 30 days 

following rendition of a development order or other written decision, or when all local 

administrative appeals, if any, are exhausted, whichever occurs later. 

13. Subsection (4) of Florida Statute §163.3215 provides that if a local government has 

adopted an ordinance establishing a means of appeal consistent with the requirements set out in 

the statute, the sole method by which an aggrieved and adversely affected party may challenge 

any decision of local government granting or denying an application for a development order on 

the basis that it is not consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan is by an appeal filed by a 
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petition for writ of certiorari filed in circuit court no later than 30 days following rendition of a 

development order or other written decision of the local government, or when all local 

administrative appeals, if any, are exhausted, whichever occurs later.  

14. Therefore, under either the local Land Development Code Section 13-370 or either 

Sections (3) or (4) of Florida Statute §163.3215, Petitioners are barred from seeking the 

requested relief against Sumter County BOCC; and therefore, the Petition should be dismissed 

with prejudice as it relates to Sumter County BOCC. 

WHEREFORE, Respondents pray for an Order Dismissing the Petition with prejudice 

as it relates to Sumter County BOCC.    

 Dated this 24th day of February, 2020. 

 

      Respectfully Submitted, 

 

      /s/ Jennifer C. Rey________________ 

     JENNIFER C. REY 

     Florida Bar No. 041997 

     jrey@hoganlawfirm.com  

     Stephanie A. Lisa 

     Florida Bar No. 1015904 

     salisa@hoganlawfirm.com 

     THE HOGAN LAW FIRM 

     20 S. Broad Street 

     Brooksville, Florida 34601 

     pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com 

     Telephone:   (352) 799-8423 

     Facsimile:    (352) 799-8294 

     Attorney for Respondent Sumter County BOCC 
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Plaintiff’s Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Memorandum of Law in 

Support Thereof was served on this 24th day of February 2020 via State of Florida E-portal to: 

Jerry L. Session, II, The Sessions Law Firm, 301 West Bay Street, Suite 1400, Jacksonville, 

Florida 32202 and Atty.Sessions@gmail.com.  

  

      /s/ Jennifer C. Rey,  Esq.  

      Jennifer C. Rey, Esq. 

      Florida Bar No. 0041997 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT  
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
 

JESSICA LAUBE and  
ROBERT HUNTER, 

 
Petitioners, 

 
vs. CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 

 
VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY  
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER  
LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
DISTRICT, VILLAGE COMMUNITY  
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 10, and THE  
SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY  
COMMISSIONERS, 

 
Respondents. 
 ___________________________________/ 

 
MOTION TO DISMISS PETITION FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND 

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF WITH PREJUDICE, MOTION TO STRIKE, AND 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT  

 
COMES NOW, Respondents, Village Center Community Development District 

(“VCCDD”), Sumter Landing Community Development District (“SLCDD”), and Village 

Community Development District 10 (“District 10”), (hereinafter referred to collectively as “The 

Districts”) file this Motion to Dismiss Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief 

With Prejudice, Motion to Strike, and Memorandum of Law In Support, as to the Petition filed by 

Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter (hereinafter referred to as "Petitioners") and in furtherance 

thereof state as follows: 

1. On December 18, 2019, Petitioners, Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter filed a 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief against The Districts and the Sumter 

County Board of County Commissioners. The Districts seek dismissal with prejudice of the 
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Petition as to each and all of them, as the Petition fails to state a cause of action against as 

required by Fla. R. Civ. P 1.140(b)(6). The most specific allegations Petitioners make are 

not made against any of The Districts, but rather, are alleged solely against Sumter County 

BOCC, alleging – in relevant part - that: 

a. Sumter County BOCC “approved their Development Order, 

concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and Code of Ordinances” (Petition ¶20); 

b. Sumter County BOCC “approved the plat designating the parcel as 

a recreation area” (Petition ¶21) ; and 

c. Sumter County BOCC’s approval was “contrary to their own 

approved Development Order, concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and Code of 

Ordinances” (Petition ¶22). 

2. The Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief improperly 

seeks a declaratory judgment and injunctive relief against all Respondents without 

clarifying the specific actions of each party at issue in each of the causes of action. 

a. The factual allegations of paragraphs 1 through 27 are re-alleged and 

re-averred in the action for declaratory judgment; however, there are no specific 

allegations in the Petition that would substantiate a cause of action against The 

Districts or that identify a present controversy that any of The Districts are alleged 

to be party to.  

b. The factual allegations of paragraphs 1 through 36 are re-alleged and 

re-averred in the action for injunctive relief; however, there are no specific 

allegations in the Petition that would substantiate such a cause of action against any 

of The Districts,  or that would demonstrate that would demonstrate that any of The 
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Districts have any present ownership,  responsibility, obligation or other lawfully 

recognized authority over use of the subject parcel as a public space; nor are any of 

The Districts alleged to have control or authority of the referenced Development 

Order, concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and Code of Ordinances adopted by 

Sumter County. 

3. None of the allegations contained in Paragraphs 20, 21, and 22 of the Petition, 

contain any allegations that the Districts had or exercised any authority, or took any of the agency 

action complained of.  In fact, these Paragraphs (while still failing to allege any viable cause of 

action), are only directed to Sumter County, relating to issues Petitioners apparently took with 

Sumter County’s adoption of its Comprehensive Plan and designation of a certain parcel of property 

near Petitioners’ property being designated as “recreational.” Petitioners’ opportunity to challenge 

Sumter County’s actions in this regard has long since passed, which is apparent on the face of the 

Petition.  See Sumter County’s Motion to Dismiss, which is hereby fully adopted by reference.  

Petitioners failed to exhaust their administrative remedies or otherwise properly pursued their 

exclusive remedy for challenging Sumter County’s action as set forth by Florida Statute §163.3215. 

4. Also, there are no date references from which The Districts may ascertain with 

certainty whether or not Petitioners’ claims against all the Respondents are time-barred. However, 

a review of other references within the Petition indicates that the Petitioners acquired their property 

in 2015, and the Petition does not otherwise allege any viable theory of liability against any of 

Respondents,  particularly The Districts or otherwise state a cause of action for which the applicable 

statute of limitations would not have expired.  

5. The Petition makes no allegation that any of the Districts own the parcel in question, 

or that any of The Districts had the authority to designate the parcel in question as “recreational”, 
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otherwise have any jurisdiction or authority pursuant to Florida law to enact, modify, or 

control the actions complained of by Petitioners (which are solely directed to Sumter 

County), or otherwise have any potential liability as a result of Petitioners’ untimely 

challenge to Sumter County’s comprehensive plan and any other related actions.  There is 

no basis for the Petitioners’ action as a whole; therefore, there are no other allegations or 

facts which would support a cause of action against any of the named Respondents, 

particularly, any of The Districts.  

6. In fact, Petitioners’ improper request for Declaratory Relief from the Court 

and simultaneous demand for a jury trial, is not supported by the facts alleged or applicable 

legal authority, and belies the propriety of any of The Districts being named as parties to 

this action.   In paragraph 30,  Petitioner’s specifically represents to the Court that they are 

“in doubt as to their rights” under several existing documents, including the “warranty deed, 

grading permit, waiver, Development Order, Concurrent Comprehensive Plan, Code of 

Ordinances… and plat”, all items created by third-parties not alleged to be under the control 

of any of The Districts,  or otherwise that are under the authority, control and jurisdiction 

of Sumter County, and none of which are even alleged to be related in any way to any 

authority or obligation of any of The Districts.   

7. Likewise, Count II for injunctive relief fails to allege a single allegation that 

would give even the slightest inference that any of The Districts were properly named as 

parties to this action.  The only allegations regarding any of The Districts anywhere in the 

Petition are purported quotes from interlocal agreements between each of The Districts and 

between Sumter County, none of which are attached to the Petition.  Petitioners have wholly 

failed to allege any facts, any “action” of any of The Districts that is purportedly improper,  
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or even a minimal, tangential relationship between and The Districts and the actions of Sumter 

County that Petitioners have complained of years after the time to challenge any of Sumter County’s 

actions has passed.  There is no allegation that the subject parcel or Petitioner’s property is even 

located within the boundaries of any of The Districts, or that any of The Districts have any 

recognizable ownership interest in the property or authority to exercise control or jurisdiction over 

same.  Further, the Petition is grossly absent of a single factual allegation that any of The Districts 

took any action even remotely affecting Petitioner’s property whatsoever, other than in entering 

into interlocal agreements, and even so, those agreements are not included for the Court’s review, 

and more importantly, there is no allegation that any of those interlocal agreements would even 

apply in the same geographical boundary where the subject property is located. 

8. Thus, in the instance case, it is clear that neither of The Districts have any valid 

legal authority to act in a manner that is contrary to Sumter County’s Development Order, 

Comprehensive Plan, Land Development Code, and associated ordinances and regulations.  It is 

abundantly clear that there is no claim for relief that can be stated as alleged by Petitioners against 

either of The Districts, and allowing any amendment of the Petition would be futile.  Accordingly, 

the Petition should be dismissed with prejudice as to The Districts.  

9. Petitioner’s inclusion of The Districts in the instant action is improper, is not 

supported in law or fact, and The Districts should be dismissed with prejudice from this action. 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT  
 

1. Petitioners failed to state a cause of action against The Districts, and the Petition 

should be dismissed pursuant to Rules 1.110, 1.140 and 1.420, Fla.R.Civ.P.  Specifically, the 

Petition as drafted contains conclusory allegations and no factual allegations sufficient to support 

the elements of required for declaratory or injunctive relief, or to state a cause of action or 
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otherwise allege any viable basis for alleged liability of any of The Districts.  Florida’s pleading 

rule forces counsel to recognize the elements of the cause of action and determine whether they 

have or can develop the facts necessary to support it, which avoids a great deal of wasted expense 

to litigants and unnecessary judicial effort.  Horowitz v. Laske, 855 So.2d 169, 172-73 (5th DCA 

2003); K.R. Exchange Services, Inc. v. Fuerst, Humphrey, Ittleman, PL, 48 So.3d 889 (3rd DCA 

2010).   

2. In the instant case, the Petition contains nothing more than unsupported legal 

conclusions. Beckler v. Hoffman, 550 So.2d 68 (5th DCA 1989) (mere conclusions insufficient to 

satisfy Rule 1.110(b)). In order to state a cause of action, a Petition must allege “a short and plain 

statement of the ultimate facts to show that a pleader is entitled to relief.” Florida Farm Bureau 

Gen. Ins. Co. v. Insurance Co. of N. Am., 763 So. 2d 429 (Fla. 5th DCA 2000). Based on the 

absence of any facts that identify a controversy on the part of any of The Districts that would show 

Petitioners are entitled to relief from any of The Districts, the Petitioners have failed to meet 

required pleading standards. 

3. “As a general rule, parties are required to pursue administrative remedies before resorting 

to the courts to challenge agency action.” City of Deland v. Lowe, 544 So. 2d 1165 (Fla. 5th DCA), rev. 

denied, 551 So. 2d 461 (Fla. 1989); City of Gainesville v. Republic Investment Corp., 480 So. 2d 1344 

(Fla. 1st DCA 1985). The Petitioners’ failed to avail themselves of any administrative remedies with 

respect to Sumter County’s actions and failed even identify any “agency action” allegedly taken by The 

Districts. The Petitioners did not timely appeal the decisions of Sumter County which they allege were 

improper.  Pursuant to the Sumter County Code of Ordinances Section 13-370(c) appeals of any decision 

of the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners under the Land Development Code must be filed 

within 30 days of the date of final action of the commission. 
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4. In addition, Florida Statute §163.3215 is the exclusive method for an aggrieved or 

adversely affected party to appeal or challenge a development order and its consistency with an approved 

comprehensive plan. Subsection (3) of Florida Statute §163.3215 provides that an aggrieved or adversely 

affected party may maintain a de novo action for declaratory, injunctive, or other relief against any local 

government to challenge any decision of such local government granting or denying an application for a 

development order. The de novo action must be filed no later than 30 days following rendition of a 

development order or other written decision, or when all local administrative appeals, if any, are exhausted, 

whichever occurs later.   

5. Likewise, §163.3215(4) provides that if a local government has adopted an ordinance 

establishing a means of appeal consistent with the requirements set out in the statute, the sole method by 

which an aggrieved and adversely affected party may challenge any decision of local government granting 

or denying an application for a development order on the basis that it is not consistent with the adopted 

comprehensive plan is by an appeal filed by a petition for writ of certiorari filed in circuit court no later 

than 30 days following rendition of a development order or other written decision of the local government, 

or when all local administrative appeals, if any, are exhausted, whichever occurs later. 

6. Nonetheless, The Districts are not alleged to have taken and did not take the action 

that  Petitioners complain of, and there is no lawful authority that would permit The Districts to 

exercise any jurisdiction or authority over any of Petitioners’ complaints against Sumter County 

or provide the relief the Petitioners alleged they are entitled to. In fact, Chapter 190, Florida 

Statutes, and specifically §190.004, limits any district’s authority to take any action that would be 

inconsistent with the governing county’s comprehensive plan, land development code, and related 

ordinances or land development orders.   Petitioners have not even alleged the basic facts regarding 

who owns the subject parcel complained of, or whether the subject parcel is even located within 

any of The Districts’ geographical boundaries.  
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7. In fact, Petitioners’ inclusion of The Districts in this action is frivolous, because 

Florida law clearly provides that community development districts, like District 10, are bound by 

all local governmental planning and land development laws (like Sumter County’s), and associated 

regulations and ordinances.  The Districts are obligated by law to conform the Sumter County’s 

comprehensive plan and land development code, and the Districts are expressly prohibited by law 

to take any action which is inconsistent with applicable comprehensive plans, ordinances, or 

regulations of Sumter County.  Florida Statutes, Section 190.004(1) and (3), in relevant part 

provide: 

190.004 Preemption; sole authority.— 

(1) This act constitutes the sole authorization for the future establishment of 

independent community development districts which have any of the specialized 

functions and powers provided by this act. 

(2) The establishment of an independent community development district as provided in 

this act is not a development order within the meaning of chapter 380. All governmental 

planning, environmental, and land development laws, regulations, and ordinances apply to 

all development of the land within a community development district. Community 

development districts do not have the power of a local government to adopt a 

comprehensive plan, building code, or land development code, as those terms are defined 

in the Community Planning Act. A district shall take no action which is inconsistent with 

applicable comprehensive plans, ordinances, or regulations of the applicable local general-

purpose government. 

8. In addition, the Plaintiffs have demanded trial by jury in their Complaint for 

Declaratory Judgment and Injunction. “The right to a jury trial, in the absence of specific statutory 
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authorization, depends on whether the nature of the cause of action is legal or equitable.” Cerrito 

v. Kovitch, 457 So. 2d 1021, 1022 (Fla. 1984). “Questions regarding the right to a jury trial should 

be resolved in favor of a right to a jury trial, except where the remedy is wholly equitable in 

nature.” Fox v. City of Pompano Beach, 984 So. 2d 664, 668 (Fla. 4th DCA 

2008) (citation omitted; emphasis added). Of course, “injunctive relief is quintessentially 

equitable,” O'Neal v. Fla. A. & M. Univ., 989 So. 2d 6, 12 n.3 (Fla. 1st DCA 2008), and, “[w]here 

... the right or remedy is equitable in nature, there is no right to a jury trial.” McGoey v. Sun 

Tobacco, Inc., 941 So. 2d 474 (Fla. 3d DCA 2006) (citation omitted). Thus, the Plaintiffs cannot 

assert any basis for a right to jury trial on their demand for injunctive relief.  

9. The Plaintiffs demand for a jury trial also encompasses their count for declaratory 

relief, under Section 86.071, Florida Statutes (2019), which invests a court, sitting in equity, with 

the discretion to order a jury trial: “To settle questions of fact necessary to be determined before 

judgment can be rendered, the court may direct their submission to a jury,” but “[n]either this 

section nor any other section of this chapter shall be construed as requiring a jury to determine 

issues of fact” in equity. Id. (emphasis added). In a declaratory action, “the right to a jury trial is 

discretionary (permissive),” unless “the action is based upon common law claims.” F.R.W.P., Inc. 

v. Home Ins. Co., 450 So. 2d 914, 915-16 (Fla. 4th DCA 1984); accord Lincoln Tower Corp. v. 

Dunhall's Fla. Inc., 61 So. 2d 474, 476-77 (Fla. 1952); So. Farm Bureau Cas. Ins. Co. v. Pro 

Lockshop, Inc., 681 So. 2d 840, 841 (Fla. 4th DCA 1996).  

WHEREFORE, Respondents, VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER LANDING DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, AND 

VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #10,  respectfully request this Court 

to enter an Order Dismissing the Petition with prejudice as it relates to each and all of them, 
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awarding each and all of them the reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in defense of this 

action, and any such other relief the Court deems appropriate.  Alternatively, should the Court not 

grant dismissal with prejudice, Respondents respectfully request that the Petitioners’ demand for 

a jury trial be stricken, as that is not an appropriate demand when the action Petitioners’ attempted 

to allege is for declaratory and injunctive relief.   

Dated this 9th day of March, 2020. 
 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
BY:      /s/ Stephanie J. Brionez 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.  
Florida Bar No. 0638161  
Mark A. Brionez, Esq. 
Florida Bar No.  
Brionez + Brionez, P.A.  
315 N. New Hampshire Ave. 
Tavares, Florida 32778  
Telephone: (352) 432-4044 
E-mail:  StephB@bblawfl.com 
   MarkB@bblawfl.com 
Attorneys for Respondents,  
Village Center Community  
Development District, Sumter 
Landing Development District, 
And Village Community  
Development District #10 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion to Dismiss 

Plaintiff’s Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Memorandum of Law in 
Support Thereof was served on this 9th day of March, 2020 via State of Florida E-portal to: Jennifer 
C. Rey, Esq. and Jerry L. Sessions, II, Esq.,The Sessions Law Firm, 301 West Bay Street, Suite 
1400, Jacksonville, Florida 32202 and Atty.Sessions@gmail.com. 

 
        /s/ Stephanie J. Brionez 

Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq. 
        Mark A. Brionez, Esq.  

Attorneys for Respondent 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN 

AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

Case No.: 2019-CA-500 

Division:    Circuit Civil 

  

JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER,  

         

 Petitioners, 

vs.          

 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT; ET AL., 

 

 Respondents. 

____________________________________/  

 

ORDER ON RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS PETITION  

FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF  

 

THIS COURT having considered Respondent Sumter County Board of County 

Commissioners’ Motion to Dismiss Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief and 

Memorandum of Law in Support Thereof, filed on February 24, 2020; and having reviewed the 

record in this case, finds as follows: 

In an order issued on issued on March 11, 2020, Petitioners were ordered to serve and 

file a response to said motion.  As of the date of this order, Petitioners have failed to file a 

response. As stated in the Order Establishing Motion Practice Procedure, failure to respond 

within the time allowed may be deemed sufficient cause for granting the motion by default or 

for the Court to construe that there is no objection to the motion. 

Based upon the foregoing, it is hereby 

ORDERED and ADJUDGED as follows: 

1. Respondent Sumter County Board of County Commissioners’ Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief is hereby GRANTED. 
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2. Petitioners’ Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief is hereby 

DISMISSED. 

3. Petitioners have twenty (20) days from the date of this order to serve and file an 

Amended Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief which sufficiently asserts a cause 

of action. 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers, at Bushnell, Sumter County, Florida, on this 8th day 

of April 2020. 

 

 

       _________________________________ 

       Mary P. Hatcher 

       Circuit Judge 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been furnished to the following 

by E-Service through the Florida Courts E-Portal on this 9th day of April 2020. 

 

 

       _____________________________ 

       Susan Shaw 

       Judicial Assistant 

Jerry L. Sessions, II, Esquire 

The Sessions Law Firm 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

S. David Cooper, Esquire 

Cooper Law, P.A. 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

Jennifer C. Rey, Esquire 

The Hogan Law Firm 

Counsel for Respondent Sumter County Board of County Commissioners 

 

Stephanie J. Brionez, Esquire 

Brionez + Brionez, P.A. 

Counsel for Respondents Sumter Landing Community Development District; Village 

Community Development District 10; Village Center Community Development District 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN 

AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

Case No. : 2019-CA-500 

JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER,  

         

 Petitioner, 

vs.          

 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT; et. al., 

 

 Respondents. 

____________________________________/  

 

ORDER REQUIRING RESPONSE AND 

ESTABLISHING MOTION PRACTICE PROCEDURE 

 

THIS CAUSE came before the Court on Respondent, Sumter County Board of County 

Commissioners’, Motion to Dismiss, filed on February 24, 2020.  The Court has reviewed the court 

file, the motion and finds that the above-styled cause of action is appropriate for Motion 

Practice Procedure.  The Court will reserve ruling on the above motion pending compliance 

with the Motion Practice Procedure. 

Based on the foregoing, it is hereby ORDERED and ADJUDGED as follows: 

1. Within ten (10) days of the date of this Order, Petitioners shall file a response to 

said motion. 

2. After the filing of Petitioners’ response, Respondent Sumter County Board of 

County Commissioners shall then have five (5) days to file a reply. 

3. Failure to respond within the time allowed may result in the imposition of 

sanctions, including the granting of the motion by default. 

4. In order to facilitate an orderly progression of this matter and better-informed 

decisions by the Court, all future motions shall be filed with the Clerk of the Court pursuant to 

Fla. R. Jud. Admin. 2.516, and shall be handled in the following manner: 
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  A. Legal memorandum required.  In making any written motion or other 

application to the Court for the entry of an order of any kind, the moving party shall file and 

serve with such motion a legal memorandum with citations of authority in support of the relief 

requested.  A supporting memorandum may be incorporated into the body of the motion but 

should be clearly titled, "Motion to/for------------and Memorandum of Law." 

   The following motions need not be accompanied by a memorandum of 

law: 

1. motion for continuance; 

 

2. motion for default addressed to the Court; 

 

3. motion for confirmation of sale; 

 

4. motion to withdraw or substitute exhibits; 

 

5. motion to proceed informa pauperis; 

 

6. motion for extension of time in which to complete discovery, 

provided good cause is set forth in the motion; and 

 

 7.  motion to withdraw or substitute counsel. 

 

  B. Timely opposing memoranda.  Each party opposing any written motion or 

other application to the Court shall file and serve, within ten (10) days after being served with 

such motion or application, a legal memorandum with citations of authority in opposition to 

the relief requested.  Failure to respond within the time allowed may be deemed sufficient 

cause for granting the motion by default or for the Court to construe that there is no objection 

to the motion. 
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   If a party has no objection to a motion and does not intend to file a 

responsive memorandum, counsel should file a written notice with the Clerk of the Court so 

indicating. 

  C. Replies.  If upon receipt of an opposing memorandum, counsel 

determines further argument of his client’s position is required, counsel shall file a reply within 

five (5) days of the receipt of the opposing memorandum.   

  D. Discovery motions accompanied by good faith certification.  Before filing 

a Motion to Compel pursuant to Fla. R. Civ. P.1.380, or a Motion for Protective Order pursuant 

to Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.280(c), counsel shall confer and correspond with counsel for the opposing 

party in a good faith effort to resolve by agreement the issues raised, and shall certify to the 

Court at the time of the filing of the motion that she/he has conferred with opposing counsel 

but has been unable to resolve the dispute.  In addition, counsel shall attach a copy of the 

correspondence to the motion as an exhibit, thus providing proof that a good faith effort to 

resolve the discovery dispute was made.  The failure to comply with this paragraph may result 

in the Court entering an order striking, without prejudice, the discovery motion. 

  E. Content of discovery motions.  Except for motions grounded upon a 

complete failure to respond to discovery, discovery motions shall: 

   1. quote in full each interrogatory, question on deposition, request for 

admission, or request for production to which the motion is 

addressed; 

 

   2. quote in full the objection and grounds given therefore; and 

 

   3. state (with citations of authority) the reason such objection should 

be overruled or sustained.  If the allegation in the motion to compel 

that there has been a complete failure to respond or object to 

discovery, and there has been no request for an extension of time, 

then the Court will enter an ex parte order compelling discovery. 
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  F. Oral argument.  Motions and other applications will ordinarily be 

determined by the Court on the basis of the motion, exhibits and legal memoranda unless a 

hearing is required by rule or law. 

   For example, under Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.510, Motions for Summary Judgment 

must be set for hearing.  However, this would not negate the requirement that the motion be 

accompanied by and responded to with memoranda taking into consideration the time 

frames set forth in Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.510, for filing supporting and opposing affidavits, etc. 

   The Court may permit oral argument upon the written request of any 

interested party or upon the Court’s own motion.  Requests for oral argument must 

accompany the motion or opposing legal memorandum and must estimate the time required 

for argument.  When a request for hearing is granted, counsel for the requesting party will be 

asked to coordinate with all counsel and the Court the time, date and time required for 

argument.  Further, the Court on its own may schedule a hearing. 

   ORAL ARGUMENT FOR DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS (including, but not limited to, 

Motions for Summary Judgment) MUST BE HELD NO LESS THAN 60 DAYS PRIOR TO THE PRETRIAL 

CONFERENCE. 

  G. Page limitation.  Absent prior permission of the Court, no party shall file a 

legal memorandum in excess of 15 pages in length. 

  H. Motions to be filed with the Clerk of Court.  All original pleadings and 

papers shall be filed with the Clerk of the Court. 

  I. Form of motions.  All applications to the Court requesting relief in any form, 

the citation of authority and argument shall be made in writing and in compliance with this 

Order and in appropriate form pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure.  Unless directed 
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by the Court, memoranda or argument shall not be presented in  “correspondence form”.  All 

ex parte correspondence will be returned by the Court. 

  J. Time calculations.  All time calculations herein shall be subject to Fla. R. 

Civ. P. 1.090. 

  K. In limine motions.  Unless oral argument is requested and granted, or 

otherwise ordered by the Court, in limine motions will be resolved without a hearing.  All 

Motion(s) in Limine shall be filed no later than 15 days before the start of the trial term or the 

Court may deny the motion as being untimely. The parties shall confer and attempt to reach 

an agreement as to the issues raised in the Motion(s) in Limine filed. 

  L. Emergency motions.  Motions of an emergency nature may be 

considered and determined by the Court in its discretion at any time. 

 M. Proposed orders. In the event one party is drafting a proposed order at 

the request of the Court, the party shall present the proposed order to the other party or parties 

and advise the Court as to whether there is an agreement as to the form and content of the 

proposed order. If there is no agreement, each party shall submit a proposed order to the 

Court no later than 20 days following the hearing. 

5. FAILURE OF EITHER PARTY TO COMPLY WITH THE TERMS OF THIS ORDER MAY RESULT 

IN THE STRIKING OF PLEADINGS AND/OR THE MOTION(S) IN WHOLE OR IN PART; STAYING 

FURTHER PROCEEDINGS UNTIL THIS ORDER IS COMPLIED WITH; DISMISSAL OF THE ACTION; OR 

RENDERING A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT AGAINST THE NONCOMPLIANT PARTY. 

 DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers, at Bushnell, Sumter County, Florida, on this 9th day 

of March 2020. 

 

       _________________________________ 

       Mary P. Hatcher 

       Circuit Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been furnished to the following 

by E-Service through the Florida Courts E-Portal on this 11th day of March 2020. 

 

 

       _____________________________ 

       Judicial Assistant 

 

 

Jerry L. Sessions, II, Esquire 

The Sessions Law Firm 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

S. David Cooper, Esquire 

Cooper Law, P.A. 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

Richard J. Baier 

District Manager for Sumter Landing Community Development District; Village 

Community Development District 10; Village Center Community Development District 

 



Page 1 of 6 Pages 

 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN 

AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

Case No. : 2019-CA-500 

JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER,  

         

 Petitioner, 

vs.          

 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT; et. al., 

 

 Respondents. 

____________________________________/  

 

ORDER REQUIRING RESPONSE AND 

ESTABLISHING MOTION PRACTICE PROCEDURE 

 

THIS CAUSE came before the Court on Respondent, Sumter County Board of County 

Commissioners’, Motion to Dismiss, filed on February 24, 2020.  The Court has reviewed the court 

file, the motion and finds that the above-styled cause of action is appropriate for Motion 

Practice Procedure.  The Court will reserve ruling on the above motion pending compliance 

with the Motion Practice Procedure. 

Based on the foregoing, it is hereby ORDERED and ADJUDGED as follows: 

1. Within ten (10) days of the date of this Order, Petitioners shall file a response to 

said motion. 

2. After the filing of Petitioners’ response, Respondent Sumter County Board of 

County Commissioners shall then have five (5) days to file a reply. 

3. Failure to respond within the time allowed may result in the imposition of 

sanctions, including the granting of the motion by default. 

4. In order to facilitate an orderly progression of this matter and better-informed 

decisions by the Court, all future motions shall be filed with the Clerk of the Court pursuant to 

Fla. R. Jud. Admin. 2.516, and shall be handled in the following manner: 
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  A. Legal memorandum required.  In making any written motion or other 

application to the Court for the entry of an order of any kind, the moving party shall file and 

serve with such motion a legal memorandum with citations of authority in support of the relief 

requested.  A supporting memorandum may be incorporated into the body of the motion but 

should be clearly titled, "Motion to/for------------and Memorandum of Law." 

   The following motions need not be accompanied by a memorandum of 

law: 

1. motion for continuance; 

 

2. motion for default addressed to the Court; 

 

3. motion for confirmation of sale; 

 

4. motion to withdraw or substitute exhibits; 

 

5. motion to proceed informa pauperis; 

 

6. motion for extension of time in which to complete discovery, 

provided good cause is set forth in the motion; and 

 

 7.  motion to withdraw or substitute counsel. 

 

  B. Timely opposing memoranda.  Each party opposing any written motion or 

other application to the Court shall file and serve, within ten (10) days after being served with 

such motion or application, a legal memorandum with citations of authority in opposition to 

the relief requested.  Failure to respond within the time allowed may be deemed sufficient 

cause for granting the motion by default or for the Court to construe that there is no objection 

to the motion. 
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   If a party has no objection to a motion and does not intend to file a 

responsive memorandum, counsel should file a written notice with the Clerk of the Court so 

indicating. 

  C. Replies.  If upon receipt of an opposing memorandum, counsel 

determines further argument of his client’s position is required, counsel shall file a reply within 

five (5) days of the receipt of the opposing memorandum.   

  D. Discovery motions accompanied by good faith certification.  Before filing 

a Motion to Compel pursuant to Fla. R. Civ. P.1.380, or a Motion for Protective Order pursuant 

to Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.280(c), counsel shall confer and correspond with counsel for the opposing 

party in a good faith effort to resolve by agreement the issues raised, and shall certify to the 

Court at the time of the filing of the motion that she/he has conferred with opposing counsel 

but has been unable to resolve the dispute.  In addition, counsel shall attach a copy of the 

correspondence to the motion as an exhibit, thus providing proof that a good faith effort to 

resolve the discovery dispute was made.  The failure to comply with this paragraph may result 

in the Court entering an order striking, without prejudice, the discovery motion. 

  E. Content of discovery motions.  Except for motions grounded upon a 

complete failure to respond to discovery, discovery motions shall: 

   1. quote in full each interrogatory, question on deposition, request for 

admission, or request for production to which the motion is 

addressed; 

 

   2. quote in full the objection and grounds given therefore; and 

 

   3. state (with citations of authority) the reason such objection should 

be overruled or sustained.  If the allegation in the motion to compel 

that there has been a complete failure to respond or object to 

discovery, and there has been no request for an extension of time, 

then the Court will enter an ex parte order compelling discovery. 
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  F. Oral argument.  Motions and other applications will ordinarily be 

determined by the Court on the basis of the motion, exhibits and legal memoranda unless a 

hearing is required by rule or law. 

   For example, under Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.510, Motions for Summary Judgment 

must be set for hearing.  However, this would not negate the requirement that the motion be 

accompanied by and responded to with memoranda taking into consideration the time 

frames set forth in Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.510, for filing supporting and opposing affidavits, etc. 

   The Court may permit oral argument upon the written request of any 

interested party or upon the Court’s own motion.  Requests for oral argument must 

accompany the motion or opposing legal memorandum and must estimate the time required 

for argument.  When a request for hearing is granted, counsel for the requesting party will be 

asked to coordinate with all counsel and the Court the time, date and time required for 

argument.  Further, the Court on its own may schedule a hearing. 

   ORAL ARGUMENT FOR DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS (including, but not limited to, 

Motions for Summary Judgment) MUST BE HELD NO LESS THAN 60 DAYS PRIOR TO THE PRETRIAL 

CONFERENCE. 

  G. Page limitation.  Absent prior permission of the Court, no party shall file a 

legal memorandum in excess of 15 pages in length. 

  H. Motions to be filed with the Clerk of Court.  All original pleadings and 

papers shall be filed with the Clerk of the Court. 

  I. Form of motions.  All applications to the Court requesting relief in any form, 

the citation of authority and argument shall be made in writing and in compliance with this 

Order and in appropriate form pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure.  Unless directed 



Page 5 of 6 Pages 

 

by the Court, memoranda or argument shall not be presented in  “correspondence form”.  All 

ex parte correspondence will be returned by the Court. 

  J. Time calculations.  All time calculations herein shall be subject to Fla. R. 

Civ. P. 1.090. 

  K. In limine motions.  Unless oral argument is requested and granted, or 

otherwise ordered by the Court, in limine motions will be resolved without a hearing.  All 

Motion(s) in Limine shall be filed no later than 15 days before the start of the trial term or the 

Court may deny the motion as being untimely. The parties shall confer and attempt to reach 

an agreement as to the issues raised in the Motion(s) in Limine filed. 

  L. Emergency motions.  Motions of an emergency nature may be 

considered and determined by the Court in its discretion at any time. 

 M. Proposed orders. In the event one party is drafting a proposed order at 

the request of the Court, the party shall present the proposed order to the other party or parties 

and advise the Court as to whether there is an agreement as to the form and content of the 

proposed order. If there is no agreement, each party shall submit a proposed order to the 

Court no later than 20 days following the hearing. 

5. FAILURE OF EITHER PARTY TO COMPLY WITH THE TERMS OF THIS ORDER MAY RESULT 

IN THE STRIKING OF PLEADINGS AND/OR THE MOTION(S) IN WHOLE OR IN PART; STAYING 

FURTHER PROCEEDINGS UNTIL THIS ORDER IS COMPLIED WITH; DISMISSAL OF THE ACTION; OR 

RENDERING A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT AGAINST THE NONCOMPLIANT PARTY. 

 DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers, at Bushnell, Sumter County, Florida, on this 9th day 

of March 2020. 

 

       _________________________________ 

       Mary P. Hatcher 

       Circuit Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been furnished to the following 

by E-Service through the Florida Courts E-Portal on this 11th day of March 2020. 

 

 

       _____________________________ 

       Judicial Assistant 

 

 

Jerry L. Sessions, II, Esquire 

The Sessions Law Firm 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

S. David Cooper, Esquire 

Cooper Law, P.A. 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

Richard J. Baier 

District Manager for Sumter Landing Community Development District; Village 

Community Development District 10; Village Center Community Development District 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER         CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 
 Petitioners,        
 
v. 
 
VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER 
LANDING COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 
VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY BOARD  
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 
 Defendants. 
 

 
MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 
 

COMES NOW the Plaintiffs, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER (hereinafter 

referred to as “Plaintiffs”), by and through their undersigned counsel, moves this honorable Court 

to deny the Motion to Dismiss filed by Defendants, Village Center Community Development 

District, Sumter Landing Development District, and Village Community Development District 10 

(collectively, the “Districts”), and in support thereof hereby states: 

1. On or about March 9, 2020, the Districts filed their joint Motion to Dismiss Petition 

for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief with Prejudice, Motion to Strike, and 

Memorandum of Law in Support (the “Districts’ Motion to Dismiss”).  

2. Upon conferring with counsel for the Districts, the counsel for the Districts agreed 

to additional time to file Plaintiffs’ motion opposing the Districts’ Motion to Dismiss. 
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3. Plaintiffs’ deny and oppose each of the averments in the Districts’ Motion to 

Dismiss. 

4. “The purpose of a motion to dismiss is to ascertain if the plaintiff has alleged a 

good cause of action.” Connolly v. Sebeco, Inc., 89 So.2d 482 (Fla. 1956). 

5. When ruling on a defendant’s motion to dismiss, a trial court is limited to the four 

corners of the complaint, and it must accept all allegations in the complaint as true. See Lutz Lake 

Fern Rd. Neighborhood Groups, Inc. v, Hillsboro County, 779 So.2d 380, 383 (Fla. 2nd DCA 

2000); See also, National Ventures, Inc. v. Water Glades 300 Condominium Assn, 847 So.2d 

1070, 1073 (Fla. 4th DCA 2003). 

6. The Plaintiffs have alleged that the Districts have the obligation to maintain the 

land known as Tract A. 

7. The Plaintiffs have alleged that Sumter County’s requirement for a fence around 

Tract A to protect the health and safety of the public was waived by Sumter County on the 

condition that the public be prohibited from accessing Tract A. 

8. The Plaintiffs have alleged that the Districts have the obligation to comply with the 

development orders, permitting requirements, and other requirements laws and/or codes, including 

prohibiting public Access to Tract A. 

9. The Plaintiffs have alleged that the Districts violated that obligation by allowing 

public access to Tract A. 
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10. The Plaintiffs have alleged the elements of the Declaratory relief and of Injunctive 

relief they seek.  

11. Taking the Plaintiffs’ allegations as true, the Plaintiff’s Petition states a proper 

cause of action upon which relief may be granted, and the Districts’ Motion to Dismiss must be 

denied. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER, pray this 

honorable Court enter its Order, denying the Districts’ Motion to Dismiss, or in the alternative 

grant Plaintiff leave to amend.  

 
Respectfully submitted this 9th day of April, 2020 by: 

      COOPER LAW, P.A.     
      P.O. Box 3735 
      Orlando, Florida 32802 
      407.442.2774 
      www.CallCooperLaw.com 
 

     /s/ S. David Cooper     
     S. David Cooper, Esquire 
     Florida Bar No.: 419044 
     sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com 
     Counsel for the Plaintiffs 
 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via the Court’s 
e-Portal to: Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.: jrey@hoganlawfirm.com, pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com; and 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.: stephb@bblawfl.com, tammiew@bblawfl.com, 
kahlees@bblawfl.com, on the 9th day of April, 2020. 
 
 
       /s/ S. David Cooper    
       S. David Cooper, Esq.    
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN 

AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

Case No.: 2019-CA-500 

Division:    Circuit Civil 

  

JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER,  

         

 Petitioners, 

vs.          

 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT; ET AL., 

 

 Respondents. 

____________________________________/  

 

ORDER ON RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS PETITION  

FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF  

 

THIS COURT having considered Respondent Sumter County Board of County 

Commissioners’ Motion to Dismiss Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief and 

Memorandum of Law in Support Thereof, filed on February 24, 2020; and having reviewed the 

record in this case, finds as follows: 

In an order issued on issued on March 11, 2020, Petitioners were ordered to serve and 

file a response to said motion.  As of the date of this order, Petitioners have failed to file a 

response. As stated in the Order Establishing Motion Practice Procedure, failure to respond 

within the time allowed may be deemed sufficient cause for granting the motion by default or 

for the Court to construe that there is no objection to the motion. 

Based upon the foregoing, it is hereby 

ORDERED and ADJUDGED as follows: 

1. Respondent Sumter County Board of County Commissioners’ Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief is hereby GRANTED. 

 

Filing # 106072498 E-Filed 04/09/2020 01:37:03 PM



Page 2 of 2 Pages 

 

2. Petitioners’ Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief is hereby 

DISMISSED. 

3. Petitioners have twenty (20) days from the date of this order to serve and file an 

Amended Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief which sufficiently asserts a cause 

of action. 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers, at Bushnell, Sumter County, Florida, on this 8th day 

of April 2020. 

 

 

       _________________________________ 

       Mary P. Hatcher 

       Circuit Judge 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been furnished to the following 

by E-Service through the Florida Courts E-Portal on this 9th day of April 2020. 

 

 

       _____________________________ 

       Susan Shaw 

       Judicial Assistant 

Jerry L. Sessions, II, Esquire 

The Sessions Law Firm 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

S. David Cooper, Esquire 

Cooper Law, P.A. 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

Jennifer C. Rey, Esquire 

The Hogan Law Firm 

Counsel for Respondent Sumter County Board of County Commissioners 

 

Stephanie J. Brionez, Esquire 

Brionez + Brionez, P.A. 

Counsel for Respondents Sumter Landing Community Development District; Village 

Community Development District 10; Village Center Community Development District 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER         CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 
 Petitioners,        
 
v. 
 
VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER 
LANDING COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 
VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY BOARD  
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 
 Respondents. 
 

 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER ON RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS 

PETITION FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND 
MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 

 
 

COMES NOW the Petitioners, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER (hereinafter 

referred to as “Petitioners”), by and through their undersigned counsel, pursuant to Florida Rules 

of Civil Procedure §1.540 and §1.090, move this honorable Court to set aside its Order On 

Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief (the 

“Order”) filed by the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (the “County”), to grant 

Petitioners an enlargement of time to respond to the County’s Motion to Dismiss Petition for 

Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief (the “County’s Motion to Dismiss”), and to consider 

the filing of Petitioners’ Motion in Opposition to Motion to Dismiss, filed concurrent herewith, as 

timely filed, and in support thereof hereby states: 

1. On or about December 18, 2019, the Petitioners’ Petition for Declaratory Judgment 

and Injunctive Relief (the “Petition”) was filed by Attorney Jerry L. Sessions, II, Esq. 
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2. On or about January 15, 2019, a Notice of Appearance as Co-Counsel was filed by 

the undersigned counsel, and the undersigned counsel requested the Clerk of Court issue 

summonses to all Defendants in this action. 

3. On or about February 4, 2020, the Summons and a copy of the Petition was served 

upon the County. 

4. On or about February 25, 2020, the County filed it Motion to Dismiss Petition for 

Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief (the “County’s Motion to Dismiss”).  

5. On or about March 11, 2020, this honorable Court entered its Order Requiring 

Response and Establishing Motion Practice Procedure, requiring Petitioners to file a response to 

the County’s Motion to Dismiss within ten (10) days.  

6. As of that date, Petitioners had engaged two separate firms to represent them in this 

dispute, and there was some initial confusion and discussion as to which counsel would take the 

lead in filing the response. It was determined that the undersigned counsel would file the response. 

7. Communication between Petitioners, counsels, and opposing counsel(s) were 

delayed due to office closures and other factors as a result of the ongoing social distancing 

guidelines and executive orders from the State of Florida regarding the COVID-19 virus pandemic. 

8. On or about March 20, 2020, the undersigned counsel corresponded with counsel 

for the County and requested additional time to respond to the County’s Motion to Dismiss. 

Counsel for the County agreed to grant additional time.  
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9. The undersigned’s office made an inadvertent error in calendaring the date by 

which the response must be filed and entered the date as April 30, 2020, rather than March 30, 

2020.  

10. On April 1, 2020, the undersigned counsel participated in a telephone conference 

with counsel for the County to discuss the details of the dispute and to narrow the focus of the 

Petition. Counsel for the County made no mention of the date by which to respond to the County’s 

Motion to Dismiss and made no objection to the discussions of Petitioners filing various responses.  

11. On Thursday, April 9, 2020, this honorable Court entered its Order. 

12. It was always the intention of Petitioners and Petitioners’ counsel to file their 

response to the County’s Motion to Dismiss, and if not for the force majeure delays, 

communication delays, and the human error incorrectly placing the response due date on the 

calendar, such response would have been timely filed. A copy of the Petitioners’ Motion in 

Opposition to Motion to Dismiss is attached hereto and filed concurrently herewith. 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

 It is the public policy of Florida to determine cases on their merits rather than on procedural 

failings. See North Shore Hosp., Inc. v. Barber, 143 So.2d 849 (Fla. 1962). “Florida has a long-

standing policy in favor of deciding lawsuits on their merits.” Miami-Dade County v. Coral Bay 

Section C Homeowners Ass’n., 979 So.2d 318 (Fla. 3d DCA 2008). Although the preceding cases 

addressed setting aside default judgments, the same theory holds true with a motion to dismiss, for 

a motion to dismiss is not a determination on the merits of the case.  
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Florida Rules of Civil Procedure 1.090(b), provides in pertinent part: 

When an act is required or allowed to be done at or within a specified time 
by order of court, by these rules, or by notice given thereunder, for cause 
shown the court at any time in its discretion (1) with or without notice, may 
order the period enlarged if request therefor is made before the expiration 
of the period originally prescribed or as extended by a previous order, or 
(2) upon motion made and notice after the expiration of the specified period, 
may permit the act to be done when failure to act was the result of excusable 
neglect. 

Florida Rules of Civil Procedure 1.540, provides in pertinent part: 

(b) On motion and upon such terms as are just, the court may relieve a party 
or a party’s legal representative from a final judgment, decree, order, or 
proceeding for the following reasons: (1) mistake, inadvertence, surprise, 
or excusable neglect; … The motion shall be filed within a reasonable time, 
and for reasons (1), (2), and (3) not more than 1 year after the judgment, 
decree, order, or proceeding was entered or taken. 
 

The Fifth District Court of Appeals has held that the proper standard for determining 

excusable neglect in failing to comply with a procedural rule involves taking “into account all of 

the relevant circumstances including prejudice to the other party, the reason for the delay, the 

duration of the delay, and whether movant acted in good faith.” Carter v. Lake Cty., 840 So.2d 

1153, 1157 (Fla. 5th DCA 2003), citing Pioneer Inv. Servs. Co. v. Brunswick Assocs. Ltd. P’ship, 

113 S.Ct. 1489 (1993). Moreover, “…courts are much more inclined to find excusable neglect 

when the error occurs due to a breakdown in the mechanical or operational practices of the 

attorney’s office equipment or staff.” Boudot v. Boudot, 924 So.2d 409, 416 (Fla. 5th DCA 2006).   

 The delay in responding was caused by a combination of factors, including changing the 

responsible attorney for evaluating and responding to the County’s Motion to Dismiss, the unusual 

circumstances created by the social distancing guidelines and executive orders in effect, and the 

human error of calendaring the incorrect date by which to file Petitioners’ response. This motion 

is timely filed on Monday, April 13, 2020, a mere two (2) business days after entry of the Order. 
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See Brandt v. Dolman, 421 So.2d 689 (Fla. 4th DCA 1982) (holding that a motion made 12 days 

after default was diligent). The County will not be prejudice by the granting of this motion and 

permitting Petitioners to respond to the County’s Motion to Dismiss. The Petitioners act in good 

faith in filing this motion and its concurrent response.  

WHEREFORE, Petitioners, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER, pray this 

honorable Court set aside its Order On Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Petition for Declaratory 

Judgment and Injunctive Relief, grant Petitioners an enlargement of time to file its response, and 

accept the concurrently filed Motion in Opposition to Motion to Dismiss as timely filed. 

Respectfully submitted this 13th day of April, 2020 by: 

      COOPER LAW, P.A.     
      P.O. Box 3735 
      Orlando, Florida 32802 
      407.442.2774 
      www.CallCooperLaw.com 
 

     /s/ S. David Cooper     
     S. David Cooper, Esquire 
     Florida Bar No.: 419044 
     sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com 
     Counsel for the Petitioners 
 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via the Court’s 
e-Portal to: Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.: jrey@hoganlawfirm.com, pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com; and 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.: stephb@bblawfl.com, tammiew@bblawfl.com, 
kahlees@bblawfl.com, on the 13th day of April, 2020. 
 
 
       /s/ S. David Cooper    
       S. David Cooper, Esq.    
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER         CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 
 Petitioners,        
 
v. 
 
VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER 
LANDING COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 
VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY BOARD  
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 
 Respondents. 
 

 
MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 
 

COMES NOW the Petitioners, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER (hereinafter 

referred to as “Petitioners”), by and through their undersigned counsel, move this honorable Court 

to deny Defendant Sumter County Board of County Commissioners’ (the “County”) Motion to 

Dismiss Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief, and in support thereof hereby 

state: 

1. On or about February 24, 2020, the County filed its Motion to Dismiss Petition for 

Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Memorandum of Law in Support Thereof (the 

“County’s Motion to Dismiss”).  

2. Upon conferring with counsel for the County, the counsel for the County agreed to 

grant Petitioners additional time to file Petitioners’ response to the County’s Motion to Dismiss. 



Laube/Hunter v. VDDC, et al. 
2019-CA-000500  Page 2 of 3 
Mtn in Opp of Districts’ MTD 

3. Petitioners’ deny and oppose each of the averments in the County’s Motion to 

Dismiss. 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

“The purpose of a motion to dismiss is to ascertain if the plaintiff has alleged a good cause 

of action.” Connolly v. Sebeco, Inc., 89 So.2d 482 (Fla. 1956). When ruling on a defendant’s 

motion to dismiss, a trial court is limited to the four corners of the complaint, and it must accept 

all allegations in the complaint as true. See Lutz Lake Fern Rd. Neighborhood Groups, Inc. v, 

Hillsboro County, 779 So.2d 380, 383 (Fla. 2nd DCA 2000); See also, National Ventures, Inc. v. 

Water Glades 300 Condominium Assn, 847 So.2d 1070, 1073 (Fla. 4th DCA 2003). 

The Petitioners have alleged that the County approved a certain Development Order, 

Comprehensive Plan, and Code of Ordinances, none of which provided for the land known as Tract 

A to be used as a recreational area or otherwise open to use by the public. The Petitioners have 

alleged that Sumter County violated its own laws and procedures by approving a Plat on which 

Tract A is labeled a recreational area. The Petitioners have alleged that Sumter County waived a 

requirement for a fence around Tract A to protect the health and safety of the public solely on the 

condition that the public be prohibited from accessing Tract A. The Petitioners have alleged that 

the violation of these requirements to prohibit public access to Tract A has injured Petitioners. 

The Petitioners have alleged the elements of the Declaratory relief, including being unsure 

of their rights regarding Tract A, and of the Injunctive relief they seek. While the County’s alleged 

defenses may or may not be appropriately raised in a summary judgment motion, those defenses 

are irrelevant to a motion to dismiss. Taking the Petitioners’ allegations as true, the Petition states 
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a proper cause of action upon which relief may be granted, and the County’s Motion to Dismiss 

must be denied. 

WHEREFORE, the Petitioners, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER, pray this 

honorable Court enter its Order, denying the County’s Motion to Dismiss, or in the alternative 

grant Petitioners leave to amend.  

 
Respectfully submitted this 13th day of April, 2020 by: 

      COOPER LAW, P.A.     
      P.O. Box 3735 
      Orlando, Florida 32802 
      407.442.2774 
      www.CallCooperLaw.com 
 

     /s/ S. David Cooper     
     S. David Cooper, Esquire 
     Florida Bar No.: 419044 
     sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com 
     Counsel for the Petitioners 
 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via the Court’s 
e-Portal to: Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.: jrey@hoganlawfirm.com, pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com; and 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.: stephb@bblawfl.com, tammiew@bblawfl.com, 
kahlees@bblawfl.com, on the 13th day of April, 2020. 
 
 
       /s/ S. David Cooper    
       S. David Cooper, Esq.    
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER         CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 
 Petitioners,        
 
v. 
 
VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER 
LANDING COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 
VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY BOARD  
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 
 Respondents. 
 

 
MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 
 

COMES NOW the Petitioners, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER (hereinafter 

referred to as “Petitioners”), by and through their undersigned counsel, move this honorable Court 

to deny Defendant Sumter County Board of County Commissioners’ (the “County”) Motion to 

Dismiss Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief, and in support thereof hereby 

state: 

1. On or about February 24, 2020, the County filed its Motion to Dismiss Petition for 

Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Memorandum of Law in Support Thereof (the 

“County’s Motion to Dismiss”).  

2. Upon conferring with counsel for the County, the counsel for the County agreed to 

grant Petitioners additional time to file Petitioners’ response to the County’s Motion to Dismiss. 

Filing # 106169774 E-Filed 04/13/2020 02:22:11 PM
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3. Petitioners’ deny and oppose each of the averments in the County’s Motion to 

Dismiss. 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

“The purpose of a motion to dismiss is to ascertain if the plaintiff has alleged a good cause 

of action.” Connolly v. Sebeco, Inc., 89 So.2d 482 (Fla. 1956). When ruling on a defendant’s 

motion to dismiss, a trial court is limited to the four corners of the complaint, and it must accept 

all allegations in the complaint as true. See Lutz Lake Fern Rd. Neighborhood Groups, Inc. v, 

Hillsboro County, 779 So.2d 380, 383 (Fla. 2nd DCA 2000); See also, National Ventures, Inc. v. 

Water Glades 300 Condominium Assn, 847 So.2d 1070, 1073 (Fla. 4th DCA 2003). 

The Petitioners have alleged that the County approved a certain Development Order, 

Comprehensive Plan, and Code of Ordinances, none of which provided for the land known as Tract 

A to be used as a recreational area or otherwise open to use by the public. The Petitioners have 

alleged that Sumter County violated its own laws and procedures by approving a Plat on which 

Tract A is labeled a recreational area. The Petitioners have alleged that Sumter County waived a 

requirement for a fence around Tract A to protect the health and safety of the public solely on the 

condition that the public be prohibited from accessing Tract A. The Petitioners have alleged that 

the violation of these requirements to prohibit public access to Tract A has injured Petitioners. 

The Petitioners have alleged the elements of the Declaratory relief, including being unsure 

of their rights regarding Tract A, and of the Injunctive relief they seek. While the County’s alleged 

defenses may or may not be appropriately raised in a summary judgment motion, those defenses 

are irrelevant to a motion to dismiss. Taking the Petitioners’ allegations as true, the Petition states 
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a proper cause of action upon which relief may be granted, and the County’s Motion to Dismiss 

must be denied. 

WHEREFORE, the Petitioners, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER, pray this 

honorable Court enter its Order, denying the County’s Motion to Dismiss, or in the alternative 

grant Petitioners leave to amend.  

 
Respectfully submitted this 13th day of April, 2020 by: 

      COOPER LAW, P.A.     
      P.O. Box 3735 
      Orlando, Florida 32802 
      407.442.2774 
      www.CallCooperLaw.com 
 

     /s/ S. David Cooper     
     S. David Cooper, Esquire 
     Florida Bar No.: 419044 
     sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com 
     Counsel for the Petitioners 
 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via the Court’s 
e-Portal to: Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.: jrey@hoganlawfirm.com, pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com; and 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.: stephb@bblawfl.com, tammiew@bblawfl.com, 
kahlees@bblawfl.com, on the 13th day of April, 2020. 
 
 
       /s/ S. David Cooper    
       S. David Cooper, Esq.    
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT  

IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

 

JESSICA LAUBE and  

ROBERT HUNTER,  

 

  Petitioners, 

 

vs.       CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 

 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  

SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  

VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

 

  Respondents. 

_________________________________/ 

 

RESPONDENT’S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO PETITIONERS’ MOTION TO SET 

ASIDE ORDER ON RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS PETITION FOR 

DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

AND MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 

 

 COMES NOW, Respondent, Sumter County Board of County Commissioners, 

(hereinafter referred to as “Sumter County BOCC”) by and through their undersigned counsel, 

pursuant to Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.100, and files this, its Response in Opposition to 

Petitioners’ Motion to Set Aside Order on Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Petition for 

Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Motion for Enlargement of Time, and in 

furtherance thereof state as follows: 

1. On December 15, 2019, Petitioners Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter, filed a Petition 

for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief against Village Center Community Development 

District, Sumter Landing Community Development District, Village Community Development 

District 10, and the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners. 

Filing # 106636061 E-Filed 04/23/2020 04:07:18 PM
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2. Sumter County BOCC was served with the Petition for Declaratory Judgment and 

Injunctive Relief on February 4, 2020. 

3. On February 24, 2020, Sumter County BOCC timely filed a Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief based on Petitioners’ failure to exhaust 

all administrative remedies prior to proceeding to litigation and that Petitioners’ claims are time 

barred pursuant to Sumter County Code Section 13-370(c) and (d) and section 163.3215, Florida 

Statutes. 

4. On March 11, 2020, this Court issued an Order Requiring Response and Establishing 

Motion Practice Procedure, which outlined the timeline and procedures parties must adhere to 

when filing motions with this Court.  It provided that Petitioners were to respond to Sumter 

County BOCC’s Motion to Dismiss within ten (10) days of the date of said Order, and that 

“[f]ailure to respond within the time allowed may result in the imposition of 

sanctions, including the granting of the motion by default.”  Petitioners did not file any type of 

response within the time dictated by this Court’s Order. 

5. As Petitioners’ counsel asserted in the Motion to Set Aside, he corresponded with 

counsel for Sumter County BOCC on March 20, 2020 by email.  He requested an additional ten 

(10) days to respond to Sumter County BOCC’s Motion to Dismiss, to which undersigned 

counsel did not object. Counsel for both parties then set up a conference call for March 26, 2020 

to confer on the case. However, Petitioners did not file anything with the Court as to the 

requested extension of time to respond.   

6. Petitioners’ counsel missed the conference call with Sumter County BOCC’s counsel 

on March 26, 2020, which then had to be rescheduled for April 1, 2020 due to undersigned 

counsel’s work with the Sumter County Canvassing Board.  

 



 

00847805  3 of 6 

7. On April 9, 2020, this Court entered an Order on Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief which granted Sumter County BOCC’s 

Motion to Dismiss for failure to respond within the time allowed. This Court also provided that 

“Petitioners have twenty (20) days from the date of this order to serve and file an 

Amended Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief which sufficiently asserts a cause 

of action.”  

8. On April 13, 2020 at 2:22 pm, Petitioners belatedly filed a Response in Opposition to 

Motion to Dismiss as well as a Motion to Set Aside Order on Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Motion for Enlargement of Time, 

after the Court had already dismissed their Petition, with leave to amend. 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

 Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.540(b) states, “the court may relieve a party or a 

party’s legal representative from a final judgment, decree, order” for specific reasons including 

for “mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect.”  When a party is required to perform 

an act within a specified time and that time has expired, Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 

1.090(b)(2) allows a court to enlarge the time “upon motion made and notice after the expiration 

of the specified period” when the “failure to act was the result of excusable neglect.”  However, 

Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.090(b)(2) appears inapplicable to the case at bar as Petitioners 

did not file a motion to enlarge the time prior to this Court issuing its Order granting Sumter 

County BOCC’s Motion to Dismiss.  A determination as to Petitioners’ excusable neglect applies 

to either rule.  

 The appropriate standard to determine whether a party has committed excusable 

neglect in failing to comply with a procedural rule involves taking “into account all of the 

relevant circumstances, including prejudice to the other party, the reason for the delay, the 
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duration of the delay, and whether the movant acted in good faith.”  Carter v. Lake Cty., 840 So. 

2d 1153, 1157 (Fla. 5th DCA 2003) (citing Pioneer Inv. Servs. Co. v. Brunswick Assocs. Ltd. 

P'ship, 507 U.S. 380, 395, 113 S. Ct. 1489, 123 L. Ed. 2d 74 (1993)).  Ignorance or 

misunderstanding of the law does not constitute excusable neglect.  Peterson v. Lake Surprise II 

Condo. Assoc., 118 So. 3d 313, 313 (Fla. 3d DCA 2013).  “Generally, the courts do not find 

excusable neglect in the attorney's misunderstanding or ignorance of the law or rules of 

procedure.”  Carter, 840 So. 2d at 1158 n.6.  In determining whether a party’s failure to timely 

file a motion for attorney’s fees constituted excusable neglect in Hovercraft of S. Fla., L.L.C. v. 

Reynolds, 211 So. 3d 1073, 1075-76 (Fla. 5th DCA 2017), the Fifth Circuit noted that “while the 

parties had ‘freely extended courtesies’ to each other” this could not could not have “lulled” 

them “into believing they did not need to comply with procedural deadlines.”  

 In the Motion to Set Aside, Petitioners’ counsel blamed an “inadvertent error in 

calendaring the date by which the response must be filed and entered he date as April 30, 2020, 

rather than March 30, 2020.”  In addition, Petitioner’s counsel also attempted to shift some of the 

blame onto undersigned counsel stating that during the April 1, 2020 conference call, “[c]ounsel 

for the County made no mention of the date by which to respond to the County’s Motion to 

Dismiss and made no objection to the discussion of Petitioners filing various responses.” 

 The undersigned counsel previously agreed to extension of time, and was under no 

obligation to file any pleading with the Court as to such extension. Further, undersigned counsel 

has no ability to grant another party additional time to respond.  Only this Court could grant 

Petitioners’ requested relief, and it was incumbent upon Petitioners to file the appropriate motion 

seeking an extension of time to respond and supply this Court with a courtesy copy and proposed 

order. 
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 Even should this Court find Petitioners’ claim of excusable neglect persuasive, they 

sustained no injury through this Court’s dismissal of their claim against Sumter County BOCC.  

In its Order on Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Petition for Declaratory Judgment and 

Injunctive Relief, this Court granted Sumter County BOCC’s Motion to Dismiss but gave 

Petitioners’ an additional twenty (20) days to amend their Petition for Declaratory Judgment and 

Injunctive Relief so it sufficiently asserts a cause of action against Sumter County BOCC, which 

Sumter County BOCC has already argued it fails to do in its present form. 

 WHEREFORE, Respondent Sumter County Board of County Commissioners prays 

for an Order denying Petitioners’ Motion to Set Aside Order on Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Motion for Enlargement of Time.    

 Respectfully submitted this 23rd day of April, 2020. 

 

       

/s/ Jennifer C. Rey 

JENNIFER C. REY 

Florida Bar No. 041997 

MEGAN ROSENBERG 

Florida Bar No.  1005213 

Countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com 

THE HOGAN LAW FIRM 

20 S. Broad Street 

Brooksville, Florida 34601 

pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com 

Telephone:   (352) 799-8423 

Facsimile:    (352) 799-8294 

Attorney for Respondent Sumter County BOCC 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:Countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Response in 

Opposition to Petitioners’ Motion to Set Aside Order was served on this 23rd day of April, 2020 

via State of Florida E-portal to: Jerry L. Session, II, The Sessions Law Firm, 301 West Bay 

Street, Suite 1400, Jacksonville, Florida 32202, Atty.Sessions@gmail.com, 

jsessions@rubintonlaw.com, LGoodman@rubintonloaw.com; and to S. David Cooper, P.O. Box 

3735, Orlando, Florida 32802, sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com; and to Stephanie Brionez, 

Brionez & Brionez, P.A., 315 N. New Hampshire Ave., Tavares, Florida, 32778 

StephB@bblaw.com, TammieW@bblaw.com, KahleeS@bblaw.com.  

  

      /s/ Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.  

      Jennifer C. Rey, Esq. 

      Florida Bar No. 0041997 

mailto:Atty.Sessions@gmail.com
mailto:jsessions@rubintonlaw.com
mailto:LGoodman@rubintonloaw.com
mailto:sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com
mailto:StephB@bblaw.com
mailto:TammieW@bblaw.com
mailto:KahleeS@bblaw.com


    

    

      
     

   

  

  
   

 
 

   
      

  

      

          
              

      

             
  

              
     

          
          

        

    
  
   

 

    
   

     

      
   

Filing# 106834811 E-Filed 04/29/2020 11:17:54 AM


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND 
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 
Petitioners, 

V. 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER 
LANDING COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 
VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY BOARD 
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

Defendants. 

NOTICE OF REFILING AMENDED COMPLAINT AND EXHIBITS 

COMES NOW the Petitioners, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER (hereinafter 
referred to as “Plaintiffs”), by and through their undersigned counsel, and gives notice of refiling 
their Amended Petition and Exhibits and state: 

1. On April 28, 2020, Petitioners filed their Amended Complaint and Exhibits via the 
Court’s e-Portal system. 

2. The Clerk required corrections to the Exhibits, to wit: no color scans permitted and 
clearer identification of the Exhibits needed. 

3. Petitioners re-file the attached Amended Complaint and Exhibits, which have been 
scanned in black & white and bates stamped for clearer identification. 

Respectfully submitted this 29* day of April, 2020 by: 

COOPER LAW, P.A. 
P.O.Box 3735 
Orlando, Florida 32802 
407.442.2774 
www.CallCooperLaw.com 

/s/ S. David Cooper 
S. David Cooper, Esquire 

Laube/Hunter v. VCCDD, et al.

2019-CA-000500 Page 1 of 2
 
Notice of Refiling Amd Petition & Exhibitt


http://www.callcooperlaw.com/


    

   

  

                
         
     

       

    
   

     

      
   

Florida Bar No.: 419044 
sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com 
Counselfor the Plaintiffs 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy ofthe foregoing was sent via the Court’s 
e-Portal to: Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.: jrey@hoganlawfirm.com, pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com; and 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.: stephb@bblawfl.com, tammiew@bblawfl.com, 
kahlees@bblawfl.com, on the 29* day of April, 2020. 

/s/ S. David Cooper 
S. David Cooper, Esq. 

Laube/Hunter v. VCCDD, et al. 
2019-CA-000500 Page 2 of 2 
Notice of Refiling Amd Petition & Exhibits 

mailto:sdcooper@callcooperlaw.com
mailto:jrey@hoganlawfirm.com
mailto:pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com
mailto:stephb@bblawfl.com
mailto:tammiew@bblawfl.com
mailto:kahlees@bblawfl.com


     

     

      
    

   

  

  
   

 
 

   
      

  

      

          

             

               

         

             

              

               

             

   

 
   

Filing # 106818820 E-Filed 04/28/2020 10:49:25 PM 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND 
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 
Petitioners, 

V. 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER 
LANDING COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 
VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY BOARD 
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

Respondents. 

AMENDED PETITION FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMETN AND INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

COMES NOW the Petitioners, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER (hereinafter 

referred to as “Petitioners”), by and through their undersigned counsel, file their Amended Petition 

for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief, pursuant to Ch. 86 of the Florida Statutes and all 

other applicable law, and, in support thereof, state the following: 

JURISDICTION 

1. This is an action in equity for declaratory and injunctive relief, thereby investing 

this Court with proper jurisdiction pursuant to Chapters 26 and 86 of the Florida Statutes. 

VENUE 

2. The events upon which this claim is based took place in Sumter County, Florida 

thereby vesting this Court with proper venue pursuant to Chapter 47 of the Florida Statutes. 

Laube/Hunter v. VCCDD, et al.
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PARTIES
 

3. The Petitioner, JESSICA LAUBE, is an individual over the age of eighteen (18)) 

years, not in the armed forces, sui juris, and will hereinafter be referred to as “LAUBE” for 

purposes ofbrevity. 

4. The Petitioner, ROBERT HUNTER, is an individual over the age of eighteen (18) 

years, not in the armed forces, sui juris, and will hereinafter be referred to as “HUNTER” for 

purposes ofbrevity. 

5. The Respondent, VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT, is a local government entity created pursuant to Chapter 190 of the Florida Statutes 

and will hereinafter be referred to as “VCCDD” for purposes ofbrevity. 

6. The Respondent, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT, is a local government entity created pursuant to Chapter 190 of the Florida Statutes 

and will hereinafter be referred to as “SLCDD” for purposes ofbrevity. 

7. The Respondent, VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 10, is 

a local government entity created pursuant to Chapter 190 of the Florida Statutes and will 

hereinafter be referred to as “VCDDIO” for purposes ofbrevity. 

8. The Respondent, THE SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY 

COMMISSIONERS, is a legal entity with responsibilities, in part to approve, enact, and/or enforce 

local land use ordinances, development orders, rules, and plans in conformity with applicable law 

and will hereinafter be referred to as “COUNTY COMMISSIONERS” for purposes ofbrevity. 

Laube/Hunter v. VCCDD, et al. 
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APPLICABLE FACTS


9. LAUBE and HUNTER are the owners of the real property located at 1554 Plank 

Street, The Villages, Florida 32163 (“Petitioners’ Property”). 

10. Petitioners’ Property is located on a cul-de-sac that Property is adjacent to and abuts 

a conservation area and a certain piece of land known as Tract A The Villages of Sumter Unit No. 

237, according to the Plat recorded at Plat Book 15, Pages 15-15D (“Tract A”) (see Plat attached 

hereto as Exhibit A). 

11. Tract A consists of a large retention pond and was developed as a drainage area. 

12. The Plat describing “Tract A” references by book and page that certain Grant of 

Easement, dated and recorded December 11,2013, at Book 2711, Page 688, ofthe Public Records 

of Sumter County, Florida (see Grant of Easement attached hereto as Exhibit B) and specifies that 

it is an easement for “STORMWATER RUNOFF & RETENTION”. 

13. Tract A is currently owned by VCDD10. 

14. Pursuant to Sumter County, Florida - Code of Ordinances, Chapter 13, Appendix 

13D, Section D.9.2.1 (2012): 

The person or entity having the ownership or control over the open 
space shall be responsible for its continuing upkeep and proper 
maintenance. Such person or entity shall have a program for the 
provision, maintenance, and operation of all such areas, 
improvements and facilities for the common use of the PUD 
occupants which will not be provided, operated or maintained at 
generalpublic expense. 
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15. Pursuant to Sumter County, Florida - Code ofOrdinances, Chapter 13, Division 2, 

Section 13-1 l(j) (2012), “The sanctity of and the necessity of preserving private property rights 

shall be recognized by Sumter County and its staff and review boards.” 

16. Pursuant to Sumter County, Florida - Code of Ordinances, Chapter 13, Article I, 

Division 2, Section 13-12(a) (2012), “It is the commission’s purpose to provide for the public 

health, safety and general welfare of the citizens.” 

17. Pursuant to Sumter County, Florida - Code of Ordinances, Chapter 13, Article I, 

Division 2, Section 13-12(b)(2)(d) (2012), it is the intent of the commission for the provisions of 

Chapter 13 to be construed and implemented to achieve “compliance with approved development 

permits and the provisions of this chapter through diligent but fair enforcement actions.” 

18. Pursuant to Florida Statutes §373.430(l)(b), it is a violation and is prohibited for 

any person to “violate or fail to comply with any rule, regulation, order or permit adopted or issued 

by a water management district, the department, or local government pursuant to their lawful 

authority under this part.” 

19. Pursuant to Florida Statutes §373.430(2), “[wjhoever commits a violation specified 

in subsection (1) is liable for any damage caused and for civil penalties as provided in s. 373.129”. 

20. SLCDD operates and maintains, or is responsible for governance of, a stormwater 

management area and its associated surface water management facility on Tract A. 

21. LAUBE and HUNTER paid a premium for the Petitioners’ Property based on the 

assertions that Tract A would not be open to public access and that access would be permitted only 
Laube/Hunter v. VCCDD, et al.
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to the employees and/or agents of the entity or entities operating and maintaining the water 

management facility and the owner of Tract A for necessary maintenance. 

22. LAUBE and HUNTER paid such premium because LAUBE suffers from a medical 

condition that is aggravated by unexpected noises and disturbances. 

23. Public access to and use of Tract A is prohibited because: 

a.	 applicable law requires fencing around stormwater management areas with 

a slope greater than 4:1 to protect the safety of the public, and Tract A is 

such an area; 

b.	 applicable law prohibits public access and use of stormwater management 

areas, and Tract A is such an area; and 

c.	 applicable law requires stormwater management areas to be preserved so 

that subsequent owners may not remove such areas from their intended use, 

and Tract A was preserved as such. 

24. Sumter County, VCCDD, SLCDD, and VCDD10 are bound by the 6* Amendment 

to the 2"“* Amended and Restated Developmental Order, the concurrent Comprehensive Plan, 

statutes, ordinances, and rules in effect when the Development Order was issued. 

25. The Operation and Grading permits were approved without the required fencing 

based on the developer’s commitment to prohibiting public access to Tract A (See Earner, Barley 

and Associates letter, dated July 6, 2012, and attached hereto as Exhibit C). 
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26. This prohibition ofpublic use ofTract A is expressly and specifically referenced in 

the Development Order (attached as Composite Exhibit D) and Comprehensive Plan (attached as 

Composite Exhibit E). 

27. Tract A is specifically reserved for drainage access and pond maintenance pursuant 

to that certain Asbuilt Drawings, prepared by Earner, Barley and Associates, Inc., Job No. 

9211412580, dated September 26, 2014, File Name 03-237-PLAN, Shet 3 of 20, and certified 

September 29, 2014 by Kaye M. Jameson, professional surveyor and mapper, FL Reg. No. 5912 

(see Asbuilt Drawings attached hereto as Exhibit F). 

28. At some time previous, signage existed at the entrance to the access area of Tract 

A, placing the public on notice that it was prohibited from accessing Tract A. 

29. Such signage was consistent with the current use of every other similar drainage 

area / stormwater management area in Unit 237, VCDDIO, and throughout The Villages 

community. 

30. Subsequently, the prohibitory signage was removed only as to Tract A, and 

VCDDIO authorized the public to access Tract A as a pet walk and for other general recreational 

use. 

31. It is within the authority of COUNTY COMMISSIONERS to enforce the 

prohibition ofpublic access to Tract A. 
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32. COUNTY COMMISSIONERS has failed or refused to enforce the prohibition of 

public access to Tract A and has failed or refiised to hold VCDDIO, VCCDD, and/or SLCDD 

responsible for its/their violations. 

3 3. LAUBE and HUNTER are repeatedly and often disturbed by members ofthe public 

walking in close proximity to and/or on Petitioners’ Property, leering through windows into the 

private areas of LAUBE’S and HUNTER’S home, shouting obscenities at LAUBE, and/or 

otherwise causing general, unexpected disturbances (see aerial photograph attached hereto as 

Exhibit G, showing location of LAUBE’S and HUNTER’S bedroom in relation to Tract A). 

34. COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, VCDDIO, VCCDD, and SLCDD have cause 

LAUBE and HUNTER to suffer a loss ofprivacy and quiet enjoyment of their home. 

ACTION FOR DECLARATORTY JUDGMENT 

35. LAUBE and HUNTER hereby reallege and reaver paragraphs 1 through 34 as if 

the same were fully set forth herein. 

36. COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, VCDDIO, VCCDD, and SLCDD are intwined in 

a complex series of interlocal agreements regarding the use rights and obligations pertaining to 

Tract A. 

37. In an attempt to resolve this matter without litigation, LAUBE and/or HUNTER 

brought their concerns regarding public use of Tract A to COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

VCDDIO, and VCCDD by: 

Laube/Hunter v. VCCDD, et al. 
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a. following Sumter County Code of Ordinances 2015-17 and notifying and 

informing the Development Services Director, the County Administrator, 

and COUNTY COMMISSIONERS of the violation of the Development 

Order, the concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and the concurrent Land Use, 

by written correspondence and by attending a meeting of COUNTY 

COMMISSIONERS; 

b.	 attending two meetings of the VCDDIO board of directors, notifying the 

board ofpublic use ofTract A and informing the board that such public use 

of Tract A is unlawfiil, at which meetings representatives of VCCDD were 

present and received the same notice and information; and 

c.	 attending a meeting of the Property Wide Advisory Committee board of 

directors, notifying the board of public use of Tract A and informing the 

board that such public use of Tract A is unlawful. 

38. HUNTER and LAUBE were advised that they were not permitted to attend 

meetings of the SLCDD board of directors and had no means of addressing the matter with 

SLCDD. 

39. Each entity to which HUNTER and LAUBE expressed their concerns disclaimed 

responsibility for enforcing the prohibition ofpublic access to Tract A. 

40. LAUBE and HUNTER have been inordinately burdened by the actions and/or 

inactions of COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, VCDDIO, VCCDD, and SLCDD. 
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41. LAUBE and HUNTER are unable to attain the reasonable, investment-backed 

expectation for the existing use ofPetitioners’ Property. 

42. The current public use of Tract A is unreasonable such that LAUBE and HUNTER 

bear a disproportionate share of a burden claimed to have been imposed for the public good. 

43. LAUBE and HUNTER are in doubt of their rights as they pertain to Tract A and 

enforcement of the prohibition against public use of Tract A. 

44. On such basis, LAUBE and HUNTER seek hereby to obtain a declaration of the 

parties responsible for ensuring that Tract A is used in a manner compliant with all applicable 

laws, including prohibiting public access to Tract A. 

45. There exists a bona fide, actual, present practical need for such declaration. 

46. The declaration sought by LAUBE and HUNTER deals with a present, 

ascertainable state of facts or present controversy as to a state of facts. 

47. LAUBE’S and HUNTER’S rights as to Tract A and their rights ofprivacy and quiet 

enjoyment are dependent upon the facts or the law applicable to the facts. 

48. One, some, or all of the Respondents named herein have, or reasonably may have, 

an actual, present, adverse, and antagonistic interest in the subject matter of this petition, either in 

fact or law. 
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49. The antagonistic and adverse interests are all before the Court by proper process or 

representation, and the relief sought is not merely the giving of legal advice by this honorable 

Court or the answer to questions propounded from curiosity 

WHEREFORE, Petitioners JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER, by and through 

their undersigned counsel, respectfiilly request that this honorable Court grant the instant petition, 

and accordingly declare that Tract A is to be free of public access; that one, some, or all of the 

Respondents is/are required to enforce the prohibition of public access to Tract A; that that one, 

some, or all of the Respondents has/have no legal authority to authorize public access to Tract A; 

and that such right ofenforcement ofor to require the enforcement ofthe prohibition against public 

access to Tract A accrues to Petitioners, together with any and all such other declaratory relief as 

this Court deems just and proper. 

ACTION FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

50. LAUBE and HUNTER hereby reallege and reaver paragraphs 1 through 34 as if 

same were hilly set forth herein. 

51. LAUBE and HUNTER have suffered and will suffer irreparable harm and have 

been inordinately burdened as a result of the general public gaining access to Tract A, in part, as 

follows: 

a.	 they have lost and will continue to lose the benefit of their bargain in 

purchasing Petitioners’ Property, in that the representations made to them 

that no public access to Tract A would be allowed were material to their 
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decision to pay a premium to purchase the particular real property 

referenced herein as Petitioners’ Property; 

b. the fair market value and desirability of Petitioners’ Property has been and 

will continue to be significantly reduced as a result of the foot traffic on, 

along, and around Petitioners’ Property and the presence of people and 

domestic animals upon Tract A; 

c. they have suffered a significant loss ofprivacy in their side and back yards 

and at the back of their house as a result of the general public having been 

granted unfettered access to and use of Tract A; 

d. they have suffered a significant reduction in security ofboth their property 

and person as a result of the general public having been granted unfettered 

access to and use of Tract A; and 

e. they have suffered a significant decrease in their health, feelings of safety, 

comfort, and general welfare, as well as severe anxiety, trouble sleeping, 

and trouble concentrating, as a result of strangers being allowed alongside 

and behind their home at all hours of the day and night and those strangers 

leering through LAUBE’S and HUNTER’S windows, shouting obscenities 

at LAUBE and HUNTER, creating loud noises, and/or otherwise disturbing 

the quiet enjoyment ofPetitioners’ Property. 
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52. LAUBE and HUNTER have a clear legal right to have Tract A free from public 

access due, in part, to the following: 

a.	 the developer and/or agents thereof represented to them that the subject 

parcel would be free from public access, which such representation 

constituted a material inducement poon which they relied in deciding to 

purchase Petitioners’ Property; and 

b.	 Multiple documents, including but not limited to Sumter County and water 

management district permits, COUNTY COMMISSIONERS’ 

Development Order, concurrent Comprehensive Plan, the Sumter County 

Code of Ordinances, and Florida Statutes. 

53. LAUBE and HUNTER have no adequate remedy at law, in that monetary damages 

are inadequate for the harm they have suffered and will continue to suffer as a result ofthe general 

public having been granted unfettered access to and use of Tract A. 

54. The injunction sought hereunder would not disserve the public interest, in that there 

are sufficient other recreational areas in the immediate vicinity, and the harm suffered by LAUBE 

and HUNTER would be greater in the absence of such injunction than would be the harm suffered 

by any of the respondents or general public if such an injunction is issued. 

WHEREFORE, JESSICA LAUBE and ROBERT HUNTER, by and through their 

undersigned counsel, respectfiilly request that this honorable Court grant the instant petition, and 

accordingly issue a permanent injunction prohibiting one, some, or all of the Respondents from 
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allowing public access to Tract A; requiring one, some, or all ofthe Respondents to take reasonable 

measures to prevent the general public from accessing Tract A, including the installation ofa gate 

at the entrance of the access point(s) thereof; together with any all such other injunctive relief as 

this Court deems just and proper. 

Respectfully submitted this 28* day ofApril, 2020 by: 

COOPER LAW, P.A. 
P.O. Box 3735 
Orlando, Florida 32802 
407.442.2774 
WWW.CallCooperLaw. com 

/s/ S. David Cooper 
S. David Cooper, Esquire 
Florida Bar No.: 419044 
sdcooper@CallCooperLaw. com 
Counselfor the Petitioners 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy ofthe foregoing was sent via the Court’s 
e-Portal to: Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.: jrey@hoganlawfirm.com, pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com; and 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.: stephb@bblawfi.com, tammiew@bblawfl.com, 
kahlees@bblawfi.com, on the 28* day ofApril, 2020. 

/s/ S. David Cooper 
S. David Cooper, Esq. 

Laube/Hunter v. VCCDD, et al. 
2019-CA-000500 Page 1f o3 1f 
Amd Petition 

mailto:jrey@hoganlawfirm.com
mailto:pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com
mailto:stephb@bblawfi.com
mailto:tammiew@bblawfl.com
mailto:kahlees@bblawfi.com


 

 
1 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT  
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
 

JESSICA LAUBE and  
ROBERT HUNTER, 

 
Petitioners, 

 
vs. CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 

 
VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY  
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER  
LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
DISTRICT, VILLAGE COMMUNITY  
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 10, and THE  
SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY  
COMMISSIONERS, 

 
Respondents. 
 ___________________________________/ 

 
MOTION TO DISMISS AMENDED PETITION FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 

AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF WITH PREJUDICE, MOTION TO STRIKE, AND 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT  

 
COMES NOW, Respondents, Village Center Community Development District 

(“VCCDD”), Sumter Landing Community Development District (“SLCDD”), and Village 

Community Development District 10 (“District 10”), (hereinafter referred to collectively as “The 

Districts”) file this Motion to Dismiss Amended Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive 

Relief With Prejudice, Motion to Strike, and Memorandum of Law In Support, as to the Amended 

Petition filed by Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter (hereinafter referred to as "Petitioners") and in 

furtherance thereof state as follows: 

1. On April 28, 2020, Petitioners, Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter filed an Amended 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief against The Districts and the Sumter 

County Board of County Commissioners. The Districts seek dismissal with prejudice of the 
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Amended Petition as to each and all of them, as the Amended Petition fails to state a cause 

of action against as required by Fla. R. Civ. P 1.140(b)(6). The most specific allegations 

Petitioners make are not made against any of The Districts, but rather, are alleged solely 

against Sumter County BOCC, the “developer,” or unidentified third parties not under the 

control or supervision of the Districts, alleging – in relevant part – that: 

a. Sumter County BOCC has enacted and approved several 

ordinances and development orders that Petitioners contend govern “Tract A” 

described in the Amended Petition (Amd. Petition ¶14-18; 24; 26-27); 

b. Sumter County BOCC “approved the Operation and Grading 

Permits, based upon developer’s commitment to prohibiting public access….” 

(Amd. Petition ¶25); and 

c. Sumter County BOCC “has failed or refused to enforce” their own 

approved Development Order, concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and Code of 

Ordinances (Amd. Petition ¶24-26; 32); and 

d. Unnamed “members of the public” or other entities at unspecified 

periods in time, either 1. Owned Parcel A prior to District 10; 2. Made 

representations that there would be no public use; 3. placed and removed signage 

on Parcel A; and 4. “invaded Petitioners’ privacy.” (Amd. Petition ¶28-30; 33). 

2. The Amended Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief 

improperly seeks a declaratory judgment and injunctive relief against all Respondents 

without clarifying the specific actions of each party at issue in each of the causes of action. 

a. The factual allegations of paragraphs 1 through 34 are re-alleged and 

re-averred in the count for declaratory judgment; however, there are no specific 
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allegations in the Amended Petition that would substantiate a cause of action 

against The Districts or that identify a present controversy or agreement that any of 

The Districts and the Petitioners are alleged to be party to.  

b. The factual allegations of paragraphs 1 through 34 are re-alleged and 

re-averred in the action for injunctive relief; however, there are no specific 

allegations in the Amended Petition that would substantiate such a cause of action 

against any of The Districts, or that would demonstrate that any of The Districts 

have any control or authority to make determinations or decisions, or otherwise 

exercise control or jurisdiction of the regulations governing Tract A and the 

accompanying referenced Development Orders, concurrent Comprehensive Plan, 

and Code of Ordinances adopted by Sumter County.  District 10 is described to be 

the current owner of Tract A, however, there are no allegations regarding when 

District 10 became the owner, and the actions complained of are alleged to have 

occurred at unspecified times before and after 2015, and alleged to have been taken 

by an unnamed “developer”;  Sumter County; and/or unnamed “members of the 

public.” 

3. Like in the original Petition, none of the allegations contained in the Amended 

Petition demonstrate that the Districts had or exercised any authority or took any of the agency 

action complained of.  In fact, most Paragraphs (while still failing to allege any viable cause of 

action), are still only directed to actions or omissions of Sumter County, relating to issues 

Petitioners apparently took with Sumter County’s adoption of its Comprehensive Plan and 

designation of a certain parcel of property near Petitioners’ property being designated as 

“recreational.” Petitioners’ opportunity to challenge Sumter County’s actions in this regard has long 
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since passed, which is apparent on the face of the Amended Petition.  See Sumter County’s 

Motion to Dismiss the Original Petition, which is hereby fully adopted by reference.  

Petitioners failed to exhaust their administrative remedies or to otherwise properly pursue 

their exclusive remedy for challenging Sumter County’s action as set forth by Florida 

Statute §163.3215. 

4. Also, there are no date references from which The Districts may ascertain 

with certainty whether or not Petitioners’ claims against all the Respondents are time-

barred. However, a review of other references within the Amended Petition indicates that 

the Petitioners acquired their property in 2015, and the Amended Petition does not otherwise 

allege any viable theory of liability against any of Respondents,  particularly The Districts 

or otherwise state a cause of action for which the applicable statute of limitations would not 

have expired.  

5. The Amended Petition makes no factual allegations:  that any of the Districts 

own Parcel A (other than District 10, but the date of such ownership is not alleged); or 

whether the actions complained of occurred before, after or during District 10’s ownership;  

or that any of The Districts had the authority to designate the parcel in question as 

“recreational,” otherwise have any jurisdiction or authority pursuant to Florida law to enact, 

modify, or control the actions complained of by Petitioners (which are solely directed to 

Sumter County), or otherwise have any potential liability as a result of Petitioners’ untimely 

challenge to Sumter County’s comprehensive plan and any other related actions.  There is 

no basis for the Petitioners’ action as a whole; therefore, there are no other allegations or 

facts which would support a cause of action against any of the named Respondents, 

particularly, any of The Districts.  
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6. In fact, Petitioners’ improper request for Declaratory Relief from the Court and 

simultaneous demand for a jury trial, is not supported by the facts alleged or applicable legal 

authority, and belies the propriety of any of The Districts being named as parties to this action.   In 

Paragraph 43,  Petitioners specifically represent to the Court that they are “in doubt as to their rights 

as to Tract A” under several existing documents, including the warranty deed from Petitioners’ 

purchase of an adjacent tract in 2015, grading permit, waiver, Development Order, Concurrent 

Comprehensive Plan, Code of Ordinances and plat, all items created by third-parties not alleged to 

be under the control of any of The Districts,  or otherwise that are under the authority, control and 

jurisdiction of Sumter County, and none of which are even alleged to be related in any way to any 

authority or obligation of any of The Districts; and a “complex series of interlocal agreements 

regarding the use rights and obligations pertaining to Tract A.” Petitioners are admittedly not parties 

to the interlocal agreements referenced, have no rights in greater than any other member of the 

public, and according to Petitioners, the interlocal agreements are “too complex” for them to 

decipher the rights and obligations without seeking legal advice from the court, but Petitioners 

somehow still contend that the parties to the interlocal agreements are not acting lawfully.   

7. Likewise, Count II for injunctive relief fails to allege a single allegation that would 

give even the slightest inference that any of The Districts were properly named as parties to this 

action.  The only allegations regarding any of The Districts anywhere in the Amended Petition are 

purported quotes from interlocal agreements between each of The Districts and between Sumter 

County.    Petitioners have wholly failed to allege any facts, any “action” of any of The Districts 

that is purportedly improper,  or even a minimal, tangential relationship between The Districts and 

the actions of Sumter County that Petitioners have complained of years after the time to challenge 

any of Sumter County’s actions have passed.  There is no allegation that the subject parcel or 
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Petitioner’s property is even located within the boundaries of any of The Districts, or that 

any of The Districts have any recognizable ownership interest in the property or authority 

to exercise control or jurisdiction over same.  Further, the Amended Petition is grossly 

absent of a single factual allegation that any of The Districts took any action even remotely 

affecting Petitioner’s property whatsoever, other than in entering into interlocal agreements, 

and even so, there is no allegation that any of those interlocal agreements would even apply 

in the same geographical boundary where the subject property is located, or that those 

agreements somehow give the Districts the authority to “trump” Sumter County’s adoption 

and interpretation of its own ordinances, comprehensive plan, or development orders, or to 

otherwise “police” the members of the public who are alleged to be walking on Tract A to 

the disliking of Petitioners.  

8. Thus, in the instant case, it is clear that neither of The Districts have any 

valid legal authority to act in a manner that is contrary to Sumter County’s Development 

Order, Comprehensive Plan, Land Development Code, and associated ordinances and 

regulations.  It is abundantly clear that there is no claim for relief that can be stated as alleged 

by Petitioners against either of The Districts, and allowing any amendment of the Amended 

Petition would be futile.  Accordingly, the Amended Petition should be dismissed with 

prejudice as to The Districts.  

9. Petitioner’s inclusion of The Districts in the instant action is improper, is not 

supported in law or fact, and The Districts should be dismissed with prejudice from this 

action. 
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MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT  
 

1. Petitioners failed to state a cause of action against The Districts, and the Amended 

Petition should be dismissed pursuant to Rules 1.110, 1.140 and 1.420, Fla.R.Civ.P.  Specifically, 

the Amended Petition as drafted contains conclusory allegations and no factual allegations 

sufficient to support the elements required for declaratory or injunctive relief, or to state a cause 

of action or otherwise allege any viable basis for alleged liability of any of The Districts.  Florida’s 

pleading rule forces counsel to recognize the elements of the cause of action and determine whether 

they have or can develop the facts necessary to support it, which avoids a great deal of wasted 

expense to litigants and unnecessary judicial effort.  Horowitz v. Laske, 855 So.2d 169, 172-73 (5th 

DCA 2003); K.R. Exchange Services, Inc. v. Fuerst, Humphrey, Ittleman, PL, 48 So.3d 889 (3rd 

DCA 2010).   

2. In the instant case, the Amended Petition contains nothing more than unsupported 

legal conclusions. Beckler v. Hoffman, 550 So.2d 68 (5th DCA 1989) (mere conclusions 

insufficient to satisfy Rule 1.110(b)). In order to state a cause of action, a Petition must allege “a 

short and plain statement of the ultimate facts to show that a pleader is entitled to relief.” Florida 

Farm Bureau Gen. Ins. Co. v. Insurance Co. of N. Am., 763 So. 2d 429 (Fla. 5th DCA 2000). 

Based on the absence of any facts that identify a controversy on the part of any of The Districts 

that would show Petitioners are entitled to relief from any of The Districts, the Petitioners have 

failed to meet required pleading standards. 

3. “As a general rule, parties are required to pursue administrative remedies before 

resorting to the courts to challenge agency action.” City of Deland v. Lowe, 544 So. 2d 1165 (Fla. 

5th DCA), rev. denied, 551 So. 2d 461 (Fla. 1989); City of Gainesville v. Republic Investment 

Corp., 480 So. 2d 1344 (Fla. 1st DCA 1985). The Petitioners’ failed to avail themselves of any 
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administrative remedies with respect to Sumter County’s actions and failed to even identify any 

“agency action” allegedly taken by The Districts. The Petitioners did not timely appeal the 

decisions of Sumter County which they allege were improper.  Pursuant to the Sumter County 

Code of Ordinances Section 13-370(c), appeals of any decision of the Sumter County Board of 

County Commissioners under the Land Development Code must be filed within 30 days of the 

date of final action of the commission. 

4. In addition, Florida Statute §163.3215 is the exclusive method for an aggrieved or 

adversely affected party to appeal or challenge a development order and its consistency with an 

approved comprehensive plan. Subsection (3) of Florida Statute §163.3215 provides that an 

aggrieved or adversely affected party may maintain a de novo action for declaratory, injunctive, 

or other relief against any local government to challenge any decision of such local government 

granting or denying an application for a development order. The de novo action must be filed no 

later than 30 days following rendition of a development order or other written decision, or when 

all local administrative appeals, if any, are exhausted, whichever occurs later.   

5. Likewise, §163.3215(4) provides that if a local government has adopted an 

ordinance establishing a means of appeal consistent with the requirements set out in the statute, 

the sole method by which an aggrieved and adversely affected party may challenge any decision 

of local government granting or denying an application for a development order on the basis that 

it is not consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan is by an appeal filed by a petition for 

writ of certiorari filed in circuit court no later than 30 days following rendition of a development 

order or other written decision of the local government, or when all local administrative appeals, 

if any, are exhausted, whichever occurs later. 
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6. Nonetheless, The Districts are not alleged to have taken and did not take the action 

that Petitioners complain of, and there is no lawful authority that would permit The Districts to 

exercise any jurisdiction or authority over any of Petitioners’ complaints against Sumter County 

or provide the relief the Petitioners alleged they are entitled to. In fact, Chapter 190, Florida 

Statutes, and specifically §190.004, limits any district’s authority to take any action that would be 

inconsistent with the governing county’s comprehensive plan, land development code, and related 

ordinances or land development orders.   Petitioners have not even alleged the basic facts regarding 

who owns the subject parcel complained of, or whether the subject parcel is even located within 

any of The Districts’ geographical boundaries.  

7. In fact, Petitioners’ inclusion of The Districts in this action is frivolous, because 

Florida law clearly provides that community development districts, like District 10, are bound by 

all local governmental planning and land development laws (like Sumter County’s), and associated 

regulations and ordinances.  The statute cited by Petitioners (Florida Statute §373.430) is a 

criminal enforcement scheme that provides for the assessment of civil penalties for violations but 

does not give Petitioners or any other party the right to bring a private civil cause of action as 

attempted here.  The Districts are obligated by law to conform with Sumter County’s 

comprehensive plan and land development code, and the Districts are expressly prohibited by law 

to take any action which is inconsistent with applicable comprehensive plans, ordinances, or 

regulations of Sumter County.  Florida Statutes, Section 190.004(1) and (3), in relevant part 

provide: 

190.004 Preemption; sole authority.— 

(1) This act constitutes the sole authorization for the future establishment of 
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independent community development districts which have any of the specialized 

functions and powers provided by this act. 

(2) The establishment of an independent community development district as provided in 

this act is not a development order within the meaning of chapter 380. All governmental 

planning, environmental, and land development laws, regulations, and ordinances apply to 

all development of the land within a community development district. Community 

development districts do not have the power of a local government to adopt a 

comprehensive plan, building code, or land development code, as those terms are defined 

in the Community Planning Act. A district shall take no action which is inconsistent with 

applicable comprehensive plans, ordinances, or regulations of the applicable local general-

purpose government. 

8. In addition, Petitioners demanded a trial by jury in their original Petition for 

Declaratory Judgment and Injunction; although they appear to have withdrawn that demand with 

the filing of the Amended Petition.  To the extent that Petitioners are still seeking a trial by jury, 

the Districts renew their objection and request to strike same, as set forth fully in the Districts’ 

Motion to Dismiss the original Petition. Petitioners have not and cannot assert any basis for a right 

to jury trial on their demand for injunctive or declaratory relief.  

WHEREFORE, Respondents, VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, SUMTER LANDING DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, AND 

VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #10,  respectfully request this Court 

to enter an Order Dismissing the Amended Petition with prejudice as it relates to each and all of 

them, awarding each and all of them the reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in defense 

of this action, and any such other relief the Court deems appropriate.  Alternatively, should the 
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Court not grant dismissal with prejudice, Respondents respectfully request dismissal without 

prejudice and that the Petitioners’ demand for a jury trial be stricken (to the extent that it has not 

been withdrawn).    

Dated this 8th day of May, 2020. 
 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 

BY:      /s/ Stephanie J. Brionez 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.  
Florida Bar No. 0638161  
Mark A. Brionez, Esq. 
Florida Bar No.  
Brionez + Brionez, P.A.  
315 N. New Hampshire Ave. 
Tavares, Florida 32778  
Telephone: (352) 432-4044 
E-mail:  StephB@bblawfl.com 
   MarkB@bblawfl.com 
Attorneys for Respondents,  
Village Center Community  
Development District, Sumter 
Landing Development District, 
And Village Community  
Development District #10 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion to Dismiss 

Plaintiff’s Amended Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Memorandum of 
Law in Support Thereof was served on this 8th day of May, 2020 via State of Florida E-portal to: 
Jennifer C. Rey, Esq: jrey@hoganlawfirm.com, pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com; and S. David 
Cooper, Esq.: sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com. 

 
        /s/ Stephanie J. Brionez 

Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq. 
        Mark A. Brionez, Esq.  

Attorneys for Respondent 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT  

IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

 

JESSICA LAUBE and  

ROBERT HUNTER,  

 

  Petitioners, 

 

vs.       CASE NO.: 2019-CA-000500 

 

VILLAGE CENTER COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  

SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  

VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT 10, and THE SUMTER COUNTY 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

 

  Respondents. 

_________________________________/ 

 

MOTION TO DISMISS AMENDED PETITION FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 

AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT THEREOF 

 

 COMES NOW, Respondent, Sumter County Board of County Commissioners, by and 

through undersigned counsel, pursuant to Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.100, and files this, its Motion to 

Dismiss Amended Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief filed by Petitioners, 

Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter, and in furtherance thereof states as follows: 

1. On December 18, 2019, Petitioners, Jessica Laube and Robert Hunter (hereinafter 

referred to as “Petitioners”), filed a Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief 

against Village Center Community Development District (hereinafter referred to as “VCDD”), 

Sumter Landing Community Development District (hereinafter referred to as “SLCDD”), 

Village Community Development District 10 (hereinafter referred to as “VCDD10”), and the 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (hereinafter referred to as “Sumter County 

BOCC”). 
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2. Sumter County BOCC was served with the Petition for Declaratory Judgment and 

Injunctive Relief on February 4, 2020. 

3. On February 24, 2020, Sumter County BOCC timely filed a Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief.   

4. On March 11, 2020, this Court issued an Order Requiring Response and Establishing 

Motion Practice Procedure, which outlined the timeline and procedures parties must adhere to 

when filing motions with this Court.  It provided that Petitioners were to respond to Sumter 

County BOCC’s Motion to Dismiss within ten (10) days of the date of said Order. 

5. On April 9, 2020, this Court entered an Order on Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief which granted Sumter County BOCC’s 

Motion to Dismiss for failure to respond within the time allowed.  This Court also provided that 

“Petitioners have twenty (20) days from the date of this order to serve and file an 

Amended Petition for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief which sufficiently asserts a cause 

of action.”  

6. On April 13, 2020 at 2:22 pm, Petitioners belatedly filed a Response in Opposition to 

Motion to Dismiss as well as a Motion to Set Aside Order on Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss 

Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Motion for Enlargement of Time, 

after the Court had already dismissed their Petition, with leave to amend. 

7. On April 23, 2020, Sumter County BOCC filed its Response in Opposition to 

Petitioners’ Motion to Set Aside Order on Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Petition for 

Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief and Motion for Enlargement of Time. 

8. On April 28, 2020, Petitioners filed an Amended Petition for Declaratory Judgment 

and Injunctive Relief, which was rejected by the Clerk of Courts. 
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9. On April 29, 2020, Petitioners re-filed their Amended Petition for Declaratory 

Judgment and Injunctive Relief, attaching over one thousand pages of exhibits. 

10. Sumter County BOCC seeks dismissal of the Amended Petition as to Sumter County 

BOCC primarily upon the same grounds stated in its original Motion to Dismiss, with one 

addition based on Petitioners’ violation of Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.130: 

a. Petitioners failed to state a cause of action against Sumter County BOCC, as 

required by Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.140(b)(6); 

b. Petitioners failed to exhaust all administrative remedies before initiating litigation 

against Sumter County BOCC;  

c. Petitioners’ claims are time-barred with respect to Sumter County BOCC pursuant 

to Sumter County Code Sections 13-370(c) and (d), as well as §163.3215, Florida 

Statutes; and  

d. Petitioners attached overly burdensome and lengthy exhibits to the Amended 

Petition in violation of Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.130(a).  

 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

A. Failure to State a Cause of Action 

 In order to state a cause of action, a Petition must allege “a short and plain statement 

of the ultimate facts to show that a pleader is entitled to relief.”  Florida Farm Bureau Gen. Ins. 

Co. v. Insurance Co. of N. Am., 763 So. 2d 429 (Fla. 5th DCA 2000).  When confronted with a 

Motion to Dismiss, a Court must determine whether the complaint sufficiently states a cause of 

action whereby relief can be granted and must “confine its review to the four corners of the 

complaint, draw all inferences in favor of the pleader, and accept as true all well-pleaded 

allegations.”  Fox v. Prof’l Wrecker Operators of Fla., 801 So. 2d 175, 178 (Fla. 5th DCA 2001).  

“When there are factual issues in dispute, an issue should not be resolved with a motion to 

dismiss.”  Leon County v. Stephen S. Dobson, III, P.A., 917 So. 2d 278, 280 (Fla. 1st DCA 2005) 

(citing Mancher v. Seminole Tribe, 708 So. 2d 327 (Fla. 4th DCA 1998)).   In addition, it is 

improper to refer to defendants collectively or fail to differentiate among “various defendants’ 

actions and statements.”  K.R. Exch. Services, Inc. v. Fuerst, Humphrey, Ittleman, PL, 48 So. 3d 
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889, 893 (Fla. 3d DCA 2010).  “A party should plead each distinct claim in a separate count, 

rather than plead the various claims against all of the defendants together.”  Id.    

 In their Amended Petition for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief, Petitioners 

seek declaratory and injunctive relief in regards to all Respondents, but fail to adequately 

distinguish between the various Respondents and their respective actions or lack thereof.  

Petitioners plead both counts against the Respondents collectively, instead of addressing each 

Respondent in separate counts as Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.110(f) requires.  Petitioners make few factual 

allegations that relate to Sumter County BOCC, none of which establish a current duty on 

Sumter County BOCC’s part.  The only factual allegations specifically relating to Sumter County 

BOCC are contained in paragraphs 31, 32, and 37(a):  

1. “It is within the authority of the COUNTY COMMISSIONERS to enforce the 

prohibition of public access to Tract A.” [Amended Petition, p. 6, ¶ 31] 

2. “COUNTY COMMISSIONERS has failed or refused to enforce the prohibition of 

public access to Tract A and has failed or refused to hold VCDD10, VCDD, 

and/or SLCDD responsible for its/their violations.”  [Amended Petition, p. 7, ¶ 

32] 

3. “In an attempt to resolve this matter without litigation, LAUBE and HUNTER 

brought their concerns regarding public use of Tract A to COUNTY 

COMMISSIONERS, VCDD10, and VCDD by: following Sumter County Code 

of Ordinances 2015-17 and notifying the Development Services Director, the 

County Administrator, and COUNTY COMMISSIONERS of the violation of the 

Development Order, the concurrent Comprehensive Plan, and the concurrent 

Land Use, by written correspondence and by attending a meeting of COUNTY 

COMMISSIONERS.”  [Amended Petition, p. 8, ¶ 37(a)] 

 The Amended Petition makes no allegation that Sumter County BOCC owns the tract 

in question, and in fact acknowledges VCDD10 currently owns Tract A.  [see Amended Petition, 

p. 3, ¶ 13]  As Sumter County BOCC does not own the aforementioned tract, it has no duty in 

regards to it.  Petitioners’ primary complaint in regards to Tract A involves the developer’s 

assertions that Tract A would not be open to the public when it induced Petitioners to buy their 

current property.  Despite these assertions, VCDD10 has apparently designated part of Tract A as 

a pet walk and errant dog walkers are now trespassing on Petitioners’ property and engaging in 
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harassing behavior.  Such grievances involve private causes of action against the developer and 

these allegedly harassing individuals.  If the conduct rises to the criminal level, Petitioners may 

report it to the appropriate authorities. 

 Petitioners’ principal argument rests upon Tract A’s being a stormwater management 

area.  In paragraph twenty-three (23), they note that “applicable law requires fencing around 

stormwater management areas with a slope greater than 4:1 to protect the safety of the public,” 

“applicable law prohibits public access and use of stormwater management areas,” and 

“applicable law requires stormwater management areas to be preserved so that subsequent 

owners may not remove such areas from their intended use.”  The applicable rule is contained in 

Section 6.41d Part B of the Environmental Resource Permitting Information Manual for the 

Southwest Florida Water Management District (“SWFWMD”).  It states that, “[f]or purposes of 

public safety, side slopes designed or permitted steeper than 4:1 will require a six foot chain link 

fence or other protection sufficient to prevent accidental incursion into the retention or detention 

area.  In determining the sufficiency of other protection measures, consideration shall be given to 

the depth and morphometry of the detention or retention area, surrounding land uses, degree of 

public access, and likelihood of accidental incursion.”  In paragraph twenty-five (25), Petitioners 

noted the Operation and Grading permits “were approved without the required fencing based on 

the developer’s commitment to prohibiting public access to Tract A.”  SWFWMD is the entity 

responsible for approving and issuing such permits and there are numerous ponds akin to the one 

located on Tract A throughout The Villages, few of which are fenced.  If SWFWMD indeed 

relied on the developer’s assertions that there was to be no public access to Tract A in order to 

fulfill the requirements of this rule and circumstances have changed, SWFWMD should modify 

the permit.  Sumter County BOCC is not the entity responsible for enforcing Environmental 

Resource Permits; only SWFWMD may do so.  Petitioners need to make a complaint to 
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SWFWMD, so it can open a compliance investigation. 

 The Amended Petition contains no facts which would support a cause of action 

against Sumter County BOCC, and impermissibly comingles parties and causes of action such 

that Sumter County BOCC is unable to frame a response.  Consequently, Petitioners have failed 

to meet the required pleading standards pursuant to Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.110. 

B. Failure to Exhaust Administrative Remedies 

 “As a general rule, parties are required to pursue administrative remedies before 

resorting to the courts to challenge agency action.” City of Deland v. Lowe, 544 So. 2d 1165 (Fla. 

5th DCA), rev. denied, 551 So. 2d 461 (Fla. 1989); City of Gainesville v. Republic Investment 

Corp., 480 So. 2d 1344 (Fla. 1st DCA 1985).  Section 163.3215, Florida Statutes provides the 

exclusive method for an aggrieved or adversely affected party to appeal a development order’s 

consistency with an approved comprehensive plan.  Subsection three (3) provides that an 

aggrieved or adversely affected party may maintain a de novo action for declaratory, injunctive, 

or other relief against any local government to challenge any decision of such local government 

granting or denying an application for a development order.  The de novo action must be filed no 

later than thirty (30) days following rendition of a development order or other written decision, 

or when all local administrative appeals, if any, are exhausted, whichever occurs later.  

Subsection four (4) provides that if a local government has adopted an ordinance establishing a 

means of appeal consistent with the requirements set out in the statute, the sole method by which 

an aggrieved and adversely affected party may challenge any decision of local government 

granting or denying an application for a development order on the basis that it is not consistent 

with the adopted comprehensive plan is by an appeal filed by a petition for writ of certiorari filed 

in circuit court no later than thirty (30) days following rendition of a development order or other 
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written decision of the local government, or when all local administrative appeals, if any, are 

exhausted, whichever occurs later. 

 Petitioners failed to avail themselves of any administrative remedies with respect to 

Sumter County BOCC approvals or code enforcement.  Petitioners merely assert they attended 

one meeting of the Sumter County BOCC, but provide no meeting date or other evidence of their 

attendance at such a meeting.  [see Amended Petition, p. 8, ¶37(a)]  However, it is apparent from 

the other facts contained in the Amended Petition that any meeting Petitioners attended occurred 

far longer than thirty (30) days ago.   

C. Petitioners’ Claims are Time-Barred 

 

 Pursuant to the Sumter County Code of Ordinances Section 13-370(c), appeals of any 

decision of the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners under the Land Development 

Code must be filed within thirty (30) days of the date of final action of the commission.  Section 

13-370, in relevant part, states: 

 “(c) From action of commission. An appeal from a decision of the commission 

shall be by petition for writ of certiorari to the Circuit Court of the Fifth Judicial 

Circuit within thirty (30) days from the date of final action by the commission.  

 

(d) Judicial review. Notwithstanding subsections (a), (b) and (c), any adversely 

affected person aggrieved by any decision of any officer, department, board, 

commission or bureau of the board of county commissioners, including the board 

of county commissioners, may appeal any such final action to the Circuit Court 

for Sumter County, Florida. The appeal shall be by petition for writ of certiorari 

and must be filed within thirty (30) days after the date of the decision.” 

 

 None of the allegations contained throughout the Amended Petition or in paragraphs 

31, 32, or 37(a) specifically relating to Sumter County BOCC, contain specific dates from which 

Sumter County BOCC may ascertain with absolute certainty whether or not Petitioners claims 

are time-barred.  Insofar as Petitioners may still have any complaint regarding the approval of the 

subject plat’s designation of the parcel as a recreation area in contradiction of its Comprehensive 

Plan and Development Order, as they asserted in their original Petition, a review of other 
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references within the Petition and Amended Petition indicates the Comprehensive Plan upon 

which Petitioners’ claims rely was approved in 2012.  Petitioners acquired their property in 2015, 

subsequent to approval of the concurrent Comprehensive Plan. 

 In the current Amended Petition, Petitioners claim they wrote a letter to the 

Development Services Director, County Administrator, and Sumter County BOCC, as well as 

attended a meeting of the Sumter County BOCC to inform them of the alleged misuse of Tract A 

by VCDD10.  Petitioners did not attach the letter or meeting minutes as exhibits, nor did they 

even provide the date they sent the letter or attended the meeting.  However, it is apparent any 

letter or meeting attendance occurred well over thirty (30) days ago.  Regardless of the timeliness 

of Petitioners’ complaints, Sumter County BOCC still has no ability to enforce compliance with 

Environmental Resource Permits, which appears to be the crux of their most recent arguments. 

Under either the local Land Development Code Section 13-370 or Section 163.3215, Florida 

Statutes, Petitioners are barred from seeking the requested relief against Sumter County BOCC; 

and therefore, this Court should dismiss the Amended Petition with prejudice as it relates to 

Sumter County BOCC. 

D. Overly Burdensome and Lengthy Exhibits 

 

 In total, Petitioners attached seven (7) exhibits to their Amended Petition containing 

over one thousand (1,000) pages.  Attaching such lengthy exhibits in their entirety without any 

reference to the applicable sections violates Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.130(a), which states that “[n]o 

documents shall be unnecessarily annexed as exhibits. The pleadings must contain no 

unnecessary recitals of deeds, documents, contracts, or other instruments.”  Petitioners 

apparently believe the individual Respondents should be required to sift through these exhibits to 

ascertain exactly which portions are relevant to them specifically.  This is an overly burdensome 

task the Respondents, including Sumter County BOCC, should not be required to perform 
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merely in order to appropriately frame a response.  Appending such lengthy exhibits to the 

Amended Petition is akin to an opposing party’s “data dump” in response to a discovery request, 

an abusive practice frowned upon by courts nationwide.  At best, Petitioners’ actions are a 

professional discourtesy; at worst, a sanctionable violation of the rules. 

 WHEREFORE, Respondents pray for an Order Dismissing the Amended Petition 

with prejudice as it relates to Sumter County Board of County Commissioners, providing 

attorney fees for the cost of defending this action pursuant to Section 86.081, Florida Statutes, 

and providing any further relief this Court deems just and proper. 

 Respectfully submitted this 11th day of May, 2020. 

     /s/ Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.--- 

    JENNIFER C. REY, ESQ. 

    Florida Bar No. 041997     

    MEGAN A. ROSENBERG, ESQ. 

    Florida Bar No. 1005213 

    Countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com 

    THE HOGAN LAW FIRM 

    20 S. Broad Street 

    Brooksville, Florida 34601 

    Telephone:   (352) 799-8423 

    Facsimile:    (352) 799-8294 

    pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com 

    Attorneys for Respondent Sumter County BOCC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion to Dismiss 

Plaintiff’s Amended Petition was served on this 11th day of May, 2020 via State of Florida E-

portal to: Jerry L. Sessions, II, Esq., The Sessions Law Firm, 301 West Bay Street, Suite 1400, 

Jacksonville, Florida 32202, jsessions@rubintonlaw.com, LGoodman@rubintonlaw.com; and to 

S. David Cooper, Esq., Cooper Law, P.A., P.O. Box 3735, Orlando, Florida 32802, 

sdcooper@CallCooperLaw.com; and to Stephanie Brionez, Esq., Brionez & Brionez, P.A., 315 

N. New Hampshire Ave., Tavares, Florida, 32778 StephB@bblaw.com, TammieW@bblaw.com, 

KahleeS@bblaw.com.  

  

      /s/ Megan A. Rosenberg, Esq.  

      Megan A. Rosenberg, Esq. 

      Florida Bar No. 1005213 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DIVISION 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and 
ROBIN A. SUSKO 

Plaintiffs, CASE NUMBER:dffiO CA tiJJCPr'5 
DIVISION:----------

vs. 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

Defendants. 

--------------------------~1 
SUMMONS 

THE STATE OF FLORIDA: 
TO EACH SHERIFF OF THE STATE: 

YOU ARE COMMANDED to serve this Summons; a copy ofthe Complaint; Plaintiffs' 
and; Plaintiffs' Notice of Email Designation in this action on Defendant(s): 

Sumter County 
C/0 Don Burgess, Commissioner Chairman District 3 
7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, Florida 34785 

Each Defendant is required to serve written defenses to the Complaint on Plaintiffs' 
attorney: 

John Mulvihill, Esquire 
6812 W. Linebaugh Avenue 
Tampa, Florida 33625 



IMPORTANT 

A lawsuit has been filed against you. You have 30 calendar days after this Summons is 

served on you to file a written response to the attached COmplaint with the Clerk of this Court. A 

phone call will not protect you. Your written response, including the case number given above 

and the names of the parties, must be filed if you want the court to hear your side of the case. If 

you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case, and your wages, money, and property 

may thereafter be taken without further warning from the court. There are other legal 

requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you 

may call an attorney referral service or a legal aid office (listed in the phone book). 

If you choose to file a written response yourself, at the same time you file your written 

response to the court you must also mail or take a copy of your written response to the 

"Plaintiff/Plaintiffs Attorney" named below. 

IMPORT ANTE 

U sted ha sido demandado legalmente. Tiene 30 dias, contados a partir del recibo de esta 

notificacion, para contestar la demanda adjunta, por escrito, y presentarla ante estc tribunal. Una 

Hamada telefonica no lo protegera. Si usted desea que e1 tribunal considefe su defensa, debe 

presentar su respuesta por escrito, incluyendo el numero del caso y los nombres de las partes 

interesadas. Si usted no contesta la demanda a tiempo, pudicse perder el caso y podria ser 

despojado de sus ingresos y propiedades, o privado de sus dercchos, sin previo aviso del tribunal. 

Existen otros requisitos legales. Si lo desea, puede usted consultar a un abogado, puede Hamar a 

una de las oficinas de asistencia legal que aparecen en Ia guia tclefonica. 

Si desea responder a la demanda por su cuenta, at mismo tiempo en que presenta su 

respuesta ante el tribunal, debera usted enviar por correo o entregar una copia de su respuesta a Ia 

persona dcnominada abajo como "Plaintiff7Plaintiffs Attorney" (Demandantc o Abogado del 

Demandante). 



IMPORTANT 

Des poursuites judiciares ont etc entreprises contre vous. Vous avez 30 jours consecutifs 

a partir de la date de !'assignation de cette citation pour deposer une reponse ccrite a Ia plainte ci-

jointc aupres de ce tribunal. Un simple coup de telephone est insuffisant pour vous proteger. Vous 

etes oblige de deposer votre reponsc ecrite, avec mention du numcro de dossier ei-dessus et du 

nom des parties nommees ici, si vous souhaitez que le tribunal entende votre cause. Si vous nc 

deposez pas votre response ecrite dans le relai requis, vous risquez de perdre Ia cause ainsi que 

votre salaire, votre argent, et vos biens pcuvent etre saisis par Ia suite, sans aucun preavis ulterieur 

du tribunal. II y a d'autres obligations juridiques et vous pouvez requerir les services immediats 

d'un avoeat. Si vous ne cormaisscz pas d'avocat, vous pourriez telephoner a un service de reference 

d'avoeats ou a un bureau d'assistance juridique (figurant a l'annuaire de telephones). 

Si vous choisissez de deposer vous-meme une reponse ecrite, il vous faudra egalement, en 

meme temps que cette formalitc, fairc parvenir ou expcdier une copie de votre reponse ecrite au 

"Plaintiff/Plaintiffs Attorney" (Plaignant ou a son avocat) nommc ci-dcssous. 

Printed: John Mulvihill, Esquire 
Attorney for: Johnny Susko and Robin Susko 
Address: 6812 W. Linebaugh Ave, Tampa, Florida 33625 
Florida Bar No.: 0858471 





IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DIVISION 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and 
ROBIN A. SUSKO 

Plaintiffs, CASE NUMBER: ______________ _ 
DIVISION: _________ __ 

vs. 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

Defendants. 
I ---------------

COMPLAINT AND JURY TRIAL DEMAND 

Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, by and through the undersigned 

counsel, hereby sue Defendants, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, THE VILLAGES 

OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, and as grounds therefore would state as follows: 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

I. This is an action for damages in excess of thirty thousand dollars ($30,000) 

exclusive of interest, attorneys' fees, and costs. 

2. All Conditions precedent have occurred or have been complied with pursuant to 

Fla. Stat. §768.28(6). 

3. Plaintiff, JOHNNY R. SUSKO, is an individual residing in Sumter County, Florida. 

4. Plaintiff, ROBIN A SUSKO, is an individual residing in Sumter County, Florida. 



5. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, is, and at all times 

material hereto was, a Florida for-profit corporation organized and existing under the laws of the 

state of Florida, with its principal office located in Sumter County, Florida. 

6. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN 

COUNTRY CLUB, is, and at all times material hereto was, a Florida for-profit corporation 

organized and existing under the laws of the state of Florida, with its principal office located in 

Sumter County, Florida. 

7. Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, is, and at all 

times material hereto was, a governmental entity in the State of Florida established pursuant to the 

provision of Florida Statutes Chapter 190 and Sumter County Ordinance No. 04-36 and existing 

under the laws of the state of Florida, with its principal office located in Sumter County, Florida. 

8. Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, is, and at all times material hereto was, a 

governmental entity in the State of Florida, with its principal office located in Sumter County, 

Florida. 

9. Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

is, and at all times material hereto was, a governmental entity in the State of Florida established 

pursuant to the provision of Florida Statutes Chapter 190 and Sumter County Ordinance No. 02-

06 and existing under the laws of the state of Florida, with its principal office located in Sumter 

County, Florida. 

10. Venue is proper in Sumter County. 

11. All conditions precedent to this action, have been met, performed, occurred, or have 

been waived. 

12. On or about September 11, 2017, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. 

SUSKO, owned the property located at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, 

Florida 32162, more specifically located in the Village ofPennecamp. 



13. The property is located on the Jacaranda Golf Course ("Golf Course") part of Cane 

Garden Country Club. 

14. On or about September 11,2017, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. 

SUSKO sustained damage to their property and home located at 2005 Markridge Loop, The 

Villages, Sumter County, Florida, when two sinkholes opened up around and under their home as 

a result of overflow water being diverted from the Golf Course ponds directly into their yard. This 

groundwater flow caused the sinkholes to open and damage occurred to the dwelling. 

COUNT I- NEGLIGENCE 
(The Villages Operating Company) 

15. Plaintiffs reatTitm, re-allege and incorporates by reference the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1 through 14 above. 

16. At all times material hereto, Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY, owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the Golf Course located at or near 

Plaintiffs' property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida. 

17. At all times material hereto, Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY, owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the overflow piping on the Golf 

Course located at or near Plaintiffs' property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter 

County, Florida. 

18. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY has a duty to design, 

engineer, install and maintain the Golf Course, including but not limited to, the overflow piping in 

 reasonably safe manner to prevent water infiltration into surrounding properties, including, but 

ot limited to, the PlaintitTs' Property. 

19. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY has a duty to maintain its 

olf Course in a reasonably safe condition and to discover and/or to eliminate hazards which 

xisted in and around the premises, maintain and timely make any necessary repairs to the Golf 
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Course, including but not limited to the overflow piping, and to prevent water infiltration into 

surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

20. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY failed to properly design, 

engineer, install and maintain the overflow piping on the Golf Course in order to prevent water 

infiltration into the Plaintiffs' Property from the Golf Course and otherwise allowed the Golf 

Course to operate in such a negligent manner that would cause water infiltration into surrounding 

properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

21. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY failed to properly 

maintain, timely repair leaks, and prevent water infiltration into the Plaintiffs' Property from the 

Golf Course and otherwise allowed the Golf Course to operate defectively and in such a manner 

that would cause water infiltration into sunounding properties, including, but not limited to, the 

Plaintiffs' Property. 

22. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY's, negligence the Plaintiffs have suffered substantial damages directly to their 

property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and loss of use; Plaintiffs' property and home 

were condemned and unsalvageable. Plaintiffs were unable to use their home as intended and were 

ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed property taking a substantial loss. 

23. At all times material hereto, the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY, negligently allowed a dangerous condition to remain on their premises; overflow 

piping on the Golf Course. The dangerous condition existed on the Defendant, THE VILLAGES 

OPERATING COMPANY's, premises for a sufficient period of time so that the Defendant, THE 

VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, by and through its agents, knew or should have known 

of the dangerous condition. 

24. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY, remove, repair, or remediate the known dangerous condition. 



25. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY, warn or notify the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, of the 

known dangerous condition. 

26. That the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, had a duty 

personally and by and through their agents to keep its premises in a reasonably safe condition for 

the protection of all members of the public. The Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY's, failure to use reasonable care caused water infiltration onto the Plaintiffs, 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO's property located at 2005 Markridge Loop, The 

Villages, Sumter County, Florida resulting in damages to said property. 

27. As a result of said negligence, the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. 

SUSKO, suffered damages directly to their property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and 

loss of use; Plaintiffs' property and home were condemned and unsalvageable. Plaintiffs were 

unable to use their home as intended and were ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed 

property taking a substantial loss. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, sues the 

Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, and claims damages in excess of 

THIRTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($30,000.00), together with costs and respectfully demands a 

trial by jury. 

COUNT II - NEGLIGENCE 
(The Villages Operating Company d/b/a Cane Garden Country Club) 

28. Plaintiff reaffirms, rc-allcgcs and incorporates by reference the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 14 above. 

29. At all times material hereto, Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, owned, operated, controlled and/or 



maintained the Golf Course located at or near Plaintiffs' property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The 

Villages, Sumter County, Florida. 

30. At all times material hereto, Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, owned, operated, controlled and/or 

maintained the overflow piping on the Golf Course located at or near Plaintiffs' property at 2005 

Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida. 

31. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN 

COUNTRY CLUB, has a duty to design, engineer, install and maintain the Golf Course, including 

but not limited to, the overflow piping in a reasonably safe manner to prevent water infiltration 

into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

32. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN 

COUNTRY CLUB, has a duty to maintain its Golf Course in a reasonably safe condition and to 

discover and/or to eliminate hazards which existed in and around the premises, maintain and timely 

make any necessary repairs to the Golf Course, including but not limited to the overflow piping, 

and to prevent water infiltration into smrmmding properties, including, but not limited to, the 

Plaintiffs' Property. 

33. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN 

COUNTRY CLUB, failed to properly design, engineer, install and maintain the overflow piping 

on the Golf Course in order to prevent water infiltration into the Plaintiffs' Property from the Golf 

Course and otherwise allowed the Golf Course to operate in such a negligent manner that would 

cause water infiltration into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' 

Property. 

34. Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN 

COUNTRY CLUB, failed to properly maintain, timely repair leaks, and prevent water infiltration 

into the Plaintiffs' Property from the Golf Course and otherwise allowed the Golf Course to operate 



defectively and in such a manner that would cause water infiltration into surrounding properties, 

including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

35. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB's, negligence the Plaintiffs have suffered 

substantial damages directly to their property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and loss of 

use; Plaintiffs' property and home were condemned and unsalvageable. Plaintiffs were unable to 

use their home as intended and were ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed property 

taking a substantial loss. 

36. At all times material hereto, the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, negligently allowed a dangerous 

condition to remain on their premises; overflow piping on the Golf Course. The dangerous 

condition existed on the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE 

GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB's, premises for a sufficient period of time so that the Defendant, 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, by and 

through its agents, knew or should have known of the dangerous condition. 

37. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, remove, repair, or remediate the known 

dangerous condition. 

38. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, warn or notify the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY 

R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, of the known dangerous condition. 

39. That the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE 

GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, had a duty personally and by and through their agents to keep its 

premises in a reasonably safe condition for the protection of all members of the public. The 

Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY 



CLUB's, failure to use reasonable care caused water infiltration onto the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. 

SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO's property located at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter 

County, Florida resulting in damages to said property. 

40. As a result of said negligence, the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. 

SUSKO, suffered damages directly to their property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and 

loss of use; Plaintiffs' property and home were condemned and unsalvageable. Plaintiffs were 

unable to use their home as intended and were ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed 

property taking a substantial loss. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, sues the 

Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY 

CLUB, and claims damages in excess of THIRTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($30,000.00), 

together with costs and respectfully demands a trial by jury. 

COUNT III- NEGLIGENCE 
(Community Development District No.8) 

41. Plaintiffs reaffirm, re-allege and incorporates by reference the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1 through 14 above. 

42. At all times material hereto, Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT NO. 8, owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the Golf Course located at or 

near Plaintiffs' property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida. 

43. At all times material hereto, Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT NO. 8, owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the overflow piping on the Golf 

Course located at or near Plaintiffs' property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter 

County, Florida. 

44. Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, has a duty to 

design, engineer, install and maintain the Golf Course, including but not limited to, the overflow 



piping in a reasonably safe manner to prevent water infiltration into surrounding properties, 

including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

45. Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRlCT NO. 8, has a duty to 

maintain its Golf Course in a reasonably safe condition and to discover and/or to eliminate hazards 

which existed in and around the premises, maintain and timely make any necessary repairs to the 

Golf Course, including but not limited to the overflow piping, and to prevent water infiltration 

into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

46. Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO.8, failed to properly 

design, engineer, install and maintain the overflow piping on the Golf Course in order to prevent 

water infiltration into the Plaintiffs' Property from the Golf Course and otherwise allowed the Golf 

Course to operate in such a negligent manner that would cause water infiltration into surrounding 

properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

47. Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO.8, failed to properly 

maintain, timely repair leaks, and prevent water infiltration into the Plaintiffs' Property from the 

Golf Course and othe1wise allowed the Golf Course to operate defectively and in such a manner 

that would cause water infiltration into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the 

Plaintiffs' Property. 

48. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT NO. 8's, negligence the Plaintiffs have suffered substantial damages directly to their 

property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and loss of use; Plaintiffs' property and home 

were condemned and unsalvageable. Plaintiffs were unable to use their home as intended and were 

ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed property taking a substantial loss. 

49. At all times material hereto, the Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT NO. 8, negligently allowed a dangerous condition to remain on their premises; 

overflow piping on the Golf Course. The dangerous condition existed on the Defendant, 



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO.8's, premises for a sufficient period of time so 

that the Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, by and through its 

agents, knew or should have known of the dangerous condition. 

50. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT NO. 8, remove, repair, or remediate the known dangerous condition. 

51. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT NO. 8, warn or notify the Plaintiffs, JO:HNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, of 

the known dangerous condition. 

52. That the Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, had a 

duty personally and by and through their agents to keep its premises in a reasonably safe condition 

for the protection of all members ofthe public. The Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT NO. 8's, failure to use reasonable care caused water infiltration onto the Plaintiffs, 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO's property located at 2005 Markridge Loop, The 

Villages, Sumter County, Florida resulting in damages to said property. 

53. As a result of said negligence, the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. 

SUSKO, suffered damages directly to their property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and 

loss of use; Plaintiffs' property and home were condemned and unsalvageable. Plaintiffs were 

unable to use their home as intended and were ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed 

property taking a substantial loss. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, sues the 

Defendant, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, and claims damages in excess 

of THIRTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($30,000.00), together with costs and respectfully demands 

a trial by jury. 



COUNT IV- NEGLIGENCE 
(Sumter County) 

54. Plaintiffs reaiTirm, re-allege and incorporates by reference the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1 through 14 above. 

55. At all times material hereto, Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, owned, operated, 

controlled and/or maintained the Golf Course located at or ncar Plaintiiis' property at 2005 

Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida. 

56. At all times material hereto, Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, owned, operated, 

controlled and/or maintained the overflow piping on the Golf Course located at or near Plaintiffs' 

property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida. 

57. Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, has a duty to design, engmecr, install and 

maintain the Golf Course, including but not limited to, the overflow piping in a reasonably safe 

manner to prevent water infiltration into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the 

PlaintitTs' Property. 

58. Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, has a duty to maintain its Golf Course in a 

reasonably safe condition and to discover and/or to eliminate hazards which existed in and around 

the premises, maintain and timely make any necessaty repairs to the Golf Course, including but 

not limited to the overflow piping, and to prevent water infiltration into surrounding properties, 

including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

59. Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, failed to properly design, engineer, install and 

maintain the overflow piping on the Golf Course in order to prevent water infiltration into the 

PlaintitTs' Property from the Golf Course and otherwise allowed the Golf Course to operate in 

such a negligent manner that would cause water infiltration into surrounding properties, including, 

but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 



60. Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, failed to properly maintain, timely repair leaks, 

and prevent water infiltration into the Plaintiffs' Property from the Golf Course and otherwise 

allowed the Golf Course to operate defectively and in such a manner that would cause water 

infiltration into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

61. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY's, negligence 

the Plaintiffs have suffered substantial damages directly to their property, costs of repairs, costs of 

investigation, and loss of use; Plaintiffs' property and home were condemned and unsalvageable. 

Plaintiffs were unable to use their home as intended and were ultimately forced to sell their home 

as a distressed property taking a substantial loss. 

62. At all times material hereto, the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, negligently 

allowed a dangerous condition to remain on their premises; overflow piping on the Golf Course. 

The dangerous condition existed on the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY's, premises for a 

sufficient period of time so that the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, by and through its agents, 

knew or should have known of the dangerous condition. 

63. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, remove, repair, 

or remediate the known dangerous condition. 

64. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, warn or notify 

the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, of the known dangerous condition. 

65. That the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, had a duty personally and by and 

through their agents to keep its premises in a reasonably safe condition for the protection of all 

members of the public. The Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY's, failure to use reasonable care 

caused water infiltration onto the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO's 

property located at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida resulting in 

damages to said property. 



66. As a result of said negligence, the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. 

SUSKO, suffered damages directly to their property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and 

loss of usc; Plaintiffs' property and home were condemned and unsalvagcable. Plaintiffs were 

unable to usc their home as intended and were ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed 

property taking a substantial loss. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, sues the 

Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, and claims damages in excess of THIRTY THOUSAND 

DOLLARS ($30,000.00), together with costs and respectfully demands a trial by jury. 

COUNT V- NEGLIGENCE 
(Sumter Landing Community Development District) 

67. Plaintiffs reaffirm, re-allege and incorporate by reference the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1 through 14 above. 

68. At all times material hereto, Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the Golf Course 

located at or near Plaintiffs' property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, 

Florida. 

69. At all times material hereto, Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the overflow piping 

on the Golf Course located at or near Plaintiffs' property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, 

Sumter County, Florida. 

70. Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

has a duty to design, engineer, install and maintain the Golf Course, including but not limited to, 

the overflow piping in a reasonably safe manner to prevent water infiltration into surrounding 

properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 



71. Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

has a duty to maintain its Golf Course in a reasonably safe condition and to discover and/or to 

eliminate hazards which existed in and around the premises, maintain and timely make any 

necessary repairs to the Golf Course, including but not limited to the overflow piping, and to 

prevent water infiltration into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' 

Property. 

72. Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

failed to properly design, engineer, install and maintain the overflow piping on the Golf Course in 

order to prevent water infiltration into the Plaintiffs' Property from the Golf Course and otherwise 

allowed the Golf Course to operate in such a negligent manner that would cause water infiltration 

into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

73. Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

failed to properly maintain, timely repair leaks, and prevent water infiltration into the Plaintiffs' 

Property from the Golf Course and otherwise allowed the Golf Course to operate defectively and 

in such a manner that would cause water infiltration into surrounding properties, including, but not 

limited to, the Plaintiffs' Property. 

74. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant, SUMTER LANDING 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT's, negligence the Plaintiffs have suffered 

substantial damages directly to their property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and loss of 

use; Plaintiffs' property and home were condemned and unsalvageable. Plaintiffs were unable to 

use their home as intended and were ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed property 

taking a substantial loss. 

75. At all times material hereto, the Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, negligently allowed a dangerous condition to remain on their 

premises; overflow piping on the Golf Course. The dangerous condition existed on the Defendant, 



SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT's, premises for a sufficient 

period of time so that the Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT, by and through its agents, knew or should have known of the dangerous condition. 

76. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, SUMTER LANDING 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, remove, repair, or remediate the known dangerous 

condition. 

77. At no time material hereto did the Defendant, SUMTER LANDING 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, warn or notify the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO 

and ROBIN A. SUSKO, of the known dangerous condition. 

78. That the Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICT, had a duty personally and by and through their agents to keep its premises in a 

reasonably safe condition for the protection of all members of the public. The Defendant, 

SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT's, failure to use reasonable 

care caused water infiltration onto the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO's 

property located at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida resulting in 

damages to said property. 

79. As a result of said negligence, the Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. 

SUSKO, suffered damages directly to their property, costs of repairs, costs of investigation, and 

loss of use; Plaintiffs' property and home were condemned and unsalvageable. Plaintiffs were 

unable to use their home as intended and were ultimately forced to sell their home as a distressed 

property taking a substantial loss. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, sues the 

Defendant, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, and claims 

damages in excess of THIRTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($30,000.00), together with costs and 

respectfully demands a trial by jury. 



DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Plaintiff demands a jury trial on all issues so triable. 

Dated this 91h day of March 2020. 

CORLESS BARFIELD TRIAL GROUP, LLC 

IS/ John Mulvihill 
JOHN MULVIHILL, ESQUIRE 
Florida Bar Number: 0858471 
6812 W. Linebaugh Avenue 
Tampa, Florida 33625 
JMULVIHILL@corlessbarfield.com 
Telephone: (813) 258-4998 
Facsimile: (813) 258-4988 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
lN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DIVISION 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and 
ROBIN A. SUSKO 

Plaintiffs, CASE NUMBER: _______ _ 
DIVISION: _________ _ 

vs. 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

Defendants. 
_______________ ! 

NOTICE OF DESIGNATION OF E-MAIL ADDRESSES 

Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, by and through the undersigned 

counsel and pursuant to Florida Rules of Judicial Administration 2.516(b )( 1 )(A), hereby designate 

the following email addresses to be used for mandatory electronic service in this action. 

Prima1y e-mail address: scrvicc(i:llcorlcssbarfield.com 

Secondary e-mail address: jmulvihill(cl),corlessbarficld.com 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 

the Defendant with a copy of the Summons and Complaint. 

Is/ John L. Mulvihill 
JOHN L. MULVIHILL, ESQUIRE 
CORLESS BARFIELD TRIAL GROUP, LLC 
6812 West Linebaugh Avenue 
Tampa, Florida 33625 
(813) 258-4998 
(813) 258-4988 fax 
Florida Bar#: 0858471 
Primary email: service(cL)corlessbartield.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 





IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DIVISION 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and 
ROBIN A. SUSKO 

Plaintiffs, CASE NUMBER: 
DIVISION: _________ _ 

vs. 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

Defendants. 
________________ ! 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS TO DEFENDANT, SUMTER COUNTY 

Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, by and through their undersigned 

counsel, and in accordance with Rule 1.370, Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, request that 

Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, admit or deny the tmth of the matters hereinafter set forth: 

1. Admit that at the time and place described in the Complaint, Plaintiffs were not 

negligent or careless so as to cause or contribute to the incident or damages described in the 

Complaint. 

2. Admit that as a result of the incident described in the Complaint, Plaintiffs have 

sustained damage to their home. 

3. Admit that none of the damages sustained to the Plaintiffs' home could have been 

avoided or otherwise mitigated by the Plaintiffs. 

4. Admit that the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, caused the subject incident. 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a tme and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 

the Defendant along with a copy of the Summons and Complaint. 

Is/ John L. Mulvihill 
JOHN L. MULVIHILL, ESQUIRE 
CORLESS BARFIELD TRIAL GROUP, LLC 
6812 West Linebaugh A venue 
Tampa, Florida 33625 
(813) 258-4998 
(813) 258-4988 fax 
Florida Bar#: 0858471 
service@corlessbarfield.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DIVISION 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and 
ROBIN A. SUSKO 

Plaintiffs, CASE NUMBER: _______ _ 
DIVISION: _________ _ 

vs. 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO.8, 
SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

Defendants. 
_____________________________ / 

NOTICE OF SERVING INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT, SUMTER 
COUNTY 

In accordance with the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 1.340, the Defendant, 

SUMTER COUNTY, is required to answer in writing and under oath the attached 

Interrogatories number 1 through 17, within forty-five (45) days from the date of service 

hereof 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and conect copy of the foregoing has been served 

upon the Defendant along with a copy of the Summons and Complaint. 

Is/ John L. Mulvihill 
JOHN L. MULVIHILL, ESQUIRE 
CORLESS BARFIELD TRIAL GROUP, LLC 
6812 West Linebaugh Avenue 
Tampa, Florida 33625 
(813) 258-4998 
(813) 258-4988 fax 
Florida Bar#: 0858471 
Primaty email: service(ii!corlessbarticld.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 



INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT, SUMTER COUNTY 

1. What is the name and address of the person answering these interrogatories, and, if 
applicable, the person's official position or relationship with the party to whom the 
interrogatories are directed? 

2. Describe in detail how the incident described in the complaint happened, including any and 
all actions taken by you or an agent of the Defendant to prevent the incident, as well as a 
detailed description of the area where the incident alleged in the Plaintiffs' Complaint 
occurred. 

3. Describe in detail each act or omission on the part of any party to this lawsuit that you 
contend constituted negligence that was a contributing legal cause of the incident in 
question. 

4. State the facts upon which you rely for each affirmative defense in your answer. 

5. Do you contend any person or entity other than you is, or may be, liable in whole or part 
for the claims asserted against you in this lawsuit? If so, state the full name and address of 



each such person or entity, the legal basis for your contention, the facts or evidence upon 
which your contention is based, and whether or not you have notified each such person or 
entity of your contention. 

6. List the names, addresses and telephone numbers of all persons who are believed or known 
by you, your agents, or your attomeys to have any knowledge conceming any of the issues 
in this lawsuit (specifY the subject matter about which the witness has knowledge). This 
interrogatory includes the names, address and contact information for any and all witnesses 
known to you. 

7. Please provide the names, addresses and contact information for the persons or entities 
responsible for providing landscaping services to the Golf Course on Defendant's 
premises, referenced in Plaintiffs' Complaint. Please describe the schedule and services 
performed of said maintenance provider. 

8. Have you heard or do you know about any statement or remark made by or on behalf of 
any party to this lawsuit, other than yourself, conceming any issue in this lawsuit? If so, 
state the name and address of each person who made the statement or statements, the name 
and address of each person who heard it, and the date, time, place, and substance of each 
statement. This answer should include any statements, oral or written, made by the 
Plaintiffs that are known to you. 



9. Please state whether, prior to the subject incident, you transmitted any warning, of 
whatever nature or description, to Plaintiffs in regard to their use or occupancy of the 
subject premises, includingbut limited to signs, letters, emails, and/ or verbal warnings. If 
so, please describe the nature of said warning, who transmitted the warning and the 
contents of the warning in your answer. 

10. Please state whether there existed, prior to Plaintiffs' incident alleged in the Complaint, 
any procedure or program for the regular inspection of the subject premises such as or 
similar to the one described in the Complaint, which was designed to identify and/or 
discover potential hazards/conditions to the Defendant's property involving the Golf 
Course and water drainage system. 

11. Please state the name, business and residence address, and telephone number of the person 
or entity who was the owner of the subject premises as of the date of the Plaintiffs' incident 
alleged in the complaint. 

12. If the owner identified in your answer to Interrogatory# 11 was not also the regular operator 
or occupant of the subject premises, please further identify the regular occupant or operator 
of the premises and/or the nature or title of the instrument under which the regular operator 
or occupant of the premises derived his or her possessor rights (whether by lease, license 
etc.). 

13. Please identify, by name, business and residence address, and telephone number, each and 
every person, persons, entity, or entities that were responsible for the maintenance and/or 



repair of the subject premises at the time of the Plaintiffs' incident alleged in the Complaint, 
specifically the Golf Course. 

14. Describe any and all policies of insurance which you contend cover or may cover for the 
allegations set forth in Plaintiffs' complaint, detailing as to such policies the name of the 
insurer, the number of the policy, the effective dates of the policy, the available limits of 
the liability, and the name and address of the custodian of the policy. 

15. Have you heard, or do you know about any statement or remark made by or on behalf of 
any party to this lawsuit, other than yourself, concerning any issue in this lawsuit? If so, 
state the names and addresses of each person who made the statement or statements, the 
name and address of each person who heard it, and the date, time, place, and substance of 
each statement. 

16. State the name and address of every person known to you, your agents, or your attorneys 
who has knowledge about, or possession, custody, or control of, any model, plat, map, 
drawing, motion picture, video tape, or photograph pe11aining to any fact or issue involved 
in this controversy; and describe as to each, what item such person has, the name and 
address of the person who took or prepared it, and the date it was taken or prepared. 

17. Do you intend to call any expert witnesses at the trial of this case? If so, state as to each 
such witness the name and business address of the witness, the witness' qualifications as 
an expert, the subject matter upon which the witness is expected to testify, the substance 
of the facts and opinions to which the witness is expected to testify, and a summary of the 
grounds for each opinion. 



PLEASE SIGN AND NOTARIZE UNDER OATH AS TO THE COMPLETENESS AND 
TRUTHFULNESS OF YOUR ANSWERS. 

Affiant 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF _____ _ 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the State and 
County aforementioned to take acknowledgments, personally appeared, 
__________________ , who is personally known to me or produced 

as identification, and who is the same 
individual described herein and who executed the foregoing and he/she acknowledged before me 
that he/she executed the same. 

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED before me this day of --- --------
2020. 

SEAL: 

NOTARY PUBLIC, 
State of Florida 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DIVISION 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and 
ROBIN A. SUSKO 

Plaintiffs, CASE NUMBER: _______ _ 
DIVISION: _________ _ 

vs. 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

Defendants. 
_____________________________! 

REQUEST FOR PRODlJCTION TO DEFENDANT, SUMTER COUNTY 

Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, by and through their 

undersigned counsel, requests the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, to produce to said 

counsel, within forty five ( 45) days from the date of service hereof, for the purpose of 

inspection and copying, the matters described in the attached list. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and conect copy of the foregoing has been 

served upon the Defendant with a copy of the Summons and Complaint. 

Is/ Jolin L. Mulvihill 
JOHN L. MULVIHILL, ESQUIRE 
CORLESS BARFIELD TRIAL GROUP, LLC. 
6812 West Linebaugh Avenue 
Tampa, Florida 33625 
(813) 258-4998 
(813) 258-4988 fax 
Florida Bar#: 0858471 
Primary email: service@i~corlcssbartield.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 



ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED 

1. Any and all insurance declarations pages, insurance cards, and statements of 
benefits for insurance policies, which reflect coverage(s) available to the 
Defendant at the time of the subject accident. 

2. Any and all written documents, repair estimates or reports of examination of 
the damage to the Defendant's property which occurred as a result of the 
incident or any such documents reflecting conditions of the Defendant's 
property immediately prior to the incident which conditions have 
subsequently been repaired, corrected, or no longer exist. 

3. Any and all original photographs or videotapes of the Plaintiffs, Plaintiffs' 
property, the incident scene, and other documentary evidence of the scene or 
parties pertaining to the subject incident, which depict conditions which no 
longer exist. 

4. Any and all reports, photographs, audiotape, and/or videotapes acquired by 
the Defendant through surveillance or other investigative methods. 

5. Any and all written or recorded statements taken of the Plaintiffs or any party 
or witness to this action. 

6. Any and all evidence of Plaintiff "Release" of any clements of damage 
claimed in the Complaint tiled in this matter. 

7. . Any and all excess ''umbrella" insurance policies in effect on the date of the 
subject accident, covering the defendant, and/or the motor vehicle involved in 
said accident. 



8. Any and all reports from any expert witnesses, intended for use at trial, 
whether taped, written, or notes from oral conversation, regarding the 
Plaintiff, and the injuries sustained as a result of the subject accident, and 
any reports from any expert witnesses regarding the issue of liability. 





IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO.: 2020-CA-000095 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY,  
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8,  
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
 
 Defendants. 
____________________________________________/ 
 

DEFENDANTS THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY AND THE VILLAGES 
OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,’S ANSWER, 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL  
 
 COMES NOW, the Defendants, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY and THE 

VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, by and 

through their undersigned attorney, and hereby files this Answer, Affirmative Defenses and 

Demand for Jury Trial in response to the Plaintiff’s Complaint as follows: 

1. Admit for jurisdictional purposes only, otherwise denied. 

2. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

3. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

4. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

5. Admit. 

6. Admit. 
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7. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

8. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

9. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

10. Admit. 

11. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

12. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

13. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

14. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

15. Defendant reasserts its responses to Paragraphs 1 through 14 above. 

16. Defendant admits that The Villages Operating Company owned and operated the Cane 

Garden Golf Course. Otherwise, without knowledge and therefore denied. 

17. Denied. 

18. Denied. 

19. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

20. Denied. 

21. Denied. 

22. Denied. 

23. Denied. 

24. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

25. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

26. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

27. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

28. Defendant reasserts its responses to Paragraphs 1 through 14 above. 



29. Defendant admits that The Villages Operating Company d/b/a Cane Garden Country Club 

owned and operated the Cane Garden Golf Course. Otherwise, without knowledge and 

therefore denied. 

30. Denied. 

31. Denied. 

32. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

33. Denied. 

34. Denied. 

35. Denied. 

36. Denied. 

37. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

38. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

39. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

40. Without knowledge and therefore denied. 

41. Defendants, The Villages Operating Company and The Villages Operating Company d/b/a 

Cane Garden Country Club (which are the same entity), do not respond to Count III through 

Count V, Paragraphs 41-79, as these Counts and Paragraphs are not directed towards these 

Defendants. To the extent that these Counts and Paragraphs can be construed against these 

Defendants, denied. 

 
 

 

 

 



AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE #1 

              As an affirmative defense, the subject incident was the result of an act of God and was 

not foreseeable. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE #2 

            As an affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Plaintiffs or their agents so 

negligently conducted themselves so as to cause or contribute to their own loss or damages and, 

therefore, their recovery is barred in its entirety and/or diminished in accordance with their own 

negligence. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE #3 

              As an affirmative defense, the Defendants allege that Plaintiffs failed to mitigate their 

alleged losses, injuries or damages and, therefore, these Defendants are not responsible to the 

extent Plaintiffs could have mitigated damages. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE #4 

            As an affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the incident and damages were caused 

by the negligent and careless actions and/or omissions of third persons who are beyond the control, 

care, and custody of these Defendants, including the construction companies that built the overflow 

pipe system, the architect or engineer who designed the system, the governmental entities and/or 

authorities who approved of the construction of the system (Southwest Water Management 

District), those entities that were responsible for maintaining the system (Sumter County and The 

Villages Community District #8) and, therefore, the Plaintiff is precluded from recovery for the 

alleged injuries against the Defendant and/or recovery is barred in its entirety and/or diminished 

in accordance with this negligence.  As discovery progresses in this case, Defendant may plead the 



specifics regarding the negligence of additional non-parties, specifically identifying the non-party 

in compliance with the requirements of Nash v. Wells Fargo Guard Services, Inc.,678 So.2d 1262 

(Fla. 1996). 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE #5 

            As an affirmative defense, Defendants allege they are entitled to a credit and/or setoff for 

any and all benefits paid and/or payable, and any and all collateral sources, setoffs, or recoupments, 

and claim its setoffs, recoupments, and collateral sources accordingly. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE #6 

            As an affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Defendants were not actively 

negligent and retained no control over the subject pipe system and as such Plaintiff does not have 

a viable separate cause of action against these Defendants; therefore, Plaintiff's claims are barred 

as to these Defendants.    

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE #7 

As an affirmative defense, Pursuant to Section 768.041, Florida Statutes, to the extent any 

defendant in this action establishes that Plaintiffs, or any person on behalf of Plaintiffs has 

delivered a release or covenant not to sue any person, firm or corporation in partial settlement of 

the damages sued for, The Villages Operating Company and/or The Villages Operating Company 

d/b/a Cane Garden Country Club is entitled to a set-off for this amount from the amount of any 

judgment to with Plaintiffs may be otherwise entitled. 

 
Defendants reserve the right to assert additional affirmative defenses as they may become 

known. 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 



Defendants demand a trial by jury on all issues so triable as a matter of right before a 

jury. 

WHEREFORE, Defendants having fully answered the Plaintiff’s Complaint respectfully 

requests that the Court enter judgment in its favor and award costs, and any other relief that this 

Court deems just and proper. 

 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished via 
the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on April 6, 2020 to:  John L. Mulvhill, Esq., Corless Barfield 
Trial Group, service@corlessbarfield.com, jmulvihill@corlessbarfield.com (Attorney for 
Plaintiff). 
 
      /s/ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE  
      ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE    
      Florida Bar No.:  0957216  
      bob.vilece@zurichna.com  
      Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 
      495 North Keller Road, Suite 220 
      Maitland, Florida  32751 

usz.slorl@zurichna.com  
      Telephone:  407-659-0700 

Attorneys for Defendant Villages Operating  
and Villages/Cane Garden 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO.: 2020-CA-000095 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY,  
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8,  
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
 
 Defendants. 
____________________________________________/ 
 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
 

COMES NOW the LAW OFFICES OF PETER J. DELAHUNTY, and files this, its 

Notice of Appearance as counsel of record for Defendants THE VILLAGES OPERATING 

COMPANY and THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN 

COUNTRY CLUB, in the above entitled cause of action. 

 

ERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished 
via the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on April 6, 2020 to:  John L. Mulvhill, Esq., Corless 
Barfield Trial Group, service@corlessbarfield.com, jmulvihill@corlessbarfield.com (Attorney 
for Plaintiff). 
 
      /s/ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE  
      ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE    
      Florida Bar No.:  0957216  
      bob.vilece@zurichna.com  
      Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 
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      495 North Keller Road, Suite 220 
      Maitland, Florida  32751 

usz.slorl@zurichna.com  
      Telephone:  407-659-0700 

Attorneys for Defendant Villages Operating  
and Villages/Cane Garden 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO.: 2020-CA-000095 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY,  
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8,  
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
 
 Defendants. 
____________________________________________/ 
 

NOTICE OF DISCLOSURE AND  
NOTICE OF DESIGNATION OF E-MAIL ADDRESSES 

 
 Pursuant to Rule 4-7.10 (g)(3), Florida Rules of Professional Conduct, The Law Offices 

of Peter J. Delahunty hereby disclose that it is not a partnership and that its attorneys and staff 

are all employees of Zurich North America and its affiliated companies.  The undersigned are 

representing Defendants THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY and THE VILLAGES 

OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, pursuant to a policy of 

insurance issued by Zurich North America and its affiliated companies.   

Consistent with Rule 4-7.10(g)(3) and the comments to that Rule which recognize the 

public policy of not disclosing the existence of insurance coverage to juries, the employment 

status of the attorneys of this law office will not be identified on other pleadings and papers filed 

in this proceeding. 

 

NOTICE OF DESIGNATION OF E-MAIL ADDRESSES 

Defendant files this Notice of Compliance with Rule 2.516(b)(1) and Designation of E-

Mail Addresses and designates the following email addresses: 

Filing # 105923058 E-Filed 04/06/2020 04:28:29 PM



 Primary E-Mail Address:  usz.slorl@zurichna.com  

 (***This Primary E-Mail Address is for Service of Documents only***) 

   

 
 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished 
via the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on April 6, 2020 to:  John L. Mulvhill, Esq., Corless 
Barfield Trial Group, service@corlessbarfield.com, jmulvihill@corlessbarfield.com (Attorney 
for Plaintiff). 
 
      /s/ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE  
      ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE    
      Florida Bar No.:  0957216  
      bob.vilece@zurichna.com  
      Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 
      495 North Keller Road, Suite 220 
      Maitland, Florida  32751 

usz.slorl@zurichna.com  
      Telephone:  407-659-0700 

Attorneys for Defendant Villages Operating  
and Villages/Cane Garden 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT  

IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and  

ROBIN A. SUSKO,  

 

  Plaintiffs, 

 

vs.       CASE NO.: 2020-CA-000095 

 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  

CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  

SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

 

  Defendants. 

_________________________________/ 

 

DEFENDANT, SUMTER COUNTY’S MOTION TO DISMISS  

PLAINTIFF, JOHNNY R. SUSKO AND ROBIN A. SUSKO’S COMPLAINT  

AND MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

 

 COMES NOW, the Defendant, Sumter County, by and through undersigned counsel, 

pursuant to Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.100, and hereby files this, its Motion to Dismiss the 

Complaint filed by Plaintiffs Johnny R. Susko and Robin A. Susko, and in furtherance thereof 

states as follows: 

1. On March 10, 2020, Plaintiffs filed a Complaint against The Villages Operating 

Company, The Villages Operating Company d/b/a Cane Garden Country Club, Community 

Development District No. 8, Sumter County, and Sumter Landing Community Development 

District for Negligence. 

2. In Count IV aimed at Sumter County, Plaintiffs allege Sumter County “owned, 

operated, controlled and/or maintained the Golf Course located at or near Plaintiffs’ property,” 
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“owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the overflow piping on the Golf Course located 

at or near Plaintiffs’ property,” had a “duty to design engineer, install and maintain the Golf 

Course, including but not limited to, the overflow piping in a reasonable safe manner to prevent 

water infiltration into surrounding properties, including, but not limited to, the Plaintiffs’ 

property,” that Sumter County breached that duty which caused a “dangerous condition” Sumter 

County failed to “remove, repair, or remediate,” and that Plaintiffs were damaged as a result of 

Sumter County’s breach of duty in excess of $30,000.  

3. Sumter County seeks dismissal of Count IV of Plaintiffs’ Complaint in that it fails to 

state a cause of action against Sumter County upon which relief may be granted as required by 

1.140(b)(6) of the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure. 

4. Contrary to Plaintiffs’ assertion that Sumter County “owned, operated, controlled 

and/or maintained the Golf Course located at or near Plaintiffs’ property at 2005 Markridge 

Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida,” a simple public records search shows that the 

entirety of The Villages and the golf course in question is located on private property owned by 

The Villages Operating Company.  The Warranty Deed demonstrating ownership of the golf 

course is attached as “Exhibit A” and incorporated herein in haec verba. 

5. Plaintiffs attached no exhibits to their Complaint whatsoever, let alone any that would 

establish a duty on the part of Sumter County or show that Sumter County made any type of 

agreement to operate a golf course it does not own in violation of Florida Rule of Civil 

Procedure 1.130(a)  which states, “[a]ll bonds, notes, bills of exchange, contracts, accounts, or 

documents on which action may be brought or defense made, or a copy thereof or a copy of the 

portions thereof material to the pleadings, must be incorporated in or attached to the pleading.” 

6. As Sumter County does not contain an ownership interest in the property in question, 
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nor does it control or operate the golf course or overflow piping in question, it owes no duty to 

Plaintiffs and cannot breach a duty it does not owe. Therefore, Sumter County cannot be held 

accountable for any damages Plaintiffs allegedly sustained. 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW  

7. In order to state a cause of action, a Complaint must allege “a short and plain 

statement of the ultimate facts to show that a pleader is entitled to relief.”  Fla. Farm Bureau 

Gen. Ins. Co. v. Ins. Co. of N. Am., 763 So. 2d 429 (Fla. 5th DCA 2000).  When considering a 

motion to dismiss, the court may only look to the four-corners of the complaint in evaluating the 

legal sufficiency of the complaint and the court must assume that the facts alleged in 

the complaint are true, drawing all reasonable inferences in favor of the plaintiff.  Fish v. Post of 

Amvets #85, 560 So. 2d 337, 338 (Fla. 1st DCA 1990), No. 89-2266 (Fla. 1st DCA Apr. 25, 

1990); (Fla. 1st DCA 1990); and Cape Atl. Landowners Ass’n v. County of Volusia, 581 So. 2d 

1384, 1387 (Fla. 5th DCA 1991).   

8. “When there are factual issues in dispute, an issue should not be resolved with a 

motion to dismiss.”  Leon County v. Stephen S. Dobson, III, P.A., 917 So. 2d 278, 280 (Fla. 1st 

DCA 2005) (citing Mancher v. Seminole Tribe, 708 So. 2d 327 (Fla. 4th DCA 1998)).  The Court 

may not speculate as to whether the allegations will ultimately be proven.  Cyn-Colo., Inc. v. 

Lancto, 677 So. 2d 78, 79 (Fla. 2d DCA 1996).  A motion to dismiss containing arguments that 

fail to attack the sufficiency of the allegations, but instead contest the merits of the claims is 

improper.  Consuegra v. Lloyd's Underwriters at London, 801 So. 2d 111, 112 (Fla. 2d DCA 

2001). 

9. To state a cause of action for negligence, the plaintiff must establish the existence of a 

duty of care, that defendant breached that duty, that plaintiff was harmed as a result of the 
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defendant’s breach, and the harm was proximately caused by the defendant’s breach.  In 

addition, the plaintiff must show the defendant had possession or control of the premises at issue 

and notice of the dangerous condition in a case involving premises liability.  See Davis v. Bell, 

705 So. 2d 108 (Fla. 2d DCA 1998). 

10. Based on the absence of any facts establishing that Sumter County had either 

possession or control of the golf course located near Plaintiffs’ former residence, Plaintiffs 

cannot establish that Sumter County owed them any type of duty capable of being breached.  As 

such, Plaintiffs’ Complaint fails to meet the required pleading standards and should be dismissed 

with prejudice. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Sumter County prays for an Order Dismissing Count IV of 

the Complaint with prejudice as it relates to Sumter County and any further relief this Court 

deems just and proper.    

 Respectfully submitted this 6th day April, 2020. 

      

     /s/ Jennifer C. Rey---------- 

    JENNIFER C. REY, ESQ. 

    Florida Bar No. 041997 

    MEGAN A. ROSENBERG, ESQ. 

    Florida Bar No. 1005213 

    THE HOGAN LAW FIRM 

    20 S. Broad Street 

    Brooksville, FL 34605 

    Telephone: (352) 799-8423 

    Facsimile:   (352) 799-8294 

countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com  

    pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com  

    Counsel for Sumter County 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion to Dismiss 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint was served on this 6th day of April, 2020 via State of Florida E-portal to: 

John Mulvihill, Esq., Corless Barfield Trial Group, LLC, 6812 W. Linebaugh Ave., Tampa, 

Florida 33625, JMULVIHILL@corlessbardfield.com. 

  

  

     /s/ Jennifer C. Rey, Esq.  

     JENNIFER C. REY, ESQ. 

     Florida Bar No. 0041997 
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Prepared by and return to:/ 
Steven M. Roy, Esq./may 
Attorney at Law 
McLin & Burnsed P A 
1028 Lake Sumter Landing 
The Villages, FL 32162 

File Number: 
_______________ [Space Above This Line For Recording Data] ______________ _ 

Warranty Deed 
This Warranty Deed made this 1'1 day of May, 2006 between The Villages of Lake-Sumter, Inc., a Florida 
corporation, whose post office address is 1020 Lake Sumter Landing, The Villages, FL 32162, grantor, and The Villages 
Operating Company, a Florida corporation, whose post office address is 1020 Lake Sumter Landing, The Villages, FL 
32162, grantee: 

(Whenever used herein the terms "grantor" and "grantee" include all the parties to this instrument and the heirs, legal representatives, and assigus 
of individuals, and the successors and assigns of corporations, trusts and trustees) 

Witnesseth, that said grantor, for and in consideration ofthe sum ofTEN AND N0/100 DOLLARS ($10.00) and other 
good and valuable considerations to said grantor in hand paid by said grantee, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, 
has granted, bargained, and sold to the said grantee, and grantee's heirs and assigns forever, the following described land, 
situate, lying and being in Sumter County, Florida to-wit: 

See Attached Exhibit A 

Parcel Identification Number: 

Together with all the tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances thereto belonging or in anywise appertaining. 

To Have and to Hold, the same in fee simple forever. 

And the grantor hereby covenants with said grantee that the grantor is lawfully seized of said land in fee simple; that the 
grantor has good right and lawful authority to sell and convey said land; that the grantor hereby fully warrants the title to said 
land and will defend the same against the lawful claims of all persons whomsoever; and that said land is free of all 
encumbrances, except taxes accruing subsequent to December 31, 2005. 

In Witness Whereof, grantor has hereunto set grantor's hand and seal the day and year first above written. 

Signed, sealed and delivered in our presence: 

WITNESSES: 

~/2/ ;;;;;------~. 
PrintName:4/;~<>fl14=?' b.ruf(.:ik:> 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF SUMTER 

t was acknowledged before me this IS+ day of May, 2006, by Mark G. Morse, as 
Execu n behalf of The Villages of Lake-Sumter, Inc., who is personally known to me. 

._p""!'~.:~ SlEVEN M. ROY 
* . • * MY COMMISSION# 00 281955 

(Type or Print Notary Name) ., EXPIRES: January 19, 2008 
My Commission Expires: _______ _ '-':t~OFf'<:P~~ Bonded Thnl Budgetllolaly Semce$ 

The Florida documentary tax stamp of Section 201.02(1), Florida Statutes does not apply to this transfer of real property 
because The Villages Operating Company is a wholly-owned subsidiary of The Villages ofLake-Sumter, Inc., and according 
to Crescent Miami Center, LLC v. Florida Department of Revenue, 903 So. 2d 913 (Fla. 2005), the transfer of property 
between a grantor and its wholly owned grantee, absent any exchange of value, is without consideration and not subject to the 
documentary stamp tax. 

0:\User\TR\VLS\Reorganization 2006 OH2938\The Villages Operating Company\ Warranty Deed-VLS to Villages Operating-Swnter.wpd/may 
Revised: May 1, 2006 
Printed: May 1, 2006 

SUMTER COUNTY~ FLORIDA DOC $0.70 
GLORIA HAYWARD~ CLERK OF CIRCUIT COURT 

05/26/2006 #2006-17916 ~ 
11:39:09AM B-1587 P-256 ~/ 
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EXHIBIT "A" 
SUMTER COUNTY 

SC - !(SOUTHERN TRACE ADDITION) 
TRACTS 1 THROUGH 5, SOUTHERN TRACE ADDITION, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGES 5 THROUGH 5B, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA; LESS THAT PORTION OF SAID TRACT 5 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGIN AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID TRACT 5, SAID CORNER ALSO 
BEING THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 20 OF THE VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT 
NO. 43, AS RECORDED IN THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, 
PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 36-36A; THENCE ALONG THE WEST LINE THEREOF 
S00'35'21"E, 198.34 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID WEST LINE S89'11'31"E, 21.89 
FEET; THENCE N00'48'29"E, 16.32 FEET; THENCE S89'11'31 "E, 158.72 FEET; THENCE 
N01 '12'56"E, 182.02 FEET; THENCE N89'11'31"W, 182.66 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
BEGINNING; 

AND 

SC - 2 (SPANISH PLAINES BY BANK) 
A PORTION OF TRACT 7, SPANISH PLAINES, AS PER PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN 
PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 21 THROUGH 21D, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE CENTERLINE INTERSECTION OF BELLA CRUZ DRIVE (BEING 
48FEETWIDE)ANDBANDEROSAVENUE(BEING48FEETWIDE)ANDRUNS.74'23'0l"E, 
ALONG THE CENTERLINE OF SAID BELLA CRUZ DRIVE, A DISTANCE OF 24.00 FEET; 
THENCE N.48'36'59"E, A DISTANCE OF 24.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHTOFWAYLINEOFSAIDBELLACRUZDRIVE;THENCES.41'23'0l"E,ALONGSAID 
NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE A DISTANCE OF 262.23 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
BEGINNING OF THE PARCEL OF LAND HEREIN DESCRIBED: THENCE DEPARTING SAID 
NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE, N.48'36'59"E, A DISTANCE OF 164.59 FEET; THENCE 
N.03'36'59"E, A DISTANCE OF 50.20 FEET; THENCE N.48'36'59"E, A DISTANCE OF 60.67 
FEETTOAPOINTONTHESOUTHERLYRIGHTOFWAYLINEOFU.S.HIGHWAY27AND 
441 (BEING 200 FEET WIDE); THENCE S.41 '23'01 "E, ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 256.71 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE WESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 
90'00'00"; THENCE RUN SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE A DISTANCE 
OF 39.27 FEET, SUBTENDED BY A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S.03 '36'59"W., 
35.36 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE 
AFORESAID NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF BELLA CRUZ DRIVE; THENCE 
S.48'36'59"W.,ADISTANCEOF54.30FEET;THENCES.45'45'45"W.,ADISTANCEOF63.68 
FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 88.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 26'53'54"; THENCE RUN 
SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF·SAID CURVE A DISTANCE OF 41.31 FEET, 
SUBTENDED BY A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S.59' 12'42"W., 40.93 FEET TO 
A POINT OF COMPOUND CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 
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131.00 FEET AND CENTRAL ANGLE OF 65°57'20"; THENCE RUN NORTHWESTERLY 
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE A DISTANCE OF 150.90 FEET, SUBTENDED BY A 
CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N.74°21'4l"W., 142.61 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
TANGENCY; THENCE N.41 °23'01 "W., A DISTANCE OF 122.23 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 

AND 

SC - 3 (SPANISH PLAINES MEDICAL AREA) 
TRACT 11 AND TRACT 12, SPANISH PLAINES, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, 
AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGES 21 THROUGH 21-D, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

LESS THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED SEVEN (7) PARCELS: 

THAT PART OF TRACT 11 OF SPANISH PLAINES AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, 
PAGES 21, 21A THROUGH 21D, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE CENTERLINE INTERSECTION OF BELLA CRUZ DRIVE AND 
CLEMENTE COURT AS SHOWN ON SAID SPANISH PLAINES; THENCE S48.36'59"W 
ALONG THE CENTERLINE OF SAID CLEMENTE COURT FOR 285.34 FEET; THENCE 
S41 °23'01 "E FOR 24.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY 
LINE OF SAID CLEMENTE COURT, AND THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE ALONG 
SAID SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE THE FOLLOWING COURSES; 
S48°36'59'W FOR 15.24 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CIRCULAR CURVE 
CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 376.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 4T23'22" FOR A DISTANCE OF 310.99 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY;
THENCE SOl 0 13'37"W FOR 298.65 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A 
CIRCULAR CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 
FEET; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 93°02'12" FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.59 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CIRCULAR CURVE CONCAVE NORTHERLY AND 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 950.00 FEET AND ALSO BEING THE NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF
WAY LINE OF EL CAMINO REAL; THENCE ALONG SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF
WAY LINE THE FOLLOWING THREE COURSES: THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE 
ARC OF SAID CURVE HAVING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 00°43'44" FOR A DISTANCE OF 
12.08 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE N8T27'45"E FOR 318.84 FEET TO 
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CIRCULAR CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY AND 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 1050.00 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE HAVING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 14°43'19" FOR A DISTANCE OF 269.80 FEET; 
THENCE DEP ARTINO SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT -OF-WAY LINE N12 °11 '04 "E FOR 70.10
FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CIRCULAR CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 267.33 FEET; THENCE 
NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 21 °02'13" FOR A DISTANCE OF 98.15 FEET; THENCE N41 °22'17"W FOR 
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591.32 FEET; THENCE S48.36'59"W FOR 96.40 FEET; THENCE N41 .26'56"W FOR 103.67 
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND LESS; 

THAT PORTION OF TRACT 11 OF SPANISH PLAINES, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 21, 21-A THROUGH 21-D, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

FROM THE MOST EASTERLY CORNER OF ABOVE SAID TRACT 11, RUN N41 .23'0 1 W, 
ALONG THE SOUTHWESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF U.S. HIGHWAY NO. 441/27, 
A DISTANCE OF 555.08 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID RIGHT-OF-WAYLINERUN 
S48.37'43"W, A DISTANCE OF 162.16 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE 
CONTINUE S48.37'43"W, A DISTANCE OF 178.17 FEET; THENCE RUN N41"22'17"W, A 
DISTANCE OF 46.55 FEET; THENCE RUN N86.22'17"W, A DISTANCE OF 55.15 FEET; 
THENCE RUNN41 .22'17"W, A DISTANCE OF 24.70 FEET; THENCE RUNN48.37'43"E, A 
DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET; THENCE RUNN41.22'17"W, A DISTANCE OF 31.50 FEET; 
THENCE RUN N48.37'43"E, A DISTANCE OF 41.07 FEET; THENCE RUN S86.22'17"E, A 
DISTANCE OF 33.94 FEET; THENCE RUN N48.37'43"E, A DISTANCE OF 114.93 FEET; 
THENCE RUN S41 .22'17"E, A DISTANCE OF 55.75 FEET; THENCE RUN N48.37'43"E, A 
DISTANCE OF 12.17 FEET; THENCE RUN S41 .22'17"E, A DISTANCE OF 62.00 FEET TO 
THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND LESS 

A PORTION OF TRACT 12, SPANISH PLAINES, AS PER PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN 
PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 21, 21-A THROUGH 21-D OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCING AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF SAID TRACT 12, SAID 
POINT ALSO BEING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF U.S. HIGHWAY No. 
27/441 (BEING 200 FEET WIDE) AND PROCEED S.25"56'37"W., A DISTANCE OF 383.25 
FEET; TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, THENCE S.55.34'09"E., A DISTANCE OF 59.75 
FEET; THENCE S.34.25'51"W., A DISTANCE OF 9.58 FEET; THENCE S.55.34'09"E., A 
DISTANCE OF 16.46 FEET; THENCE S.34.25'51"W., A DISTANCE OF 52.00 FEET; 
THENCE N.55.34'09"W., A DISTANCE OF 92.67 FEET; THENCE N.34.25'51"E., A 
DISTANCE OF 52.00 FEET; THENCE S.55.34'09"E., A DISTANCE OF 16.46 FEET; 
THENCE N.34.25'51"E., A DISTANCE OF 9.58 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND LESS 

A PORTION OF TRACT 12, SPANISH PLAINES, AS PER PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN 
PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 21, 21-A THROUGH 21-D OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
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COMMENCING AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF SAID TRACT 12, SAID 
POINT ALSO BEING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF U.S. HIGHWAY No. 
27/441 (BEING 200 FEET WIDE) AND PROCEED S.11 ·o1 '52"W., A DISTANCE OF 414.11 
FEET; TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, THENCE S.55.34'09"E., A DISTANCE OF 35.83 
FEET; THENCE S.34.25'5l"W., A DISTANCE OF 9.58 FEET; THENCE S.55.34'09"E., A 
DISTANCE OF 13.42 FEET; THENCE S.34.25'51"W., A DISTANCE OF 52.00 FEET; 
THENCE N.55.34'09"W., A DISTANCE OF 62.67 FEET; THENCE N.34.25'51"E., A 
DISTANCE OF 52.00 FEET; THENCE S.55.34'09"E., A DISTANCE OF 13.42 FEET; 
THENCE N.34.25'51"E., A DISTANCE OF 9.58 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND LESS 

A PORTION OF TRACT 12, SPANISH PLAINES, AS PER PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN 
PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 21, 21-A THROUGH 21-D OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCING AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF SAID TRACT 12, SAID 
POINT ALSO BEING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF U.S. HIGHWAY No. 
27/441 (BEING 200 FEET WIDE) AND PROCEED S.05.15'41"E, A DISTANCE OF 169.24 
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE S.41 .22'55"E., A DISTANCE OF 59.75 
FEET; THENCE S.48.37'05"W., A DISTANCE OF 9.58 FEET; THENCE S.41 .22'55"E., A 
DISTANCE OF 16.46 FEET; THENCE S.48.37'05"W., A DISTANCE OF 52.00 FEET; 
THENCE N.41 .22'55"W., A DISTANCE OF 92.67 FEET; THENCE N.48.37'05"E., A 
DISTANCE OF 52.00 FEET; THENCE S.41 .22'55"E., A DISTANCE OF 16.46 FEET; 
THENCE N.48.37'05"E., A DISTANCE OF 9.58 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND LESS 

A PORTION OF TRACT 12, SPANISH PLAINES, AS PER PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED 
IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 21, 21A THROUGH 21D, INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF SAID TRACT 12, SAID POINT 
BEING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT -OF-WAY LINE OF US HIGHWAY 27/441 (BEING 
200 FEET IN WIDTH); THENCE Sl3.02'23"W, 243.02 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
BEGINNING; THENCE S55.34'20"E, 96.80 FEET THENCE S34 .25'40"W, 58.60 FEET; 
THENCE N55.34'20"W. 16.60 FEET; THENCE S34.25'40"W, 9.50 FEET; THENCE 
N55.34'20"W, 63.70 FEET; THENCE N34.25'40"E, 9.50 FEET; THENCE N55"34'20W, 16.50 
FEET; THENCE N34 .25'40"E, 58.60 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND LESS 

A PORTION OF TRACT 12, SPANISH PLAINES, AS PER PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED 
IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 21, 21A THROUGH 21D, INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
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FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF SAID TRACT 12, SAID POINT 
BEING ALSO A POINT ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF U.S. HIGHWAY 
NO. 24/441 (HAVING A 200.00 FOOT WIDE RIGHT -OF-WAY); THENCE ALONG THE 
NORTHWESTERLY BOUNDARY OF AFORESAID TRACT 12 THE FOLLOWING 3 
COURSES: RUN S48°36'59"W, 121.70 FEET; THENCE S41 °23'01 "E, 25.00 FEET; THENCE 
S48°36'59"W, 78.10 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY BOUNDARY, 
S41 °23'01 "E, 11.12 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE S41 °22'55"E, 98.67 
FEET; THENCE S48°37'05"W, 58.00 FEET; THENCE N41 °22"55"W, 16.46 FEET; THENCE 
S48°37'05"W, 9.58 FEET; THENCE N41 °22'55"W, 65.75 FEET; THENCE N48°37'05"E, 9.58 
FEET; THENCE N41 °22'55"W, 16.46 FEET; THENCE N48°37'05"E, 58.00 FEET TO THE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND TOGETHER WITH 

SC- 4 (GLENVIEW GOLF COURSE) 

TRACT "E", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 42, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 34 THROUGH 34B, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACTS "A", "B" AND "C", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 38, ACCORDING TO 
THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 42 THROUGH 42B, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

LESS ANY PORTION OF TRACT "A", SAID VILLAGE OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 38, AND 
LESS ANY PORTION OF TRACT E SAID VILLAGE OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 42, LYING 
WITHIN THE PLAT OF CARRIAGE HOUSES AT GLENVIEW, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 47 THROUGH 47A, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND TOGETHER WITH 

TRACT "F", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, VILLA ST. SIMON, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 35 THROUGH 35C, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

LESS THAT PORTION OF TRACT "F",VILLAGES OF SUMTER VILLA ST. SIMONS, 
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 35 
THROUGH 35-C, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 

BEGIN AT THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF TRACT "E", VILLAGES OF SUMTER 
VILLA ST. SIMONS; SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF 
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AFORESAID TRACT "F"; THENCE ALONG THE LINE BETWEEN TRACTS "E" AND "F" 
RUN S66' 48'31 "W, 262.41 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID TRACT LINE RUN 
N54'45'49"E, 269.14 FEET TO THE EASTERLY LINE OF TRACT "F"; THENCE ALONG 
SAID TRACT LINE RUN S22'22'15"E, 56.17 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND TOGETHER WITH 

TRACTS "A", "B", "C" AND "D", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 39, ACCORDING 
TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 44 THROUGH 44C, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

LESS 

THAT PORTION OF TRACT "A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 39, ACCORDING 
TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 44 THROUGH 44C, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID TRACT "A"; THENCE 
N00'24'32"E, ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT "A", 84.73 FEET TO THE 
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUE N00'24'32"E ALONG SAID WEST 
BOUNDARY OF TRACT "A", 163.68 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID WEST 
BOUNDARY OF TRACT "A", S4Tll'OO"E, 27.44 FEET; THENCE N59'44'18"E, 16.16 
FEET; THENCE N81 '48'10"E, 16.30 FEET; THENCE N79'59'17"E, 53.08 FEET; THENCE 
N89'53'20"E, 113.80 FEET; THENCE S00'07'20"E, 132.00 FEET; THENCE S89'50'42"W, 
33.53 FEET; THENCE S00'43'53"W, 34.40 FEET; THENCE N89'31'04"W, 183.78 FEET TO 
THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND TOGETHER WITH 

TRACT "A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 37, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 37 THROUGH 37D, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

SC - 5 (HACIENDA HILLS GOLF COURSE) 

TRACT "J", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 9, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 117, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACTS "D", "E" AND "F", VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO.7, ACCORDING TO THE 
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PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 113, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACT "7", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO.2, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 100, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACTS "B" AND "C", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 26, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGE 10, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. LESS ANY PORTION OF SAID TRACT "C" LYING 
EASTERLY OR SOUTHERLY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LINE: BEGIN AT THE 
MOST SOUTHERLY CORNER OF SAID TRACT "C" AND RUN N3T33'14"W, 42.39 FEET; 
THENCE N10'58'35"E, 505.83 FEET; THENCE N60'05'33"E, 100.00 FEET; THENCE 
N61 '22'51"E, 381.07 FEET TO THE END OF SAID LINE. 

AND 

SC- 6 (TIERRA DEL SOL) 

TRACTS "B", "C", "D", "E" AND "F", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 13, 
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 125, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA; LESS ANY PORTION LYING 
WITHIN VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 13A, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 139; PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

LESS A PORTION OF TRACT "C" OF THE VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 13, 
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGES 125 
THROUGH 125C OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. BEING 
MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGIN AT THE MOST WESTERLY 
CORNER OF SAID TRACT C AND PROCEED ALONG THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY 
OF SAID TRACT C THE FOLLOWING COURSES AND DISTANCES; S54'31'17"E 166.12 
FEET; THENCE S8T39'59"E 107.06 FEET; THENCE S51 '46'35"E 161.08 FEET; THENCE 
DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY N38. 13'25"E A DISTANCE OF 32.73 
FEET; THENCE N24.13'22"E A DISTANCE OF 5.67 FEET; THENCE N73.54'32"E A 
DISTANCE OF 14.43 FEET; THENCE S65.46'38"E A DISTANCE OF 6.00 FEET; THENCE 
N24'13'22"E A DISTANCE OF 13.67 FEET; THENCE S65'46'38"E A DISTANCE OF 11.33 
FEET; THENCE N24'13'22"E A DISTANCE OF 15.34 FEET; THENCE N65'46'38"W A 
DISTANCE OF 11.33 FEET; THENCE N24'13'22"E A DISTANCE OF 13.67 FEET; 
THENCE N65'46'38"W A DISTANCE OF 6.00 FEET; THENCE N25'27'47"W A DISTANCE 
OF 14.43 FEET; THENCE N24'13'22"E A DISTANCE OF 5.67 FEET; THENCE 
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N65°46'38"W A DISTANCE OF 5.31 FEET; THENCE N24°13'22"E A DISTANCE OF 46.00 
FEET; THENCE S65°46'38"E A DISTANCE OF 14.00 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE 
OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 41.00 FEET AND 
A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°00'00"; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF 
SAID CURVE A DISTANCE OF 64.40 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY, SAID ARC 
HAVING A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N69°13'22"E 57.98 FEET; THENCE 
N24°13'22"E A DISTANCE OF 18.13 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 49.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 49°03'15"; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
A DISTANCE OF 41.95 FEET, SAID ARC HAVING A CHORD BEARING AND 
DISTANCE OF N48°45'00"E 40.68 FEET TO A POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE OF A 
CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 37.00 FEET AND A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 40°48'42"; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF 
SAID CURVE A DISTANCE OF 26.35 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY, SAID ARC 
HAVING A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N52°52'17"E 25.80 FEET; THENCE 
N32°27' 56"E A DISTANCE OF 34.05 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 23.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 24 ° 44'11 ";THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
A DISTANCE OF 9.93 FEET, SAID ARC HAVING A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE 
OF N44 ° 50'0 1 "E 9.85 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE NORTHERLY 
BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT C, SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON A CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHWESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 725.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 
08°08'11 ";THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND THE 
NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT C A DISTANCE OF 102.96 FEET TO A 
POINT OF TANGENCY, SAID ARC HAVING A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF 
N61 °42'32"W 102.87 FEET; THENCE N65°46' 38"W ALONG SAID NORTHERLY 
BOUNDARY ADISTANCEOF261.71 FEETTOA POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE SOUTHWESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 725.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 09° 44'20"; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
AND ALONG SAID NORTHERLY BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 123.23 FEET, SAID 
ARC HAVING A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N70°38'47"W 123.08 FEET TO A 
POINT OF COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL OF 88°12'10"; THENCE 
SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND ALONG THE WESTERLY 
BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT C A DISTANCE OF 38.49 FEET, SAID ARC HAVING A 
CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S60°22'57"W 34.80 FEET TO A POINT OF 
REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 765.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 18°46'14"; THENCE 
SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND ALONG SAID 
WESTERLY BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 250.62 FEET, SAID ARC HAVING A CHORD 
BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S25°39'59"W 249.50 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
BEGINNING OF THE TRACT OF LAND AS DESCRIBED HEREIN. 

AND 

TRACTS "A" AND "F", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 18, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 133, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
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SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACTS "I", "N" AND "R", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 14, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 130, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

LESS A PORTION OF TRACT "N", THE VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNITN0.14, AS PER 
PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGES 130 THROUGH 130D, OF THE 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGINNING AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF 
LOT 95, THE VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT No.14, AS PER PLAT THEREOF 
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGES130 THROUGH 130D, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS 
OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, AND PROCEED S.41 '41'25"W., ALONG THE 
NORTHWESTERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID LOT 95, A DISTANCE OF 114.17 FEET; 
THENCE S.06°59'39"E., ALONG AND WITH A PROJECTION OF THE WESTERLY 
BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID LOT 95, A DISTANCE OF 47.87 FEET; THENCE 
N.3Tl1'25"W., A DISTANCE OF 215.81 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT 
OF WAY LINE OF CIMARRON A VENUE (BEING 50.00 FEET WIDE ); THENCE 
N.64'38'48"E., ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE A DISTANCE OF 
118.90 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 84'15'39"; THENCE 
RUN SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE A DISTANCE OF 36.77 
FEET, SUBTENDED BY A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S.73'13'23"E., 33.54 
FEET, TO THE A POINT OF REVERSE CURVE, CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY HAVING 
A RADIUS OF 475.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 12'11'41"; THENCE RUN 
SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE ALSO BEING THE WESTERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF SAN MARINO DRIVE (BEING 50.00 FEET WIDE ) A 
DISTANCE OF 101.10 FEET, SUBTENDED BY A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF 
S.3T11'23"E., 100.91 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND 

TRACTS "C", "D" & "E", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 17, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 131, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 
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SC - 7 (PALMER GOLF COURSE) 

TRACTS "D" AND "E", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 75, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGES 8 THROUGH 8C, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACTS "C" AND "D", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 72, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGES 7 THROUGH 7E, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA; LESS THAT PORTION OF TRACT "C" 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGIN AT THE MOST NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF 
LOT 130 OF SAID VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 72; THENCE N26.41'47"E, 223.25 
FEET TO A POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT "C"; SAID POINT ALSO 
BEING A POINT ON A NON-TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY HAVING 
A RADIUS OF 1,758.65 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF 
S65"10'14"E, 114.58 FEET TO WHICH A RADIAL BEARING RUNS S26.41'47"W; THENCE 
ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT "C" FOR THE NEXT SEVEN COURSES; (1) 
THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 03 ° 44'0 1 ", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 114.60 FEET TO A POINT ON A 
NON-TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHWESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 109.00 
FEET AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S30.30'53"E, 19.84 FEET TO 
WHICH A RADIAL BEARING RUNS N54.15'52"E; (2) THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY 
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 10°26'31 ",AN 
ARC DISTANCE OF 19.86 FEET TO THE POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE OF A 
CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 120.00 FEET; (3) 
THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 04.57'03", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 10.37 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE WESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 
75.00 FEET; (4) THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 63.20'57", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 82.92 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
COMPOUND CURVATURE OF ACURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 460.00 FEET; (5) THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 10.53'53", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 87.50 
FEET TO THE POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHEASTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 815.00 FEET; (6) THENCE 
SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 09°25'35", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 134.08 FEET TO THE POINT OF REVERSE 
CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 
160.00 FEET; (7) THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 02.53'54", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 8.09 FEET TO 
THE END OF CURVE AND THE MOST SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 130; 
THENCE DEPARTING BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT "C", N28.58'35"W ALONG THE 
NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 130 A DISTANCE OF 151.11 FEET TO THE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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AND 

TRACTS "J", "K", "L" AND "M", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 105, ACCORDING 
TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 32 THROUGH 32H, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACT "U", LAKE SUMTER LANDING, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS 
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGES 28 THROUGH 28I, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

THAT LAND LYING IN SECTION 23, TOWNSHIP 18 SOUTH, RANGE 23 EAST, SUMTER 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE MOST SOUTHERLY CORNER OF LOT 11 AS SHOWN ON THE 
PLAT OF VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 105 AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, 
PAGES 32 THROUGH 32H, INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, 
FLORIDA, RUN S2T36'36"E, 134.84 FEET; THENCE S62.23'24"W, 85.29 FEET; THENCE 
N89.24'35"W, 117.06 FEET; THENCE N68.24'36"W, 129.00 FEET; THENCE S73.37'02"W, 
122.31 FEET; THENCE S51 .35'19"W, 9.99 FEET; THENCE S4T48'00"E, 62.87 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS 
OF 94.69 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S3T36'18"W, 145.83 
FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 100.42'43", A DISTANCE OF 166.44 FEET; THENCE N49.52'00"W, 
99.24 FEET; THENCE S76.37'32"W, 95.03 FEET; THENCE S49.47'57"W, 178.57 FEET; 
THENCE S7T40'49"W, 258.79 FEET; THENCE N7T50'51"W, 166.85 FEET; THENCE 
S75.15'40"W, 154.57 FEET; THENCE S29.35'38"W, 130.75 FEET; THENCE S45.37'04"W, 
287.35 FEET TO A POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF SAID PLAT OF VILLAGES OF 
SUMTER UNIT NO. 105 AND A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHWESTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 833.00 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING 
AND DISTANCE OF N66.34'51"W, 269.25 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF 
SAID PLAT AND NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 18.36'05", A DISTANCE OF 270.44 FEET; THENCE N31 .24'54"W, 
89.66 FEET; THENCE N82.16'37"W, 38.91 FEET; THENCE NOT44'50"E, 11.02 FEET; 
THENCE S82.15'10"E, 131.02 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 239.00 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING 
AND DISTANCE OF N34. 1 0'43 "E, 218.48 FEET; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG 
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 54.23'45", A DISTANCE 
OF 226.90 FEET; THENCE N03.53'32"E, 145.45 FEET; THENCE N73.34'30"E, 178.27 FEET 
TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHERLY AND HAVING 
A RADIUS OF 325.00 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 02.55'10", A DISTANCE OF 16.56 FEET; THENCE 
N78.29'58"E, 268.03 FEET; THENCE N72.22'07"E, 136.45 FEET; THENCE N73.58'23"E, 
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358.62 FEET; THENCE N79°57'56"E, 599.00 FEET; THENCE S46°49'11 "E, 153.95 FEET TO 
THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

SC - 8 (MALLORY HILL GOLF COURSE) 

TRACT"A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNITN0.107,ACCORDINGTOTHEPLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 22 THROUGH 22D, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACT "B", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 109, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 35, 35A AND 35B, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACTS "B" AND "D", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 115, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGES 4 THROUGH 4E, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

PORTIONS OF SECTIONS 25 AND 36, TOWNSHIP 18 SOUTH, RANGE 23 EAST, 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, LYING OUTSIDE OF VILLAGE COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 6. AS RECORDED ON OR BOOK 1317, PAGE 734, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SAID 
SECTION 25, SAID POINT ALSO BEING THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE 
NORTHEAST 114 OF SAID SECTION 36; THENCE N89°50'17"W, ALONG THE SOUTH 
LINE OF THE SAID SOUTHEAST 1/4, SAID LINE ALSO BEING THE NORTH LINE OF 
THE SAID NORTHEAST 114 A DISTANCE OF 2064.06 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
BEGINNING; SAID POINT ALSO BEING A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE WESTERLY, AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 1470.00 FEET, AND A CHORD 
BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S03°33'57"E, 87.44 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID 
SOUTH LINE RUN SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 03°24'31", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 87.45 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE WESTERLY AND HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 770.28 FEET; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 28°11'00", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 378.89 FEET; 
THENCE S26°19'20"W, 262.37 FEET; THENCE N46°20'16"W, 137.48 FEET; THENCE 
N36°35'52"W, 852.22 FEET; THENCE N00034'23"W, 63.23 FEET; THENCE N11 °22'00"E, 
100.60 FEET; THENCE N4T46'41 "W, 137.94 FEET; THENCE N81 °22'52"W, 282.89 FEET; 
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THENCE N81 '18'34"W, 450.29 FEET; THENCE N74'11'31"W, 534.66 FEET; THENCE 
S58'23'03"W, 162.80 FEET; THENCE S08.34'32"W, 449.02 FEET; THENCE S12.35'40"E, 
165.52 FEET; THENCE N89.40'15"E, 278.65 FEET; THENCE S73.09'26"E, 292.55 FEET; 
THENCE S13'35'40"E, 277.17 FEET; THENCE S11 ·s1'40"W, 219.07 FEET; THENCE 
S7T18'56"W, 596.16 FEET; THENCE S39.10'52"W, 173.95 FEET; THENCE S44.54'30"W, 
15.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 
118 AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGES 12, 12A, 12B AND 12C, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE ALONG THE SAID BOUNDARY 
THE FOLLOWING THIRTEEN COURSES: N45"05'30"W, 401.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS 
OF 940.00 FEET; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 40'12'59", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 659.79 FEET TO 
THE POINT OF COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE EASTERLY AND 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 5070.00 FEET; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF 
SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 19'11'08", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 
1697.71 FEET TO THE POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
WESTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 2060.00 FEET; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG 
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 19'24'11 ",AN ARC 
DISTANCE OF 697.62 FEET; THENCE N05"05'34"W, 207.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE EASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 49.00 
FEET; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 41 '51'47", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 35.80 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY AND HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 131.00 FEET; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 06'27'06", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 14.75 
FEET TO THE POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 94.00 FEET; THENCE 
NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 49'47'24", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 81.69 FEET; THENCE N80'06'31"E, 54.95 
FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY AND 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 750.00 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 21 '25'56", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 280.55 
FEET TO THE POINT OF COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 954.00 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG 
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 04'29'08", AN ARC 
DISTANCE OF 74.69 FEET; THENCE S73'58'25"E, 12.43 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 
310.00 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 05'48'15", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 31.40 FEET; THENCE 
DEPARTING SAID BOUNDARY RUN S05'51'46"E, 970.32 FEET; THENCE S21 '36'01"W, 
358.06 FEET; THENCE S41 '01'17"E, 144.35 FEET; THENCE S73'21'59"E, 205.41 FEET; 
THENCE S7T36'15"E, 404.13 FEET; THENCE S75'02'20"E, 977.95 FEET; THENCE 
S76. 17'16"E, 77.42 FEET; THENCE S81 '01'29"E, 77.49 FEET; THENCE S85'46'12"E, 77.49 
FEET; THENCE N89'29'07"E, 77.49 FEET; THENCE N84'44'25"E, 170.37 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE EASTERLY, AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 
2887.07 FEET, AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S14'58'58"E, 84.58 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL 
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ANGLE OF 01 °40'43", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 84.58 FEET; THENCE Sl5"49'19"E, 431.46 
FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE WESTERLY AND 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 1470.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF 
SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 10°33'07", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 
270.72 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND 

SC- 9 (CANE GARDEN GOLF COURSE) 

TRACT "A" AND "B", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 94, ACCORDING TO THE 
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 7 THROUGH 7B, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

LESS 

A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF TRACT "A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT 
NO. 94, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, 
PAGES 7 THROUGH 7B, INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, 
FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGIN AT THE MOST SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 1 OF SAID VILLAGES OF 
SUMTER UNIT NO. 94, AND THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHERLY, 
OF WHICH THE RADIUS POINT LIES N10°59'04"W, A RADIAL DISTANCE OF 375.00 
FEET; THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF SUNSET RIDGE DRIVE 
OF SAID VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 94 AND WESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF 
SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 41 °56'33", A DISTANCE OF 272.30 
FEET TO THE EASTERLY BOUNDARY OF THOSE LANDS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL 
RECORD BOOK 1344, PAGE 543, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA; 
THENCE DEPARTING SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY RUN ALONG THE 
BOUNDARY OF SAID LANDS FOR THE NEXT THREE COURSES: (1) N40°53'37"E A 
DISTANCE OF 30.01 FEET; (2) THENCE N04°06'23"W A DISTANCE OF 27.36 FEET; (3) 
THENCE N49°06'23"W A DISTANCE OF 25.07 FEET TO THE SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT 
OF WAY OF BAILEY TRAIL OF VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 95, ACCORDING TO 
THE PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 2 THROUGH 2D, 
INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE 
N39.07'14"E ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT "A" AND THE 
SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF BAILEY TRAIL, 206.41 FEET; THENCE 
DEPARTING SAID BOUNDARY OF TRACT "A" AND THE SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF BAILEY TRAIL S44 .59'08"E, 204.28 FEET TO THE NORTHWESTERLY 
BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE ALONG BOUNDARY OF LOT 1 FOR THE NEXT 
TWO COURSES; (1) S46°46'54"W, 41.40 FEET; (2) THENCE S10.59'04"E, 100.95 FEET TO 
THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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AND LESS 

THOSE PORTIONS OF TRACT "A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 94, RECORDED 
IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 7, 7A AND 7B, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, 
FLORIDA, BEING DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGIN AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 
SUNSET RIDGE DRIVE ACCORDING TO SAID PLAT OF VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT 
NO. 94, WITH THE SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF BAILEY TRAIL 
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT OF VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 95, RECORDED IN 
PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 2 THROUGH 2D, INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER 
COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE N39°07'14"E, ALONG SAID SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT OF
WAY LINE OF BAILEY TRAIL, 27.80 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID 
SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE, S49°06'23"E, 25.07 FEET; THENCE 
S04°06'23"E, 27.36 FEET; THENCE S40°53'37"W, 30.01 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC 
OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY, AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 375.00 FEET,
AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N58°12'40"W, 15.30 FEET, SAID POINT 
ALSO BEING A POINT ON AFORESAID NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 
SUNSET RIDGE DRIVE; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE, AND ALONG SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE, THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 02°20'18", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 15.30 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE EASTERLY, AND HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 96°09'44", AND ALONG SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT 
OF WAY LINE OF SUNSET RIDGE DRIVE, AN ARC DISTANCE OF 41.96 FEET TO THE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND LESS 

THOSE PORTIONS OF TRACT "A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 94, RECORDED 
IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 7, 7A AND 7B, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, 
FLORIDA, BEING DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGIN AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 
SUNSET RIDGE DRIVE ACCORDING TO SAID PLAT OF VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT 
NO. 94, WITH THE SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF BAILEY TRAIL 
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT OF VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 95, RECORDED IN 
PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 2 THROUGH 2D, INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER 
COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE S39°07'14"W, ALONG SAID SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT 
OF WAY LINE OF BAILEY TRAIL, 25.44 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID 
SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE, S50°08'56"E, 28.25 FEET; THENCE 
N84°51'04"E, 28.77 FEET; THENCE N39°51'04"E, 33.68 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC 
OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 425.00 FEET,
AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N5T27'30"W, 26.55 FEET, SAID POINT 
ALSO BEING A POINT ON AFORESAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 
SUNSET RIDGE DRIVE; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE, AND ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE, THROUGH A 
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CENTRAL ANGLE OF 03°34'45", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 26.55 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY AND HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 85°12'39", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 37.18 FEET TO 
THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND 

TRACT "A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 97, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 13 THROUGH 13B, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

AND 

TRACT "A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 93A, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGE 36, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER 
COUNTY, FLORIDA; LESS ANY PART OF TRACT "A" DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

LESS A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF TRACT "A", VILLAGES OF SUMTER 
UNIT NO. 93A, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 
7, PAGE 36, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE 
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGIN AT THE MOST SOUTHERLY CORNER OF SAID TRACT "A", THENCE ALONG 
THE SOUTHWESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT "A" FOR THE NEXT THREE 
COURSES; (1) THENCE N50°52'46"W, 337.52 FEET; (2) THENCE S75°25'22"W, 126.40 
FEET; (3) THENCE N24°07'55"W, 167.92 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID 
SOUTHWESTERLY BOUNDARY N65°52'05"E, 29.91 FEET TO A POINT ON A NON
TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 47.67 FEET 
AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S68°31'29"E, 70.32 FEET TO WHICH A 
RADIAL BEARING RUNS S68°59'59"W; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF 
SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 95°02'54", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 
79.08 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE N63°57'05"E, 29.76 FEET; THENCE 
S26°02'55"E, 6.00 FEET; THENCE N63°57'05"E, 90.47 FEET; THENCE S82°58'21 "E, 98.11 
FEET TO A POINT ON A NON-TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE EASTERLY HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 835.94 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N08°29'43"E, 
148.05 FEET TO WHICH A RADIAL BEARING RUNS N86°35'06"W; THENCE 
NORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 
10°09'38", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 148.24 FEET TO A POINT ON A NON-TANGENT 
CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHWESTERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 917.00 FEET AND A 
CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S63°15'44"E, 406.92 FEET TO WHICH A RADIAL 
BEARING RUNS N13°55'07"E; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 25°38'18", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 410.33 
FEET TO THE POINT OF COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHWESTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 33.00 FEET; THENCE 
SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE 
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OF 39°04'56", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 22.51 FEET TO THE SOUTHEASTERLY 
BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT ''A" AND THE NORTHWESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
BAILEY TRAIL, VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 95, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 2 THROUGH 2D, INCLUSIVE, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE S39°07'14"W ALONG 
SAID SOUTHEASTERLY BOUNDARY OF TRACT "A" AND THE NORTHWESTERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF BAILEY TRAIL, 387.56 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND 

PORTIONS OF SECTIONS 27, 28,33 AND 34, TOWNSHIP 18 SOUTH, RANGE 23 EAST, 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA NOT LYING WITHIN VILLAGE COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO . 8, AS ESTABLISHED IN SUMTER COUNTY 
ORDINANCE NO. 04-36. 

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SAID 
SECTION 27; THENCE S89°38'53"E, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THE SAID 
SOUTHWEST 1/4 A DISTANCE OF 1072.95 FEET TO A POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF 
VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO.8 AS ESTABLISHED IN 
SUMTER COUNTY ORDINANCE 04-36, SAID POINT ALSO BEING THE POINT OF 
BEGINNING; THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTH LINE RUN ALONG THE BOUNDAR
OF SAID VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8 THE FOLLOWING 
TWO COURSES: SOOOOO'OO"E, 361.17 FEET; THENCE S35°57'01"W, 128.50 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY, AND HAVING A RADIUS 
OF 5460.00 FEET, AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N83°36'21 "E, 33.06 
FEET; THENCE DEPARTING BOUNDARY OF SAID VILLAGE COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO.8 RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 00°20'49", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 33.06 FEET; 
THENCE N83°46'45"E, 757.37 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE SOUTHERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 12030.00 FEET; THENCE 
EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 
01 °00'13", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 210.72 FEET; THENCE N84°46'58"E, 250.18 FEET TO A
POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF THE PLAT OF VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 100 
AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 20 AND 20A, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER
COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARIES OF SAID VILLAGES OF 
SUMTER UNIT NO. 100, VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 93A REPLAT AS 
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGE 36, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, 
FLORIDA, VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 93 AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, 
PAGES 5 AND SA, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, AND 
VILLAGES OF SUMTER UNIT NO. 92 AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 7, PAGES 11, llA
liB AND llC, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, THE FOLLOWING 
EIGHTEEN COURSES: N3T34'49"W, 182.56 FEET; THENCE N29°20'43"E, 686.74 FEET; 
THENCE NOI 

0

35'29"E, 184.73 FEET; THENCE N06°23'31 "E, 322.60 FEET; THENCE 
N30°22'29"E, 250.97 FEET; THENCE N42°28'57"E, 448.05 FEET; THENCE N28°44'50"E, 
194.28 FEET; THENCE N24°07'55"W, 192.06 FEET; THENCE N12°34'25"E, 116.70 FEET; 
THENCE N1 T08'43"E, 340.50 FEET; THENCE N54°52'20"W, 77.55 FEET; THENCE 
N49°29'28"W, 77.55 FEET; THENCE N44°06'35"W, 77.55 FEET; THENCE N39°33'21"W, 

Y 

 

 

, 
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77.61 FEET; THENCE N31 °55'58"W, 143.91 FEET; THENCE N38°16'36"W, 922.60 FEET; 
THENCE NOOOOO'OO"E, 66.65 FEET; THENCE N2T27'58"W, 1700 FEET. MORE OR LESS, 
TO THE WATERS OF LAKE MIONA, SAID POINT BEING DESIGNATED AS POINT "A". 

RETURN TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTH LINE 
RUN ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF THE AFOREDESCRIBED VILLAGE COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO.8 THE FOLLOWING THIRTY-EIGHT COURSES: 
NOOOOO'OO"E, 21.79 FEET; THENCE N8T48'34"E, 568.47 FEET; THENCE N60°42'03"E, 
111.90 FEET; THENCE N31 °26'11 "E, 111.19 FEET; THENCE NOT04'42"E, 87.10 FEET; 
THENCE N05°12'27"E, 581.18 FEET; THENCE N24°01'20"E, 564.44 FEET; THENCE 
N32"39'58"E, 562.99 FEET; THENCE N14°49'35"E, 74.65 FEET; THENCE N11 "43'20"W, 
95.43 FEET; THENCE N20°56'05"W, 237.65 FEET; THENCE N34°48'37"W, 644.17 FEET; 
THENCE S83°07'11 "W, 178.87 FEET; THENCE S65°13'16"W, 616.99 FEET; THENCE 
S76°24'17"W, 444.80 FEET; THENCE N65"12'50"W, 338.19 FEET; THENCE N83°55'01"W, 
197.28 FEET; THENCE N74°24'08"W, 184.66 FEET; THENCE N68°23'03"W, 286.17 FEET; 
THENCE S81 °18'19"W, 257.28 FEET; THENCE S78°14'18"W, 151.77 FEET; THENCE 
S78°21'41 "W, 67.38 FEET; THENCE S79°08'14"W, 68.31 FEET; THENCE S81 °28'58"W, 
22.81 FEET; THENCE S89°06'11"W, 41.00 FEET; THENCE N56°38'45"W, 87.44 FEET; 
THENCE N08°10'27"W, 100.11 FEET; THENCE NOT21'46"W, 211.46 FEET; THENCE 
N41 °20'44"W, 64.94 FEET; THENCE N48"39'16"E, 5.54 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE WESTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 135.00 
FEET; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 89°04'47", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 209.89 FEET; THENCE 
N40°25'31 "W, 139.46 FEET; THENCE N49°34'29"E, 125.43 FEET; THENCE N25°53'37"W, 
94.61 FEET; THENCE N03"49'11 "W, 106.00 FEET; THENCE N09°27'04"E, 108.91 FEET; 
THENCE N03 ° 49'11 "W, 174.65 FEET; THENCE N51 °35'04"W, 156.88 FEET; THENCE 
DEPARTING THE BOUNDARY OF SAID DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, CONTINUE 
N51 °35'04"W, 75.00 FEET; THENCE N10°00'00"E TO THE WATERS OF LAKE MIONA; 
THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE WATERS OF LAKE MIONA TO THE 
AFOREDESCIBED POINT "A", TO CLOSE. 

AND 

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE NORTHWEST 114 OF SAID 
SECTION 34; THENCE S00025'46"W, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF THE SAID 
NORTHWEST 1/4 A DISTANCE OF 747.09 FEET TO A POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF 
THE AFOREDESCRIBED VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SAID POINT ALSO BEING THE POINT OF BEGINNING; SAID POINT ALSO BEING A 
POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY, AND HAVING A RADIUS 
OF 5400.00 FEET, AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N7T56'43"E, 1032.71 
FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID WEST LINE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE 
BOUNDARY OF SAID VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO.8 AND 
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 10°58'27", AN 
ARC DISTANCE OF 1034.29 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID BOUNDARY 
CONTINUE EASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 
00°20'49", A DISTANCE OF 32.70 FEET; THENCE N83°46'45"E, 197.04 FEET TO THE 
POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHWESTERLY AND HAVING A 
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RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90.00'00", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 39.27 
FEET; THENCE S06.13'15"E, 48.54 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE WESTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 752.76 FEET; THENCE 
SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 
21 °19'31", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 280.17 FEET TO A POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF 
SAID VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8; THENCE ALONG 
SAID BOUNDARY THE FOLLOWING TWENTY-TWO COURSES: S84°55'57"W, 719.73 
FEET; THENCE S22°54'44"W, 69.09 FEET; THENCE S58°12'52"W, 34.63 FEET; THENCE 
N86°26'01"W, 409.96 FEET; THENCE S00023'25"W, 1062.03 FEET; THENCE S39°58'45"E, 

0 0107.73 FEET; THENCE Sll 23'44"E, 38.08 FEET; THENCE SOl 06'08"E, 268.39 FEET; 
THENCE S42.58'08"E, 147.47 FEET; THENCE N86.33'16"E, 309.56 FEET; THENCE 
N4T00'04"E, 777.59 FEET; THENCE N41 °50'04"W, 31.63 FEET; THENCE N18°40'32"W, 
96.89 FEET; THENCE N04°19'06"W, 65.92 FEET; THENCE N03°39'15"E, 58.41 FEET; 
THENCE N23°36'12"E, 64.08 FEET; THENCE N35°40'22"E, 66.66 FEET; THENCE 
N49°19'08"E, 81.82 FEET; THENCE N61 °15'30"E, 70.63 FEET; THENCE N00'25'19"E, 
571.27 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY, 
AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 150.00 FEET, AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE 
OF N26°14'40"E, 26.02 FEET; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID 
CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 09°57'10", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 26.06 
FEET TO THE POINT OF COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
WESTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 802.76 FEET; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG 
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 06°09'49", AN ARC 
DISTANCE OF 86.36 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING BOUNDARY OF SAID VILLAGE 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8 CONTINUE NORTHERLY ALONG 
SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 21 °19'31", A DISTANCE OF 298.78 
FEET; THENCE N06°13'15"W, 48.54 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A 
CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90'00'00", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 39.27 FEET; THENCE 
N83°46'45"E, 251.03 FEET TO A POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF SAID VILLAGE 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, SAID POINT ALSO BEING A POINT 
ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE EASTERLY, AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 335.00
FEET, AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S20°42'43"E, 140.47 FEET; 
THENCE ALONG THE SAID BOUNDARY THE FOLLOWING TEN COURSES: 
SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 
24.12'13", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 141.51 FEET; THENCE S32.48'49"E, 86.34 FEET TO 
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE WESTERLY AND HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 256.56 FEET; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 32.06'04", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 143.74 FEET; 
THENCE S00042'45"E, 89.65 FEET; THENCE S21 °35'06"W, 151.52 FEET; THENCE 
S19°12'16"W, 204.84 FEET; THENCE S05°57'20"W, 303.98 FEET; THENCE S09°47'14"E, 
379.51 FEET; THENCE S42°32'55"W, 1023.87 FEET; THENCE S01"21'23"W, 316.82 FEET; 
THENCE DEPARTING BOUNDARY OF SAID VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT NO.8 RUN S63°04'09"W, 27.38 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A 
CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 5.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
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CENTRAL ANGLE OF 50°49'45", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 4.44 FEET; THENCE 
S12°14'23"W, 86.79 FEET; THENCE S56°17'58"W, 19.54 FEET; THENCE S66°42'05"W, 
109.44 FEET; THENCE S63°48'22"W, 66.32 FEET; THENCE S66°46'19"W, 198.26 FEET; 
THENCE S66°09'27"W, 145.49 FEET TO A POINT ON THE BOUNDARY OF SAID 
VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8; THENCE ALONG SAID 
BOUNDARY THE FOLLOWING TWENTY-FOUR COURSES: N08°10'54"E, 52.56 FEET; 
THENCE N42° 18'37"W, 903.18 FEET; THENCE N02°06'27"E, 158.35 FEET; THENCE 
N08°47'59"E, 83.67 FEET; THENCE N03°54'25"W, 94.10 FEET; THENCE N26°35'45"W, 
78.40 FEET; THENCE N59°15'59"W, 39.77 FEET; THENCE N86°26'43"W, 39.66 FEET; 
THENCE S73°29'58"W, 57.61 FEET; THENCE S85°51'15"W, 31.07 FEET; THENCE 
N65°01'45"W, 52.39 FEET; THENCE N35°49'40"W, 27.59 FEET; THENCE N01 °03'55"W, 
27.83 FEET; THENCE N08°19'56"E, 30.85 FEET; THENCE N16°01'55"E, 40.45 FEET; 
THENCE N01 °59'49"E, 68.44 FEET; THENCE N10°42'42"E, 55.19 FEET; THENCE 
N44.53'52"E, 46.75 FEET; THENCE N65°56'37"E, 43.37 FEET; THENCE N84.53'37"E, 87.65 
FEET; THENCE N00.07'30"W, 461.27 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A 
CURVE CONCAVE WESTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 1650.00 FEET; THENCE 
NORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 
11 °33'51 ",AN ARC DISTANCE OF 333.02 FEET; THENCE N11 °41'21 "W, 195.28 FEET TO 
A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY, AND HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 5400.00 FEET, AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N70°34'17"E, 
355.59 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 03°46'25", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 355.65 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 

AND 

SC - 10 (MARKET SQUARE DOWNTOWN) 
TRACTS B, C, D, D-1, F, I, J-1, K AND L, LAKE SUMTER LANDING, ACCORDING TO 
THE PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGES 28 THROUGH 28-I, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, LESS THE FOLLOWING 
DESCRIBED PARCELS: 

THAT PORTION OF TRACT D AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT OF LAKE SUMTER LANDING
AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGES 28 THROUGH 28-I, INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGIN AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID TRACT D THENCE RUN N02°16'14"W, 
ALONG THE WESTERLY BOUNDARY THEREOF A DISTANCE OF 299.62 FEET TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF TRACT D-2 AS RECORDED IN SAID PLAT OF LAKE 
SUMTER LANDING; THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT D-2 THE 
FOLLOWING TWO COURSES, N8T43'46"E, 44.59 FEET; THENCE N03°55'07"W, 45.74 
FEET; THENCE DEPARTING THE BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT D-2, N86°04'53"E, 44.09 
FEET; THENCE N44°48'44"E, 17.86 FEET; THENCE N05°56'27"W, 21.99 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 
820.22 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S86°10'44"E, 253.75 FEET; 
THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 1 T47'48", A DISTANCE OF 254.77 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF A 
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CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 717.61 FEET AND A CHORD 
BEARING AND DISTANCE OF S75 ° 17'41 "E, 44.12 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG 
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 03°31'23", A DISTANCE 
OF 44.12 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY, 
HAVING A RADIUS OF 1,016.63 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING AND DISTANCE OF 
S70°22'59"E, 126.10 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF OT06'40", A DISTANCE OF 126.18 FEET; THENCE 
S20°15'09"W, 160.98 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY OF 
LAKE SHORE DRIVE AND A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
SOUTHERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 1,034.97 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING AND 
DISTANCE OF N72°53'55"W, 80.63 FEET; THENCE ALONG SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY THE 
FOLLOWING THREE COURSES, WESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 04°27'54", A DISTANCE OF 80.65 FEET TO THE 
POINT OF COMPOUND CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY 
AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 80.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE 
ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 92°56'28", A DISTANCE OF 
129.77 FEET; THENCE S11 °55'39"W, 130.36 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHT -OF-WAY OF OLD MILL RUN AND A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE SOUTHERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 1,198.50 FEET AND A CHORD 
BEARING AND DISTANCE OF N89°34'55"W, 239.96 FEET; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG 
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 11 °29'28", A DISTANCE 
OF 240.37 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

ALSO, LESS THAT PORTION OF TRACT I AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT OF LAKE 
SUMTER LANDING AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGES 28 THROUGH 28I, 
INCLUSIVE, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE MOST WESTERLY CORNER OF TRACT Z AS SHOWN ON SAID 
PLAT OF LAKE SUMTER LANDING, RUN ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT Z 
THE FOLLOWING COURSES, N21 °40'50"E, 107.17 FEET; THENCE S68°19'10"E, 4.15 
FEET; THENCE N21 °34'04"E, 85.91 FEET; THENCE S48°09'03"E, 6.62 FEET; THENCE 
N41 °50'57"E, 10.07 FEET; THENCE N48°09'03"W, 10.34 FEET; THENCE N21 °34'04"E, 
74.02 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF TRACT Z; THENCE DEPARTING THE 
BOUNDARY OF SAID TRACT Z, N68°19'10"W, 76.48 FEET TO THE POINT OF 
CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF
11.33 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°00'00", A DISTANCE OF 17.80 FEET; THENCE 
S21 °40'50"W, 209.56 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 440.00 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING 
AND DISTANCE OF S53°50'14"E, 36.54 FEET; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE 
ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 04°45'34", A DISTANCE OF 
36.55 FEET TO THE POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
WESTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 5.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG 
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 7T53'51 ",A DISTANCE 
OF 6.80 FEET; THENCE S21 °40'50"W, 22.70 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A 
CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 12.00 FEET; 
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THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 82.52'50", A DISTANCE OF 17.36 FEET TO A POINT ON THE 
NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY OF OLD CAMP ROAD AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT 
OF SAID LAKE SUMTER LANDING AND THE CUSP OF A CURVE CONCAVE 
NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 480.00 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING 
AND DISTANCE OF S59.38'37"E, 53.65 FEET; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG 
SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY AND THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 06°24'28", A DISTANCE OF 53.68 FEET TO THE POINT OF COMPOUND 
CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY AND HAVING A RADIUS 
OF 1,083.61 FEET; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 00.06'50", A DISTANCE OF 2.15 FEET TO THE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND 

SC -11 (FURNITURE WAREHOUSE AT SHAMROCK) 
A PORTION OF SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 18 SOUTH, RANGE 23 
EAST, SAID LANDS SITUATE, LYING AND BEING IN SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SAID 
SECTION 32; THENCE SOUTH 00.30'55" WEST ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THE 
SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 32, A DISTANCE OF 1334.97 FEET; THENCE 
NORTH 89.29'05" WEST 70.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE SOUTH 
00.30'55" WEST 732.38 FEET; THENCE NORTH 89.36'56" WEST 419.00 FEET; THENCE 
NORTH 00.30'03" EAST 674.05 FEET TO A POINT ON A 60.00 FOOT RADIUS CURVE 
CONCAVE TO THE NORTHWEST; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE 
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 99°13'21" AN ARC DISTANCE OF 103.91 FEET TO A 
POINT OF NON-TANGENCY; THENCE SOUTH 89.29'57" EAST 349.52 FEET TO THE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 

AND 

SC - 12 (GOLF MAINTENANCE) 
TRACT "G", VILLAGES OF SUMTER, UNIT NO. 10, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 118, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA. 



 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO.: 2020-CA-000095 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
v. 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY,  
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8,  
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
 
 Defendants. 
____________________________________________/ 
 

DEFENDANT, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB’S NOTICE OF SERVICE OF FIRST SET OF 

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFFS 
 

TO: The Clerk of the above-styled Court: 
 

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Interrogatories numbering 1 through 13 were 

propounded to Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO c/o John L. Mulvhill, Esq., Corless 

Barfield Trial Group, service@corlessbarfield.com, jmulvihill@corlessbarfield.com (Attorney for 

Plaintiff); this 9th   day of April 2020. 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished via the 
Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on April 9, 2020 to:  John L. Mulvhill, Esq., Corless Barfield Trial Group, 
service@corlessbarfield.com, jmulvihill@corlessbarfield.com (Attorney for Plaintiff). 
 
      /s/ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE  
      ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE    
      Florida Bar No.:  0957216  
      bob.vilece@zurichna.com  
      Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 
      495 North Keller Road, Suite 220 
      Maitland, Florida  32751 

usz.slorl@zurichna.com  
      Telephone:  407-659-0700 

Attorneys for Defendant Villages Operating  
and Villages/Cane Garden 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENTS AND DEFINITIONS 
 
 In answering the Interrogatories to follow, the Plaintiffs shall interpret certain words or terms 
used in the Interrogatory questions to comply with the instructional definitions set forth below: 
 

1. The words "you" and "yours" shall mean the Plaintiffs, individually, and all other 
persons acting or purporting to act on the Plaintiffs behalf for any purpose whatsoever, 
including legal counsel and any persons retained or expected to act to further Plaintiffs 
interests in the pending litigation. 

 
2. These interrogatories shall be deemed continuing in character and nature to the full 

extent provided by the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure. 
 

3. If a person, fact, oral communication, or document is mentioned or referred to in 
response to more than one of these interrogatories, the Plaintiffs need not completely 
identify him, her, or it in every such instance, provided that the Plaitiffs supplies a 
complete identification in one such instance and in all other such instances makes 
specific reference to the place, by page and paragraph, in the answers to these 
interrogatories where he, she, or it is fully identified. 

 
4. As used herein, the singular shall be deemed to include the plural and vice versa; the 

masculine shall be deemed to include the feminine and vice versa; the disjunctive 
("or") shall be deemed to include the conjunctive ("and") and vice versa; and each of 
the functional words "each", "every", "any" and "all" shall be deemed to include each 
of the other functional words. 

 
5. Interrogatories which cannot be answered in full shall be answered as completely as 

possible, and incomplete answers shall specify the reasons for the incompleteness, as 
well as stating whatever knowledge, information or belief you possess with regard to 
each unanswered or partially answered interrogatory. 

 
6. As used herein, "persons" shall refer to and shall include, without limitation and in the 

singular as well as in the plural, natural persons, partnerships, corporations, firms, joint 
ventures, groups, associations, and all other organizations, unless the context 
specifically indicates otherwise. 

 
7. The word "identify" shall mean to provide factual information, according to the 

content in which the word is used in an Interrogatory, as follows: 
 
  a. When referring to a person to be identified, you shall include the name of the 

person, the person's employer, position or title in employment, and present or 
last known business or home address for the person. 

 



b. When referring to a document or tangible thing, you shall disclose the type of 
document or tangible thing, its author or maker, the date it was authored or 
created, and the person presently having custody of the item. 

 
 c. When used with respect to an express warranty, whether oral or written, you 

shall disclose the nature of the warranty, whether written or oral, in the case 
of an oral warranty the name of the person making the oral warranty and the 
exact language used, or in the case of a written warranty the title of the 
warranty or other written warranty or other description sufficient to identify 
the source of the representation contended to by an express warranty. 

 
d. When used other than for purposes specifically defined above, you should 

disclose sufficient information to enable Defendants to obtain access to 
individuals or records relating to the subject of the Interrogatory through a 
subpoena incorporating the information provided in the answer. 

 
8. As used herein, "documents" or "writing" or "writings" shall refer to and shall include, 

without limitation and in the singular as well as in the plural, all memoranda (including 
written memoranda of telephone conversations, other oral communications, 
discussions, agreements, acts, and activities), letters, postcards, telegrams, intra-office 
and interoffice communications correspondence, handwritten or typewritten notes, 
pamphlets, diaries, records of every kind, agreements, books, letters, reports, catalogs, 
price lists, financial statements, books of account, journals, ledgers, purchase orders, 
invoices, indices, data processing cards, other data processing materials, data sheets, 
tapes, photographs, photostats, microfilm, maps (whether prepared by the Plaintiffs 
for his own use or for transmittal), directives, bulletins, circulars, notices, messages, 
reports, tabulations, notes, instructions, requests, canceled checks, calendars, desk 
pads, appointment books, scrapbooks, notebooks, specifications, drawings, diagrams, 
sketches, and writings, of every kind and character, including preliminary drafts and 
other copies of the foregoing, however produced or reproduced. 

 
9. The phrase "identify each fact ..." shall require disclosure of each act, occurrence, 

transaction, omission or failure to act, statement, face to face conversation, or 
telephone conversation between person(s) as herein defined, which relates to the 
question put by the Interrogatory. 

 
10. The words "immediate family" shall be construed to include you, your brothers, 

sisters, parents or children, or your spouse, spouse's brothers, sisters, parents or 
children, if any. 

 
11. Where any privilege, qualified or absolute, is claimed by Plaintiffs with respect to the 

existence and/or the substance of any document and/or oral communication, the 
Plaintiffs shall state in detail the nature of the privilege claimed and shall identify the 
person or persons associated with the privileged document or oral communication as 
to which privilege is claimed. 

  



INTERROGATORIES RELATING TO PROPERTY DAMAGE 
 

1. What is the name and address of the person answering these interrogatories, and, if 
applicable, the person's official position or relationship with the party to whom the 
interrogatories are directed? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
2. Describe in detail how the incident described in the complaint happened, including all 

actions taken by you to prevent the incident. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. Describe in detail each act or omission on the part of any party to this lawsuit hat you 

contend constituted negligence that was a contributing legal cause of the incident in 
question. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



4. List each item of expense or damage, other than loss of income or earning capacity, that 
you claim to have incurred as a result of the incident described in the complaint, giving 
for each item the date incurred, the name and business address to whom each was paid or 
is owed, and the goods or services for which each was incurred. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5. Do you contend that you have lost any income, benefits, or earning capacity in the past or 

future as a result of the incident described in the complaint?  If so, state the nature of the 
income, benefits, or earning capacity, and the amount and the method that you used in 
computing the amount. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6. Has anything been paid or is anything payable from any third party for the damages listed 

in your answers to these interrogatories?  If so, state the amounts paid or payable, the 
name and business address of the person or entity who paid or owes said amounts, and 
which of those third parties have or claim a right of subrogation. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
  



7. List the names and addresses of all persons who are believed or known by you, your 
agents or attorneys to have any knowledge concerning any of the issues in this lawsuit; 
and specify the subject matter about which the witness has knowledge. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

8. Have you heard or do you know about any statement or remark made by or on behalf of 
any party to this lawsuit, other than yourself, concerning any issue in this lawsuit?  If so, 
state the name and address of each person who made the statement or statements, the 
name and address of each person who heard it, and the date, time, place and substance of 
each statement. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9. State the name and address of every person known to you, your agents, or attorneys, who 

has knowledge about, or possession, custody or control of any model, plat, map, drawing, 
motion picture, video tape, or photograph pertaining to any fact or issue involved in this 
controversy;  and describe as to each, what such person has, the name and address of the 
person who took or prepared it, and the date it was taken or prepared. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10. Do you intend to call any expert witnesses at the trial of this case?  If so, state as to each 
such witness the name and business address of the witness, the witness's qualifications as 



an expert, the subject matter upon which the witness is expected to testify, the substance 
of the facts and opinions to which the witness is expected to testify, and a summary of the 
grounds for each opinion. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
11. If you are claiming damages to real or personal property, please set forth the date of 

original purchase of each item of property, the name and address of the person/entity 
from whom the property was purchased, original purchase price for each item, and any 
amounts paid to replace or repair each item (including the name and address of the 
person/entity from whom you purchased the replacement or who performed the repair), 
and the claim number and identity and address of any insurance company to who you 
have submitted a claim for damages. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
12. If you are claiming loss of use of any real or personal property, please set forth the 

amount(s) being claimed (including a detailed description of how the loss of use was 
calculated), and what period of time you were deprived of the use of the property. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



12. List the names, business addresses, and dates of employment and rates of pay 
regarding all employers, including self-employment, for which you have worked 
in the past ten years. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

13. Please identify any and all alterations made to the real property after the initial 
construction of the subject residential home and identify the contractors who 
built/installed the alteration. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



I HAVE READ THE FOREGOING ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES, AND THEY ARE 
TRUE AND CORRECT. 
 
 

     
 ______________________________________ 

     JOHNNY R. SUSKO 
 
STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF __________________ 
 
The foregoing instrument was personally acknowledged before me this _________ day of 

______________________, who is known to me or who has produced 

_____________________________ identification and who did/did not take an oath. 

 
 

_____________________________________ 
(Signature of person taking acknowledgment) 
 
______________________________________ 
(Print, Type, or Stamped Commissioned 
Name of Notary Public) 
 
Commission Number: 
Commission Expires: 
  



 
I HAVE READ THE FOREGOING ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES, AND THEY ARE 
TRUE AND CORRECT. 
 
 

     
 ______________________________________ 

     ROBIN A. SUSKO 
 
STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF __________________ 
 
The foregoing instrument was personally acknowledged before me this _________ day of 

______________________, who is known to me or who has produced 

_____________________________ identification and who did/did not take an oath. 

 

 
_____________________________________ 
(Signature of person taking acknowledgment) 
 
______________________________________ 
(Print, Type, or Stamped Commissioned 
Name of Notary Public) 
 
Commission Number: 
Commission Expires: 
 
 



 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO.: 2020-CA-000095 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY,  
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8,  
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
 
 Defendants. 
____________________________________________/ 
 

FIRST REQUEST TO PRODUCE TO PLAINTIFFS 
 

COMES NOW the Defendant, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE 

GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, by and through the undersigned counsel, pursuant to Rule 1.350 of 

the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure and requests that Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN 

A. SUSKO, produce the following listed documents, computer diskettes, and data at the Law 

Offices of Peter J. Delahunty, 495 North Keller Road, Ste 220, Maitland, FL 32751, within thirty 

(30) days of the date of service hereof, or at such other place as may be agreed by Counsel. 

Defendant hereby requests the responding party to notify the office of the undersigned of 

the costs to duplicate the records, prior to the actual copying of the documents. 

DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS 
 

A. To the extent permitted by the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, each of these 

requests for production is deemed to be continuing; the Defendant make demand upon the 
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Plaintiffs that if, at any later date, the Plaintiffs obtains any additional facts or makes any 

assumptions or reaches any conclusions, opinions or contentions that are different from those set 

forth in the answers to these requests for production, the Plaintiffs should amend such requests 

properly and sufficiently prior to trial to fully set forth such additional facts, assumptions, 

contentions, opinions and/or conclusions. 

B. When knowledge or information in possession of the Plaintiffs is requested, such 

request includes the knowledge of all officers, employees, agents, representatives and attorneys of 

the Plaintiffs.  Unless it otherwise appears from the context, a request for the identity of a particular 

person relates to all persons in such classification or category. 

C.        The documents produced for inspection shall be produced as they are kept in the 

usual course of business or shall be organized and labeled to correspond with the paragraphs set 

below. 

D. “You,” “your” and “Plaintiffs” refers to the JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. 

SUSKO, to whom and which these requests are directed.  Information sought in these requests 

from you shall include information within the knowledge or possession of your officers, agents, 

employees, attorneys, investigators (including investigators for your attorneys), and any other 

person or entity directly or indirectly subject to your control. 

E. “Communication” means and includes any oral or written exchange of words, 

thoughts or ideas to another person(s), whether person to person, in a group, by telephone, by 

letter, by facsimile or by any other process, electric, electronic or otherwise.  All such 

communications in writing shall include, without limitation, printed, typed, handwritten or other 

readable documents, correspondence, memos, reports, contracts, both initial or subsequent, diaries, 

log books, minutes, notes, studies, surveys and forecasts. 



F. “Document” means any written, recorded or graphic matter, however produced or 

reproduced, and whether or not now in existence, including but not limited to, correspondence, 

telegrams, notes or sound recordings of any type of personal or telephone conversations, or of 

meetings or conferences, minutes of meetings, memoranda, interoffice communications, studies, 

analyses, reports, results of investigations, reviews, contracts, agreements, working papers, 

statistical records, ledgers, books of account, vouchers, bank checks, invoices, receipts, computer 

data, stenographer’s notebooks, desk calendars, appointment books, diaries, audio or video 

recordings, or paper similar to any of the foregoing, however denominated.  It includes all matter 

that related or refers in whole or in part to the subjects referred to in any request.  If a document 

has been prepared in several copies, or additional copies have been made, and the copies are not 

identical, each nonidentical copy is a separate “document.” 

G. “Contract” and “agreement” mean and include any contract, agreement or 

understanding and all amendments thereto. 

H. Words shall be construed either in the singular or plural form. 

I. If you cannot answer any portion of any of the following requests for documents in 

full, after exercising due diligence to secure the information to do so, so state, and answer to the 

extent possible, specifying your inability to answer the remainder, and stating whatever 

information or knowledge you have concerning the unanswered portions. 

J. If you claim privilege as to any document requested or as to any communication as 

to which information is requested, specify the privilege claimed, the document, communication 

and/or answer to which that claim is made, the topic discussed in the communication or documents; 

and specify the entire basis on which you assert the claim. 



L. In these requests, “Plaintiffs” means JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, 

“Complaint” means the complaint in this case. 

PROPERTY DAMAGE REQUEST TO PRODUCE TO PLAINTIFFS 

1. All photographs, drawings, maps, video tapes, motion pictures, or other visual 
representations relating to the accident scene, injuries, damages or any other issue in this 
suit both before and after the subject incident. 

 
2. All statements taken of any party to this suit which relate in any way to the incident 

described in the complaint. 
 
 
3. All statements taken of any non-party witness which relate in any way to the incident 

described in the complaint. 
 
4. All bills, receipts, statements or other documents evidencing all damages and expenses 

incurred in connection with the incident described in the complaint. 
 
 
5. Any and all correspondence, memoranda, notes, or other written communications between 

any parties and any non-parties to this suit, relating to the incident described in the 
complaint. 

 
6. Any and all reports of, and written communications with, experts expected to testify at trial 

of this cause. 
 
7. Any and all curriculum vitaes for experts expected to testify at trial of this cause. 
 
8. Any and all police reports, accident reports, or other reports prepared by any law 

enforcement or other investigative agencies, relating to the incident described in the 
complaint. 

 
9. Any and all other incident reports relating to the incident described in the complaint. 
 
10. Any and all contracts, agreements, evidence of payments, and other correspondence 

between any of the parties to this suit, relating to this incident. 
 
 
11. Any and all bills of sale, payment slips, or other documents evidencing the original dates 

and amounts of purchase for all items claimed to have been damaged in the incident which 
is the subject of the complaint.   

 



12. Any and all bills of sale, payment slips, or other documents evidencing the dates and 
amounts of purchase for all replacement items for items claimed to have been damaged in 
the incident which is the subject of the complaint.   
 

13. Any and all correspondence with any first party insurance carrier for the subject property. 
 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished via 
the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on April 9, 2020 to:  John L. Mulvhill, Esq., Corless Barfield 
Trial Group, service@corlessbarfield.com, jmulvihill@corlessbarfield.com (Attorney for 
Plaintiff). 
 
      /s/ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE  
      ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE    
      Florida Bar No.:  0957216  
      bob.vilece@zurichna.com  
      Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 
      495 North Keller Road, Suite 220 
      Maitland, Florida  32751 

usz.slorl@zurichna.com  
      Telephone:  407-659-0700 

Attorneys for Defendant Villages Operating  
and Villages/Cane Garden 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DIVISION 
 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and 
ROBIN A. SUSKO 

Plaintiffs,    CASE NUMBER: 2020-CA-000095 
       
vs. 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8,  
SUMTER COUNTY, and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, 

Defendants. 
___________________________________/ 
 

PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT, SUMTER COUNTY’S, MOTION TO 
DISMISS 

 
COME NOW Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, by and through the 

undersigned counsel, who hereby file Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendant, Sumter County’s, Motion 

to Dismiss and state as follows: 

 Plaintiffs stated valid causes of action against Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY.  “A 

motion to dismiss is not a substitute for a motion for summary judgment.”  Al-Hakim v. Holder, 

787 So. 2d 939, 941 (Fla. 2d DCA 2001).  “When considering a motion to dismiss, the trial court 

is limited to consideration of allegations contained within the four corners of the complaint.  The 

motion does not provide authority to the trial court to look beyond the complaint to consider 

sufficiency of the evidence which either party is likely to produce.” Id at 941-942.  “Dismissal 

with prejudice is a severe sanction and … should only be granted when the pleader has failed to 

state a cause of action and it conclusively appears that there is no possible way to amend the 

complaint in order to state a cause of action…” Id.  In the Al-Hakim case, the Court stated, “Al-
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Hakim should have been given the opportunity to amend his petition to cure the deficiencies.”  

Id. 

Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, requests the Court to enter an Order dismissing them 

from Plaintiff’s Complaint, because “Contrary to Plaintiffs’ assertion that Sumter County 

“owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the Golf Course located at or near Plaintiffs’ 

property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida,” a simple public 

records search shows that the entirety of The Villages and the golf course in question is located 

on private property owned by The Villages Operating Company.”   Defendant, SUMTER 

COUNTY, further states, “As Sumter County does not contain an ownership interest in the 

property in question, nor does it control or operate the golf course or overflow piping in question, 

it owes no duty to Plaintiffs and cannot breach a duty it does not owe. Therefore, Sumter County 

cannot be held accountable for any damages Plaintiffs allegedly sustained.”  These are factual 

assertions that are more appropriate for a Motion for Summary Judgement.  “When there are 

factual issues in dispute, an issue should not be resolved with a motion to dismiss.” Leon County 

v. Stephen S. Dobson, III, P.A., 917 So. 2d 278, 280 (Fla. 1st DCA 2005) (citing Mancher v. 

Seminole Tribe, 708 So. 2d 327 (Fla. 4th DCA 1998)). The Court may not speculate as to 

whether the allegations will ultimately be proven. Cyn-Colo., Inc. v. Lancto, 677 So. 2d 78, 79 

(Fla. 2d DCA 1996). A motion to dismiss containing arguments that fail to attack the sufficiency 

of the allegations, but instead contest the merits of the claims is improper. Consuegra v. Lloyd's 

Underwriters at London, 801 So. 2d 111, 112 (Fla. 2d DCA 2001).  

The Plaintiffs’ Compliant does not simply allege that the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, 

owned the property in questions; Plaintiffs’ Complaint alleges “At all times material hereto, 

Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, owned, operated, controlled and/or maintained the Golf Course 



located at or near Plaintiffs’ property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, 

Florida” and “[a]t all times material hereto, Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY, owned, operated, 

controlled and/or maintained the overflow piping on the Golf Course located at or near Plaintiffs’ 

property at 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida.”  

Further, Defendants, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY AND THE VILLAGES 

OPERATING COMPANY D/B/A CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, allege in their 

Affirmative Defense #4, “[a]s an affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the incident and 

damages were caused by the negligent and careless actions and/or omissions of third persons who 

are beyond the control, care, and custody of these Defendants, including the construction 

companies that built the overflow pipe system, the architect or engineer who designed the system, 

the governmental entities and/or authorities who approved of the construction of the system 

(Southwest Water Management District), those entities that were responsible for maintaining the 

system (Sumter County and The Villages Community District #8) and, therefore, the Plaintiff is 

precluded from recovery for the alleged injuries against the Defendant and/or recovery is barred 

in its entirety and/or diminished in accordance with this negligence.”  See DEFENDANTS’, THE 

VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY AND THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY 

D/B/A CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB’S, ANSWER, AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL attached as Exhibit “A.”   

Defendants, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY AND THE VILLAGES 

OPERATING COMPANY D/B/A CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB’S, Affirmative Defense 

further strengthens the argument that Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY’S, positions are factual 

assertions that are more appropriate for a Motion for Summary Judgement after the parties 

complete discovery. 



Based on the four corners of the Plaintiffs’ Complaint, the Plaintiffs’ alleged valid causes 

of action against the Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY.   

Wherefore, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, respectfully request 

this Court to deny Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY’S, Motion to Dismiss and grant any other 

relief this Court deems appropriate.  In the alternative, should the Court decide to grant 

Defendant, SUMTER COUNTY’S, Motion to Dismiss, Plaintiffs, JOHNNY R. SUSKO and 

ROBIN A. SUSKO, respectfully request this Court to Dismiss the Complaint without prejudice 

or allow the Plaintiffs an opportunity to amend their Complaint and cure any deficiencies.  

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished 

by Electronic Mail to: Robert P. Vilece, Esquire, Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty, 

usz.slorl@zurichna.com and Jennifer C. Rey, Esquire, The Hogan Law Firm, 

countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com and pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com, this 14th  

day of April, 2020. 

 

/s/ John L. Mulvihill____________________ 
    JOHN L. MULVIHILL, ESQUIRE 
    CORLESS BARFIELD TRIAL GROUP, LLC 
    6812 West Linebaugh Avenue 
    Tampa, Florida 33625 
    (813) 258-4998 
    (813) 258-4988 fax 
    Florida Bar#: 0858471 
    Primary email: service@corlessbarfield.com 
    Attorney for Plaintiffs 

 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO.: 2020-CA-000095 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY,  
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8,  
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
 
 Defendants. 
____________________________________________/ 
 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 
 

Defendant, VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY D/B/A CANE GARDEN COUNTRY 

CLUB, by and through its undersigned attorney, hereby responds to Plaintiff’s Request for 

Admissions, as follows: 

1. Upon reasonable investigation, Defendant is unable to admit or deny.  Defendant has not 

had the opportunity to engage in discovery, examine the property, investigate the 

allegations, nor acquire any expert input into the alleged allegations at this time. 

2. Upon reasonable investigation, Defendant is unable to admit or deny.  Defendant has not 

had the opportunity to engage in discovery, examine the property, investigate the 

allegations, nor acquire any expert input into the alleged allegations at this time. 
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3. Upon reasonable investigation, Defendant is unable to admit or deny.  Defendant has not 

had the opportunity to engage in discovery, examine the property, investigate the 

allegations, nor acquire any expert input into the alleged allegations at this time. 

4. Denied. 

 

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished via 
the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on May 1, 2020 to:  John L. Mulvhill, Esq., Corless Barfield 
Trial Group, service@corlessbarfield.com, jmulvihill@corlessbarfield.com (Attorney for 
Plaintiff). 
 
      /s/ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE  
      ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE    
      Florida Bar No.:  0957216  
      bob.vilece@zurichna.com  
      Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 
      495 North Keller Road, Suite 220 
      Maitland, Florida  32751 

usz.slorl@zurichna.com  
      Telephone:  407-659-0700 

Attorneys for Defendant Villages Operating  
and Villages/Cane Garden 
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IN THE CIRUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and  
ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 

Plaintiff, 
v.  CASE NO. 2020 CA 000095 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  
 

Defendants. 
___________________________________/ 
 

DEFENDANT, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8’S RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 

 
1. Without knowledge, therefore denied. 

2. Denied as framed.  

3. Denied as framed. 

4. Denied.  

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished by 

email transmission through the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal to:  John L. Mulvihill, Esq., 

service@corlessbarfield.com, Robert P. Vilece, Esq., bob.vilece@zurichna.com and Jennifer C. 

Rey, countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com this 11th day of May, 2020.  

 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 

BY:   /s/ Stephanie J. Brionez 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.  
Florida Bar No. 0638161  
Mark A. Brionez, Esq. 
Florida Bar No. 0793051 



 
 

Brionez + Brionez, P.A.  
315 N. New Hampshire Ave. 
Tavares, Florida 32778  
Telephone: (352) 432-4044 
E-mail:  StephB@bblawfl.com 
   MarkB@bblawfl.com 
Secondary: WendyC@bblaw.fl.com 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
DISTRICT NO. 8 and SUMTER  
LANDING COMMUNITY  
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 

 

 



 
 

IN THE CIRUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and  
ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 

Plaintiff, 
v.  CASE NO. 2020 CA 000095 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  
 

Defendants. 
___________________________________/ 
 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
 

 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq. and Mark A. Brionez, Esq. of 

Brionez + Brionez, P.A. enter an appearance as counsel on behalf of Defendants, COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8 and SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT.  

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished by 

email transmission through the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal to:  John L. Mulvihill, Esq., 

service@corlessbarfield.com, Robert P. Vilece, Esq., bob.vilece@zurichna.com and Jennifer C. 

Rey, countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com this 11th day of May, 2020.  

 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 

BY:   /s/ Stephanie J. Brionez 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.  
Florida Bar No. 0638161  
Mark A. Brionez, Esq. 
Florida Bar No. 0793051 
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Brionez + Brionez, P.A.  
315 N. New Hampshire Ave. 
Tavares, Florida 32778  
Telephone: (352) 432-4044 
E-mail:  StephB@bblawfl.com 
   MarkB@bblawfl.com 
Secondary: WendyC@bblaw.fl.com 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
DISTRICT NO. 8 and SUMTER  
LANDING COMMUNITY  
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 

 

 



 
 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and  
ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 

Plaintiff, 
v.  CASE NO. 2020 CA 000095 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY, 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a 
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 8, 
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,  
 

Defendants. 
___________________________________/ 
 

DEFENDANT, SUMTER LANDING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT’S 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 

 
1. Without knowledge, therefore denied. 

2. Denied as framed.  

3. Denied as framed. 

4. Denied.  

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished by 

email transmission through the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal to:  John L. Mulvihill, Esq., 

service@corlessbarfield.com, Robert P. Vilece, Esq., bob.vilece@zurichna.com and Jennifer C. 

Rey, countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com this 11th day of May, 2020.  

 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 

BY:   /s/ Stephanie J. Brionez 
Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq.  
Florida Bar No. 0638161  
Mark A. Brionez, Esq. 
Florida Bar No. 0793051 
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Brionez + Brionez, P.A.  
315 N. New Hampshire Ave. 
Tavares, Florida 32778  
Telephone: (352) 432-4044 
E-mail:  StephB@bblawfl.com 
   MarkB@bblawfl.com 
Secondary: WendyC@bblaw.fl.com 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
DISTRICT NO. 8 and SUMTER  
LANDING COMMUNITY  
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN 

AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO,  

         

 Plaintiffs,       Case No.: 2020-CA-95 

vs.          

 

THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY; ET AL., 

 

 Defendants. 

____________________________________/  

 

ORDER ON DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

THIS COURT having considered Defendant Sumter County’s ’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff 

Johhny R. Susko and Robin A. Susko’s Complaint and Memorandum of Law, filed on April 6, 

2020; Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendant Sumter County’s Motion to Dismiss, filed on April 14, 

2020; and having reviewed the record in this case, finds as follows: 

A.  Plaintiff’s Complaint, filed on March 10, 2020, asserts the following Counts: (I) 

Negligence (The Villages Operating Company); (II) Negligence (The Villages Operating 

Company d/b/a Cane Garden Country Club); (III) Negligence (Community Development 

District No. 8); (IV) Negligence (Sumter County); and (V) Negligence (Sumter Landing 

Community Development District).   

B.  Defendant Sumter County maintains it does not own the property located near 

Plaintiffs’ property. 

C.  Florida law is well-settled that the trial court’s standard of review regarding a motion 

to dismiss is as follows: 

The purpose of a motion to dismiss is to request the trial court to determine 

whether the complaint properly states a cause of action upon which relief can 

be granted and, if it does not, to enter an order of dismissal.  The trial court must 

confine its review to the four corners of the complaint, draw all inferences in 

favor of the pleader, and accept as true all well-pleaded allegations.  It is not 

for the court to speculate whether the allegations are true or whether the 

pleader has the ability to prove them.  The question for the trial court to decide 
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is simply whether, assuming all the allegations in the complaint to be true, the 

plaintiff would be entitled to the relief requested. 

 

Huet v. Mike Shad Ford, Inc., 915 So.2d 723, 725 (Fla. 5th DCA 2005) 

Thus, this Court must confine its gaze to the four corners of the Complaint, “accept as 

true” the Plaintiff’s allegations, and determine whether the Plaintiff has properly alleged a 

valid cause of action against the Defendant. 

D.  As noted above, the Court is confined to considering the allegations made by 

Plaintiff within the four corners of Plaintiff’s Complaint.  Plaintiff asserts that Defendant Sumter 

County indeed owns the property located near Plaintiff’s property and Sumter County failed 

to engineer and/or maintain an overflow pipe that caused water infiltration into Plaintiff’s 

property. 

Based on the foregoing, it is hereby ORDERED and ADJUDGED as follows: 

1. Defendant Sumter County’s ’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff Johhny R. Susko and 

Robin A. Susko’s Complaint is hereby DENIED. 

2. Defendant Sumter County has twenty (20) days from the date of this order to 

respond to Plaintiff’s Complaint. 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers, at Bushnell, Sumter County, Florida, on this 12th   

day of May 2020. 

 

 

       _________________________________ 

       Mary P. Hatcher 

       Circuit Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been furnished to the following 

by electronic service through the Florida Court’s e-filing portal on this 13th day of May 2020. 

 

John L. Mulvihill, Esquire 

Corless Barfield, et al. 

Counsel for Plaintiffs 

 

Jennifer C. Rey, Esquire 

The Hogan Law Firm 

Counsel for Defendant Sumter County 

 

Robert P. Vilece, Esquire 

Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 

Counsel for Defendant The Villages Operating Company and The Villages Operating 

Company d/b/a Cane Garden Country Club 

 

 

 

      _________________________________ 

       Judicial Assistant 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN 

AND FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO,  

         

 Plaintiffs,       Case No.: 2020-CA-95 
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THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY; ET AL., 

 

 Defendants. 

____________________________________/  
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THIS COURT having considered Defendant Sumter County’s ’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff 

Johhny R. Susko and Robin A. Susko’s Complaint and Memorandum of Law, filed on April 6, 

2020; Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendant Sumter County’s Motion to Dismiss, filed on April 14, 
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The purpose of a motion to dismiss is to request the trial court to determine 

whether the complaint properly states a cause of action upon which relief can 

be granted and, if it does not, to enter an order of dismissal.  The trial court must 

confine its review to the four corners of the complaint, draw all inferences in 

favor of the pleader, and accept as true all well-pleaded allegations.  It is not 

for the court to speculate whether the allegations are true or whether the 

pleader has the ability to prove them.  The question for the trial court to decide 

Filing # 107441059 E-Filed 05/13/2020 04:30:14 PM



Page 2 of 3 Pages 

is simply whether, assuming all the allegations in the complaint to be true, the 

plaintiff would be entitled to the relief requested. 

 

Huet v. Mike Shad Ford, Inc., 915 So.2d 723, 725 (Fla. 5th DCA 2005) 

Thus, this Court must confine its gaze to the four corners of the Complaint, “accept as 

true” the Plaintiff’s allegations, and determine whether the Plaintiff has properly alleged a 

valid cause of action against the Defendant. 

D.  As noted above, the Court is confined to considering the allegations made by 

Plaintiff within the four corners of Plaintiff’s Complaint.  Plaintiff asserts that Defendant Sumter 

County indeed owns the property located near Plaintiff’s property and Sumter County failed 

to engineer and/or maintain an overflow pipe that caused water infiltration into Plaintiff’s 

property. 

Based on the foregoing, it is hereby ORDERED and ADJUDGED as follows: 

1. Defendant Sumter County’s ’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff Johhny R. Susko and 

Robin A. Susko’s Complaint is hereby DENIED. 

2. Defendant Sumter County has twenty (20) days from the date of this order to 

respond to Plaintiff’s Complaint. 
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day of May 2020. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been furnished to the following 

by electronic service through the Florida Court’s e-filing portal on this 13th day of May 2020. 

 

John L. Mulvihill, Esquire 

Corless Barfield, et al. 

Counsel for Plaintiffs 

 

Jennifer C. Rey, Esquire 

The Hogan Law Firm 

Counsel for Defendant Sumter County 

 

Robert P. Vilece, Esquire 

Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 

Counsel for Defendant The Villages Operating Company and The Villages Operating 

Company d/b/a Cane Garden Country Club 

 

 

 

      _________________________________ 

       Judicial Assistant 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND  
FOR SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO.: 2020-CA-000095 

 
JOHNNY R. SUSKO and ROBIN A. SUSKO, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY,  
THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a  
CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB,  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8,  
SUMTER COUNTY and SUMTER LANDING  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
 
 Defendants. 
____________________________________________/ 
 

DEFENDANTS THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY AND THE VILLAGES 
OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB’S REQUEST FOR 

ADMISSIONS TO DEFENDANT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8 
 

COMES NOW the Defendants, THE VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY and THE 

VILLAGES OPERATING COMPANY d/b/a CANE GARDEN COUNTRY CLUB, by and 

through its undersigned counsel, and pursuant to Rule 1.370, Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, 

herein propounds the following Request for Admissions to Defendant, COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT #8, herein to answer under oath, which answer shall be served 

upon the Defendant within thirty (30) days from the date of service of these Request for 

Admissions as provided in the applicable Rules of Civil Procedure: 

1. Exhibit “A” is a true and correct copy of the Grant of Easement and Maintenance 

Agreement between The Villages Operating Company and The District. 
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2. The District owned the overflow piping which is the subject of this lawsuit at or near 

2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida. 

3. The District was responsible for operation the overflow piping which is the subject of this 

lawsuit at or near 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida at the 

time of the incident. 

4. The District was responsible for controlling the overflow piping which is the subject of 

this lawsuit at or near 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida at the 

time of the incident. 

5. The District was responsible for maintaining the overflow piping which is the subject of 

this lawsuit at or near 2005 Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida at the 

time of the incident. 

6. The District is not aware of any facts that support the contention that “The Villages” 

operated the overflow piping which is the subject of this lawsuit at or near 2005 

Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida at the time of the incident. 

7. The District is not aware of any facts that support the contention that “Villages” owned 

the overflow piping which is the subject of this lawsuit at or near 2005 Markridge Loop, 

The Villages, Sumter County, Florida at the time of the incident. 

8. The District is not aware of any facts that support the contention that “The Villages” 

controlled the overflow piping which is the subject of this lawsuit at or near 2005 

Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida at the time of the incident. 

9. The District is not aware of any facts that support the contention that “The Villages” 

maintained the overflow piping which is the subject of this lawsuit at or near 2005 

Markridge Loop, The Villages, Sumter County, Florida at the time of the incident. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished 
via the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on May 19, 2020 to:  John L. Mulvhill, Esq., Corless 
Barfield Trial Group, service@corlessbarfield.com, jmulvihill@corlessbarfield.com (Attorney 
for Plaintiff); Stephanie J. Brionez, Esq., Brionez + Brionez, P.A., StephB@bblawfl.com, 
MarkB@bblawfl.com, WendyC@bblaw.fl.com (Atty for Def Sumter Landing and Community 
Development) and Jennifer C. Rey, Esq., The Hogan Law Firm, pleadings@hoganlawfirm.com,  
countyattorney.sumtercounty.fl@hoganlawfirm.com, (Atty for Dev Sumter County) 
 
      /s/ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE  
      ROBERT P. VILECE, ESQUIRE    
      Florida Bar No.:  0957216  
      bob.vilece@zurichna.com  
      Law Offices of Peter J. Delahunty 
      495 North Keller Road, Suite 220 
      Maitland, Florida  32751 

usz.slorl@zurichna.com  
      Telephone:  407-659-0700 

Attorneys for Defendant Villages Operating  
and Villages/Cane Garden 
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REGULAR MEETING BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS APRIL 28, 2020 
   
The Board of Sumter County Commissioners (BOCC/Board) convened in regular session on 
Tuesday, April 28, 2020, at The Everglades Regional Recreation Center in The Villages, Florida, 
with the following members present to wit: Al Butler, 2nd Vice Chairman, District No. 1; Doug 
Gilpin, District No. 2 (remote access); Don Burgess, District No. 3; Garry Breeden, Vice 
Chairman, District No. 4; and Steve Printz, Chairman, District No. 5.  The following individuals 
were also present and acting in their respective official capacities: Bradley Arnold, County 
Administrator; Bill Kleinsorge, Finance Director (via remote access); Caroline Alrestimawi, 
Deputy Clerk; and Jennifer Rey of The Hogan Law Firm, Attorneys for the 
Board.  Commissioner Printz called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. with the invocation given 
by Commissioner Butler followed by the flag salute led by Commissioner Breeden.  The 
complete audio recording of this meeting is available by request through the Clerk's Website - 
www.sumterclerk.com. 
  
1.  TIMED ITEMS & PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 

None 
  
2.  REPORTS AND INPUT 
  

a.  Proclamation Recognizing the Week of May 4 - 9, 2020 as Economic 
Development Week 

 
Bradley Arnold, County Administrator, accepted the proclamation. 

 
4-28-20-2-a 

  
b.  County Administrator 

 
Bradley Arnold, County Administrator, addressed the extension of the 
Declaration of Emergency, which is on the agenda.  The Executive Order of the 
Governor expires on April 30th.  However, the State of Florida is still under a 
State of Emergency.  Therefore, the County will follow suit on the local 
level.  Tentatively, there will be a special called meeting next Tuesday for extend 
the declaration.  If the Governor makes a change to the State Declaration, there 
may not be a need for a special called meeting.  Mr. Arnold also provided a 
COVID-19 update.  As of today, there 13 cumulative deaths, 40 hospitalizations, 
and 177 positive residents. Currently, 107 residents have been removed from the 
isolation list and only seven residents remain hospitalized.  The County's plans are 
to reopen on Monday, May 4th.  The libraries and the doors at The Villages 
Sumter County Service Center will reopen.  Community buildings and in person 
services for Development Services and Veterans Services will resume. 

 
COVID-19 Timeline 
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M-CORES, which has to do with Suncoast and North turnpike connector, is 
having a virtual meeting tomorrow from 9:30 a.m. to noon.  The public can 
register online, in order to provide their public comment. Mr. Arnold will be 
participating in that process. 

  
   1.  Wildwood Sumter County Order Closing File 191824 (For Information Only) 

 
4-28-20-2-b-1 

  
   2.  CenturyLink Contracts (For Information Only) 

 
4-28-20-2-b-2 

  
c.  County Attorney 

 
No report. 

  
d.  Clerk of Circuit Court 

 
No report. 

  
e.  Board Members 

 
1. Commissioner Gilpin is pleased with the COVID-19 related measures that the 

County is taking.  Commissioner Gilpin also asked for the County to consider 
the idea of enhanced cleaning at County buildings, specifically misting the 
buildings.  Commissioner Gilpin noted that The Villages has already had their 
public areas misted by a local company to protect citizens and staff. 

2. Commissioner Burgess - No report. 
3. Commissioner Butler stated that the County should set an example for the 

community by misting. 
4. Commissioner Breeden stated that we should take every precaution that we 

can to protect our citizens. 
5. Commissioner Printz echoed the support of misting.  Commissioner Printz 

emphasized the importance of the 2020 Census and urged citizens to complete 
it.  Commissioner Printz also congratulated Chief Hanson and his team on 
their recent annual certification and applauded all employees in all areas on 
their customer service efforts. 

 
Mr. Arnold noted that the County is looking into the misting that Commissioner 
Gilpin was referring to. 

  
f.  Public Forum 

 
David Sirdar, 66 Wintergreen Dr, Fruitland Park, spoke during Public Forum. 

  
 3.  NEW BUSINESS - ACTION REQUIRED 
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a.  MINUTES 
  

   1.  Minutes of Special Called Meeting Held on April 7, 2020 (Staff Recommends 
Approval). 

 
4-28-20-3-a-1 

  
   2.  Minutes of Regular Meeting Held on April 14, 2020 (Staff Recommends 

Approval). 
 

4-28-20-3-a-2 
  

   3.  Minutes of Special Called Meeting Held on April 21, 2020 (Staff Recommends 
Approval). 

 
4-28-20-3-a-3 

 
Commissioner Burgess moved, with a second by Commissioner Butler, to Approve items 1 
through 3 under Minutes The motion carried unanimously 5 – 0. 
  

b.  SET FUTURE PUBLIC HEARINGS OR MEETINGS 
  

   1.  Schedule a Public Hearing to Consider Local Amendment to Chapter Six of the 
Building Code as Proposed New Section 177 “Two-Way Radio Communication 
Enhancement Systems” on May 12, 2020 at 5:00 PM Located at Everglades 
Regional Recreation Center, 5497 Marsh Bend Trail, The Villages FL, 34785 
(Staff Recommends Approval). 

 
Sumter County operates a county-wide Public Safety Radio System that serves all 
law enforcement, fire, and emergency medical services personnel. Bi-directional 
amplifiers and signal boosters are used to solve coverage problems in 
impenetrable areas such as buildings, tunnels, parking garages, and underground 
areas. Sumter County has developed a local amendment to Chapter Six of the 
building code to establish county-wide requirements for two-way radio 
communication enhancement systems and to lessen the possibility of two-way 
communication enhancement public safety booster systems from impacting the 
County’s public safety radio system. 

 
4-28-20-3-b-1 

  
Commissioner Butler moved, with a second by Commissioner Breeden, to approve 
scheduling a Public Hearing to Consider Local Amendment to Chapter Six of the Building 
Code as Proposed New Section 177 “Two-Way Radio Communication Enhancement 
Systems” on May 12, 2020 at 5:00 PM Located at Everglades Regional Recreation Center, 
5497 Marsh Bend Trail, The Villages FL, 34785. The motion carried 5 - 0. 
 

c.  APPOINTMENTS 
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   1.  Affordable Housing Advisory Committee (AHAC) Vacancy (Board’s Option). 
 

There are no applicants at this time.  Thus, no action was taken. 
 

4-28-20-3-c-1 
  

   2.  Construction Industry Licensing/Fire Code Board of Appeals Vacancy (Board’s 
Option). 

 
There are no applicants at this time.  Thus, no action was taken. 

 
4-28-20-3-c-2 

  
   3.  Public Safety Coordinating Council Vacancies (Board’s Option). 

 
There are no applicants at this time.  Thus, no action was taken. 

 
4-28-20-3-c-3 

  
   4.  Sumter County Public Library Advisory Board (SCPLAB) Vacancy (Board’s 

Option). 
 

There are no applicants at this time.  Thus, no action was taken. 
 

4-28-20-3-c-4 
  

   5.  Sumter County Tourist Development Council (TDC) Vacancy (Board’s Option). 
 

There are no applicants at this time.  Thus, no action was taken. 
 

4-28-20-3-c-5 
  

d.  FINANCIAL 
  

   1.  Budget Amendment A-16 (FY 2019/20) Adjust Road Projects to Actual 
Revenue and Expenses in the Secondary Trust Fund (Staff Recommends 
Approval). 

 
This budget amendment is needed to realign actual revenues and expenses for 
budgeted projects in the Secondary Trust Fund. 

 
4-28-20-3-d-1 

  
   2.  Purchase Order Approval for FY 2019/2020 (Staff Recommends Approval). 

 
The attached list of open purchase requisitions is recommended for approval. 

 

Page 4 of 11 
 



 
 

4-28-20-3-d-2, 4-28-20-3-d-2-SHIP Nelson backup 
 
Commissioner Burgess moved, with a second by Commissioner Butler, to Approve items 1 
and 2 under Financial. The motion carried unanimously 5 – 0. 
  

e.  CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS 
  

   1.  Award and Enter into Contract with CWR Contracting, Inc. for ITB 009-0-
2019/RS Sumter County C-478 from US 301 to the City of Center Hill Southern 
Limits Resurfacing Project (Staff Recommends Approval). 

 
ITB 009-0-2019/RS Sumter County C-478 from US 301 to the City of Center Hill 
Southern Limits Resurfacing Project was broadcasted on 2/21/2020. Bids were 
due on 3/27/2020 at 2:00 p.m. and opened at 2:05 p.m. in Room 102 of The 
Villages Sumter County Service Center. Five (5) bids were received from the 
following contractors: 1. CWR Contracting, Inc. ($785,165.23); 2. D.A.B. 
Constructors, Inc. ($844,444.44); 3. Anderson Columbia Company, Inc. 
($900,967.67); 4. Pave-Rite, Inc. ($931,995.00); and 5. Art Walker Construction, 
Inc. ($1,284,478.00).  One (1) Statement of No-Bid was received from Ranger 
Construction Industries, Inc. The Selection Committee met and agreed to 
recommend to the BOCC to enter into contract with CWR Contracting, Inc. as the 
lowest responsive/responsible bid. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-1-Agreement, 4-28-20-3-e-1, 4-28-20-3-e-1-ITB, 4-28-20-3-e-1-
Anderson Columbia Submittal, 4-28-20-3-e-1-AWCI Submittal, 4-28-20-3-e-1-
CWR Submittal, 4-28-20-3-e-1-DAB Submittal, 4-28-20-3-e-1-Pave-Rite 
Submittal 

  
   2.  Enter Into Contract with the Lunz Group RFQ-053-0-2019/RS Sumter County 

On-Call Architectural and Engineering Services (Staff Recommends Approval). 
 

On January 14, 2020, the BOCC approved to award and enter into negotiations 
with The Lunz Group for RFQ 053-0-2019/RS Sumter County On-Call 
Architectural and Engineering Services At this time Facilities and Parks desires to 
enter into a contract agreement for The Continuing Architect and Engineering 
Services Contract that will commence on April 28, 2020, and run for two (2) 
years. At the end of the first two-year period, the contract may be renewed for two 
one year renewals. The total length of the contract and its renewals will be four 
(4) years. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-2 

  
   3.  Modification #1 to Subgrant Agreement between The Division of Emergency 

Management and Sumter County (Staff Recommends Approval). 
 

Every year the State of Florida offers a base grant to be used towards emergency 
preparedness and assistance initiatives. These funds are to be used by Emergency 
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Management for salaries, training, planning, and exercises. Funds are provided by 
the Emergency Management Performance Grant. Base Grants shall be matched at 
an amount either equal to the average of the previous three years’ level of county 
general revenue funding of the County Emergency Management Agency or the 
level of funding for the County Emergency Management Agency for the last 
fiscal year, whichever figure is lower. Due to Executive Order 20-51, the State of 
Florida, Division of Emergency Management would like to extend the terms of 
the Agreement until September 30, 2020. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-3 

  
   4.  Perpetual Right-of-way Easement Between David B. Griffis and Melanie K. 

Griffis As Trustees of the David B. Griffis and Melanie K. Griffis Family Trust 
and Sumter County, Florida, for Parcel S13-018 for Access to Water Control 
Structure WC-3. (Staff Recommends Approval). 

 
Sumter County and the Southwest Florida Water Management District 
(SWFWMD) previously agreed that Sumter County would convey all right, title, 
interest and legal access to the parcels of land upon which the water control 
structures for the South Sumter Canal System are located to the SWFWMD and 
provide surveys, title insurance, and access. The SWFWMD also required Sumter 
County to provide periodic inspections, maintenance, and improvements to the 
easements/deeds as necessary to allow safe vehicular passage for the SWFWMD 
to access and maintain the structures. The perpetual easement across Parcel S13-
018 is necessary for SWFWMD to access their Structure WC-3. Sumter County 
has agreed to purchase this Perpetual Easement, including attorney fees instead of 
eminent domain proceedings, to obtain access to Structure WC-3. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-4 

  
   5.  Perpetual Right-of-way Easement between The Villages of Lake-Sumter, Inc., 

and Sumter County, Florida, for Parcels D17-077 Along the C-466 Corridor 
(Staff Recommends Approval). 

 
Perpetual Right Of Way Easement between The Villages of Lake-Sumter, Inc., 
and Sumter County, Florida, for Parcels D17-077. This easement will be required 
to complete the Advanced Traffic Management System (ATMS) project. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-5 

  
   6.  Reduce Contract ITB-051-0-2019/RS, West Wildwood Fire Station #33 

($237,615.20) for Owner Provided Purchase Orders Associated with the Owner 
Direct Purchase Program (ODP) and Electrical Change Order - Per Request for 
Information (RFI) 03 Dated 2/12/20 $7,717.00 Total This Change Order 
($229,898.20) (Staff Recommends Approval). 
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The present contract amount is for a $2,357,185.85 change, as a deduction will be 
($229,898.20) for a new balance of $2,127,287.65. The deductive amount 
includes the actual amount of the owner issued purchase orders. The current 
estimated tax savings are approximately $19,530.99. The Electrical Change Order 
- Per RFI 03 Dated 2/12/20 - Electrical service $7,717.00 provided by Duke 
Energy was relocated from the location on the drawings to a service pole at the 
corner of SR 44 and Spring Flow Road. The building electrical service was 
relocated from the SE corner of the building to the NW corner. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-6 

  
   7.  Renewal of Contract with HC Code of Florida, LLC for On-Call Code 

Inspection Services for One Year (Staff Recommends Approval). 
 

In May 2018, Development Services entered into a contract with HC Code of 
Florida, LLC for the provision of on-call code inspection services through RFQ 
009-0-2018/RS. This contract provides for an initial two-year contract period with 
two, one-year renewals with the agreement of the contacting parties. Development 
Services is requesting BOCC approval of a renewal of the contract with the 
effective period of 5/22/2020, through 9/30/2021 to bring the agreement period in 
line with the Fiscal Year budget. All terms and conditions of the original contract 
shall remain in effect for the renewal period. There will be one additional one-
year extension remaining on this agreement. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-7 

  
   8.  Renew Boat Storage Agreement Between Grand Masters Dragon Boat Club of 

The Villages, Inc. (GMDBC) and Sumter County Board of Commissioners to 
Store Three (3) GMDBC Boats at Lake Miona Park (Staff Recommends 
Approval). 

 
On June 12, 2018, the BOCC entered into an agreement with GMDBC that will 
allow the club to store two (2) boats alongside the access dock at Lake Miona 
Park. The club will be responsible for maintaining insurance that meets Sumter 
County policies and will not hold the County liable for any vandalism or theft of 
the boat. On September 25, 2018, the BOCC approved Amendment #1 for an 
additional boat to be store at Lake Miona Park. At this time, Sumter County 
Public Works recommends approval to renew GMDBC’s agreement for a year. 
There is one renewal remaining. A total of three (3) dragon boats will be stored at 
Lake Miona Park and will not interfere with public access to the beach area. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-8 

  
   9.  Resolution Approving the Form of and Authorizing the Execution and Delivery 

of an Interlocal Agreement between the Alachua County Health Facilities 
Authority and Sumter County, Florida (Staff Recommends Approval). 
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This is a resolution of the BOCC to approve the form of and authorizing the 
execution and delivery of an interlocal agreement between the Alachua County 
Health Facilities Authority and Sumter County, Florida. This resolution 
authorizes the Alachua County Health Facilities Authority to operate within the 
jurisdiction of Sumter County, Florida, to issue its health facilities revenue bonds 
(Shands Teaching Hospital and Clinics, Inc. at the University of Florida Project) 
to refinance capital improvements to the healthcare facilities owned by the 
Villages Tri-County Medical Center, Inc.  Commissioner Printz pulled this item 
for discussion. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-9 

  
 10.  The School Safety Program Agreement Between the School Board of Sumter 

County, Florida, The Board of County Commissioners of Sumter County, 
Florida, and the Sumter County Sheriff’s Office. (Staff Recommends Approval). 

 
The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Public Safety Act requires the State 
of Florida to provide non-recurring and recurring funds to the Florida Department 
of Education to the funding of school safety. This contract states the School 
Resource Officers’ services, responsibilities, and cost allocation between the 
BOCC and the School Board of Sumter County, Florida, for the use of the 
Sheriff’s Office School Resource Officers. This non-statutory partnership by the 
BOCC creates a subsidy to the local education entities of over 
$700,000.00. Commissioner Printz pulled this item for discussion. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-10 

  
 11.  The School Safety Program Agreement Between The Villages Charter School, 

Inc., The Board of County Commissioners of Sumter County, Florida, and The 
Sumter County Sheriff’s Office (Staff Recommends Approval). 

 
The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Public Safety Act requires the State 
of Florida to provide non-recurring and recurring funds to the Florida Department 
of Education to the funding of school safety. This contract states the School 
Resource Officers’ services, responsibilities, and cost allocation between the 
BOCC and the Villages Charter School, for the use of the Sheriff’s Office School 
Resource Officers. This non-statutory partnership by the Sumter County Board of 
County Commissioners creates a subsidy to the local education entities of over 
$700,000.00. Commissioner Printz pulled this item for discussion. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-11 

  
Commissioner Burgess moved, with a second by Commissioner Butler, to approve items 9 
through 11 under Contracts and Agreements. The motion carried 5 - 0. 
  

 12.  Terminate Existing Business Industry Incentive Agreement between Sumter 
County and Highway Systems, Inc. (Staff Recommends Approval). 
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On March 26, 2019, the BOCC entered into an existing business industry 
incentive agreement with Highway Systems, Inc. related to a planned expansion. 
The planned expansion remains in concept form and no design or permit activity 
has been submitted to the County, nor are there any imminent submissions 
pending. In March of 2020 Highway Systems, Inc. was acquired by Arcosa 
Traffic Structures, LLC. The existing incentive agreement with Highway Systems 
Inc. is recommended for termination by the County exercising part 26, section A, 
number 7 of the incentive agreement where the Company is no longer in 
existence. A new agreement with Arcosa Traffic Structures, LLC. will be 
considered at the time that the adjusted scope and timeline of the planned 
expansion by the new business are known. Any funds forecasted for the 
terminated incentive agreement will be removed from current budget planning. 
Attached for the Chairman’s signature is the termination letter dated April 28, 
2020. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-12 

  
 13.  Sumter County Non-Congregate Sheltering Agreements (Staff Recommends 

Approval). 
 

In a memo distributed by FEMA on March 18, 2020, FEMA recognized that non-
congregate sheltering may be necessary in the Public Health Emergency to save 
lives, to protect property and public health, and to ensure public safety, as well as 
to lessen or avert the threat of a catastrophe. In accordance with Section 502 of 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, eligible 
emergency protective measures taken to respond to the COVID-19 emergency at 
the direction or guidance of state, local, tribal, and territorial public health 
officials may be reimbursed under Category B of FEMA’s Public Assistance 
program. Sumter County requested and received approval for a county-established 
and managed COVID- 19 pandemic outbreak non-congregate sheltering and 
support services. Attached for BOCC review and approval are five Sumter County 
Non-Congregate Sheltering Agreements with the following local hotel/motel 
establishments: Holiday Inn Express & Suites; The Villages Comfort Inn & Suites 
Wildwood – The Villages; Days Inn Wildwood Comfort Suite; and The Villages 
Hampton Inn & Suites Lady Lake/The Villages. 

 
4-28-20-3-e-13 

 
Commissioner Breeden moved, with a second by Commissioner Butler, to Approve items 1 
through 8 and 12 and 13 under Contracts and Agreements. The motion carried 
unanimously 5 – 0. 
  

f.  GENERAL ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION 
  

   1.  Amended and Restated Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Travel 
Policy and Procedures (Staff Recommends Approval). 
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On August 13, 2013, the BOCC approved the Sumter County Travel Policy and 
Procedures which addressed the use of County and personal vehicles, travel 
advances and reimbursement of expenses. In an effort to ensure that proper travel 
and reimbursement procedures are followed by any person who is conducting 
business on behalf of the BOCC, the Travel Policy and Procedures have been 
amended and restated. Significant amendments include: procedures for travel 
related requests; and procedures for travel reimbursements. 

 
4-28-20-3-f-1 

  
   2.  Partial Release of Liens for Property Located at 4425 CR 317A, Bushnell (Staff 

Recommends Approval). 
 

This item is a request by Felix Adams, Attorney at Law, for the partial release of 
liens for property located at 4425 CR 317A, Bushnell to facilitate the sale of the 
property. The liens are based on Thurman L. Adams ¼ undivided interest in the 
property. 

 
4-28-20-3-f-2 

  
   3.  Amend the 2019/2020 Classification and Compensation Schedule to Reflect the 

Reorganization of the Office of Management and Budget Division to Reclassify 
the Assistant County Budget Officer Position (pay range 36) to a Budget 
Technician Supervisor Position (pay range 26) Reporting to the County 
Administrator and Move the Budget Analyst Positions to Report to the County 
Administrator Effective April 28, 2020 (Staff Recommends Approval). 

 
Due to the resignation of the Assistant County Budget Officer, a review of the 
BOCC’s organizational structure of the Office of Management and Budget 
Division was conducted. As a result of this review, it was determined that the 
Assistant County Budget Officer position (pay range 36) needed to be reclassified 
to a Budget Technician Supervisor position (pay range 26) reporting to the 
County Administrator. Additionally, the Budget Analyst positions need to report 
to the County Administrator. This reorganization will provide for appropriate 
staffing to meet the differentiation of job duties and address the competitive 
marketplace in our region for these positions. This amendment does not change 
the total employee count for FY 2019/2020 of 213 employees. 

 
4-28-20-3-f-3 

  
   4.  Satisfaction of Civil Restitution Lien for Marcos Noberto Villanustre (Staff 

Recommends Approval). 
 

On March 11, 2020, a Civil Restitution Lien for case 2019 CF 1132 was ordered 
in the amount of $50.00, for Marcos Noberto Villanustre. On April 9, 2020, 
County Finance received check #60166 from the Clerk of Courts, in the amount 
of $50.00, to satisfy the balance of said lien. 
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4-28-20-3-f-4 

  
   5.  State Housing Initiatives Partnership (SHIP) Program Request to Execute 

Satisfaction of Mortgage (Staff Recommends Approval). 
 

Ashley Miller received purchase assistance on January 15, 2010, to purchase her 
home located at 913 Powell Street, Wildwood, FL 34785. Staff received a payoff 
check from Tri-County Land Title & Escrow on April 6, 2020. Housing Services 
is requesting the execution of a Satisfaction of Mortgage for Ashley Miller as her 
mortgage is paid in full. 

 
4-28-20-3-f-5 

   
   6.  State of Emergency Declaration Extension Sumter County Board of County 

Commissioners (Staff Recommends Approval). 
 

4-28-20-3-f-6 
 
Commissioner Butler moved, with a second by Commissioner Breeden, to Approve items 1 
through 6 under General Items for Consideration. The motion carried unanimously 5 – 0. 
  
4.  ADJOURN 
 

The meeting adjourned at 5:31 p.m. 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                   
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Affordable Housing Advisory Committee (AHAC) Vacancy and Adding One Locally 

Elected Official Position From Sumter County (Board’s Option). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Board’s Option 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept. Administrative Services 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

 

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

The purpose of the AHAC is to:  

• Review the established policies and procedures, ordinances, land development regulations, and 

adopted local government comprehensive plan of appointing local government. 

• Recommend specific actions or initiatives to the Board of County Commissioners to encourage 

or facilitate affordable housing while protecting the ability of the property to increase in value.  

• Serve as the Citizen Advisory Task Force (CATF) for Community Development Block Grants. 

The committee shall follow the guidelines mandated in Florida Statute § 420.9076, and Rule Chapter 

73C-23, Florida Administrative Code. 

 

The governing board of a county or municipality shall appoint the members of the affordable housing 

advisory committee. The local action adopted pursuant to S. 420.9076, which creates the advisory 

committee and appoints the advisory committee members must name at least 8 but not more than 11 

committee members and specify their terms.  Effective October 1, 2020, the committee must consist of 

one locally elected official from each county or municipality participating in the State Housing 

Initiatives Partnership and one representative from at least six of the categories below: 

(a) A citizen who is actively engaged in the residential home building industry in connection with 

affordable housing. 

(b) A citizen who is actively engaged in the banking or mortgage industry in connection with 

affordable housing. 

(c) A citizen who is a representative of those areas of labor actively engaged in home building in 

connection with affordable housing. 

(d) A citizen who is actively engaged as an advocate for low-income persons in connection with 

affordable housing. 

(e) A citizen who is actively engaged as a for-profit profit provider of affordable housing. 

(f) A citizen who is actively engaged as a not-for-profit provider of affordable housing. 

(g) A citizen who is actively engaged as a real estate professional in connection with affordable  

housing. 

(h) A citizen who actively serves on the local planning agency pursuant to S.163.3174. If the local 
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SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                  
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

planning agency is comprised of the governing board of the county or municipality, the governing 

board may appoint a designee who is knowledgeable in the local planning process. 

(i) A citizen who resides within the jurisdiction of the local governing body making the 

appointments. 

(j) A citizen who represents employers within the jurisdiction. 

(k) A citizen who represents essential services personnel, as defined in the local housing assistance 

plan.    

 The locally elected official serving on an advisory committee, or a locally elected designee, must 

attend biannual regional workshops convened and administered under the Affordable Housing Catalyst 

Program as provided in S. 420.531 (2). If the locally elected official or a locally elected designee fails 

to attend three consecutive regional workshops, the corporation may withhold funds pending the 

person’s attendance at the next regularly scheduled biannual meeting.   

 

At a minimum, each advisory committee shall submit an annual report to the local governing body and 

the entity providing statewide training and technical assistance for the Affordable Housing Catalyst 

Program.  The report must include recommendations on the implementation of affordable housing 

incentives in the following areas:  

(a) The processing of approvals of development orders or permits for affordable housing projects is 

expedited to a greater degree than other projects, as provided in S. 163.3177 (6) (f) 3. 

(b) All allowable fee waivers provided for the development or construction of affordable housing. 

(c) The allowance of flexibility in densities for affordable housing. 

(d) The reservation of infrastructure capacity for housing for very-low-income persons, low-income 

persons, and moderate-income persons. 

(e) Affordable accessory residential units.  

(f) The reduction of parking and setback requirements for affordable housing. 

(g) The allowance of flexible lot configurations, including zero-lot-line configurations, for 

affordable housing. 

(h) The modification of street requirements for affordable housing. 

(i) The establishment of a process by which a local government considers, before adoption, 

policies, procedures, ordinances, regulations, or plan provisions that increase the cost of housing. 

(j) The preparation of a printed inventory of locally owned public lands suitable for affordable 

housing. 

(k) The support of development near transportation hubs and major employment centers and 

mixed-use developments. 

 

Sector Position                                    Status      Term 

 

Local Elected Official                        Vacant                                                 7/12/2020 - 7/12/2022 

Building Industry    Diana Couillard                                  7/12/2018 - 7/12/2020 

Essential Service Personnel   Robert Hanson                         7/12/2018 - 7/12/2020 

For-profit Housing Provider  Priscilla Lewis    7/12/2018 - 7/12/2020 

Sumter County Resident   Karen C. Davis   7/12/2018 - 7/12/2020 

Areas of Labor Activity   Vacant                                                 7/12/2019 - 7/12/2021 

Banking Industry            Samantha Crane   7/12/2019 - 7/12/2021 

Low Income Advocate   Sandra Woodard              7/12/2019 - 7/12/2021 

Non-profit Housing Provider   Gene Barton                                     7/12/2019 - 7/12/2021 
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Real Estate Professional   Danny Smith      7/12/2019 - 7/12/2021 

Local Planning Agency   Karl Holley     7/12/2019 - 7/12/2021 

Employer Representative   Matthew Yoder    7/12/2019 - 7/12/2021 

Alternate               Michelle Purl                                     7/12/2018 - 7/12/2020 

 

 

.  Effective October 1, 2020, the committee must also consist of one locally elected official from each 

county or municipality participating in the State Housing Initiatives Partnership. At this time, we have 

added that position in atticipation of the coming change. 
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Prepared by: Charlene Pittman Grammarly Check ☒ 

 



Sec. 12-47. - Sumter County Affordable Housing Advisory Committee.  

(a)  Establishment, purpose and intent. There is hereby created the Sumter County Affordable Housing 
Advisory Committee (hereinafter referred to as the "committee" or "advisory committee"), whose 
members shall be appointed by resolution of the board of county commissioners. The local action 
adopted pursuant to F.S. § 420.9072 which creates the advisory committee and appoints the 
advisory committee members must name at least eight (8) but not more than eleven (11) committee 
members and specify their terms. Six (6) members shall constitute a quorum. The committee may 
not take formal actions unless a quorum is present, but may meet to hear presentations if duly 
noticed. The committee must consist of one (1) representative from at least six (6) of the categories 
listed below:  

(1)  A citizen who is actively engaged in the residential home building industry in connection with 
affordable housing;  

(2)  A citizen who is actively engaged in the banking or mortgage banking industry in connection 
with affordable housing;  

(3)  A citizen who is a representative of those areas of labor engaged in home building in 
connection with affordable housing;  

(4)  A citizen who is designated as an advocate for low-income persons in connection with 
affordable housing;  

(5)  A citizen who is a for-profit provider of affordable housing;  

(6)  A citizen who is a not-for-profit provider of affordable housing;  

(7)  A citizen who is actively engaged as a real estate professional in connection with affordable 
housing;  

(8)  A citizen who actively serves on the local planning agency of the county;  

(9)  A citizen chosen by the board of county commissioners from any profession or occupation;  

(10)  A citizen who represents employers within the jurisdiction;  

(11)  A citizen who represents essential services personnel, as defined in the local housing 
assistance plan.  

All members must be full-time residents of Sumter County, Florida.  

With regard to the occupation requirements noted above, if an individual cannot be found in the 
noted occupations that has a "connection with affordable housing," then such and individual may be 
chosen without regard to any connection with affordable housing.  

(b)  Term. Six (6) initial members shall serve three-year terms following their appointment, while the 
remaining initial members shall serve two-year terms following their appointment. All members or 
their successors may thereafter be appointed for two-year terms at the sole discretion of the board of 
county commissioners. If a member is unable to finish his or her term, his or her replacement shall 
serve the remainder of the departed member's existing term before being eligible for an appointment 
to a new two-year term. Alternates shall serve a term of two (2) years.  

(c)  Meetings. Meetings shall be held monthly for the first year of committee existence and quarterly, or 
more frequently, as necessary thereafter. The committee shall comply with the Florida Government 
in the Sunshine Law, the Florida Public Records Laws including F.S. ch. 119, and the special 
provisions regarding notice of plan considerations found in F.S. ch. 420. Minutes of the meeting will 
be kept by Sumter County staff and the meetings shall be recorded via audio recording.  

(d)  Officers. The committee shall annually elect a chairperson, vice chairperson, and such other officers 
as it deems necessary. The chairperson is charged with the duty of conducting the meeting in a 
manner consistent with Florida law and Roberts Rules of Order.  



(e)  Support. Administrative and facility support for advisory committee shall be provided by the board of 
county commissioners and housing services staff.  

(f)  Duties. The advisory committee shall have the following duties:  

(1)  Review established policies and procedures, ordinances, land development regulations, and 
the adopted county comprehensive plan, and recommend specific initiatives to encourage or 
facilitate affordable housing while protecting the ability of the property to appreciate in value. 
The recommendations may include the modification or repeal of existing policies, procedures, 
ordinances, regulations or plan provisions; those creations of exceptions applicable to 
affordable housing; or the adoption of new policies, procedures, regulations, ordinances or plan 
provisions. Triennially, the advisory committee shall make recommendations on affordable 
housing incentives in the following areas to the board of county commissioners:  

a.  The processing of approvals of development orders or permits, for affordable housing 
projects is expedited to a greater degree than other projects, as provided in F.S. § 
163.3177(6)(f)3.  

b.  The modification of impact-fee requirements, including reduction or waiver of fees and 
alternative methods of fee payment for affordable housing.  

c.  The allowance of flexibility in densities for affordable housing.  

d.  The reservation of infrastructure capacity for housing for very-low-income persons, low-
income persons, and moderate-income persons.  

e.  The allowance of affordable accessory residential units in residential zoning districts.  

f.  The reduction of parking and setback requirements for affordable housing.  

g.  The allowance of flexible lot configurations, including zero-lot-line configurations for 
affordable housing.  

h.  The modification of street requirements for affordable housing.  

i.  The establishment of a process by which a local government considers, before adoption, 
policies, procedures, ordinances, regulations, or plan provisions that increase the cost of 
housing.  

j.  The preparation of a printed inventory of locally owned public lands suitable for affordable 
housing.  

k.  The support of development near transportation hubs and major employment centers and 
mixed-use developments.  

The committee recommendations must also include other affordable housing incentives 
identified by the advisory committee. The committee shall make recommendations approved by 
a majority of its membership at a public hearing. Notice of the time, date and place of the public 
hearing of the advisory committee to adopt final affordable housing incentive recommendations 
shall be advertised in a newspaper of greatest general circulation in Sumter County.  

(2)  The committee shall serve as the Community Development Block Grant Citizen Advisory Task 
Force (CATF), pursuant to F.S. § 290.046. The committee shall meet as the CATF as needed to 
review and monitor Community Development Block Grant projects consistent with the 
requirements of 73C-23.0041(5)(d), Florida Administrative Code.  

(Ord. No. 2015-12, § 1(Exh. A), 7-28-15; Ord. No. 2016-07, § 3(Exh. A), 5-24-16)  



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                      
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Construction Industry Licensing/Fire Code Board of Appeals Vacancy (Board’s 

Option). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Board’s Option 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:  N/A 

 Effective Date: 11/15/2018 Termination Date:  11/15/2021 

 Managing Division / Dept:  Building & Code / Development Services 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

The Construction Industry Licensing/Fire Code Board of Appeals evaluates and approves/disapproves 

contractors for local licensing. The Construction Industry Licensing/Fire Code Board of Appeals acts 

in the capacity of an impartial hearing board for complaints against licensed contractors and 

disciplines licensed contractors when warranted. The Construction Industry Licensing/Fire Code 

Board of Appeals also hears reports of unlicensed contractor activity and refers reports to the 

Commission or State Attorney’s Office when warranted. 

Appointment: The Board shall consist of five (5) members appointed by the Board. Each member 

shall be a legal, bona fide resident of Sumter County, Florida, and meet all other appointee 

requirements established by the Board. All contractors appointed shall hold an active Sumter County 

Competency Card or a Florida Certified License. 

Sector                                                    Position Status               Term 

 

Architect                                       Christopher Bowers    11/15/2018 - 11/15/2021 

Business Person                            Eleazar Flores    11/15/2018 - 11/15/2021 

Engineer                                        Deborah Snyder                    11/15/2018 - 11/15/2021 

Fire Protection Contracting                Vacant                 11/15/2018 - 11/15/2021 

General Contractor                 Thomas Cattell                      11/15/2018 - 11/15/2021 

 

Attachments:  Ordinance 

 

One vacancy is currently open for applications.  
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Sec. 6-22. - Construction Industry Licensing Board of Sumter County.  

There is hereby established and continued the Construction Industry Licensing Board of Sumter 
County which shall hereinafter be referred to as the "licensing board."  

(a)  Powers and duties. The primary responsibilities of the licensing board shall be as follows:  

(1)  To evaluate and approve/disapprove contractors for local licensing via the issuance of 
competency cards, except when a contractor applies for a competency card through the 
reciprocity procedures set forth in section 6-29. When a contractor applies for a 
competency card through the reciprocity procedures of this code, the building official shall 
be responsible for the approval/disapproval of such applications.  

(2)  To act in the capacity of an impartial hearing board for complaints against licensed 
contractors and to discipline said licensed contractors when warranted.  

(3)  To act in the capacity of an impartial hearing board on reports of unlicensed contractor 
activity, and to refer said reports to the board when warranted.  

(b)  Appointment, terms and attendance of members.  

(1)  Appointment. The licensing board shall consist of five (5) members appointed by the 
board of county commissioners. Each member shall be a legal, bona fide resident of the 
county and meet all other appointee requirements established by the board. Membership 
shall be consistent with 61G4-20.001(1)(b) of the Florida Administrative Code. All 
contractors appointed shall hold an active competency card or a state certificate of 
competency.  

(2)  Terms. The term of office for each member of the licensing board shall be three (3) years. 
Each member of the licensing board shall serve until his or her successor is qualified and 
begins serving on the licensing board. Members of the licensing board shall be eligible for 
re-appointment.  

(3)  Attendance. Licensing board members serve at the pleasure of the board and may be 
suspended or removed for cause. If any member fails to attend two (2) of three (3) 
successive meetings without cause and approval of the chair, the licensing board may, by 
majority vote, declare that member's position vacant and notify the board, who shall 
promptly fill such vacancy. A member who ceases to be a resident of the county, or a 
contractor member who does not hold a current license, shall be automatically dismissed.  

(4)  Officers. The licensing board shall elect from among its members a chairman and vice-
chairman annually. Officers shall serve for a term of one (1) year, with eligibility for 
subsequent re-election.  

(5)  Meetings. The licensing board shall meet at 6:00 p.m. on an as-needed basis at the 
designated location at which the board conducts its scheduled business. Applicants will be 
notified of the specific meeting date and location through the letter of notification sent to the 
applicant by the department. The department shall furnish a secretary who shall maintain 
written or electronically produced minutes of each meeting and provide clerical services for 
the licensing board. The county attorney or county attorney designee (also an attorney) 
shall be present at all meetings. Meetings may be rescheduled to a date certain if a 
quorum, is not available, or, in the alternative, if the building official finds the scheduled 
agenda items are not of an urgent nature, the issues for consideration shall be added to 
the next scheduled licensing board meeting agenda.  

(6)  Quorum and voting. A quorum for the licensing board shall consist of a simple majority of 
the duly appointed members. All members of the licensing board shall vote on each motion 
that comes before the board, unless a legally recognized conflict of interest exists, in which 
case a conflict of interest form shall be filed with the licensing board secretary, thus 
excusing said member from voting on any such matter.  



(7)  Rules and regulations. The licensing board may establish and adopt rules and regulations, 
in compliance with this article, for the conduct of its members and shall include such 
actions in the written minutes of the meeting.  

(Ord. No. 2009-03, 3-10-09; Ord. No. 2015-11, § 3, 6-23-15; Ord. No. 2017-04, § 3A, 2-28-17; 

Ord. No. 2018-06, § 3, 2-27-18)  



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                        
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SUBJECT: Public Safety Coordinating Council Vacancies (Board’s Option). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Board’s Option 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Administrative Services 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

 

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

Chapter 951.26 Florida Statutes provides that each Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) shall 

establish a county Public Safety Coordinating Council. Chapter 394.657 allows each BOCC to 

designate the existing Public Safety Coordinating Council as the Planning Council.  

 

The chairperson of the Board of County Commissioners, or another County Commissioner as designee, 

shall serve as the chairperson of the council until the council elects a chairperson from the membership 

of the council. 

 

Sector                                                                                                 Member 

 

State Attorney                                                                                    Brad King 

Public Defender                                                                                 Mike Graves 

Chief Circuit Judge                                                                           William Hallman III 

Chief County Judge                                                                           Paul Militello 

Chief Correctional Officer                                                                 Major Reece Thompson 

Sheriff                                                                                                William Farmer 

Police Chief                                                                                       Vacant 

State Probation Administrator (4-year term)                                     Susan Cizmadia 

Court Administration                                                                         Lorna Barker 

BOCC Commissioner                                                                        Doug Gilpin 

Director of County Probation (4-year term)                                      Bradley Arnold 

Director of Local Substance Abuse Program (4-year term)              Jonathan Cherry 

Director of Community Mental Health                                             Vacant 

DCF Mental Health Representative                                                  Vacant 

Consumer of Mental Health Services                                                Vacant - Selected by Community 

                                                                                                                          Mental Health Director 

Consumer of Community-Based Treatment Services                       Vacant - Selected by Community 

                                                                                                                          Mental Health Director 

Consumer of Substance Abuse Services                                            Vacant – Selected by Community 

                                                                                                                          Mental Health Director 
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SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                   
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

Family Member of Consumer of Treatment Services                        Vacant – Selected by Community 

                                                                                                                          Mental Health Director 

Homeless Program/Housing Representative                                      Vacant 

Director of Detention Facility of Juvenile Justice                              Vacant 

Chief Probation Officer of Juvenile Justice                                        Vacant 

Jobs Program Representative (4-year term)                                        Vacant 

 

The positions designated above as four-year terms will be a term from November 22, 2016 - November 

22, 2020. 
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SUMTER COUNTY RESOLUTION 2018- 27 
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SUMTER COUNTY, 
FLORIDA DESIGNATING THE SUMTER COUNTY PUBLIC SAFETY COORDINATING 
COUNCIL AS THE SUMTER COUNTY PLANNING COUNCIL 

WHEREAS, The Sumter County Public Safety Coordinating Council established by Florida Statutes 

951.26 is to meet at the call of the chairman of the committee for purpose of assessing the population 

status of all detention or correctional facilities owned by the county and formulating recommendations 

to ensure that the capabilities of such facilities are not exceeded, and 

WHEREAS, Such recommendations shall include an assessment of the availability of pretrial 

intervention or probation programs, work-release programs, substance abuse programs, gain-time 

schedules, applicable bail bond schedules, and the confinement status of the inmates housed within 

each facility owned or contracted by the county, and 

WHEREAS, Each Board of County Commissioners shall designate the county public safety 

coordinating council or designate another criminal or juvenile justice mental health and substance abuse 

council or committee, as the planning council or committee as established in Florida Statutes 394.657, 

and 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners may assign any entity to prepare the application 

on behalf of the county administration for submission to the Criminal Justice, Mental Health, and 

Substance Abuse Statewide Grant Review Committee for review. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of Sumter County 

Florida, as follows: 

Sumter County hereby designates the Sumter County Public Safety Coordinating Council as the 

Sumter County Planning Council for the purpose of: 

1. Making a formal recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners regarding how 
the Criminal Justice, Mental Health, and Substance Abuse Reinvestment Grant Program 
may best be implemented within a community. 

2. Assessing the population status of all detention or correctional facilities owned by the 
county and formulating recommendations to ensure that the capabilities of such 
facilities are not exceeded. 

3. Recommendations shall include an assessment of the availability of pretrial intervention 
or probation programs, work-release programs, substance abuse programs, gain-time 
schedules, applicable bail bond schedules, and the confinement status of the inmates 
housed within each facility owned or contracted by the county. 

DONE and RESOLVED at Bushnell, Sumter County, Florida this 101h day of April 2018. 

Effective Date. This Resolution shall take effect on April 16, 2018. 



BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
SUMTER COUNTY 

Attest: 

_A~ 
~ut; 

Chairman 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                      
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Sumter County Public Library Advisory Board (SCPLAB) Vacancy (Board’s Option). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Board’s Option 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Library Services 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

The SCPLAB purpose will be to formulate recommendations to the Library Single Administrative 

Head (LSAH), County Administrator (CA) and the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners  

(BOCC) for improving technology services. SCPLAB Membership shall be comprised of five at-large 

voting members with two-year terms commencing October 1, 2019 and one ex-officio member. The 

Bylaws specify that SCPLAB meetings will take place on the first Thursday of May and November. 

 

Sector                                 Name                                          Term 

At-Large Member      Vacant                                      10/1/2019 - 9/30/2021 

At-Large Member      Lynn Harpool                           10/1/2019 - 9/30/2021 

At-Large Member      Roseann Samson                      10/1/2019 - 9/30/2021 

At-Large Member      Elizabeth Lillie                         10/1/2019 - 9/30/2021 

At-Large Member      Beverly Rovelli                        10/1/2019 - 9/30/2021 
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SUMTER COUNTY RESOLUTION 2013- 3 9 
A RESOLUTION OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, RE-ESTABLISHING A 
COUNTYWIDE LIBRARY SYSTEM ADVISORY BOARD, PROVIDING TERMS, AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, it is the intent ofBoard of County Commissioners to provide open public library 
services for all the citizens of Sumter County consistent with the Interlocal Service Boundary 
Agreements with the Cities of Bushnell, Center Hill, Webster, and Wildwood and; 

WHEREAS, Section 125.01 (f), Florida Statutes, gives the Board of County Commissioners of 
Sumter County the authority to provide libraries as a matter of great public interest, and; 

WHEREAS, it is desirable to have a countywide library system advisory board in order to 
provide recommendations of improving technology services for the countywide library system to 
support the goal of maintaining modem/up-to-date services. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board ofCounty Commissioners ofSumter 
County, Florida, as follows: 

1. The currently appointed members of the formerly established Sumter County Public 
Library Advisory Board (SCPLAB) are hereby removed without prejudice. 

2. There is hereby established the SCPLAB meeting the purpose of improving technology 
services for the countywide library system to support the goal of maintaining modern/up
to-date services 

3. The membership shall be composed of five (5) at-large voting members and one (1) ex
officio member that is the Sumter County Library Single Administrative Head. 

4. The at-large voting members shall be appointed by the Sumter County Board of 
Commissioners for a term of two years commencing October I, 2013. 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS 271h day of August 2013. 

Effective Date. This resolution supersedes February 14, 2012 Resolution and shall take effect on 
August 27,2013. 

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMlSIONERS 
OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

Connie Webb 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                  
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Sumter County Tourist Development Council (TDC) Vacancy (Board’s Option). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Board’s Option 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Office of Management & Budget 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 Section 125.0104(4), Florida Statute, Sumter County established The Sumter County Tourist 

Development Council, indicating the intention of the county to consider the enactment of an ordinance 

levying and imposing the Tourist Development Tax. 

 

The council shall be established by ordinance and composed of nine members who shall be appointed 

by the governing board. The chair of the governing board of the county or any other member of the 

governing board, as designated by the chair, shall serve on the council. Two members of the council 

shall be elected municipal officials, at least one of whom shall be from the most populous municipality 

in the county or sub-county special taxing district in which the tax is levied. Six members of the 

council shall be persons who are involved in the tourist industry and who have demonstrated an interest 

in tourist development, of which members, not less than three or more than four, shall be owners or 

operators of motels, hotels, recreational vehicle parks, or other tourist accommodations in the county 

and subject to the tax. All members of the council shall be electors of the county. The governing board 

of the county shall have the option of designating the chair of the council or allowing the council to 

elect a chair. The chair shall be appointed or elected annually and may be reelected or reappointed. 

 

Sector                                                 Position Status                               Term 

 

Chair                                                                 Doug Gilpin  

RV/Motel Owner/Operator                           Raquel Nacaxe                    11/01/2016 - 11/01/2020 

RV/Motel Owner/Operator                           Vacant                                 11/01/2016 - 11/01/2020 

RV/Motel Owner/Operator                           Bobby Hunt                       11/01/2018 - 11/01/2022 

Tourist Industry                                       Rebecca Morrison               11/01/2016 - 11/01/2020 

Tourist Industry                                       Evelyn Stetler                     11/01/2018  -11/01/2022 

Tourist Industry                                       Ronald McMahon           11/01/2018 - 11/01/2022 

Municipality                                                   Don Levens                        11/01/2018 - 11/01/2022 

Sub-County Taxing Dist. Municipality(Large) Joe Elliott                          11/01/2016 – 11/01/2020 
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31212020 Sumter County FL Code of Ordinances 

Sec. 	14-7. - Tourist development tax. 

(a) 	 Definitions. The definitions as set forth in F.S. § 125.01 04(2)(b) are incorporated into this 

section by reference. 

(b) 	 The original county tourist development tax plan developed by the county tourist 

development council and submitted to the board of county commissioners on August 17, 

2004, was hereby adopted. The exhibit A to the county tourist development tax plan under 

Ordinance 2013-08 shall be amended to read as stated in "Exhibit A" attached hereto and 

incorporated as if stated fully herein. This amendment shall take effect upon recording 

with the Secretary of State by the Sumter County Clerk, on a date no later than October 1, 

2018. 

(c) 	 There is hereby levied and imposed within the entire area of the county, a tourist 

development tax in the amount of two (2) percent of each dollar and major fraction of 

each dollar of the total consideration charged for lease or rental of properties as set forth 

in F.S. § 125.01 04(3). 

(d) 	 There is hereby created a permanent county tourist development council as set forth in 

F.S. § 125.01 04(4)(e). 

(e) 	 All revenues derived from the tourist development tax, if approved, shall be utilized 

consistent with the provisions of F.S. § 125.0104 and the tourist development tax plan 

adopted herein. 

(Ord. No. 2004-25, §§ 1-3, 5, 6, 8-31-04; Ord . No. 2010-22, § 1, 11-23-10; Ord . No. 2013-08, § 1, 07-09-13; 

Ord . No. 2018-17, § 3, 6-26-18) 

Editor's note- Ord. No. 2004-25, adopted Aug. 31, 2004 and passed at an election held Nov. 2, 2004, did 

not specifically amend the Code . Hence, its inclusion herein as section 14-7 was at the discretion of the 

editor. 

Editor's note- Exhibit A as referenced above has not been set out, but may be inspected at the county 

office. 

1/1 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                     
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Budget Amendment A-18 (FY 19/20) for three projects (Staff Recommends 

Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval. 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Office of Management & Budget 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE: General Fund 

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: General Fund 

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

This budget amendment is needed for COVID 19 protection at the Tax Collector Offices – two 

additional handicap parking spaces at the Fairgrounds, and Fencing at the Wild Cow Prairie Cemetery 
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BOARD OF SUMTER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

BUDGET AMENDMENT

FISCAL YEAR: 2019-2020 A-18

AGENDA DATE 5/26/2020

ACCOUNT ACCOUNT AMENDED BUDGET REVENUE EXPENDITURE AMENDED BUDGET

FUND NAME TYPE ACCOUNT TITLE NUMBER BALANCE (5/18/20) INCREASE DECREASE INCREASE DECREASE BALANCE (5/26/20)

General Fund Expenditure Reserve for Contingencies 001-991-999-9300 5,711,524$                  16,861$          5,694,663$                    

General Fund Expenditure Other Services 001-140-515-3400 42,665$                       42,470$          195$                              

General Fund Expenditure Repair & Maintenance Service 001-100-513-4600 44,398$                       55,331$          99,729$                         

General Fund Expenditure Repair & Maintenance Service 001-100-575-4600 34,948$                       4,000$            38,948$                         

General Fund Expenditure Infrastructure 001-100-572-6300 -$                             3,800$            3,800$                           

Totals -$                -$                59,331$          59,331$          

Total Budget Change -$                -$                -$                -$                

AMENDMENT #:

EXPLANATION:  This budget amendment is needed for sneeze guards at the Tax Collector's offices in Bushnell, Wildwood, and The Villages Annex, two additional handicap parking spaces at the Fairgrounds, and fencing 

at the Wild Cow Prairie Cemetery



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                              
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
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SUBJECT: Inventory Transactions – Disposal and Surplus of Property (Staff Recommends 

Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☐ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Office of Management & Budget 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

 

 

Prepared by: Suzanne Hammer Grammarly Check ☒ 

Per the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Tangible Personal Property Policy, Section IV Property 

Transfers, and Surplus Property and Section IV Cannibalization and Disposal of Property. 

The request for the Board is to approve the inventory transactions as noted below: 
 

 

Description 

 

Asset Tag # 

 

Custodian 

 

Action 

Irrigation Unit 02138 Road & Bridge Surplus to Auction 

6x10 Cargo Trailer 02292 Road & Bridge Surplus to Auction 

Dell Latitude E6520 05143 Road & Bridge Dispose 

Dell Precision T3600 05561 Road & Bridge 

Admin 

Transfer to Information 

Technology 

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

      

 

 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                              
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
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SUBJECT: Purchase Order Approval for FY 2019/2020 (Staff Recommends Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval. 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Purchasing 

BUDGET IMPACT:  

. FUNDING SOURCE:  

 

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

The attached list of open purchase requisitions is recommended for approval.  In accordance with the 

County's Purchasing Policies and Procedures, purchase requests $25,000 and over must be approved by 

the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners.   

 

The attached Open Requisitions Report is recommended for approval. 
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Open Requisitions Report
SUMTER BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS05/21/20 12:56

rq310_pg.php/Job No: 36859
Page 1 of 1
USER: BSEGREST

Only Possesion Groups :BOCC  Minimum Amount: 9,999,999.00-

Approval

Group

Requisition

No

Requisition

Interface

Approval

Status

Fiscal

Year EMG Initiator

Creation

Date

Last

Action By Possession

Requisition

Total

FSREV 00019805 PO Waiting 2020 No JBAILEY 05/14/20 BARNOLD BOARD APPROV      728,920.00   

Line Qty Unit Price Ext Price Vendor / G/L Account

   1         1.00   100,000.00   100,000.00 G/L: 001-415-510-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG SLA & Courier service fees

   2         1.00   100,000.00   100,000.00 G/L: 001-415-520-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG SLA & Courier fees

   3         1.00     3,000.00     3,000.00 G/L: 001-415-530-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG Courier fee

   4         1.00   100,000.00   100,000.00 G/L: 001-415-540-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG SLA & Courier Fee

   5         1.00   100,000.00   100,000.00 G/L: 001-415-550-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG SLA & Courier fee

   6         1.00   100,000.00   100,000.00 G/L: 001-415-560-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG SLA & Courier fee

   7         1.00   100,000.00   100,000.00 G/L: 001-415-570-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG SLA & Courier fee

   8         1.00     1,500.00     1,500.00 G/L: 001-415-519-4607 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG Cloud Back Up Fee

   9         1.00   114,420.00   114,420.00 G/L: 001-415-515-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: TSG GIS Service Fee

  10         1.00    10,000.00    10,000.00 G/L: 001-415-513-3100 V: 7408-THE VILLAGES TECH SOLUTIONS 

Description: Web Programming Services

  

FSREV 00019816 PO Waiting 2020 No JBAILEY 05/19/20 BARNOLD BOARD APPROV       39,166.68   

Line Qty Unit Price Ext Price Vendor / G/L Account

   1         1.00    21,011.04    21,011.04 G/L: 127-103-712-3400 V: 8276-MILLER ELECTRIC 

Description: Miller Electric labor and support

   2         1.00    18,155.64    18,155.64 G/L: 127-103-712-5200 V: 8276-MILLER ELECTRIC 

Description: Miller Electric camera hardware, freight, and warranties

  

FSREV 00019828 PO Waiting 2020 No JVALDEZ 05/21/20 BARNOLD BOARD APPROV       86,000.00   

Line Qty Unit Price Ext Price Vendor / G/L Account

   1         1.00    86,000.00    86,000.00 G/L: 127-103-712-6300 V: 8359-SOUTHERN PRO FENCE & GATE, LLC 

Description: Security Fencing for Judges' Parking Area

Sumter County Bushnell Campus Security Fencing Project

  

  

** Totals ** Count: 3      854,086.68 

Approved By: ___________________________________________    Date: ____________________



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SUBJECT: Award and Enter into Contract Negotiations with First Transit, Inc. for RFP 003-0-2020/RS 
Sumter County Transp01iation Services (Staff Recommends Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 ---------------------

CONTRACT: 0 N/ A Vendor/Entity: First Transit, Inc. 

Effective Date: Termination Date: ---------------------
Managing Division I Dept: Transit 

BUDGET IMPACT: To be determined through contract negotiations 
FUNDING SOURCE: 

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: 

HISTORY /FACTS/ISSUES: 
RFP 003-0-2020/RS Sumter County Transportation Services was broadcasted on 3/17/2020. Qualifications were 
due on 5/5/2020 at 9:30a.m. and opened at 9:35 a.m. in the Training Room at 319 E. Anderson Avenue, 
Bushnell, FL 33513. 

Three (3) qualification packages were received from the following firms: 

1. First Transit, Inc. 
2. MTM Transit 
3. Transitions Commute Solutions, LLC 

The Selection Committee met on 5/7/2020 at 9:30 a.m. in the Training Room at 319 E. Anderson Avenue, 
Bushnell, FL to score the submittals. Scoring is listed below: 

MTM Transit- 9.60 
First Transit, Inc.- 9.20 
Transitions Commute Solutions, LLC- 7.40 

The Selection Committee agreed that vendor presentations were necessary and the three firms would be invited 
to vendor presentations. 

Vendor presentations were held on 5/12/20 beginning at 9:00 a.m. in the Training Room at 319 E. Anderson 
Avenue, Bushnell, FL. Due to concerns over COVID 19, the firms were offered the opportunity to do virtual 
presentations. Immediately following the vendor presentations, the Selection Committee met to discuss the 
presentations and to review their individual scoring. Below are the final scores: 

First Transit, Inc. - 10.70 
Transitions Commute Solutions, LLC- 10.50 
MTM Transit-10.35 

Based on the scoring, the Selection Committee agreed to recommend to the Sumter County Board of County 
Commissioners to enter into contract negotiations with First Transit, Inc. If negotiations are unsuccessful with 
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SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

First Transit, Inc., the Selection Committee recommends contract negotiations with Transitions Commute 
Solutions, LLC. and then with MTM Transit if the first two negotiations are unsuccessful. 

The following items are attached: legal ad, qualifications opening meeting minutes from 5/5/2020, Selection 
Committee meeting minutes from 5/7/2020, and vendor presentation meeting minutes and Selection Committee 
from 5/12/2020. 

Prepared by: Becl{y Segrest Grammarly Check 

'-':' 
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GJlteGVillage§~ 

DAILY SUN
Published Daily 

Lady Lake, Florida 
State of Florida 
County Of Lake 

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared 
Sheryl Dufour who on oath says that she is Legal Ad 
Coordinator of the DAILY SUN, a daily newspaper 
published at Lady Lake in Lake County, Florida with 
circulation in Lake, Sumter and Marion Counties; that the 
attached copy of advertisement, being a Legal Ad 
#937039 in the matter of REQUEST FOR 
PROPOSALS (RFP),was published in said newspaper in 
the issues of 

MARCH 16, 2020 

Affiant further says that the said Daily Sun is a newspaper
published at Lady Lake in said Lake County, Florida, and 
that the said newspaper has heretofore been continuously 
published in said Lake County, Florida each week and has
been entered as second class mail matter at the post office 
in Lady Lake, in said Lake County, Florida, for a period o
one year next preceding the first publication of the 
attached copy of adve1iisements; and affiant further says 
that he has neither paid nor promised any person, finn, or 
Corporation any discount, rebate, commission or refund 
for the purpose of securing this advertisement for 
publication in the said newspaper. 

) 

Personally Known,----,-----=-X-"----------or 
Production Identification ----------
Type of Identification Produced 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
(RFP) · 

otice. is hereby given that the 
umter County Board df Gpunty 
ommissioners (BOCC) will 

eceive proposals for the
llowing: "RFP 003-0~2020/RS
umter County Transportation 
ervices." · 

roposal information is available 
pon request by calling (352) 
89-4400, by coming to the 
urchasing· Division located at 
he Villa·ges Sunit~ r county
ervice . Center, 7·375 Rowell 
oad, Wildw.q_od, FL 34785, or 
y .contactingJ).emarid. Star at 1-
 o o -7 1 1 -- 1 7 1 2 0 r 
w w. De m a.n d s t a r. c 0 m·.

, . , . , 
ll inquir.ies and qu.estions
garding th,is invitatioh·to submit 

roposals must be:made only t0 
e contact identified below and 
hall be .made· in writing by tax, 
-mail, br mail : · .. : .. 

rs. Becky Segrest:· Assistant 
urchasing Agent!Log i'stics
anager · 
ailing Address: 7375 Powell 
oad, 1$1 floor f1eceptiontf'!esk,
ildwoCia, FL 34785 · "'·· 
~mail: - · · ~ 
ecky.segrest@) sumteircountyfl. . 
ov . . 
ax: (352) 689-4401 

he deadline for submission of 
uestions relating to · t-his 
ropos'al shall be March 31,
020, by 5:00 p.m. A copy of the 
roposal must be · obtained ,in 
rder to view the items being 
equested by the/ BOCC. 

N
S
C
r  
fo  
S
,S

P
· u

All proposals an'! due by 9:30 
a.m. on April 17, 2020, to the 
address li·sted above. Late 
submittals will be rejected and 
remain unopened. RFP 
packages must be clearLy . 
labeled '·'RF.P 003-0-2020YRS 
_Sum'ter C.ou'nty Transportation 
Services." 

· · 
 Upon.submis.sion, ?II proposals' 
will become the property ·of the ; 
BOCC, w~o has the right· ~o use ' 
any or all1deas pres~nted· ll")' any 
packages submitted 1n response 
tp this RFP, whether or not the 
prop.osal is accepted. ·Proposals 
will be ·opened .at 9:35 a.m. on 
April 17, 2020, in Room 110 of ·, 
The ' Villages Sumter County 
Service Center, Wildwood , ·FL 
34785. - · · 

The Selection Committee shall 
meet on April 21, -2020, at 9:30 
a.m. in ':Room 110 of The 
Village's Sumter County Ser.vice· 
Center to review and discuss the 
proposals. · 

The Selection · Committee's 
recommendation will be 
presented to the BOOC me!3tirig' 
~n April ~a: 2020. · 1 

SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF 
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS· 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
#937039 '3/16/2020' 
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RFP 003-0-2020/RS Sumter County Transportation Services- RFP Opening Meeting Minutes 

The meeting was held on 5/5/20 at 9:35 a.m. in the Public Works Conference Room located at 319 E. 
Anderson Avenue, Bushnell, Florida 33513 . 

Becky Segrest, Assistant Purchasing Agent, and Em illy Morrison, Purchasing Technician, were present on 
behalf of the Purchasing Division. 

Becky Segrest opened the meeting and read aloud the remaining RFP dates as follows: 
• Selection Committee meeting will be held on 5/7/2020 at 9:30a.m. in the Public Works Conference 

Room. 
• Recommendations to award and enter into contract will go to the Sumter County Board of County 

Commissioners on 5/26/2020. 

Becky stated that all items on the Proposal Document Checklist will be verified. If any items are omitted 
or found to be non-compliant then the Purchasing Agent will be notified and will determine if the RFP is 
responsive or non-responsive. 

Three (3) proposal packages were received on time and opened. The following RFP requirements were 
verified as follows: 

RFP Requirements First Tr·ansit, Inc. MTM Transit Transitions 
Commute Solutions, 

LLC 
Proposal PDF version Included Included Included 
Proposal Cover Page Included Included Included 
Proposal Document Included Included Included 
Checklist 
Proposal Form Included Included Included 
Proposer Included Included Included 
Certification/ Addenda 
Acknowledgement Form 
Statement of General Terms Included Included Included 
and Conditions 
A sworn, notarized Included Included Included 
Statement of Firms 
Experience and Personnel 
Drug Free Work Place Included Included Included 
Cettificate 
Hold Harmless Agreement Included Included Included 
E-Verify Cettification Form Included Included Missing Electronic 
and electronic signature 
page from MOU 
Anti-Collusion Statement Included Included Included 
Statement of Public Entity of Included Included Included 
Crimes 
Certificate of Insurability Included Included Missing 
Original, 3 Copies, Included Included Included 
Electronic Copy 

The meeting adjourned at 9:46 a.m. 



J hvs+ ~ ,' C£L flrour 
PROPOSAL DOCUMENTS CHECKLIST OF ITEMS REQUIRED TO BE SUMBITTED 
The following documents and forms in the following arrangement must accompany each proposal or 
alternate proposal submitted: 

Documents that are mandatory and MUST accompany the submittal of the bid in order for the 
submission to be considered: 

~ne (1) original proposal, clearly labeled "Original" 

~roposal Cover Page. This is to be used as the first page of the RFP. This form must be fully 
completed and signed by an authorized officer of the vendor. 

/rroposer Certification I Addenda Acknowledgement Form 

·~atement of General Terms and Conditions 

.t/" A sworn, notarized Statement of Contractor's Experience and Personnel 

-~ sworn, notarized Drug Free Work Place Certificate must accompany each proposal or 
/lternate proposal. 

"'f/ A sworn, notarized Statement of Public Entity Crimes 

/Proposal I Price Form- Exhibit A 

~separate sheet or sheets, clearly identified and numbered, of Exceptions or Deviations from 
}Pte minimum specifications, must be attached to the Proposal Form (if applicable). 

~ pnti-Collusion Statement 

·d Hold Harmless Agreement 

Documents that are required as part of the submittal but will be considered minor discrepancies 
if turned in within 24 business hours (Monday - Friday 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) after opening of 
the bi~nd are found to be in compliance with the purchasing standards of Sumter County: 

'fi Three (3) printed copies of the proposal in its entirety; and one (1) electronic single PDF version 
)Pt password protected of the original submitted proposal in its entirety. 

·lf' _7-Verify Certification Form 

·~Electronic signature page of the E-Verify Memorandum of Understanding from the Department 
of Homeland Security. This must be dated prior to the RFP due date. 

/ ~ Document Checklist of Items Required to be Submitted 

-..uJ A Certificate of Insurability, acceptable to the County, shall accompany each bid or alternate bid, 
in the amounts as prescribed by State and Sumter County BOCC . 

o All insurance policies shall be written on companies authorized to do business in the 
State of Florida and satisfactory to the Sumter County BOCC. Prior to commencing 
services pursuant to the award of this bid, the Contractor shall furnish to the Sumter 
County BOCC certificates of insurance showing the required coverage has been 
procured and paid for in advance. Within thirty (30) days prior to expiration, the Vendor 
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PROPOSAL DOCUMENTS CHECKLIST OF ITEMS REQUIRED TO BE SUMBITTED 
The following documents and forms in the following arrangement must accompany each proposal or 
alternate proposal submitted: 

Documents that are mandatory and MUST accompany the submittal of the bid in order for the 
subm7sion to be considered: 

.1/ One (1) original proposal, clearly labeled "Original" 

/rroposal Cover Page. This is to be used as the first page of the RFP. This form must be fully 
completed and signed by an authorized officer of the vendor. 

/,poser Certification I Addenda Acknowledgement Form 

~Statement of General Terms and Conditions 

~worn, notarized Statement of Contractor's Experience and Personnel 

.f A sworn, notarized Drug Free Work Place Certificate must accompany each proposal or 
~ternate proposal. 

·\t{ A sworn, notarized Statement of Public Entity Crimes 

~roposal I Price Form- Exhibit A 

----a-1\'separate . pe sheet or sheets, clearly identified and numbered, of Exceptions or Deviations from 
minimum specifications, must be attached to the Proposal Form (if applicable). 

'i;(' Jnti-Collusion Statement 

\(Hold Harmless Agreement 

Documents that are required as part of the submittal but will be considered minor discrepancies 
if turned in within 24 business hours (Monday - Friday 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) after opening of 
the bid and are found to be in compliance with the purchasing standards of Sumter County: 

~ree (3) printed copies of the proposal in its entirety; and one (1) electronic single PDF version 
yot password protected of the original submitted proposal in its entirety. 

-~ E-Nerify Certification Form 

·~ectronic signature page of the E-Verify Memorandum of Understanding from the Department 
'Homeland Security. This must be dated prior to the RFP due date. 

-g/ Bid Document Checklist of Items Required to be Submitted 

tf A Certificate of Insurability, acceptable to the County, shall accompany each bid or alternate bid, 
in the amounts as prescribed by State and Sumter County BOCC . 

o All insurance policies shall be written on companies authorized to do business in the 
State of Florida and satisfactory to the Sumter County BOCC. Prior to commencing 
services pursuant to the award of this bid, the Contractor shall furnish to the Sumter 
County BOCC certificates of insurance showing the required coverage has been 
procured and paid for in advance. Within thirty (30) days prior to expiration, the Vendor 

12 



PROPOSAL DOCUMENTS CHECKLIST OF ITEMS REQUIRED TO BE SUMBITTED 
The following documents and forms in the following arrangement must accompany each proposal or 
alternate proposal submitted: 

Documents that are mandatory and MUST accompany the submittal of the bid in order for the 
submission to be considered: 

/one (1) original proposal, clearly labeled "Original" 

~roposal Cover Page. This is to be used as the first page of the RFP. This form must be fully 
completed and signed by an authorized officer of the vendor. 

./'Proposer Certification I Addenda Acknowledgement Form 

/;tatement of General Terms and Conditions 

-# A sworn, notarized Statement of Contractor's Experience and Personnel 

~ sworn, notarized Drug Free Work Place Certificate must accompany each proposal or 
}lternate proposal. 

~A sworn, notarized Statement of Public Entity Crimes 

W" Proposal/ Price Form- Exhibit A $ I ogcr t5?J I J 

--J:l--1!1\ separate sheet or sheets, clearly identified and numbered, of Exceptions or Deviations from 
)he minimum specifications, must be attached to the Proposal Form (if applicable). 

-v{ Anti-Collusion Statement 

-' ~old Harmless Agreement 

Documents that are required as part of the submittal but will be considered minor discrepancies 
if turned in within 24 business hours (Monday - Friday 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) after opening of 
the bi~nd are found to be in compliance with the purchasing standards of Sumter County: 

if Three (3) printed copies of the proposal in its entirety; and one (1) electronic single PDF version 
not password protected of the original submitted proposal in its entirety. 

~-Verify Certification Form 

a:t 
ff 

Electronic signature page of the E-Verify Memorandum of Understanding from the Department 
Homeland Security. This must be dated prior to the RFP due date. ~ 1~{) 

.tf Bid Document Checklist of Items Required to be Submitted 

tl A Certificate of Insurability, acceptable to the County, shall accompany each bid or alternate bid, 
in the amounts as prescribed by State and Sumter County BOCC . . ~ ~~ 

o All insurance policies shall be written on companies authorized to do business in tl'ie 
State of Florida and satisfactory to the Sumter County BOCC. Prior to commencing 
services pursuant to the award of this bid, the Contractor shall furnish to the Sumter 
County BOCC certificates of insurance showing the required coverage has been 
procured and paid for in advance. Within thirty (30) days prior to expiration, the Vendor 
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SIGN- IN SHEET 

DATE: 

TIME: 1.·3(( tUrn 

BIDIRFP!RFQNAME: {2pP QQ3---D-- 20;u;/{20 
~ CoL-L/IL-hi J')CVM p{)1--1---a"--h·ctY1 I~ (J 'Cb:)_J 

0 Pre-Bid/Proposal/Qualificatio~ Meeting 
o Bid/RFP/RFQ Opening 
0 Selection Committee Meeting 
0 Vendor Presentations I Selection Committee Meeting 

Please list all the companies you are representing beside your name. 

NAME COMPANY 



Selection Committee Meeting Minutes for RFP 003-0-2020/RS Sumter County Transportation 
Services. 

The meetings were held on 5/7/2020 stmiing at 9:30 a.m. in the Public Works Training Room 

located at 319 E. Anderson Avenue, Buslmell, FL. 33513. 

Stephen Kennedy, Assistant County Administrator, Keith Stevenson, Fleet Manager, and David 

Davies, Quality Assurance and Compliance Manager, were present on behalf of the Selection 
Committee. 

Becky Segrest, Assistant Purchasing Agent and Logistics Manager, and Emilly Morrison, 

Purchasing Technician were present on behalf of the Purchasing Division. 

Becky announced that if deemed necessary, vendor presentations will be held May 12, 2020 

stmiing at 9:00 a.m. in the Public Works Training Room. The final recommendation of the 
Selection Committee will go to the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) for 

award and to enter into contract negotiations on 5/26/2020. 

The Selection Committee submitted their scoring ofthe RFP submittals as follows: 

Committee Member First Transit, Inc. Transitions MTM Transit 
Commute 

Solutions, LLC 
Steven Kennedy 2.7 3.3 3.0 
Keith Stevenson 2.5 2.8 3.2 
David Davies 4 1.3 3.4 

TOTAL 9.2 7.4 9.6 

The Selection Committee felt that more information was needed and agreed to go into vendor presentations. 
The County Administrator agreed that, due to travel restrictions as a result of COVID-19, vendor 
presentations would be offered using a vi1tual platform for those impacted. 

The meeting adjourned at I 0:12 a.m. 



PART2 
EVALUATION AND AWARD 

PROPOSALS EVALUATION 
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the 
sealed Proposals information to the BOCC by the due date and time. Once Proposals are received, the 
Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal and score each Proposal 
based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance with this Request for Proposals 
will be evaluated using the following criteria. 

Score X Weight = Rating 
1. Quality of similar work that has been provided 
for other public entities. Reports from direct and 
indirect references will be evaluated as well as 
the County's right to conduct background inquiry 
of each Proposer. 

2. Completeness of proposals and thorough 
explanation of how the work will meet 
performance expectations. 

3. Comparable experience and background of 
the specific personnel that shall be assigned to 
the team that will serve the County. 

4. Extent of applicable resources available to 
the firm. 

5. Cost 

Total: 

SCORE: 
0 = Non-Responsive 
1 =Poor 
2 =Fair 
3 =Average (Included only minimum of what was asked for on subject criteria) 
4 =Good 
5 =Excellent 

• Do not attempt to contact any Selection Committee Member, staff member or person other than 
Mrs. Becky Segrest for questions relating to this project. Anyone attempting to lobby Sumter 
County BOCC representatives may be disqualified. The Selection Committee consists of 
Stephen Kennedy, Assistant County Administrator, Keith Stevenson, Fleet Manager, and David 
Davies, Quality Assurance and Compliance Manager 

• Recommendation of award will be provided on Demand Star once award is made at 
www.demandstar.com. The award will be based on the Proposal that is most advantageous to 
Sumter County. All Selection Committee recommendations are subject to BOCC approval. 

The Selection Committee will meet to evaluate Proposals on April21, 2020@ 9:30a.m. in Room 110 
located in The Villages Sumter County Service Center, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, FL 34785. 

PROPOSALS AWARD 
Submitters and vendors registered through www.demandstar.com will have access to award 
documents via the website. All others wishing to receive an official tabulation of the results of the 
opening of this Proposal are to submit a self-addressed, stamped business size (No. 1 0) envelope. 

17 
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PART2 
EVALUATION AND AWARD 

PROPOSALS EVALUATION 
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the 
sealed Proposals information to the BOCC by the due date and time. Once Proposals are received, the 
Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal and score each Proposal 
based on the evaluation criteria . All Proposals received in accordance with this Request for Proposals 
will be evaluated using the following criteria. 

Score X Weight = Rating 
1. Quality of similar work that has been provided 
(or other public entities. Reports from direct and 
indirect references will be evaluated as well as 
the County's right to conduct background inquiry 
of each Proposer. 2_ 0.20 O,{p 

2. Completeness of proposals and thorough 
explanation of how the work will meet 
performance expectations. ~ 0.20 ~ 
3. Comparable experience and background of 
the specific personnel that shall be assigned to 
the team that will serve the County. ~ 0.20 0 .. & 

4. Extent of applicable resources available to 
the firm. 3 0 · 7 

0.10 . ;> 

5. Cost :3 0.30 04 
Total: 

:1 ,, ' ...._ 

SCORE: 
0 = Non-Responsive 
1 =Poor 
2 =Fair 
3 =Average (Included only minimum of what was asked for on subject criteria) 
4 =Good 
5 =Excellent 

• Do not attempt to contact any Selection Committee Member, staff member or person other than 
Mrs. Becky Segrest for questions relating to this project. Anyone attempting to lobby Sumter 
County BOCC representatives may be disqualified. The Selection Committee consists of 
Stephen Kennedy, Assistant County Administrator, Keith Stevenson, Fleet Manager, and David 
Davies, Quality Assurance and Compliance Manager 

• Recommendation of award will be provided on Demand Star once award is made at 
www.demandstar.com. The award will be based on the Proposal that is most advantageous to 
Sumter County. All Selection Committee recommendations are subject to BOCC approval. 

The Selection Committee will meet to evaluate Proposals on April21, 2020@ 9:30a.m. in Room 110 
located in The Villages Sumter County Service Center, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood , FL 34785. 

PROPOSALS AWARD 
Submitters and vendors registered through www.demandstar.com will have access to award 
documents via the website. All others wishing to receive an official tabulation of the results of the 
opening of this Proposal are to submit a self-addressed, stamped business size (No. 1 0) envelope. 
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PART2 
EVALUATION AND AWARD $ j-y /'00? 0 

PROPOSALS EVALUATION 
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the 
sealed Proposals information to the BOCC by the due date and time. Once Proposals are received, the 
Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal and score each Proposal 
based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance with this Request for Proposals 
will be evaluated using the following criteria . 

Score X Weight = Rating 
1. Quality of similar work that has been provided 
for other public entities. Reports from direct and 
indirect references will be evaluated as well as 
the County's right to conduct background inquiry 
of each Proposer. 

2. Completeness of proposals and thorough 
explanation of how the work will meet 
performance expectations. 0.20 O . Co 

3. Comparable experience and background of 
the specific personnel that shall be assigned to 
the team that will serve the County. !:t_. 0.20 

4. Extent of applicable resources available to 
the firm. 2 0.10 

5. Cost Ye-o/ .1 ~ 0.30 
I ?.-I ''Z- ct rt L _ '8 ~ 

Total: 

SCORE: 
0 = Non-Responsive 
1 =Poor 
2 =Fair 
3 =Average (Included only minimum of what was asked for on subject criteria) 
4 =Good 
5 =Excellent 

• Do not attempt to contact any Selection Committee Member, staff member or person other than 
Mrs. Becky Segrest for questions relating to this project. Anyone attempting to lobby Sumter 
County BOCC representatives may be disqualified . The Selection Committee consists of 
Stephen Kennedy, Assistant County Administrator, Keith Stevenson, Fleet Manager, and David 
Davies, Quality Assurance and Compliance Manager 

• Recommendation of award will be provided on Demand Star once award is made at 
www.demandstar.com. The award will be based on the Proposal that is most advantageous to 
Sumter County. All Selection Committee recommendations are subject to BOCC approval. 

The Selection Committee will meet to evaluate Proposals on April 21, 2020@ 9:30a.m. in Room 110 
located in The Villages Sumter County Service Center, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, FL 34785. 

PROPOSALS AWARD 
Submitters and vendors registered through www.demandstar.com will have access to award 
documents via the website. All others wishing to receive an official tabulation of the results of the 
opening of this Proposal are to submit a self-addressed, stamped business size (No. 1 0) envelope. 
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PART2 
EVALUATION AND AWARD 

PROPOSALS EVALUATION 
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the 
sealed Proposals information to the BOCC by the due date and time. Once Proposals are received, the 
Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal and score each Proposal 
based on the evaluation criteria . All Proposals received in accordance with this Request for Proposals 
will be evaluated using the following criteria . 

Score X Weight = Rating 
1. Quality of similar work that has been provided 
for other public entities. Reports from direct and 
indirect references will be evaluated as well as 
the County's right to conduct background inquiry 
of each Proposer. 

2. Completeness of proposals and thorough 
explanation of how the work will meet 
performance expectations. 

3. Comparable experience and background of 
the specific personnel that shall be assigned to ) 
the team that will seNe the County. 0.20 

4. Extent of applicable resources available to } I '/ the firm. 0.10 

5. Cost L 0.30 

Total: 

SCORE: 
0 = Non-Responsive 
1 =Poor 
2 =Fair 
3 =Average (Included only minimum of what was asked for on subject criteria) 
4 =Good 
5 =Excellent 

• Do not attempt to contact any Selection Committee Member, staff member or person other than 
Mrs. Becky Segrest for questions relating to this project. Anyone attempting to lobby Sumter 
County BOCC representatives may be disqualified. The Selection Committee consists of 
Stephen Kennedy, Assistant County Administrator, Keith Stevenson, Fleet Manager, and David 
Davies, Quality Assurance and Compliance Manager 

• Recommendation of award will be provided on Demand Star once award is made at 
www.demandstar.com. The award will be based on the Proposal that is most advantageous to 
Sumter County. All Selection Committee recommendations are subject to BOCC approval. 

The Selection Committee will meet to evaluate Proposals on April 21, 2020 @ 9:30 a.m. in Room 110 
located in The Villages Sumter County Service Center, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, FL 34785. 

PROPOSALS AWARD 
Submitters and vendors registered through www.demandstar.com will have access to award 
documents via the website. All others wishing to receive an official tabulation of the results of the 
opening of this Proposal are to submit a self-addressed, stamped business size (No. 1 0) envelope. 
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Vendor Presentations and Selection Committee Meeting Minutes for RFP 003-0-2020/RS Sumter 
County Transportation Services 

The meetings were held on 5/12/20 starting at 9:00 a.m. in the Training Room located at 319 E. 

Anderson Avenue, Bushnell , FL 33513. 

Stephen Kennedy, Assistant County Administrator, Keith Stevenson, Fleet Manager, and David 

Davies, Quality Assurance and Compliance Manager, were present on behalf of the Selection 

Committee. 

Becky Segrest, Assistant Purchasing Agent and Logistics Manager, Emilly Morrison, Purchasing 

Technician were present on behalf of the Purchasing Division. 

Becky announced that the recommendation of the Selection Committee will go to the Sumter 

County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) for award and to enter into contract negotiations 

on 5/26/20. 

Becky turned the meeting over to the vendor for the first presentation. Once all three presentations 

were complete, a Selection Committee Meeting was held. All members of the committee felt that 

the three firms should have been a little more specific in their presentations and reiterated what 
was in their original submittals. Stephen Kennedy and David Davies marked down MTM Transit 

slightly because they left presentation time on the table and could have provided more in their 30 

minutes . After the presentations were discussed , the Presentation Evaluation Forms were 

submitted and the scoring was as follows: 

Committee Member First Transit, Inc. Transitions MTM Transit 
Commute 

Solutions, LLC 
Stephen Kennedy 3.40 3.40 3.25 
Keith Stevenson 3.75 3.40 3.85 
David Davies 3.55 3.70 3.25 

TOTAL 10.70 10.50 10.35 

The Selection Committee agreed to recommend to the Sumter County Board of County 

Commissioners to enter into contract negotiations with First Transit, Inc. If negotiations are 

unsuccessful with First Transit, Inc., it is recommended by the Selection Committee to enter into 

contract negotiations with Transitions Commute Solutions, LLC, then with MTM Transit if the 

first two negotiations are unsuccessful. 

The presentations/Selection Committee meeting adjourned at 12:22 p.m. 
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VENDOR PRESENTATIONS 
Tuesday, May 12, 2020 

Sumter County Public Works Training Room 

First Transit, Inc. 

9:00 to 9:05- Set Up 

9:05 to 9:35- Presentation 

9:35 to 9:50- Q & A 

9:50 to 9:55- Wrap Up Presentation 

MTM Transit, LLC 

10:00 to 10:05- Set Up 

10:05 to 10:35- Presentation 

10:35 to 10:50- Q & A 

10:50 to 10:55- Wrap Up Presentation 

Transitions Commute Solutions, LLC 

11:00 to 11:05- Set Up 

11:05 to 11:35- Presentation 

11:35 to 11:50- Q & A 

11:50 to 11:55- Wrap Up Presentation 

Selection Committee Meeting 

12:00 p.m. 
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Proposal results requested by telephone, fax or electronic media will not be accepted. 

The top scoring Vendors will be contacted to schedule their presentations. Presentations will be held 
on Friday, April 23, 2020 starting at 9:00 a.m.. Each presentation will be a total of 45 minutes. Each 
vendor will have up to 30 minutes for their presentation and 15 minutes for questions and answers with 
the Selection Committee. Presentations will be timed and terminated if they extend beyond 30 minutes. 
Vendor presentations meetings will not be open to the public per F.S. 119.071 relating to House Bill 
7223. 

Sumter County will provide a projector and a projector screen. All other equipment or hand-outs must 
be provided by the presenting Vendor. If a Vendor does bring handouts a total of five (5) copies are 
required. 

The scoring criteria listed below will be used by the Selection Committee to score vendor presentations 
and are as follows: 

Vendor Presentations Evaluation Scoring Criteria 

Score X Weight = Rating 

1. Thoroughness of coverage of 
relevant material. .45 f . 35 
2. Organization and timing of 
presentation. .15 

3. Communication skill of the 
presenter(s). ~ .15 () .. G. 
4. Ability to respond to Committee 
member inquiries. .25 I a 0 
Total 

SCORE: 
0 = Non-Responsive; 1 = Poor; 2 = Fair; 3 =Average; 4 = Good; 5 = Excellent 

Once the Selection Committee has scored the individual/consultant(s) presentations, the score sheets 
will be tallied and the highest ranking consultant will be recommended for award to the Sumter County 
Board of County Commissioners and to enter into contract negotiations. This ranking is solely based 
on the scores from the presentations, and previous evaluation scores are not included. 

Anyone attempting to lobby the Sumter County BOCC representatives on the selection committee may 
be disqualified. 
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be disqualified. 
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Proposal results requested by telephone, fax or electronic media will not be acceptetl. · 

The top scoring Vendors will be contacted to schedule their presentations. Presentations will be held 
on Friday, April 23, 2020 starting at 9:00 a.m.. Each presentation will be a total of 45 minutes. Each 
vendor will have up to 30 minutes for their presentation and 15 minutes for questions and answers with 
the Selection Committee. Presentations will be timed and terminated if they extend beyond 30 minutes. 
Vendor presentations meetings will not be open to the public per F.S. 119.071 relating to House Bill 
7223. 

Sumter County will provide a projector and a projector screen. All other equipment or hand-outs must 
be provided by the presenting Vendor. If a Vendor does bring handouts a total of five (5) copies are 
required. 

The scoring criteria listed below will be used by the Selection Committee to score vendor presentations 
and are as follows : 

Vendor Presentations Evaluation Scoring Criteria 

Score X Weight = Rating 

1. Thoroughness of coverage of 
relevant material. .45 I - ~ -
2. Organization and timing of 
presentation. ~- .15 

3. Communication skill of the 
presenter(s). 3 .15 

4. Ability to respond to Committee 
member inquiries. '-f-. .25 

Total :3 . r. 
SCORE: 
0 = Non-Responsive; 1 = Poor; 2 = Fair; 3 =Average; 4 = Good; 5 = Excellent 

Once the Selection Committee has scored the individual/consultant(s) presentations, the score sheets 
will be tallied and the highest ranking consultant will be recommended for award to the Sumter County 
Board of County Commissioners and to enter into contract negotiations. This ranking is solely based 
on the scores from the presentations, and previous evaluation scores are not included. 

Anyone attempting to lobby the Sumter County BOCC representatives on the selection committee may 
be disqualified. 
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Proposal results requested by telephone, fax or electronic media will not be accepted. 

The top scoring Vendors will be contacted to schedule their presentations. Presentations will be held 
on Friday, April 23, 2020 starting at 9:00 a.m .. Each presentation will be a total of 45 minutes. Each 
vendor will have up to 30 minutes for their presentation and 15 minutes for questions and answers with 
the Selection Committee. Presentations will be timed and terminated if they extend beyond 30 minutes. 
Vendor presentations meetings will not be open to the public per F.S. 119.071 relating to House Bill 
7223. 

Sumter County will provide a projector and a projector screen. All other equipment or hand-outs must 
be provided by the presenting Vendor. If a Vendor does bring handouts a total of five (5) copies are 
required. 

The scoring criteria listed below will be used by the Selection Committee to score vendor presentations 
and are as follows: 

Vendor Presentations Evaluation Scoring Criteria 

Score X Weight = Rating 

1. Thoroughness of coverage of 
relevant material. .45 

2. Organization and timing of 
presentation. J .15 

3. Communication skill of the 
presenter(s). .15 

4. Ability to respond to Committee 
member inquiries. (_I .25 

Total P:0 cF 

SCORE: . ..__ ..- r;,}j:JYYv 

. 
0 = Non-Responsive; 1 = Poor; 2 = Fair; 3 =Average; 4 = Good; 5 = Excellent ~)~cj\) 

Once the Selection Committee has scored the individual/consultant(s) presentations, the score sheets 
will be tallied and the highest ranking consultant will be recommended for award to the Sumter County 
Board of County Commissioners and to enter into contract negotiations. This ranking is solely based 
on the scores from the presentations, and previous evaluation scores are not included. 

Anyone attempting to lobby the Sumter County BOCC representatives on the selection committee may 
be disqualified. 
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Proposal results requested by telephone, fax or electronic media will not be accepted. 

The top scoring Vendors will be contacted to schedule their presentations. Presentations will be held 
on Friday, April 23, 2020 starting at 9:00 a.m.. Each presentation will be a total of 45 minutes. Each 
vendor will have up to 30 minutes for their presentation and 15 minutes for questions and answers with 
the Selection Committee. Presentations will be timed and terminated if they extend beyond 30 minutes. 
Vendor presentations meetings will not be open to the public per F.S. 119.071 relating to House Bill 
7223. 

Sumter County will provide a projector and a projector screen. All other equipment or hand-outs must 
be provided by the presenting Vendor. If a Vendor does bring handouts a total of five (5) copies are 
required. 

The scoring criteria listed below will be used by the Selection Committee to score vendor presentations 
and are as follows: 

Vendor Presentations Evaluation Scoring Criteria 

Score X Weight = Rating 

1. Thoroughness of coverage of 
relevant material. .45 

2. Organization and timing of 
presentation. .15 

3. Communication skill of the 
presenter(s). .15 ,lp 
4. Ability to respond to Committee 
member inquiries. .25 

Total 

SCORE: 
0 = Non-Responsive; 1 = Poor; 2 = Fair; 3 =Average; 4 = Good; 5 = Excellent 

Once the Selection Committee has scored the individual/consultant(s) presentations, the score sheets 
will be tallied and the highest ranking consultant will be recommended for award to the Sumter County 
Board of County Commissioners and to enter into contract negotiations. This ranking is solely based 
on the scores from the presentations, and previous evaluation scores are not included. 

Anyone attempting to lobby the Sumter County BOCC representatives on the selection committee may 
be disqualified. 
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Proposal results requested by telephone, fax or electronic media will not be accepted. 

The top scoring Vendors will be contacted to schedule their presentations. Presentations will be held 
on Friday, April 23, 2020 starting at 9:00 a.m.. Each presentation will be a total of 45 minutes. Each 
vendor will have up to 30 minutes for their presentation and 15 minutes for questions and answers with 
the Selection Committee. Presentations will be timed and terminated if they extend beyond 30 minutes. 
Vendor presentations meetings will not be open to the public per F.S. 119.071 relating to House Bill 
7223. 

Sumter County will provide a projector and a projector screen. All other equipment or hand-outs must 
be provided by the presenting Vendor. If a Vendor does bring handouts a total of five (5) copies are 
required. 

The scoring criteria listed below will be used by the Selection Committee to score vendor presentations 
and are as follows: 

Vendor Presentations Evaluation Scoring Criteria 

Score X Weight = Rating 

1. Thoroughness of coverage of 
relevant material. .45 

2. Organization and timing of 
presentation. 3. .15 0. ct) ----
3. Communication skill of the 
presenter(s). ~ .15 

4. Ability to respond to Committee 
member inquiries. Lt-. .25 l - OJ 

Total . 3 . ·z :;; . 
SCORE: 
0 = Non-Responsive; 1 = Poor; 2 = Fair; 3 =Average; 4 = Good; 5 = Excellent 

Once the Selection Committee has scored the individual/consultant(s) presentations, the score sheets 
will be tallied and the highest ranking consultant will be recommended for award to the Sumter County 
Board of County Commissioners and to enter into contract negotiations. This ranking is solely based 
on the scores from the presentations, and previous evaluation scores are not included. 

Anyone attempting to lobby the Sumter County BOCC representatives on the selection committee may 
be disqualified. 
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Proposal results requested by telephone, fax or electronic media will not be accepted. 

The top scoring Vendors will be contacted to schedule their presentations. Presentations will be held 
on Friday, April 23, 2020 starting at 9:00 a.m.. Each presentation will be a total of 45 minutes. Each 
vendor will have up to 30 minutes for their presentation and 15 minutes for questions and answers with 
the Selection Committee. Presentations will be timed and terminated if they extend beyond 30 minutes. 
Vendor presentations meetings will not be open to the public per F.S. 119.071 relating to House Bill 
7223. 

Sumter County will provide a projector and a projector screen. All other equipment or hand-outs must 
be provided by the presenting Vendor. If a Vendor does bring handouts a total of five (5) copies are 
required. 

The scoring criteria listed below will be used by the Selection Committee to score vendor presentations 
and are as follows: 

Vendor Presentations Evaluation Scoring Criteria 

Score X Weight = Rating 

1. Thoroughness of coverage of 
relevant material. .45 

2. Organization and timing of 
presentation. .15 , {~ 

3. Communication skill of the 
presenter( s). .15 

4. Ability to respond to Committee 
member inquiries. .25 

Total :J. 'ils 
SCORE: 
0 =Non-Responsive; 1 =Poor; 2 =Fair; 3 =Average; 4 =Good; 5 =Excellent 

Once the Selection Committee has scored the individual/consultant(s) presentations, the score sheets 
will be tallied and the highest ranking consultant will be recommended for award to the Sumter County 
Board of County Commissioners and to enter into contract negotiations. This ranking is solely based 
on the scores from the presentations, and previous evaluation scores are not included. 

Anyone attempting to lobby the Sumter County BOCC representatives on the selection committee may 
be disqualified. 
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SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                  
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Award and Enter into Contract with Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC for ITB 017-0-

2020/RS Sumter County Bushnell Campus Security Fencing Project (Staff 

Recommends Approval).  

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☐ N/A Vendor/Entity:  Southern Pro Fence & 

Gate, LLC 

 Effective Date: 05/26/2020 Termination Date:  09/30/2020 

 Managing Division / Dept:  Facilities & Parks 

BUDGET IMPACT: $86,000.00 

 FUNDING SOURCE: Court Improvement Fund 

Type: Capital EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: 127-103-712-6300 

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

ITB 017-0-2020/RS Sumter County Bushnell Campus Security Fencing Project was broadcasted on 4/17/2020. 
Bids were due on 5/15/2020 at 2:30 p.m. and opened at 2:35 p.m. in the Training Room located at 319 E. 
Anderson Avenue, Bushnell, FL 33513. 
 
Two (2) bids were received from the following vendors:   
 
1. Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC   $86,000.00 ($80,900.00 base bid/$5,100.00 bid alternate 1) 
2. West Florida Fence                                       $88,338.57 ($83,088.57 base bid/$5,250.00 bid alternate 1) 
 
The Selection Committee met on 5/19/2020 at 12:00 p.m. in the Training Room located at 319 E. Anderson 
Avenue, Bushnell, FL 33513.  The Selection Committee agreed to recommend to the Sumter County Board of 
County Commissioners to enter into contract with Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC as the lowest 
responsive/responsible bid.  
 
The purpose of this project is to provide security fencing for the judges’ parking area, as requested by the Chief 
Administrative Judge per F.S. 318.18(13)(a)(2).  
 
The following items are attached: Bid opening meeting minutes from 5/15/2020, Selection Committee meeting 
minutes from 5/19/2020, Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC submittal and Agreement. 
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Published Daily 
Lady Lake, Florida 

State ofFlorida 
County Of Lake 

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared 
ALLAN LOVELL 
who on oath says that he is Legal Ad Coord ina tor of the 
DAILY SUN, a daily newspaper published at Lady Lake 
in Lake County, Florida with circulation in Lake, Sumter 
and Marion Counties; that the attached copy of 
adve1tisement, being a Legal Ad #940497 
in the matter ofNOTICE OF INVITATION TO BID 
was published in said newspaper in the issue(s) of 

April 17th, 2020 

Affiant further says that the said Daily Sun is a new~paper
published at Lady Lake in said Lake County, Florida, and 
that the said newspaper has heretofore been continuously 
published in said Lake County, Florida each week and has 
been entered as second class mail matter at the post office 
in Lady Lake, in said Lake County, Florida, for a period of
one year next preceding the first publication of the 
attached copy of advertisements; and affiant further says 
that he has neither paid nor promised any person, finn, or 
Corporation any discount, rebate, commission or refund 
for the purpose of securing this adve1tisement for 
publication in the said newspaper. 

(Signature ofAffiant) 

Swan to and su cribed before me this 11 
day . . .J 
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_ 2020

RObill:B'aeschwieler, Notary 

Personally Known ___________ or 
Production Identification ----------
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Attach Notice Here 

INVITATION TO BID (ITS) 

Notice is her13by given that t
Sumter County Board of Cou
Cemmissioner.s (BOCC) -
receive · bids for the followin
"ITB #0 1'7-.0-2020/RS Sumt
County Bushnell Camp
Security Fencing Projec

id infqrmation Is available up
equest by calling {352) 68
400, by qoming to Sumt
ounty Purchasing Divis.ion, 3
. Anderson Avenue, Bushne
lorida 33513, or by contacti
emand Star at 1-800-711-171
rwww.DemandS~ar.com. 

. , 
ll inquiries and question

egardin·g this invitation to ·bi
ust be made only· to th

ontact identified below an
liall.be made in writing by fa
-matl, or mail: 

· 
rs. Secky Segrest, Assista
urchasing Agent/Logistic
anager · · 
ailing Address: 319 

nderson Avenue, Bushnel
lorida 335·13 · 
-mail: 
ecky.Segrest@sumtercountyfl
v . . · 

ax: {352) 6~9-4401 

ere will be a non-mandator
e bid meeting and site visit o
pril24, 2020 at 9:3.0 a.m. at-th
umt.er County. Public Work
aining Room located at 319 E
derson Avenue, Bushnell

o,rida 33513. · 

e deadline for submission of
estions r~latil']g to this bid
all be May 1, 2020, by 5:00
. A copy of the bid must be

tained in order to view the
ms being requested by the
CC. . 

 bids are due by 2:30 p.m. on 
y 15, 2020, to the address
ed above. Late submittals will
unopened. ITB submittals

·st 'be clearly marked: "ITB 
7 -0-2020/RS S).Jmter County 

sh_nell Campus Security

he 
nty . 

will I 
g : 
er 

us 
t" Upon submission, all bids will 

become the property of the 
BOCC, who has the right to use 
any or all ideas p~esent(3d in .any 
packages submitted in response 
to this ITB, whether or not the 
bid is accepted . Bids will be 

'opened at 2:35 p.m. on May 15 
12020, Public Works Training 
Room located .at 3i9 E. 

'Anderson Av.enue, Bushnell 
!tFiorida 33(;13. , ' 

· · 
The Selection Committee shall 
meet on May 19, 2020, at 12:00 
p.m. in Public Works T.raining 
Room located c,1t 31'9 E. 

I And~rson Avenue .• Bushnell , 
Flonda 33513 to review and 
discuss ·the bids . 
' ' 
1The Selection Committee's 
recommendation will be 
/presentea to the BOCC meetin'g 
on May 26, 2020. 
 · 
SUMTER COUNTY BOARD ·OF 
COUNTY' COMMISSIONERS . 
SUM'FER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
#9~0497 April17, 2020 · 
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ITB 017-0-2020/RS Sumter County Bushnell Campus Security Fencing Project- Bid Opening Minutes 

The meeting was held on 5/15/20 at 2:35 p.m. in the Public Works Training Room located at 319 E. Anderson Avenue, 
Bushnell, Florida 33513. 

Becky Segrest, Assistant Purchasing Agent/Logistics Manager, and Emilly Morrison, Purchasing Technician were present 
on behalf of the Purchasing Division. Bruce Atkinson, Facilities and Parks Supervisor, was present on behalf of the Selection 
Committee. 

Becky Segrest opened the meeting and read aloud the remaining ITB dates as follows: 
• Selection Committee meeting will be held on 5/19/20 in the Public Works Training Room at 12:00 p.m. 
• Recommendations to award and enter into contract will go to the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners 

on 5/26/20. 

Becky stated that all items on the Bid Document Checklist will be verified. If any items are omitted or found to be non
compliant then the Purchasing Agent will be notified and will determine if the Bid is responsive or non-responsive. 

Two (2) bid packages were received on time and opened. The ITB requirements were verified as follows: 

ITB Requirements Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC. West Florida Fence 
I original, 3 copies, 1 electronic copy Included Included 
ITB Cover Page Included Included 
Bid Document Checklist Missing Included 
Exceptions or Deviations Sheet Included Included 
Bidder Ce1iification/ Addenda Included Included 
Acknowledgement Form 
Statement of General Terms and Included Included 
Conditions 
A sworn, notarized Statement of Firms Included Included 
Experience and Personnel 
Drug Free Work Place Ce1iificate Included Included 
Hold Harmless Agreement Included Included 
E-Verify Certification Form and electronic Missing Electronic Included 
signature page from MOU 
Anti-Collusion Statement Included Included 
Statement of Public Entity of Crimes Included Included 
Bid/Price Form Included Included 
Bid (Not Including Alternate) $80,900.00 $83,088.57 
Alternate Bid Pricing $5,100.00 $5,250.00 
Certificate of Insurability Included Included 

The meeting adjourned at 2:51 p.m. 

Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC. was given 24 business hours to email the missing documents. All items were 
received within the given amount oftime. 
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PART3 

BID DOCUMENTS CHECKLIST OF ITEMS REQUIRED TO BE SUBMITTED 
The following documents and forms in the following arrangement must accompany each bid 
or alternate bid submitted: 

Documents that are mandatory and MUST accompany the submittal of the bid in order 
for thrubmission to be considered: 

t{ One (1) original bid, clearly labeled "Original" 

~id Cover Page. This is to be used as the first page of the ITB. This form must be fully 
completed and signed by an authorized officer of the vendor. 

/yidder Certification I Addenda Acknowledgement Form 

.J' Jatement of General Terms and Conditions 

·-iff!\ sworn, notarized Statement of Contractor's Experience and Personnel 

·~"A sworn, notarized Drug Free Work Place Certificate must accompany each bid or 
• }lternate bid . 

..J A sworn, notarized Statement of Public Entity Crimes 1\ {lJ}4. bicl ~ { 
/sid I Price Form 

5 $ S3, o.SZ' '5 1 p I w I ;) <;/) - rt<t, 3 Yf. s '7 
-u-A separate sheet or sheets, clearly identified and numbered, of Exceptions or 

Deviations from the minimum specifications, must be attached to the Bid Form (if 
applicable). 

~Anti-Collusion Statement 

-t/ Hold Harmless Agreement 

Documents that are required as part of the submittal but will be considered minor 
discrepancies if turned in within 24 business hours (Monday- Friday 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m.) after opening of the bid and are found to be in compliance with the purchasing 
standards of Sumter County: 

~hree (3) printed copies of the bid in its entirety; and one (1) electronic single PDF 
version not password protected of the original submitted bid in its entirety. 

~-Verify Certification Form 

~lectronic signature page of the E-Verify Memorandum of Understanding from the 
Department of Homeland Security. This must be dated prior to the ITB due date. 

-lsid Document Checklist of Items Required to be Submitted 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page 13 of 35 



14 

~ertificate of Insurability, acceptable to the County, shall accompany each bid or 
alternate bid, in the amounts as prescribed by State and Sumter County BOCC . 

o All insurance policies shall be written on companies authorized to do business 
in the State of Florida and satisfactory to the Sumter County BOCC. Prior to 
commencing services pursuant to the award of this bid, the Contractor shall 
furnish to the Sumter County BOCC certificates of insurance showing the 
required coverage has been procured and paid for in advance. Within thirty (30) 
days prior to expiration, the Vendor shall provide the Sumter County BOCC with 
proof that required coverage has been extended .. 

Date: ______ _ 

I, (name), an authorized officer of 
(company/vendor), confirm that the above listed documents are provided in our company's bid 
being submitted to Sumter County and confirm I have read and understand the ITB document 
in its entirety. 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page 14 of35 
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PART3 

BID DOCUMENTS CHECKLIST OF ITEMS REQUIRED TO BE SUBMITTED 
The following documents and forms in the following arrangement must accompany each bid 
or alternate bid submitted: 

Documents that are mandatory and MUST accompany the submittal of the bid in order 
for the submission to be considered: 

~ne (1) original bid, clearly labeled "Original" 

"'f Bid Cover Page. This is to be used as the first page of the ITB. This form must be fully 
completed and signed by an authorized officer of the vendor. 

~'~idder Certification I Addenda Acknowledgement Form 

~ Jlatement of General Terms and Conditions 

~A sworn, notarized Statement of Contractor's Experience and Personnel 

~ sworn, notarized Drug Free Work Place Certificate must accompany each bid or 
/lternate bid. 

"fi A sworn, notarized Statement 

q . 
of Public Entity Crimes ~ () ; 1 £ , j j) / 

/ j o a·J f ~ ~ f ()~ {Vb\j {C)lol . 
'ij/ Bid I Price Form !) ~ C)D () I LtL.tL l tl' r (p {YJ), 

I 
·~A separate sheet or sheets, clearly identified and numbered, of Exceptions or 

Deviations from the minimum specifications, must be attached to the Bid Form (if 

·~I 
·applicable). 

Anti-Collusion Statement 

--.J' Hold Harmless Agreement 

Documents that are required as part of the submittal but will be considered minor 
discrepancies if turned in within 24 business hours (Monday- Friday 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m.) after opening of the bid and are found to be in compliance with the purchasing 
standaJfs of Sumter County: 

..,.(Three (3) printed copies of the bid in its entirety; and one (1) electronic single PDF 
;ersion not password protected of the original submitted bid in its entirety. 

"tf E-Verify Certification Form 

o Electronic signature page of the E-Verify Memorandum of Understanding from 
yepartment of Homeland Security. This must be dated prior to the ITB due date. mt.aJ 

the 
/}1) 

.J Bid Document Checklist of Items Required to be Submitted 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page 13 of35 
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~A Certificate of Insurability, acceptable to the County, shall accompany each bid or 
alternate bid , in the amounts as prescribed by State and Sumter County BOCC . 

o All insurance policies shall be written on companies authorized to do business 
in the State of Florida and satisfactory to the Sumter County BOCC. Prior to 
commencing services pursuant to the award of this bid, the Contractor shall 
furnish to the Sumter County BOCC certificates of insurance showing the 
required coverage has been procured and paid for in advance. Within thirty (30) 
days prior to expiration, the Vendor shall provide the Sumter County BOCC with 
proof that required coverage has been extended .. 

Date: ____________ __ 

I, (name), an authorized officer of 
(company/vendor), confirm that the above listed documents are provided in our company's bid 
being submitted to Sumter County and confirm I have read and understand the ITB document 
in its entirety. 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page 14 of35 



Selection Committee Meeting Minutes for ITB 017-0-2020/RS Sumter County Bushnell Campus 
Security Fencing 

The meeting was held on May 19, 2020 at 12:00 p.m. in the Training Room located at 319 E. 

Anderson Avenue, Bushnell, FL 33513. 

Mike Bryant, Assistant Public Works Director, Mike Jara, Assistant Public Works Director and 

Bruce Atkinson, Facilities and Parks Supervisor were present on behalf of the Selection 

Committee. 

Becky Segrest, Assistant Purchasing Agent/Logistics Manager and Emilly Morrison, Purchasing 

Technician, were present on behalf of the Purchasing Division. 

Becky announced that the recommendation of the Selection Committee will go to the Sumter 

County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) for award and to enter into a contract on May 

26, 2020. 

The Selection Committee agreed to recommend to the Sumter County Board ·of County 

Commissioners to award and enter into contract with Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC as the 

lowest responsive/responsible bidder. 

The meeting adjourned at 12:11 p.m. 



SIGN- IN SHEET 

DATE: S- r 1·-:Jo 

TIME: j;('oo Om J;tarVt'7f e~rrn 
I I 

BIDIRFP/RFQ NAME: .ST!S D! r;-- (_)-- 20 ;}-eJ I ;2/J 
I 

0 Pre-Bid/Proposal/Qualifications Meeting 
0 Bid!RFP/RFQ Opening 

'y,<J Selection Committee Meeting 
b Vendor Presentations I Selection Committee Meeting 

Please list all the companies you are representing beside your name. 

NAME COMPANY 

Bocc- ?t() 



. SIGN- IN SHEET 

DATE: 

TIME: Cj' , 3D C1fff\ --v~r oiYL~ !2u1Jvv\ 

BIDIRFPIRFQ NAME: =r-rr3 0 1·1- (),. :20 d- 0 

0 Pre-Bid/Proposal/Qualifications Meeting 
o Bid/RFP/RFQ Opening 
0 Selection Committee Meeting 
0 Vendor Presentations I Selection Committee Meeting 

Please list all the companies you are representing beside your name. 

NAME COMPANY 
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PART3 

BID DOCUMENTS CHECKLIST OF ITEMS REQUIRED TO BE SUBMITTED 
The following documents and forms in the following arrangement must accompany each bid 
or alternate bid submitted: 

Documents that are mandatory and MUST accompany the submittal of the bid in order 
for the submission to be considered: 

u One (1) original bid, clearly labeled "Original" 

u Bid Cover Page. This is to be used as the first page of the ITB. This form must be fully 
completed and signed by an authorized officer of the vendor. 

u Bidder Certification I Addenda Acknowledgement Form 

u Statement of General Terms and Conditions 

u A sworn, notarized Statement of Contractor's Experience and Personnel 

u A sworn, notarized Drug Free Work Place Certificate must accompany each bid or 
alternate bid. 

u A sworn, notarized Statement of Public Entity Crimes 

u Bid I Price Form 

u A separate sheet or sheets, clearly identified and numbered, of Exceptions or 
Deviations from the minimum specifications, must be attached to the Bid Form {if 
applicable). 

u Anti-Collusion Statement 

u Hold Harmless Agreement 

Documents that are required as part of the submittal but will be considered minor 
discrepancies if turned in within 24 business hours (Monday - Friday 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m.) after opening of the bid and are found to be in compliance with the purchasing 
standards of Sumter County: 

u Three {3) printed copies of the bid in its entirety; and one (1} electronic single PDF 
version not password protected of the origina~ submitted bid in its entirety. 

u E-Verify Certification Form 

u Electronic signature page of the E-Verify Memorandum of Understanding from the 
Department of Homeland Security. This must be dated prior to the ITB due date. 

u Bid Document Checklist of Items Required to be Submitted 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page 13of35 
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a A Certificate of Insurability, acceptable to the County, shall accompany each bid or 
alternate bid, in the amounts as prescribed by State and Sumter County BOCC . 

o All insurance policies shall be written on companies authorized to do business 
in the State of Florida and satisfactory to the Sumter County BOCC. Prior to 
commencing services pursuant to the award of this bid, the Contractor shall 
furnish to the Sumter County BOCC certificates of insurance showing the 
required coverage has been procured and paid for in advance. Within thirty (30} 
days prior to expiration, the Vendor shall provide the Sumter County BOCC with 
proof that required coverage has been extended. 

Date: 5 !J 3 /;;;. ()~0 
I { 

I, Dt.~-\-:." f110c,\?S (name), an authorized officer of .SCU:J.krt\ fro fent( 
(company/vendor), confirm that the above listed documents are provided in our company's bid 
being submitted to Sumter County and confirm I have read and understand the ITB document 
in its entirety. 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page14of35 
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PART4 
BID DOCUMENTS 

INVITATION TO BID COVER PAGE 

Name of Firm, Entity or Organization: 

So~t+hern ~ro Pence k. Glt_fe__, t LL~ 
Federal Employer Identification Number (FEIN): '{&- 3 lS QZ;;lOI 

State of Florida License Number (If Applicable): IV~ 

Name of Contact Person: Ou!:l ft~ Enochs 

Title: own ee' 
E-Mail Address: ~thet"r' ri-vf~~~ a; :Jrna,·/. (()/1 

Mailing Address: /5700 5£ 3 (, ;1;.!:1. Ave 

Street Address (if different): 

City, State, Zip: .SIAm ynu .f.';el(i( ,FL 3~'19/ 

Telephone: 3 ~ ~ - 5' 7;;2 - 17~7 Fax: -
Organizational Structure - Please Check One: 

Corporation D Partnership lf#Prop:l~bYship @' Joint Venture D OtherD 

If Corporation: ~ . 
Date of Incorporation: ~ ~ b/ f}.of!:J State of Incorporation: FL. 
States Registered in as Foreign Corporation: 

Authorized Signature: 

Print Name: Dus +•n E ooc\-rs . 

Signature: ~~-
Title: DLJ he\' 

Phone: 35;)- 57 J- l7'f 7 

This document must be completed and returned with your Submittal. 
Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page16of35 
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BIDDER'S CERTIFICATION 

Submit To: Sumter County Board of County Commissioners 

7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, Fl 34785 
Phone 352-689-4400 

Fax 352-689-4401 ' 

SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 

INVITATION TO BID (ITB) CERTIFICATION 

AND ADDENDA ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

DUE DATE: May 15, 2020 DUE TIME: 2:30 P.M. ITB # 017 -0-2020/RS 

TITLE: Sumter County Bushnell Campus Security Fencing Project 

f 
5 

VENDOR NAME: _3 ~ 
DC.( 'b-ern 

PHONE 

~ro ~&lC~ 5 NUMBER: 
- 5"7 cJ- 17£/7 

VENDOR MAILING ADDRESS: FAX NUMBER: 

15 7h0 5£ 3/,~ /W'{ n/a 
tJITY/STATE/ZIP: E-MAIL ADDRESS: I 

5<Atiii'IU Fl.. 3'1'-l\l ~th~ll' ~f#rttt: tiJ~;. {011 
\.J 

"1, the undersigned, certify that I have reviewed the addenda listed below (list all addenda received to date). I understand that 
timely commencement will be considered in award of this ITB and that cancellation of award will be considered if 
commencement lime is not met, and that untimely commencement may be cause for termination of contract I further certify 
that the services will meet or exceed the ITB requirements. I, the undersigned, declare that I have carefully examined the ITB, 
specifications, terms and conditions as applicable for this Request, and that I am thoroughly familiar with all provisions and the 
quality and type of coverage and services specified. I further declare that I have not divulged, discussed, or compared this ITB 
with any other Offeror and have not colluded with any Offerors or parties to an ITB whatsoever for any fraudulent purpose: 

Addendum# Addendum# Addendum# Addendum# Addendum# 

"I certify that this quote is made without prior understanding, agreement, or connection with any corporation, firm, or person 
submitting an ITB for the same material, supplies, equipment or services and is in all respects fair and without collusion or 
fraud. 1 agree to abide by all conditions of this ITB and certify that I am authorized to sign this response and that the offer is in 
compliance with all requirements of the ITB, including but not limited to certification requirements. In conducting offers with an 
agency for Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC), respondent agrees that if this Proposals is accepted, the 
respondent will convey, sell, assign, or transfer to the Sumter County BOCC all rights, title and interest in and to all causes of 
action it may now or hereafter acquire under the anti-trust laws of the United States for price fixing relating to the particular 
commodities or services purchased or acquired by the COUNTY. At the Sumter County BOCC discretion, such assignment 
shall be made and become effective at the time the purchasing agency renders final payment to the respondent· 

Authorized Agent Name, Title (Print) 

~L~ 
Date 

Ous+1o Etroc,'t, s S"-13-~ 
This document must be completed and returned wiih your Submittal 

I I 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page17of35 
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STATEMENT OF TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
PUBUC ENllTY CRIME: A person or affiliate lMlo has been p&aced on the convicted VeOOor list fdloMng a convidion for 
a public entity crime may not submit a Proposats/Bid on a contract Co provide any goods orservk:es to a public entity, for the 
consbuction or repair of a pubicbuikling orptblic'M:M'k, may llClt sutmit Proposals/Bids on leases d real property to a public 
entity. may not be 8\'oC!Itded or perform wotk as a rontrad:or, suwfier. subconlrac.tof". or consultant under a cootract with any 
public entity, and may not transact business with any public entily in excess of the threshdd amount provided in SecOOn 
287.017, for CATEGORY TWO bra period of 36 months from the date of being placed on the convicted VerxJor fist 
INDEMNIACATION: lndemn 
ffication, Jnsu1ance and Sovereign Immunity. Vendor shaU be solely and entirely responsiHe for i1s tortK)us acts and for the 
foftious acts of ils age>ls, employees, CK senr.Jnls during the pedonnaroe of this AgleEmett. Vendor shal indemnify and 
save hannless lhe Qlunly, ils agenls, eiJIIllajees and o1licers from and againstallfiabiities, clams, demands, or actions at 
law and equily indu!~ CO<rt casls and llllomey's fees lhal may hereaflec at any &ne be made 01' brought by anyone foe 
lhe pwposes of enlon:01g a dam on accamlof any injury or damage allegedly caused oroccurmg IDany pen;m «property 
in v.hich was caused in whole or W. part by arry tortious. wrongi.tl. orirtentional ads or omissions of Vendor, its agents, Of"' 
employees during perlonnance under tis Ag.......- Vendorshal provide Coonly ••ilh a teltikale of"""""'!~" identifying 
Counly as bolh a Named Insured and a Celtificale -r. The fomgoing is not-.-. and shal not be cmstrued, as a 
waiver by Qlunlyofllle beneils ofSedion76628,- Slalutes. 
PR011181i10NOFLOBBYIIIG: DllringlhelllaciHUperiodwt>chis,1heperiodbelweanlheme11te_fu<_ 
to Bid a< lhe Request br _..,Is,« Oualilicalions, or-· as applicable, are received at Conlrads I Pun:hasing 
and the time the 8oani awards the contract,. no pmposer, no &ottJyist. principal. or other peJSOO may lobby. 01 behalf of a 
compe!Ug party in a partialar procurement matler, any member of lhe Board, or any Boartl 01!11*JYee olher llan the 
Pun:h~ Oivisicn ~- Viola1ion d""' provision may ...... in discpa- of -lin!J pad)'. All -
regaomg this Fleqoo& br Pmpooals (RFP) or lnvi1ation ID Bid (BID) must be sullmitled in writing to the Boanl's Pun:ha:;;ng 
OMsbn Mmtager. 
ANT1 TRUST LAWS: By submission of a sigled RFP or BID. lhe successful Vendor ackr'loYAedges compliance with aB 
antitrust laws of the Llniled Slates and lhe state of Aorida, in order lo protect !he public from restraint of trade, whidl ilegaly 
increases prices. 
CONFUCT OF INTEREST: The award of the mntrad: hereunder is sOOject b the provlsions of Chapter 112 dthe Aoma 
Stab.tes. Vendors shah disdosa Ole name of any Officer, ~Rector. Partner. A$ociate. or Agent 'Atlo is also an Officer. 
Appointee. or Employee of any of the Boards at the tme of the RFP or BfO, or at the line of ocamence d lhe Contfid of 
fnteresl thereafter. 
INTERPRETAllON. CLARFICAllDNS AND ADDENDA; ~oral illetpretalions \Oill be made lo any Venror as to lhe 
meaning of the RFP/BID COntract Oocunents. My inquiry or request for interpretation received by the Purchasing Oivisbn 
Manager before the date is1ed herein wiD be givenconsideralion. AJI such changes or interpretations wil be made in writing 
in lhe fonn dan addendum and. if issued. will be distrbuled at or after the Pre-Pmp:JSa1s/Pre-8id Conference. mailed or 
sent by availab5e or electronic means to all attending prospective Sutmitters prior b the established RFP/BIO opening date. 
Each Vendor shal aclmow!edge receipt of such addenda i1 lhe space provided In case any Proposerll!idder fais 10 
admowfedge receiptofstdl addenda or addend~..m, tU offer wif neverthekss be construed as llough il: had been received 
and acknowledged and the submiss\m of his bid wiH constlute acknowiedgment of the receipt of same. AI addenda are a 
part of the RFPJBID FORMS and each Pmposerlllidder will be bound by such -da. wllelher or not received by him. n 
is the ra;ponsib:Ufyofeach proposer/bidder to verify that he has received all addenda issued beiJre RFP"s/BID'sareopened_ 
In the case of unit price items, the quartities of work to be done and materials to be furnished under lhis RFPIBlO Contract 
are to be considered as approximate only and are to be used solely b the comparison of RFP"s/BID's received The Board 
and/or his CONSULTANT do not expressly or by impncalion represent that the acluaf quantities involved will correspond 
exacUy therewith; nor shall the Vendor plead rrUsunderstanding or deception because of such estimate or quantities of work 
perfonned ormalerial furnished in acoordance with lhe Specifications ardlor Omwings and other ProposalsiBid Documents, 
and it is undersbxl that the quantities may be increased or di'ni'llshed as provided herein wittx:MJt in any way invaidatflg 
any of the unit or lumpStm prices bid. 
GOVERHING lAWS AND REGULATIONS: The Vendor is requiJed to be !ami&arwith and shalt be respoosbio ilrcomplyO>g 
with an federal, state and local laws, OR1ftarr.es, rules and regtJaions that in any manner affect lhe 'MXk... 
PROPRIETARYICDNFIDENTIALINFORIIA110N: Vendorsareherebynotiliedlhatal in-sullnilledaspartof,or 
in support ofRFP'siBID's, wil be avalable for rx~bic inspection ten days after opening of the RFP"sJBID's or mtil a shortlist 
is recommended whichever comes first. in compliance With Chapter 119, and 2B7 of the AOiidaStatutes. Any person wishing 
lo v'oew lhe RFP'siBIO's musl make an appoinOnenl by cal~ lhe Pun:ha~ Oivisicn -.__ at (352) 689-4-400. All 
RFP'siBfD's submitEd in response tJ this soicifa1ion become lhe properly of lhe Board. UlJess int>mJa1jon submited is 
proprietary, copy wltlen, trademarked, or patented, the Board reserves the right to utilize any or aH information, ideas, 
conceptions, or portions cl any RFPJBID, ;, ils best interest. 
TAXES: The Board cl Sm1ter QJunly Commissioners is exef11l! from any lalOlS imposed by the Sta., and/or ~
Government Exempial certificates,..-. be provided upm request. 
NQH.COLLUStOH DECI.ARAliON: By signing- RFPJBIO, at Vendols shalt affinn lhallhey shall not-· cmspire, 

co""""'""' comive or agree, directly or indin!c:ly, with any Olher Proposer, finn, or pe<SOO ID submi a collusive or sham Proposals in 
with lhe <lliOiklbrw!Kh fl1eir RFPIBlO has been sullmilfed; orb reflain from Bid<lng ilalMeeion with such 

WDI1c; orhaw in any manner, directlyorin<fliBdly, SJUghtby pe<SOO ID fix lhepriceor prices in !he RFPJBIOorofanyother 
Bidder, or 1D fix any overhead, pmfi~ or oost elements of tbe RFPIBIO price a the RFP/BID price of any clher Bidder, or ID 
secure tlvotl!;1 any c<AJsion, conspr..:y, cauivance. or oolawful or 
any person interested illle proposed work. 
By signing 11>is fonn, lhe ContraclodVendor agees lhat!Bs ,._is,._-

agreement any advantage against any other Bidder, 

any olhe< unde!slining, """""'*"a _.....r. a 
oonnedion will any person, moporation, orinn sOOmillinga ,.- ilrlhe same purpaseandltalhe..- isil al and 
1Whouf .,.-. <X - IT IS AGREED BY 11£ liNI:ElSIGNED CONJRACTORJIIENI:lOR. lliJ(f 1liE SIGING AND 
DB.JIJERY CE' 11-ECJ.XJIERB'RESENIS 11-ECXNIRACfCRSMNJORSI'aH'I'NCEIF 11£ ~NilCXJNlliQISOF 
THE FORGOING SPECIFICATIONS AND PROVISIONS, AND IF AWARDED. THIS CONTRACTWLLREPRESENT 
THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CONlRACTORNENOOR AND THE BQI\ROCE'Sl.MiffiCClJNIYca.lMISSICHRi 
PROPOSER RESPOHSIBIUlY: lnviation by the Board to Vendols is - on !he redpienfs specific request and 
applicatiOn to OemandStarby Onvia at 'ffWW.OemandS!ar cow [(800) 711-1712)oras the rest.ftofresponse by the pubic to 
the legal advertisements required by State law. Firms or individuals submit lheir responses on a volunlary basis. and 
therefore are not en1itled to compensation of any kind. 
OWNERSHIP OF SUBIIfflALS: All responses, inquiries or mrrespon:fence relating 1o «in reference b dis RFPJBID. 
and all other reporls, charts, displays, schedules, emiJits and Olher-..nentalion SWrrilled by the Vendoo; will becxme 
the property of the-Board. Reference to fi1erafum.submitted wi1ha previous RFPJBJDwil not relieve the Bidder from incb:l&lg: 
any required documents with this RFPIBIO. 
EXAM !NATION OF BID DOCUMENTS: Each Bidder shall caretuay examine the RfPIBID Doa.nnent to ensure all pages 
have been received, al drawi'lgsand/orSpedfications and other aAJicab'e doalnents are included. am shall inform himself 
lhorou!#>ly regard~ any and al conditions and requirements that may in any maMel' affect oost. progress or perlonnance 
of lhe- 10 be pe\'lbfmed unda' the OJnlracl. Ignorance oo lhe part of the CONTRACTOR wil in oo way relieve him of 
the obligalions and responsiblilies asstrned und..-lhe C<JntracL 
VENDOR RESPOHSIIIUJTY: Vendors are Wy and t:<Jn1petely responsible for lhe labeing, -., and delive!y of 
!heir submillals. The Pun:hasi1g Division Uanager will ool be responsiJie for any lrislabeled or mis<ireded submissions. 
norlhosehmdledbydelivetypen;ons, C<lUiiers, or the US Postal Service. 
DRUG FREE WORKPlACE: AU~ shall submit thee- duly s~ ;mel notarizad tonn 
entltled "Drug F""'Worllplace Cettificaa". The Drug Free Wodplao:e Ver•Sonba• ...,. the burden 
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of dernonstratng that his program complies with Section 287.087 of the Rodda St:alutes. and any other applicable state 
law. 
BOARD OF SUUTER COUNTY CC..IIISSfONERS,. are political subdi..,;sions of the State of Aorida, and reserve the rigtl to reject 
any and/or al submittals, reserve the right to waive any Wtformalities or irmguiaJiies in the exanination process, ard reserve the 
right to award contracts and/or in the best interest of the Boards. Slbrrittals not meeting stated minimum tenns and qualificatioos 
may be rejected by the Boatds as llOfHesponsive. The Boalds reserve the ~to reject any Of" all sutmittals without cause. The 
Boafds reserves the right to reject the submtssion d any Vendor in arrears or in defaUt upm any debt or contract to the Boards, or 
WhO has failed'> perfonn faithfully any previouS coo tract Ytith tre soan:ss or with o1her governmental agencies. 
PUBliC RECORDS lAW: Correspondence. matariaJs and doamenls received pursuant to tt¥s RFP/BID bealme public records 
suqect 1D 1he provisions of Chapter 119, Florida Stalllt!s. 
VERIFICATION OF l1ME: Nexlel time is hereby eslatllished as the Oflicial Tme of !he Boan!s for-l'llbic Wort<s ITBs and the 
eleclmnicsutmssionstanpofalotle<responses Wileslabishlhe OlliDal Tmeofthe Boards. 
PREPARATION OF PROPOSALSJBIDS: 
Sigrglureoflbel!idder. Thel!idrlermustsigntheRFPIBIOFORMSillhespaceprovidedfu<lhes9Jabrre. f lheAoposoriBidder 
is an indiviWal, lhewonls •doing business as ·must appear beneatl such signalure. In tbe mse of a partneJSiip, 
lhesigtatlreofatleastona of lhe pame.s IRISt follow !he partnershp name and the wools, "Membe<oflhe firm• shoUd be woilen 
benealh such signalure. If lhe Proposerll!idder is a oorporafion, the title of lhe office< signir1g the RFPIBD on - of the 
OOQlOialion IRISt be staled and eWience of his authority ID sign lhe RFPJBIO must be sOOmilled. The i'lopose<IBidder shaH stJie 
in 1he RFPIBIO FORMS lt\e name an:f addre:is of each pesson interesled there:Wt. 
Basis for Birldirg: The pri<e proposed fo.-eadt item shall be on a lump sm1 or uri! price- aa:mling lo speQfications oo lhe 
RFPIBIO ~ The proposed prices shal remain urx:hanged fo.-lhe <l11ation of the Conlract and no claims for oost escalation 
during the progress of !he WDI1c wit be con- unless othenMsa prtMded hen!in. · 
Total"'--' PriceiTotaiConlnrct SUm Pnlposed: lf__.,,lhe lofal price bid forlhe- shall be lhe _ .. of the 
luJqJ sum prices proposed andk>r unit prices multiplied by the appropriate estmated quantities for the individual items and shaft be 
staled in figures in lhe appropriate plar:e on lhe RFPJBIO FORM. In lhe event lhatlhere is a <iscrepancy on lhe RFP/BID FORM 
due to unit price extensions or additions, the corrected extensions and adci.tions shall be used to detennine the project bid amooot. 
TABULATION: Those wishing to receive an offidal tabulation of the resdts of lle opening of this: RFPJBIO are to subnit k> BOCC 
a sekddressed, stamped llusiness siZe (No. 10) enveklpe, pominenlly mart<ed on the front tower left side, w;th O.e RFP 
identification. Tabtllatiar ......,-by telephone,lax oreledroric meda will not be accepled. 
OBUGAliON OF WINNING BIDOER: The contenls of the RFPIBID ollhe successful proposeDbidder wii become contractual 
obigatims if acquisition action ensues. Failure at the successful Proposer/Bidder lo accept these obfgalions in a contract may 
resurt in cancellaOOn of the award and sudl Vendor may be nmoved from future participation. 
AWARD OF BID: It is. the Boards' intent tD select a Vendor within sixty (60) calendar days of the deadline fOr receipt of 
ProposalsJBids. However, Proposals/Bids musl be finn and valid fur award lor alleast ninety (90) calendar days aHerlhe deadline 
for receipt of the RFPJBID. 
ADDmONAL REQUIREIIEHTS: The finns shal furnish such additional information as the Boards may rioasonably requ;.,_ This 
includes Wlfonnation wRdl nticates financial resoun:es as wei as ability t> proW:Ie lhe seMces. The Boards reserve the right to 
make investiga'kms of the qualifications of lhe irm as it deems appropriate. 
PREPARAllON COSTS: The Board shall not be obligated or be liable lbr any cosfs incum!d by ProposeiSIBidde<s p.a lo issuarce 
of a N ca;ts to~ and slll>rril a response to lllis RFPIBIOshall be bome by the Prqxise,JB;-... 
nMEUNESS: 

"""""ct 
AD ~will oommence upon autmrizaOOn frml the Boards' representative (Pu"dlasing Division Manager). All work 

will poceed in a timely manner without delays. The Vendor shall commence lhe 'MlfK UPON RECElPT OF NOTICE TO PROCEED 
and/or ORDER PlACED (PURCHASE ORDER PRESENTED), and shall del ver in 8CCOidance to the lenns and conditions outlined 
and agreed upon herefl. 
DELIVERY: All prices shall be FOB Destination, Stmter Coonly, Florida, inside delivery unless olherwise spedfied. 
PLANS, ~s & SPECFICAllONS: Bid Packages are available from lhe Pu!Chasing Division Manager. These paclcages are 
available lbr p;ckup« by mai. If requested 10 mail, the Proposer/Bidder muststlpljy a coorieracccunt nurr4>er (UPS, FedEx, ell:~ 
ProposersiBidde are required 10 use lhe olficial RfPJBIO FORMS. and all altaChrnenl:; itemiZed herein, are ID be S<brritted as a 
single -..nenL Any variation from the minnun specifir:alioos must be dearly staled on lhe RFPIBID FORM andlor 
Ela:eptims/[le>lions Sheet(s). Only o,.. set of plans. fo!ms, and sper:ilicalions will be fumished each ,_.,..ny or-oorporation 
interested in slbmitling a Proposalslb«<. RFPJBIO FORM documents fu< lhis project are free of charge and are avaiable on-line 
and are d01M1Ioadable (Vendor must pay any OemandStar fees or arrt shipping). 
IIAHUFAC111RER'S NAIIE AHO APPROVED EQIIIVAI.EHTS; Any manufacturer's names, - names, bland names, 
infonnation a-calalognumbers fiSied in a speQfication are brinformation and not Wended IDiimi <XII11peltion unless olherwise 
indicated. The Prqxzs;er/Bidder may offer any brand for 'A4lich he is an authorized representative. '11\bich meets or exceeds the 
RFP/810 specilication to.- any ilem(s). If RfP'sJBID's are based on equivalent produds, indicale on lhe RFPJBID FORM lhe 
manufaclurer's praduct: name and lileratwe. andlor cxmpele speciications. Reference to filercWre submitled wih a ptaWNs 
RFPJBID will not satisfy tt¥s provision. be,_ The ProposertBidder shall explain in delai 1he reasoo{s) why lhe proposed equivalent will 
meet lhe specilicaiDns and not an exoeption thereto. RFP's/BII7s which do not wn.,ty """these requimmenls are 
suqectto rejection. RFP'siBIO's lad<irg any wriUm .-., d M!ntlo-an allemale bland wil be received and considered 
in"""""""~ with lhe specifir:alions as listed on lhe RFPIBIO FORM. The Pun:basing Division Manager is 10 be notified, 
in writing, of any proposed c:1ur>ges in materials used, .......-.mng process, or CXli1SinJdion. Howove.-, d1anges shall 1101 be 
binding ._, tbe Boards unless - by a Ctsnge Notice issued and signed by the l'uR:hasing Division Manager. or 

desi!J>aEd--
QUANIIT1ES: The qumtiies as speciied in this RFPSID are ~only and are not to be construed as guaranteed mininuns. 
SAMPI.ES: Sanples of ilems, when caled lOr, - be fumished free of expense, and if not deslroyed may, ._ request, be 
relllmedatthef'rq>oser's/Bidder'sexpense. Ead\""""""shaUbe-witlllhel'roposer'slllidde(sname,manufacturerlmmd 
name and nuniler, RFPJBIO mmber and ilem reference. Samples of surx:essiU Proposer's/Bidde(s items may remain on file for 
the term d the contract. Request tbr return of samples shal be accanpanied by insbuctions wtich include shipphg authorization 
and must be received at tine of opening. Samples not rehmed may be disposed af by lhe Boards within a reasonable time as 
deemed appropria... . 
DOCUIIEJfT RE-CREATION: Vendor may cl¥lose 10 re-creale anydocumEnl{s) required fortt¥s sdialation, llutiRISt do so at his 
own risk. AI required inbmation in lhe - - Soard format must be included in any re-crea&ed doc::uned. Submittals may be 
deemed I10IHeSpClOSive if - - · rs nol aled document. 

ACKNOWI.EOGEO: - J3- ~ 0 
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- - --------------- - - -- --···------- ---- -·-

STATEMENT OF VENDOR'S EXPERIENCE AND PERSONNEL 

(Vendor may also provide any supplemental company or personnel information that will 
assist the Selection Committee in evaluating your bid). 

vENooR:. __ 5~a£.....;C\::..L....L.t--'-'h~c:..:....r!....Lo _ _!__P~ro~..:...:Fc::..!.!..nc=-=c::____Li--=v=-u.:.:....:t~-c~,-· --=1~/:.....!C...__ 
DATE:. _ __;o=-----='...::=:3__;-~;).:::::..:0=------.,.-------------
1. How many years has your organization been in business as a general contractor under your 

present business name? ~ /' 1 . 1 _ 
re<\ee ~"' ~ -,x- - 7 yccr~ 

2. List all previous business names of your organization: 

f e llt'r lt c. 
3. How many years of experience in general contracting? 7 -F~ C ~ (Gtl ~.J.c_r-

Prime Contractor _________ __:Subcontractor ___ v-:__ ______ _ 

4. List all officers and directors of your organization: 

NAME POSITIONffiTLE 

Enoch~ owne c-
Ho~e )\ 

5. Have you ever failed to complete any work awarded to you in the last 3 years? 
Yes __ No V. If yes, where and why? 

EXPERIENCE 

1. Describe any experience of the principal individuals (Foremen, Superintendents, etc.) who are 
responsible for the actual general contracting work of your organization? 

Dcr:tf.Y\, [VloC\17 ~ /X)(I e£ 6 f ecccfor· 
Name Position 

ferzce C~.5k c ·he!\ !0 j() 
Type of Work Yrs. Experience Yrs. With 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page 19of35 
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Firm 

Co\~ 
Name 

Hcrcll 
fence Ivw~ k.IIQ.~1Safer"'xr 3 

Position 
3 

Type of Work Yrs. Experience Yrs. With 
Firm 

,,hoe /'tonal'-< r-
Position ~ 

5 ~ 
Type of Work Yrs. Experience Yrs. With 
Firm 

Name Position 

Type of Work Yrs. Experience Yrs. With 
Firm 

Name Position 

Type of Work Yrs. Experience Yrs. With 
Firm 

2. List/describe fiVe (5) contracts that you currently have. 

ocu.ICA. , fL 
Project 

5- r3-doao . J 
Location 

,)5,tJI)o 
1 

Av.skv &fl. 
Date ' f Contract 
Amount 

Aimee 
Project Architect Contact Name and Phone Number 

Owner's Contact Name and Phone Number 

Project 
Sout n 5u mtee 5c~\ >focfb.t/1 f;dtJ. Rem. &ib11til, t. 

Location 

:>. 
D
1CA'Y 
ate 

aoao Ctt+ ~" Assaad~ t 
Contract 

mter County Board of County Commissioners Page20of35 
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Amount 

.H;}5 ()00 
Project Architect Contact Name and Phone Number 

Contact Name and Phone Number 

Project Location 

Date Contract 
Amount 

Project Architect Contact Name and Phone Number 

Contact Name and Phone Number . 

Project 

_u 5'1 I O{JO 
Date Contract 
Amount 

-
·:nvn-

Project Architect Contact Name and Phone Number 

Contact Name and Phone Number 

Project 

41. /() - 3o. oo<J 
Date Contract 
Amount 

Project Architect Contact Name and Phone Number 

Contact Name and Phone Number 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners 
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VENDOR'S AFFIDAVIT 

State of Florida 
County of ~fer" 

Before me personally appeared b\A.Yhf"\ &o Lh~ who is (title) 

Dwn.e..r S p 
of (the company described herein) o ~6-'"' ~ ~c:..L being duly swam, deposes 
and says that the foregoing statements are a true and accurate statement of the position of 
said organization as of the date thereof, and, that the statements and answers to the foregoing 
experience questionnaire are correct and true as of the date of this affidavit; and, that he/she 
understands that intentional inclusion of false, deceptive, or fraudulent statements of this 
application constitutes. fraud; and, agrees to furnish any pertinent information requested by 
Sumter County Board of County Commissioner deemed necessary to verify the statements 
made in this application or regarding the ability, standing and general reputation of the 
applicant. ' 

Pers~ Known V" or Produced Identification 
~c;£:__......-c: 

I '2 ~ 
Swam to and subscribed before me this 1:} day of rto...y 1\1\ , 202.0 

(()~ ~ :Do-no- L. T<-le.~-<. 
(Print Name of Notary 

This· document must be completed and returned with your Submittal 

22 
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DRUG FREE WORKPLACE CERTIFICATE 
I, the undersigned, in accordance with Florida_$tatute 287.087, hereby certify that, 

SOt.l tla-t- (\ ~ F ~t-t . 
(print or type name of firm) "· 

• Publishes a written statement notifying that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, 
dispensing, possession or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the workplace 
named above, and specifying actions that will be taken against violations of such 
prohibition. ' 

• Informs employees about the dangers of drug abuse in the work place, the firm's policy 
of maintaining a drug free working environment, and available drug counseling, 
rehabilitation, and employee assistance programs, and the penalties that may be 
imposed upon employees for drug use violations. ' · 

• Gives each employee engaged in providing commodities or contractual services that 
are under proposal or bid, a copy of the statement specifieg above. 

• Notifies the employees that as a condition of working on the commodities or contractual 
· services that are under proposal or bid, the employee will abide by the terms of the 
statement and will notify the employer of any conviction of •. please or guilty or nolo 
contendere to, any violation of Chapter 893, or of any controlled substance law of the 
State of Florida or the United States, for a violation occurring in the work place, no later 
than five (5) days after such conviction, and requires employees to sign copies of such 
written (*) statement to·acknowledge their receipt. 

• Imposes a sanction on, or requires the satisfactory participation in, a drug abuse 
assistance or rehabilitation program, if such is available in the employee's community, 
by any employee who is so convicted. 

• Makes a good faith effort. to continue to maint~in a drug free work place through the 
implementation of the drug free workplace program. 

• "As a person authorized to sign this statement, I certify that the above named business, 
firm or corporation complies fully with the requirements set forth herein". 

3/~~ 
Authorized Signature 

5'-13 -ao 
Date Signed 

State ot tl a Y' l cJ.._fl... 

County of: S ~4-e.,~ 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this l '3 -t;._ day of Mo..~ • 20]:_ () 

--'--- or Produced Identification ----,,-:::--~~--...,.~-=:----:---:
(Specify Type of Identification) 

(seal) 
This document must be completed and returned with your Submittal 
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--------------- ·· .. -·····--··--·---··· -· 

HOLD HARMLESS AGREEMENT 

The Vendor is required to purchase and maintain minimum limits of $1 ,000,000 per occurrence for all 
liability, which includes general liability and, if applicable, automobile liability. Other coverage may be 
required where applicable. 

The Vendor agrees to .hold the Board of Sumter; County Commissioners harmless against all claims for 
bodily injury, sickness, disease, death or personal injury or damage to property or loss of use resulting 
there from, arising out of the agreement, unless such claims are a result of the County's sole negligence. 

The Vendor shall purchase and maintain workers' compensation insurance & employer's liability in 
accordance with Florida Statute Chapter 440. 

The Vendor shall also purchase any other coverage required by law for the benefit of employees. 

Required insurance shall be documented in Certificates of Insurance and shall be provided to the County 
representative requesting the service. 

By signature upon this form the Vendor stipulates that he/she agrees to the Hold Harmless Agreement, 
and to abide by all insurance requirements. 

Vendor-Print Name Signature 

 (A., .. O.oJo/As .).cmfel ~fla &.sh"c II (.();~~j 
r Project ame Date 

5etc..r'd-y F~nc-f. ~ro:r~c.t. 

The effective dates of this Hold Harmless Agreement shall be for the duration of the contract 
associated with this project. 

This document must be completed and returned with your Submittal 

·15
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E-Verify Nendor/SubVendor Certification 
E-Verify is a federal system established by the Department of Homeland Security to determine the 
immigration and work-eligibility status of prospective employees. Detailed E-Verify program information 
for employers can be found at http:l/www.dhs.gov/e-verify. 

Vendors must certify compliance with the federal E-Verify program for all employees hired on or after 
the date of registration on the Department of Hor.neland Security website http://www.dhs.gov/e-verfiy by 
providing the Memorandum of Understanding electronic signature page with date of registration and 
company ID number and this E-Verify Certification form. In the case of vendors, this includes obtaining 
written certification from all sub-vendors who will participate in the performance of the contract. The 
certification below has been prepared for all County vendors to use for this purpose. All sub-vendor 
certifications must be kept on file with the contract and made available to the state and/or Sumter County 
upon request. E-Verify must be obtained prior to the due date established in this formal solicitation. 

CERTIFICATION 

I certify that the company shown below is in compliance with the above statement and that I am 
authorized to sign on its behalf. 

Name of Company: ---""'S:::...::o:._:cu..:._+~'het.::::..;;_:_n--=---'-P,_:..."'=-o _:....;F C=.:.tJ.!..:C-='C~f,___--=C,~C(::..!..fc=---=/:;_t=--=-C.-
Authorized ~~ > ~ 
signature: -=~==--_.....~~~---t.~"'=-.... ~==,__ ______________ _ 

Printed name & ~ 1 
Title: ')JGt'2 'ta't-\ E no eh <.> 

Address: J) 7fp 0 5£ 3" :tJ A~ 
Date: 5- 13- JD 

Telephone Number: 57 a - /7 '-/7 

E-mail address: Sou thc£n pro f-e,,t:. tO Jm4 i/ CdA1 

Sumter County reserves the right to determine how it will respond to any instances of non-compliance 
or false certification of compliance. Potential Sumter County actions include, but are not limited to, 
cancellation of the contract and/or suspending or debarring the contract Vendor from performing 
services in any aspect to the Sumter County. 

Please contact the Purchasing Division at 352-689-4400 with questions regarding this requirement. 

This document must be completed and returned with your Submittal. 
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ANTI-COLLUSION STATEMENT 
By signing: this form, the Contractor agrees that this quote is made without any -other 
understanding, agreement, or connection with any person, corporation, or firm submitting a quote 
for the same purpose and that the quote is in all respects fair and without oollusion or fraud, 

IT IS AGREED BY THE UNDERSIGNED CONTRACTOR, THAT THE SIGNING AND 
DELIVERY OF THE QUOTE REPRESENTS THE CONTRACTOR'S ACCEPTANCE. OF THE 
TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE FORGOING SPECIFICATIONS AND PROVISIONS, 
AND IF AWARDED, THIS CONTRACT WILL REPRESENT THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
THE CONTRACTOR AND THE BOARD OF SUMTER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

[Sign in ink in the space provided below] 

SIGNEDBY: j£)~~ 
TITLE: Ol.cJ Yl e.~ 

ADDRESS: I 5" 7/, 0 S { ~k tt Ave 
ctTY&STATE: 2hrnrne( f>rJd Ft. 3'1!191 
TELEPHONE: 35" J- '$"7/}- 1797 

No quotes will be withdrawn for a period of sixty (60) days subsequent to the opening of quotes, 
without the oonsent of the Board of Sumter County Commissioners, 

NO QUOTE (Reason): 

This document must be completed and returned with your Submittal 
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STATEMENT OF PUBLIC ENTITY CRIMES 
This is a sworn statement under Section 287.133(3)(a), Florida Statutes, on public entity crimes and 
must be signed in the presence of a notary public or other officer authorized to administer oaths. 

1. This sworn statement is submitted with Bid, Proposal or Contract No. [5t,:tJ 000 /73 7 
for ItB 017-tJ- ~O;)o /f?j S(MIIf~r ~ec,f._i' &hp(i/ (~) 5ct:J4",''1 r

2. This sworn statement is submitted by -----"~c:..:...::'-'h..:.::V\.....!-~£.,.:.r-.O=#'t,..~-;;;.:::...__ _________ _ 

(Name of entity submitting sworn statement) 
whose business address is: 

15 7bo SE ..36 i2 ,ke ~h'lwru-/,·'rT/f) ft 

Its Federal Employer Identification Number (FEIN) is '1/o - 3 7 5" J.J. () l . (Ifthe 
entity has no FEIN, include the Social Security Number of the individual signing this sworn 
statement: . ) 

3. I understand that a Public Entity Crime as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1)(g), Florida 
Statutes, is a violation of any State or Federal law by a person with respect to and directly related 

to the transaction of business with any public entity or with an agency or political subdivision of 
any other State or with the United States, including, but not limited to, any bid, proposal, reply or 
contract for goods or services, any lease for real property, or any contract for the construction or 

repair of a public building or public work, involving antitrust, fraud, theft, bribery, collusion, 
racketeering, conspiracy, or material misrepresentation. 

4. I understand that convicted or conviction as defined in Paragraph 286.133(1 )(b), Florida 
Statutes, means a finding of guilt or a conviction of a public entity crime, with or without an 
adjudication of guilt, in any Federal or State trial court of record relating to charges brought 
by indictment or information after July 1, 1989, as a result of a jury verdict, noqjury trial or entry 
of a plea of guilty or nolo contendere. 

5. I understand that an affiliate as defined in Paragraph 287.133 (l)(a), Florida Statutes, means: 

(a) A predecessor or successor of a person convicted of a public entity or crime; or 

(b) An entity under the control of a natural person who is active in the management of the 
entity and who has been convicted of a public entity crime. Affiliate includes those 
officers, directors, executives, partners, shareholders, employees, members, and agents 
who are active in the management of an affiliate. The ownership by one person of 
shares constituting a controlling interest in another person, or a pooling of equipment 
or income among persons when not for fair market value under an ann's length 
agreement, shall be a prima facie case that one person controls another person. A 
person who knowingly enters into a joint venture with a person who has been convicted 
of a public entity crime in Florida during the preceding thirty-six (36) months shall be 
considered an affiliate. 
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6. I understand that a person as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1)(e), Florida Statutes, means any 
natural person or entity organized und~r th~-iaws of any state or of the United States with the 

legal power to enter into a bipding contract and which bids or applies tq bid on contracts let by 
a public entity, or which otherwise transacts or applies totran~~ busines,s with a public 
entity. Person includ,es those officers, directors, executives, shareholders, partners, 
employees, members, and agents who are ~cpve in management of an entity. 

f 

7. Based on iriformation and belief, the statement which I have marked below is true in relation 
to the entity submitting this sworn statement. (Please indicate which statement applies.) 
_){_ Neither the entity submitting this sworn statement, nor any officers, directors, 
executives, partners, shareholders, employees, members, or agents who are active in management 
of the entity, nor any affiliate of the entity have been charged with and convicted of a public 
entity crime subsequent to July 1, 1989. 

--The entity submitting this sworn statement, or One or mo~ of the officers, directors, 
executives, partners, shareholders, employees, members, or agents who are active in management 
of the entity, or an affiliate of the entity have been charged with apd convicted of a· public 
entity crime subsequent to July 1, 1989 AND (Please indicate which additional statement 
applies.) 

__ There has been a pr;oceeding concerning the conviction before a hearing officer of the 
State of Florida, Division of Administrative Hearings. The final order entered by the hearing 
officer did not place the person or affiliate on the convicted Vendor list. (Please attach a copy 
of the final order.) 

__ The person or affiliate was placed on the cqnvicted Vendor list There has been a 
subsequent proceeding before a hearing officer of the State of Florida, Division of 
Administrative Hearings. The final order entered by the hearing officer determined that it 
was in the public interest to remove the person or affiliate from the convicted Vendor list 
(Please attach a copy of the fmal order.) 

__ The person or affiliate has not been placed on the convicted Vendor list (Please 
describe any action taken by or pending with the Departm~ General Services.) 

'~
(Signature) 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this /3 ~ dayof M~1 • 201.0 .. 

Personally Known ___ v/ ____ _ ~~d~ 
OR produced identification ___ _ Notary Public- State of F/ o r 1• d. c.._ 

Type of identification produced 

Sumter County Board of County CoiJ!mlssloners Page28of35 

 



EXHIBIT B 
Bid Form 

7375 Powell Road, Suite 200, Wildwood, FL 34785 
Telephone: (352) 689-4400 

Fax: (352) 689-4401 

Re: ITB 017-0-2020/RS SUMTER COUNTY BUSHNELL CAMPUS SECURITY FENCING 
PROJECT 

1. Having carefully examined the ITB for the project listed above: 

And being familiar with the premises affecting the work, the undersigned proposes and hereby agrees to 
furnish all labor and material and to perform all work in accordance with said documents for: 

ITB 017-0-2020/RS 

Bid Item #1: Materials and labor to install 1,125 feet of 6' tall decorative aluminum fencing with 
pressed spear top. Three rail industrial grade. Included installing partial amount into asphalt. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SER B 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount$ 45,000. , 00 

Bid Item #2: Materials and labor to install two 16' vehicle gates. Includes posts and track 
brackets installed with additional concrete. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SERB 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ l d. aoo. 00 

Bid Item #3: Materials and labor to install one 12' vehicle gates. Includes posts and track 
brackets installed with additional concrete. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SER B 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ 5 l OD • 00 

Bid Item #4: Install four 5' personnel gates that includes the posts and the industrial hardware 
brackets installed with additional concrete. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SER B 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ '-/ d D 0 . 0 0 

Bid Item #5: Install two Viking H-1 0 operators with all of the necessary components for 
operation 
(Others will provide Power to the operators) 
Included in the installation 
Two-Viking H-10 slide gates 
Operators 
Two radio receivers 
Two antenna kits 
Twenty-remotes 
four-vehicle loops 
Two- photo eyes 
Furnish all hardware and appurtenances Amount $ Jlf. l/00. 00 

I 

Notes 
Electrical Power to be provided by others 
Chase pipe to be installed by others from the controller to the operator 
Remove existing fence and dispose of poles and hardware (Owner to keep fencing fabric) 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page36 of35 



-------------------- - - ·-··-·-····· . .. ............ . 

Alternate Bid Item #1 
Materials and labor to install one 12' vehicle gates. This gate may be installed near K-Dorm. 
Includes posts and track brackets installed with additional concrete. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SER B 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ S) OD • 00 

Total for the Project Bid Items #1 - #5: $ 8 0 , <too. oo 
.. Alternative Bid #1: $ ~/00 . (}() 

Grand Total: $ g fo , .000' 00 

2. In submitting this Bid, it is understood that the right is reserved by the Board of Sumter County 
Commissioners to reject any, and all bids. 

Date: 5 /t3 /?.a .J..() _5a,.J h "'ff1 YIU f e.-tt £ I ~tc L' L C. 
Vendor 

By: ~.flY\ E no c~ ~ 
Title: ' <>M~ # 
Telephone: -'S"J..: ~.}.- 17" 7 

Address: 111w o :5£ .;u,. P .Ao-=c. 
~ ......... ~6. f(. $'1¥11 

35 
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Southern Pro Fence and Gate, LLC 
15760 se 36th Ave Summerfieid 1 FL 34491 
Dustin Enochs 
352-572- 1747 

Bruce Atkinson- Sumter County 

ESTIMATE

Estimate# 0001737 

Estimate Date 05/13/2020 

!Vlaterlals/Labor to Install 6' Tal! Decorative aluminum with 40.00 1125.00 45/000.00 
pressed spear top, Three rail Industria! grade. 
Includes Installing partial amount into Asphalt. 
-Color Bronze to match existing. 
-AFS SER B 3R IND D.BRONZE 

**Includes removing existing chainHnk fence** 

16' vehicle gate, 6100.00 2.00 12,200.00 
Includes posts and track brackets installed with additional 
concrete. 
-Bronze color 
-AFS SER 8 3R IND D.BRONZE 

12' vehicle gate, 5100.00 1.00 51100.00 
Includes posts and t rack brackets installed with additional 
concrete. 
-Bronze color 
-AFS SER 8 3R IND D.BRONZE 

4-5' personnel Gate Inciudes posts and industrial 1050.00 4.00 4,200.00 
hardware. 

Viking H-10 operator with all necessary components for 7200.00 2.00 14,400.00 
operation, minus the power. 
Materials 

1-Viking H-10 Slide Gate 
Operators 
1-Radio Receiver 
1-Antenna Kits 
10-Remotes 
2-Vehide Loops 

 



2-Loop Detectors 
1-Photo Eyes 
1-Mics. Materials to install 

**does not include Power for operator 

OTES: -Electric power to be done by others we will hookup power up to operating system but this 
stimate does not include running power from power source to operators. 
or access controls we just need a chase pipe ran from controls to operator. Further details can be 

iscussed on site for a layout plan. , 
his can be included in price if necessary it is just unknown where the power would come from. 

Subtotal 

Total 80,900.00 

Amount Paid 0.00 

N
e
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d
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Southern Pro Fence and Gate, LLC 
15760 se 36th Ave Summerfield, FL 34491 
Dustin Enochs 
352-572-1747 

Bruce Atkinson- Sumter County 

ESTIMATE 

Estimate# 0001738 

Estimate Date 05/13/2020 

**ALTERNATE*** 5100.00 1.00 5,100.00 

12' vehicle gate, 
Includes posts and track brackets installed with additional 
concrete. 
-Bronze color 
-AFS SERB 3R IND D. BRONZE 

NOTES: -Electric power to be done by others we will hookup power up to operating system but this 
estimate does not include running power from power source to operators. 
-For access controls we just need a chase pipe ran from controls to operator. Further details can be 
discussed on site for a layout plan. 
-This can be included in price if necessary it is just unknown where the power would come from. 

Subtotal 5,100.00 

Total 5,100.00 

Amount Paid 0.00 



_ SOUTH06 OPID:KH 

ACORD~ CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE 
DATE (MMIDDNYYY) 

~ 04/21/2020 

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORM~TION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE 

I 
HOLDER. THIS 

CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES 
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED 
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. 

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must have ADDITIONAL INSURED provisions or be endorsed. 
If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement A statement on 
this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s). 

PRODUCER 386-364-1000 ~2~I~cT Christy B. Hillhouse 
Suwannee Insurance Agency, Inc ~g~~o. Ext): 386-364-1000 I Wc. No): 386-364-3768 1720 Ohio Ave. N. 
Live Oak, FL 32064-1858 ~~D/}{~55, christy@suwanneeinsurance.com 
Christy B. Hillhouse 

INSURER!Sl AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC# 
INSURER A: Ohio Security Ins Co 

INSURED INSURERS : 
Southern Pro Fence & Gate LLC 
15760 SE 36th Ave INSURERC : 
Summerfield, FL 34491 

INSURERD: 

INSURERE: 
INSURERF: 

COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: REVISION NUMBER: 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD 
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS 
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS, 
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS. 

POUCYEFF POUCYEXP ~~~: TYPE OF INSURANCE 1 ~9fJ- -~J' POUCY NUMBER UMITS 
A X COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABIUTY 1,000,000 EACH OCCURRENCE 

j CLAIMS-MADE [!] 
$ 

OCCUR BKS56016426 04/15/2020 04/15/2021 ~~~M?E~~~ncel 300,000 $ 

15,000 MEO EXP (Anyone.PE!rsonl $ -
1,000,000 PERSONAL - & ADV INJURY $ 

2,000,000 1j'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES 
PoLicY D FJf-8r D 

PER: GENERAL AGGREGATE $ 

2,000,000 Loc PRODUCTS - COMPIOP AGG $ 

OTHER: $ N/A 

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY n:~~~~~~~~INGLE LIMIT N/A $ -
N/A ANY AUTO BODILY INJURY (PerP<lrsonl. - $ 

OWNED r---- SCHEDULED N/A AUTOS ONLY - '---- AUTOS BODILY INJURY (Per accident) $ 

HIRED 

H 
NON-OWNED FP~?~~~J;JRAMAGE N/A 

- AUTOS ONLY - AUTOS ONLY $ 

N/A $ 

UMBRELLA UAB N/A OCCUR EACH OCCURRENCE - $ 

EXCESSLIAB CLAIMS-MADE N/A AGGREGATE $ 

OED I l RETENTION$ $ N/A 

WORKERS COMPENSATION 
AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY I ~f~TUTE I l .fJH-

YIN N/A ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE D EL. EACH ACCIDENT $ 
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED? NIA 
(Mandatory in NH) N/A EL. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE $ 
If yes, describe under N/A DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS below E.L. DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT $ 

N/A 

N/A 

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS I LOCATIONS I VEHICLES (ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, may be attached if more space Is required) 

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION 
SUMTERB 

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE 
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS. 

Sumter County Board of County 
Commissioners AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE 
ATTN: Purchasing 
7375 Powell Rd 
IWilrt""nnrt FL 34785 ~£.~~ 

ACORD 25 (2016/03) © 1988-2015 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved. 

The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD 

__..........._, 



ACORD® CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE DATE (MM/DDfYYYY) 

~ 5/13/202Q 
THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS 
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND ORAL TER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES 
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED 
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. 

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to 
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the 
certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s). 

PRODUCER ~~~~<;I Amanda Katulich 

FGI of We& Omtral Rorida, lLC wg,N:o, Extl: 941-242-9619 J(~.No): 941-242-9621 

3809Effi64 i~D~~ss: amanda@pgiofwe&centralfloridacom 

INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC# 

B'adenton R. 34208 INSURER A: Technology lnSJrance Company 42376 
INSURED INSURERS: 

S:luthern A"o Fence & <?Bte, lLC. INSURERC: 

15760 S::36th Ave INSURERD: 

INSURERE: 

SJmmerfield R. 34491 INSURERF: 

COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: REVISION NUMBER: 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD 
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS 
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS, 
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS. 

·~~ TYPE OF INSURANCE INSD WVD POLICY NUMBER ,~:5'6~ ,~li'>'DJYWY) LIMITS 

COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY 

I 
EACH OCCURRENCE $ 

CLAIMS-MADE D OCCUR PRE'MIS'Es (E~~~nce> $ 

MED EXP (Any one person) $ 
-

PERSONAL & ADV INJURY $ 
-

GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER: GENERAL AGGREGATE $ 

~ POLICY DPRO-JECT DLOC PRODUCTS - COMP/OP AGG $ 

$ OTHER: 

AUTOMOBILE UABILITY (Ea acciden~f'N<.iLt: LIMII $ 
'---

BODILY INJURY (Per person) $ 

- ANY AUTO 
ALL OWNED ,--- SCHEDULED BODILY INJURY (Per accident) $ 

- AUTOS r-- AUTOS 
NON-OWNED (P~'r'~~7cte~tYAMAlit: $ HIRED AUTOS 

- r-- ALrrOS 
$ 

UMBRELLA UAB 
- H EACH OCCURRENCE $ OCCUR 

EXCESSUAB CLAIMS-MADE AGGREGATE $ 

OED l I RETENTION $ $ 

WORKERS COMPENSATION 
stATUTE I~~-

AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY Y/N 
•I 1 

ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE E.l. EACH ACCIDENT $ 1,000,000 
A OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED? IT] N/A TINC3835322 11/23/2019 11/23/2020 

(Mandatory in NH) E.l. DISEASE- EA EMPLOYEE $ 1,000,000 

~~sMi'Pfi~N o~'6PERATIONS below E.l. DISEASE- POLICY LIMIT $ 1,000,000 

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS I LOCATIONS I VEHICLES (ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, may be attached if more space is required) 

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION 

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE 
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS. 

SJmter County Ebard of County Commis9oners 

7375 R>well R:l. AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE 

Attn: F\Jrcha9ng Division 

Wildwood R. 34785 ~,.,uwu&~~ 
I 

© 1988-2014 ACORD CORPORATION. All r1ghts reserved. 

ACORD 25 (2014/01) The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD 

I 



A~RD® CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE 
DATE (MM/00/YYYY) 

05/14/2020 

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE 
I 

HOLDER. THIS 
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POUCIES 
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED 
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. 

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must have ADDITIONAL INSURED provisions or be endorsed. 
If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on 
this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s). 

PRODUCER ; ~2~1~CT CONNIE DUFF WISE 

State Farm CONNIE DUFF WISE rtgNJ EQ)· 2 352-259-09oo I rffc 352-259-4888 No): 

A~ INSURANCE AGENCY INC ~~oA~ss: CONNJE.WISE.C4M@STATEFARM.COM 
270 CAMPBELL AVE INSUREFI!l;IAFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC# 
THE VILLAGES, FL 32162 ·' INSURER A : State Farm Mutual Aut?mobile Insurance Company __ 25178 

-----
INSURED INSURERB: 

SOUTHERN PRO FENCE & GATE LLC INSURERC: -
5760 SE 36TH AVE INSURERD: 
SUMMERFIELD, FL 34492 INSURERE: -

INSIJRERF: 
COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER· REVISION NUMBER· 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD 
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS 
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS, 
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS. 

INSR 
LTR TYPE OF INSURANCE ~Of~ ;= POLICY NUMBER r&2.M'6fvW.o r~!kLA~l LIMITS 

COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY 
r-p D 

1--~ACH j ____ OCCURRENCE 
DAMAGE TO RENTE!J--

CLAIMS-MADE OCCUR 1--- ~~iSES lEa occurrence\ s -
- ~D EXP (Any one person) $ 

PERSONAL & ADV INJURY - $ 

_§1~-r~ AGGRE.Q_~ UMIT APPLIES D PER: GENERA~ AGGREGATE $ 

D PRO-- · POLICY JECT LOC PRODUCTS -COMP/OP AGG $ 

OTHER: $ 

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY G96 0671-801-59 02/01/2020 08/01/2020 fe~~~~~tlSINGLE LIMIT $ 1,000,000 
,.--

ANY AUTO BOD Y INJURY (Per person) 
- IX $ G96 2396-801-59 02/01/2020 08/01/2020 

I~ 

OWN EO A -
SCHEOU~EO BODILY INJURY (Per AUTOS ONLY AUTOS accident) $ 

HIRED NON-OWNED G96 2404-801-59 02/01/2020 08/01/2020 
- AUTOS ONLY ,____ AUTOS ONLY Fp~~~~~t?AMAGE $ 

1-1 
J04 0833-016-59 04/16/2020 10/16/2020 s 

UMBRELLA LIAB ' 
- EACH OCCURRENCE OCCUR $ 

EXCESS LIAB CLAIMS-MADE AGGREGATE $ 

OED I I RETENTION$ $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION 

D ~f~TUTE I OTH-
AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ER 

Y/N 
I I 

ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE E.L. EACH ACCIDENT N/A $ 
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED? 
(Mandatory In NH) E.L. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE $ 

g~~~~~~ 'g'~'gPERATIONS below E.L DISEASE- POLICY LIMIT $ 

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS I LOCATIONS /VEHICLES (ACORD 101, AddHfonal Remarks Schedule, may be attached If more space Is required) 
2019 GHEV 3500 - VIN# 1GB4KVGY8KF252898 
2017 FORD F450- VIN# 1FT8W4DTOHEE61534 
2016 CHEV 3500- VIN# 1G84KYC82GF281757 
2005 CHEV 2500- VIN# 1GCHK23255F823789 
ADDL COVERAGE: 
PERSONAL INJURY PROTECTION 10,000, MED PAY 5000, D500, G500, U3 

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION 

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE 
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS. Sumter County Board of County Commissioners 

Attention: Purchasing Division 

7375 Powell Road 

Wildwood, FL 34785 

© 1988-2015 ACOI\DICORPORA TION. All rights reserved. 
ACORD 25 (2016/03) The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD 

1001~86 132849.12 03-16-2016 



SUMTER COUNTY BUSHNELL CAMPUS SECURITY FENCING AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT (hereinafter referred to as "Agreement") is made and entered into this 26th 
day of May, 2020, by and between Board of Sumter County Commissioners (hereinafter 
referred to as "Board", or " County"), whose address is 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, Florida 
34785, and Southern Pro Fence & Gate, LLC (hereafter referred to as "Vendor"), whose address 
is 15760 SE 36th Avenue, Summerfield, Florida 34491. 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, the Board has need of professional services for ITB 017-0-2020/RS; and 

WHEREAS, the parties desire to enter into a written agreement outlining the duties, 
responsibilities and compensation of Vendor, based on the Vendor's response to ITB 017-0-
2020/RS Sumter County Bushnell Campus Security Fencing Project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants and agreements 
contained herein, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged , the parties agree 
as follows: 

1. The relationship of the Vendor to the Board will be that of a professional Vendor and the 
Vendor will provide the professional and technical services required under this Agreement 
in accordance with acceptable professional practices and ethical standards applicable to 
Vendor's profession, and Vendor will endeavor to provide to the Board services to the best 
of its ability. 

2. Vendor is hereby retained and employed as a Sumter County Contactor, and will work 
with the Board to provide products and services in accordance with the scope of work 
outlined in ITB 017 -0-2020/RS. 

3. The term of this Agreement shall commence on May 26, 2020 and continue in full force 
through September 30, 2020, unless otherwise terminated as provided in paragraph four 
(4) of this Agreement. The term of this Agreement does not relieve the Vendor of any 
future responsibility as described in paragraph six (6) of this Agreement. 

4. This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon thirty (30) days prior written notice 
to the other party at the address designated in this Agreement for receiving such notice. 
If this Agreement is terminated, Vendor shall be authorized to receive payment for all work 
performed up to the date of termination. 

5. With regard to compensation paid to Contractor, Contractor shall furnish to the Board an 
itemized invoice detailing all of Contractors hours, services, expenses and any other 
services utilized by the Board . The invoice shall be itemized pursuant to and in accordance 
with the Fee Schedule, attached hereto as Exhibit B, and incorporated herein in haec 
verba. Contractor shall submit all invoices pursuant to the Local Government Prompt 
Payment Act, F.S. 218. Contractor acknowledges and agrees that the rates set forth in 
the Fee Schedule shall remain fixed throughout the duration of this Agreement, including 
both the Initial Term and any Renewal Term, and thereafter shall only be adjusted by 
mutual written agreement of both parties. 



6. General Considerations. 

a. All reports, drawings, designs, specifications, notebooks, computations, details, and 
calculation documents prepared by Vendor and presented to the Board pursuant to 
this Agreement are and remain the property of the Board as instruments of service. 

b. All analyses, data, documents, models, modeling, reports and tests performed or 
utilized by Vendor shall be made available to the Board upon request and shall be 
considered public records. 

c. Vendor is required to: (i) keep and maintain public records required by Board; (ii) upon 
request from Board's custodian of public records, provide Board with a copy of the 
requested records or allow the records to be inspected or copied within a reasonable 
time at a reasonable or as otherwise provided by law; (iii) ensure that public records 
that are exempt or, confidential and exempt, from public records disclosure 
requirements are not disclosed except as authorized by law for the duration of this 
Agreement and following completion of this Agreement if Vendor does not transfer the 
records to Board; (iv) upon completion of this Agreement, transfer, at no cost, to Board 
all public records in possession of Vendor or keep and maintain public records required 
by Board . 

d. If Vendor transfers all public records to Board upon completion of this Agreement, 
Vendor shall destroy any duplicate public records that are exempt or, confidential and 
exempt, from public records disclosure requirements. If Vendor keeps and maintains 
public records upon completion of this Agreement, Vendor shall meet all applicable 
requirements for retaining public records. All records stored electronically must be 
provided to Board, upon request from Board's custodian of public records, in a format 
that is compatible with the information technology systems of Board. 

e. Vendor shall keep all books, records, files, drawings, plans and other documentation, 
including all electronically stored items, which concern or relate to the services 
required hereunder (the "Records"), for a minimum of five (5) years from the date of 
expiration or termination of this Agreement, or as otherwise required by any applicable 
law, whichever date is later. The Board shall have the right to order, inspect, and copy 
all the Records as often as it deems necessary during any such period-of-time. The 
right to audit, inspect, and copy Records shall include all of the records of sub-Vendors 
(if any). 

f. Vendor shall, at all times, comply with the Florida Public Records Law, the Florida 
Open Meeting Law and all other applicable laws, rules and regulations of the State of 
Florida. 

g. IF THE VENDOR HAS QUESTIONS REGARDING THE 
APPLICATION OF CHAPTER 119, FLORIDA STATUTES, TO 
THE VENDORS' DUTY TO PROVIDE PUBLIC RECORDS 
RELATING TO THIS AGREEMENT, CONTACT THE CUSTODIAN 
OF PUBLIC RECORDS AT 352-689-4400, Sumter County Board 
of County Commissioners, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, Florida 
34785 or via email at Records@sumtercountyfl.gov. 

h. If applicable, vendor shall, at all times, carry General Liability, Automobile and 
Worker's Compensation Insurance pursuant to the insurance requirements in ITB 017-
0-2020/RS, naming Board as both a certificate holder and an additional insured in 
each such policy. 



i. Upon Vendor's written request, the Board will furnish, or cause to be furnished, such 
reports, studies, instruments, documents, and other information as Vendor and Board 
mutually deem necessary, and Vendor may rely upon same in performing the services 
required under this Agreement. 

7. The Vendor may be required to provide additional services to the Board on challenges, 
public protests, administrative hearings or similar matters. The Vendor shall be available 
to represent the Board, serve as an expert witness, and provide supporting documentation 
as necessary. Should any other professional services be called for by the Board that are 
not otherwise set forth in this Agreement or any of its attachments or exhibits, charges for 
these services shall be agreed upon in advance by the parties hereto. 

8. The Contract Documents, which comprise the entire Contract between Board and Vendor 
and which are further incorporated herein by reference, consist of the following: 

a. ITB 017-0-2020/RS 
b. Vendor's Bid in Response to ITB 017-0-2020/RS 
c. This Agreement 
d. Permits I Licenses 
e. All Bid Addenda Issued Prior to Opening Date 
f. All Modifications and Change Orders Issued 

9. Vendor shall be solely and entirely responsible for its tortious acts and for the tortious acts 
of its agents, employees, or servants during the performance of this Agreement. Vendor 
shall indemnify and save harmless the Board , its agents, employees and officers from and 
against all liabilities, claims, demands, or actions at law and equity including court costs 
and attorney' s fees that may hereafter at any time be made or brought by anyone for the 
purposes of enforcing a claim on account of any injury or damage allegedly caused or 
occurring to any person or property in which was caused in whole or in part by any tortious, 
wrongful, or intentional acts or omissions of Vendor, its agents, or employees during 
performance under this Agreement. The foregoing is not intended, and shall not be 
construed, as a waiver by Board of the benefits of Section 768.28, Florida Statutes. 

10. Vendor is, and shall be, in the performance of all services and activities under this 
Agreement, an independent contractor, and not an employee, agent, or servant of Board; 
and no provisions of Board's personnel policies shall apply to this Agreement. None of the 
benefits provided by Board to its employees including, but not limited to, worker' s 
compensation insurance and unemployment insurance, are available from Board to 
Vendor, or its employees, agents or servants. Vendor assumes responsibility for payment 
of all federal, state and local taxes imposed or required of Vendor including but not limited 
to FICA, FUTA, unemployment insurance, Social Security and income tax laws for which 
Vendor as employer is responsible. Vendor shall be solely responsible for any worker's 
compensation insurance required by law and shall provide the Board with proof of 
insurance upon demand. The parties agree that Board shall not: (a) pay dues, licenses or 
membership fees for Vendor; (b) require attendance by Vendor, except as otherwise 
specified herein; (c) control the method, manner or means of performing under this 
Agreement, except as otherwise specified herein; or (d) restrict or prevent Vendor from 
working for any other party. 

: .1-'n·-J. ·F~rce Majeure. No party shall be liable or responsible to the other party, nor be deemed 
·.· to have defaulted under or breached this Agreement, for any failure or delay in fulfilling or 



performing any term of this Agreement (except for any obligations to make payments to 
the other party hereunder)], when and to the extent such failure or delay is caused by or 
results from the following force majeure events ("Force Majeure Events"): (a) acts of 
God; (b) flood , fire, earthquake or explosion; (c) war, invasion, hostilities (whether war is 
declared or not), terrorist threats or acts, riot, warlike operation, insurrection, rebellion, 
revolution, military or usurped power, sabotage or other civil unrest; (d) strikes, 
embargoes, blockades, labor stoppages, lockouts or slowdowns or other industrial 
disturbances or inability to obtain necessary materials or services (e) governmental delay 
regarding permits or approvals; (f) action by any governmental authority; (g) national or 
regional emergency; (h) shortage of adequate power or transportation facilities ; or U) other 
similar events beyond the reasonable control of the party impacted by the Force Majeure 
Event (the "Impacted Party") and provided further, however, that such performance shall 
be resumed and completed with due diligence and reasonable dispatch as soon as the 
contingency causing the delay or impossibility shall abate. 

12. Attorney's Fees; and Costs of Enforcement. In the event suit is commenced to enforce 
this Agreement, costs of said suit including reasonable attorneys' fees in all proceedings, 
trials, investigations, appearances, appeals and in any bankruptcy proceeding or 
administrative proceeding shall be paid to the prevailing party by the non-prevailing party. 
In the event of default by either party hereto, the defaulting party shall be liable for all costs 
and expenses, including reasonable attorney' s fees and costs incurred by the other party 
in enforcing its rights hereunder, whether litigation be instituted or not, at the trial court 
and appellate court level. 

13. Law of the Agreement; Jurisdiction and Venue. The Parties agree that the laws of the 
State of Florida shall govern any dispute arising from or related to this Agreement. The 
Parties to this Agreement agree that venue and jurisdiction is mandated to lie only in the 
state courts located in Sumter County, Florida. Removal of this case to federal court is 
not permitted . Litigation in federal court is precluded by agreement of the parties hereto. 
If, even though precluded by agreement of the Parties hereto, litigation arising from or 
based upon this contract should be mandated by a court of competent jurisdiction issued 
pursuant to a duly noticed hearing giving Sumter County adequate time to respond and 
all of the benefits of due process to lie in the proper venue or jurisdiction of a federal court, 
that federal court shall only be in the Middle District of Florida, Ocala Division. The Parties 
further agree that entry into this agreement constitutes irrevocable consent that the 
exclusive venue for any such dispute shall lie solely in the state or county courts in and 
for Sumter County, Florida. The Parties expressly and irrevocably waive any right(s) to 
removal of any such dispute to any federal court, unless the federal court has exclusive 
jurisdiction; in such cases, the parties agree that the exclusive venue for any such disputes 
shall be the United States District Court, in and for the Middle District of Florida, Ocala 
Division. Process in any action or proceeding referred to in this paragraph may be served 
on any party anywhere in the world, such party waives any argument that said party is not 
subject to the jurisdiction of the state courts located in Sumter County, Florida and that the 
laws of the state of Florida. 

14. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the entire agreement of the Parties and may 
not be changed except by written agreement duly executed by the Parties hereto. This 
Agreement supersedes any prior understandings or agreements between the Parties, and 
there are no representations, warranties, or oral agreements other than those expressly 
set forth herein. 



15. Assignment. This Agreement shall not be assigned nor may any portion of the obligations 
contemplated in this Agreement be subcontracted to another party without prior written 
approval of County. No such approval by County of any assignment or subcontract shall 
be deemed in any event or in any manner to provide for the incurrence of any obligation 
of County. All such assignments and subcontracts shall be subject to the terms and 
conditions of this Agreement and to any conditions of approval that County shall deem 
necessary. 

16. Compliance with Licenses, Permits, and Applicable Laws. In performing services 
hereunder, Vendor shall comply with all federal , state and local laws and regulations. 
Vendor shall be responsible for identifying and obtaining all permits necessary to complete 
the scope of services. Vendor shall be responsible for obtaining, at its sole cost and 
expense, all necessary license licenses and other governmental approvals required in 
order for Vendor to provide the type of services required hereunder. 

17. E-Verify: system established by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security to determine 
the immigration and work-eligibility status of prospective employees. 

18. The Vendor agrees to certify to the Board that Vendor is in compliance with the federal E
Verify program, including obtaining written certification from all sub-Vendors who will 
participate in the performance of scope of services contemplated in this Agreement. All 
sub-Vendor certifications must be kept on file by the Vendor and made available to the 
state and/or the Board upon request. The Board reserves the right to take action against 
any Vendor deemed to be non-compliant; potential actions may include, but are not limited 
to, cancellation of this Agreement and/or suspending or debarring the Vendor from 
performing services for the County. 

19. Conflict of Interest. Vendor shall notify Board in writing of any commitments during the 
term of this Agreement, which may constitute a potential or actual conflict of interest with 
respect to the scope of services to be performed for the Board . 

20. Corporate Status; Change of Ownership. If Vendor is a non-governmental, corporate 
entity: 

a. Corporate Status. Vendor shall ensure that the corporate status shall 
continuously be in good standing and active and current with the state of its 
incorporation and the State of Florida and at all times throughout the Term, and 
any renewal or extension hereof. Failure of the Vendor to keep its corporate 
status active and current shall constitute a material breach under the terms of 
this Agreement. 

b. Change of Ownership. Vendor shall notify County immediately upon any 
change in corporate ownership or any substitution of the key professional 
assigned (the "Key Person") to perform under this Agreement ("Change of 
Ownership") . County shall have the option of cancelling this Agreement if a 
Change of Ownership is not suitable to it, provided however, no cancellation 
shall relieve the Vendor of its obligations to perform the work described herein 
or for liability for breach of same. A Change of Ownership means the 
occurrence of any one or more of the following: a sale, lease, or other 
disposition of ·.SO% or more of the interest or assets of the company or 
corporation; a merger, reverse merger or consolidation with another entity; a 



transaction wherein a third-party becomes the beneficial owner having fifty 
(50%) percent or more interest in the corporation or company; or fifty (50%) 
percent or more of the total number of votes that may be cast for any act of the 
entity. 

21. Default. Neither Party shall declare the other party in default of any provision of this 
Agreement without giving the other party at least ten (1 0) days advance written notice of 
intention to do so, during which time the other party shall have the opportunity to remedy 
the default. The notice shall specify the default with particularity. 

22. Dispute Resolution. All disputes arising out of or in connection with this Agreement shall 
be attempted to be settled through good-faith negotiation between the Parties, followed if 
necessary within thirty (30) days by professionally-assisted mediation. Any mediator so 
designated must be acceptable to each Party. The mediation will be conducted as 
specified by the mediator and agreed upon by the Parties. The Parties agree to discuss 
their differences in good faith and to attempt, with the assistance of the mediator, to reach 
an amicable resolution of the dispute. The mediation will be treated as a settlement 
discussion and therefore will be confidential. The mediator may not testify for either Party 
in any later proceeding relating to the dispute. No recording or transcript shall be made of 
the mediation proceedings. Each Party will bear its own costs in the mediation. The fees 
and expenses of the mediator will be shared equally by the Parties. Failing resolution 
through negotiation or mediation, either Party may file an action in a court of competent 
jurisdiction or other appropriate remedy available in law or equity as defined herein below. 

23. Jointly Drafted. The Parties agree that this Agreement is entered into knowingly and 
voluntarily, after having the opportunity to fully discuss it with an attorney. Having had the 
opportunity to obtain the advice of legal counsel to review, comment upon, and redraft this 
Agreement, the Parties agree that this Agreement shall be construed as if the parties 
jointly prepared it so that any uncertainty or ambiguity shall not be interpreted against any 
one party and in favor of the other. 

24. Parties Acknowledgement; Parties Bound. The Parties acknowledge that they have 
read this Agreement, and that they understand the terms and conditions herein and that 
the terms have been fully and completely explained to the Parties prior to the execution 
thereof. Each party acknowledges that the other party has made no warranties, 
representations, covenants, or agreements, express or implied, except as expressly 
contained in this Agreement. Further, the Parties have caused this Agreement to be 
executed on their respective behalf by the authorized officer whose signature appears 
below under their respective name, to be effective as of the date first written above. This 
Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the Parties, their successors, 
heirs, and personal representatives. 

25. Waiver. The waiver by any party hereto of a breach of any provision of this Agreement 
shall not operate or be construed as a waiver of any subsequent breach by any party. 

26. Time is of the Essence. Time shall be of the essence of this Agreement. 

27. Survivability. Any provision of this Agreement, which obligates any of the Parties to 
perform an obligation either before the commencement of the Term or after the expiration 
of the Term, or any renewal or extension thereof, shall be binding and enforceable 
notwithstanding that performance is not within the Term, and the same shall survive. 



28. Severability. Whenever possible each prov1s1on and term of this Agreement will be 
interpreted in a manner to be effective and valid but if any provision or term of this 
Agreement is held to be prohibited or invalid , then such provision or term will be ineffective 
only to the extent of such prohibition or invalidity, without invalidating or affecting in any 
manner whatsoever the remainder of such provision or term or the remaining provisions 
or terms of this Agreement. 

29. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in a number of identical counterparts 
and a facsimile or electronic/digital copy shall be treated as an original. If so executed, 
each of such counterparts is to be deemed an original for all purposes, and all such 
counterparts shall, collectively, constitute one agreement. In making proof of this 
Agreement, it shall not be necessary to produce or account for more than one such 
counterpart. 

30. Section and Paragraph Headings. Captions or paragraph headings herein contained 
are for organizational convenience only and shall not be constructed as material 
provisions of this agreement or to limit any provisions hereunder. 

31. Cooperation; Supplementary Actions. All Parties agree to cooperate fully and to 
execute any supplementary documents, and to take any additional actions that may be 
necessary or appropriate to give full force and effect to the basic terms and intent of this 
Agreement, and which are not inconsistent with its terms. 

32. Miscellaneous. Whenever the context shall so require, all words in this Agreement of one 
gender shall be deemed to include the other gender. 

33. Incorporation of Recitals . Each of the WHEREAS clauses listed above are hereby re
alleged and incorporated into this Agreement as if otherwise fully stated herein. 

34. Notice. Whenever any notice, demand or request is required or permitted hereunder, such 
notice, demand or request shall be made in writing and shall be personally delivered to 
the individuals listed below, sent via prepaid courier or overnight courier, or deposited in 
the United States mail, registered or certified, return receipt requested, postage prepaid, 
addressed to the addresses (and individuals) set forth below. No other form of electronic 
communications (Facebook, Twitter, Text) will be deemed Notice. 

FOR THE BOARD 

Name: Bradley S. Arnold 

Address:7375 Powell Road , Wildwood, FL 34785 

Title: County Administrator 

Date: 

FOR THE VENDOR 

Name: 

ddress: 

Title: 

Date: 

A



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have signed this agreement the day and year first above 
written. 

ATTEST: SUMTER COUNTY 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

By: __________________________ _ 

By: Chairman 

Date Signed: 

ATTEST: 
SOUTHERN PRO FENCE &GATE, LLC 

By: __________________________ _ 

By: ________________________ __ 

Date Signed: __________________ _ 



EXHIBIT B 
Bid Form 

7375 Powell Road, Suite 200, Wildwood, FL 34785 
Telephone: (352) 689-4400 

Fax: (352) 689-4401 

Re: ITB 017-0-2020/RS SUMTER COUNTY BUSHNELL CAMPUS SECURITY FENCING 
PROJECT 

1. Having carefully examined the ITB for the project listed above: 

And being familiar with the premises affecting the work, the undersigned proposes and hereby agrees to 
furnish all labor and material and to perform all work in accordance with said documents for: 

ITB 017-0-2020/RS 

Bid Item #1: Materials and labor to install 1,125 feet of 6' tall decorative aluminum fencing with 
pressed spear top. Three rail industrial grade. Included installing partial amount into asphalt. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SERB 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ 4 5 I 000 I 00 

I 

Bid Item #2: Materials and labor to install two 16' vehicle gates. Includes posts and track 
brackets installed with additional concrete. 
Color Bronze to match existing · 
AFS SERB 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ I~ aoo. 00 

Bid Item #3: Materials and labor to install one 12' vehicle gates. Includes posts and track 
brackets installed with additional concrete. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SERB 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ 5 I OD · 00 

Bid Item #4: Install four 5' personnel gates that includes the posts and the industrial hardware 
brackets installed with additional concrete. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SER B 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ Lf ~ 0 0 . 0 0 

Bid Item #5: Install two Viking H-1 0 operators with all of the necessary components for 
operation 
(Others will provide Power to the operators) 
Included in the installation 
Two-Viking H-10 slide gates 
Operators 
Two radio receivers 
Two antenna kits 
Twenty-remotes 
four-vehicle loops 
Two- photo eyes 
Furnish all hardware and appurtenances Amount $ JL(. L/OO. 00 

· I 

Notes 
Electrical Power to be provided by others 
Chase pipe to be installed by others from the controller to the operator 
Remove existing fence and dispose of poles and hardware (Owner to keep fencing fabric) 

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners Page36 of35 



Alternate Bid Item #1 
Materials and labor to install one 12' vehicle gates. This gate may be installed near K-Dorm. 
Includes posts and track brackets installed with additional concrete. 
Color Bronze to match existing 
AFS SER B 3R IND D. BRONZE Amount $ 5) DO d 00 

Total for the Project Bid Items #1 - #5: $ 80, 1oo. oo 
Alternative Bid #1: $ ~/00 . 00 

Grand Total: $ 8 (p , ,000 4 60 

2. In submitting this Bid, it is understood that the right is reserved by the Board of Sumter County 
Commissioners to reject any, and all bids. 

Date: s /r;; 1.?-o.uJ 5Du.-J. h"'f() ?ru r~( G I br.lc L' L c; 
Vendor 

By: Dtr.J-/-a'V\ E no c:\. ~ 
Title: Ol.vvl--" 
Telephone: .Js-J..: 57/J.- nc.r.., 
Address: ['S U, o :; E 3 (, .P ,A...-:c. 
~ ... --h-old. f'- $'1~1( 

35 
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SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                  
  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Page 1 of 1

SUBJECT: Amendment #1 to Maintenance and Repair Agreement between First Vehicle 
Services, Inc. and the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (Staff 
Recommends Approval).

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020

CONTRACT: ☐ N/A Vendor/Entity: First Vehicle Services, 
Inc.

Effective Date: 04/23/2019 Termination Date: 05/31/2021
Managing Division / Dept: Fleet Services

BUDGET IMPACT: $87,263.38 increase to the Monthly Administration Rate
FUNDING SOURCE: General Fund

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: 001-416-519-4612

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES:

On April 23, 2019, the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) entered into an 
agreement with First Vehicle Services, Inc. the maintenance and repair of fleet vehicles.     

At this time, Sumter County Fleet Maintenance Division wishes to extend the agreement through May 
31, 2021 with an increase of 2.5% to the Monthly Administration Rate per the terms of the Agreement. 

There is one remaining one-year renewal left on this agreement.

Attached for BOCC review and approval is Amendment #1 and the request letter from First Vehicle 
Services, Inc.

Prepared by: Becky Segrest Grammarly Check ☒



Amendment #1

Maintenance and Repair Agreement Between First Vehicle Services, Inc. and Sumter
County Board of County Commissioners

This agreement extension is made and entered into this 26th day of May 2020, between the Board of

County Commissioners of Sumter County Florida, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, Florida 34785 (County) and

First Vehicle Services, Inc. (Contractor), whose address is 600 Vine Street, Suite 1400, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202.

WHEREAS, the parties executed an original agreement dated April 23, 2019 to perform maintenance

and repair services for vehicle fleet;

WHEREAS, the County wishes to extend the agreement for one year through May 31, 2021 and

increase the monthly administration rate by 2.5% beginning June 1, 2020.

NOW,  THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. That the certain agreement between the parties originally dated April 23, 2019, is hereby extended to May

31, 2021.

2. A 2.5% increase to the Monthly Administration Rate under this Agreement will begin June 1, 2020.

3. Contractor shall, at all times, comply with the Florida Public Records Law, the Florida Open Meeting Law and all
other applicable laws, rules and regulations of the State of Florida.

4. IF THE CONTRACTOR HAS QUESTIONS REGARDING THE APPLICATION OF
CHAPTER 119, FLORIDA STATUTES, TO THE FIRMS’ DUTY TO PROVIDE
PUBLIC RECORDS RELATING TO THIS AGREEMENT, CONTACT THE
CUSTODIAN OF PUBLIC RECORDS AT 352-689-4400, Sumter County Board of
County Commissioners, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, Florida 34785 or via email at
Records@sumtercountyfl.gov. 

5. Except as expressly modified by this Extension Agreement, all other terms and conditions of the original
Agreement remain in full force and effect for the term of the Agreement.

THIS AGREEMENT is executed the day and year first written above.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS,

Attest: Deputy Clerk SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA

Date Signed: ___________________            By: _______________________________

  Chairman

            Date Signed: __________________________

FIRST VEHICLE SERVICES, INC.

          By: _________________________________

Witness:
Date Signed: ___________________                      Date Signed: __________________________



  
 
 1000 W. McNab Road 
 Suite 103 
Pompano Beach, FL  33069 
 Tel: 954-946-5775 
 Fax: 954-946-0024 

 A FirstGroup America Company 
 www.firstgroupamerica.com 

 
 
 
Mr. Keith Stevenson        May 19, 2020 
Fleet Manager 
Board of Sumter County Commissioners 
 
 
Dear Mr. Stevenson, 

I would like to thank you and your team for another great year of cooperation, teamwork and success. 
After reviewing the performance history and meeting notes I feel that First Vehicle Services has 
accomplished all of the goals for the past year as set forth by the contract and the various 
management meetings that have been held, thus justifying the approval of the first of two, one-year 
extensions pursuant to contract section 6 “Term/Termination”. It is our intention to continue 
providing a high level of service to Sumter County as we strengthen our partnership going forward. 
Enclosed is our 2020/2021 contract year budget request.  

Pursuant to Contract Section 4 “CPI Adjustment,” we would like to request an increase to the 
Monthly Administration Rate beginning June 1, 2020 based on the 12-month average of the Motor 
Vehicle Maintenance and Repair Index, which currently is at 3.5%, that being said, we will only be 
seeking a 2.5% increase for the 2020-21 budget year. Additionally, we will not be seeking any CPI 
increase this year to our Non-Contract labor rate, I have included the below information for your 
review.  

 

 

 

 

Motor Vehicle Maintenance and Repair

Series Id:

Area:
Item:
Base Period:
Years:

Year Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Annual HALF1
2010 1.9 1.8 1.9 1.9 2 2 1.9 2 1.9 1.8 1.8 1.9 1.9
2011 2.1 2 1.7 1.7 2 2 2.1 2 2.4 2.4 2.3 2.2 2.1
2012 2.3 2.4 2.3 2 2 2 1.8 1.7 1.1 1.1 1.3 1.3 1.8
2013 1.3 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.4 1.4 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.7 1.5 1.6 1.6
2014 1.5 1.6 1.5 1.6 1.5 1.6 1.5 1.4 1.6 1.9 2.1 2.1 1.7
2015 2 1.7 1.8 2.1 2.2 2 1.8 1.8 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.6 1.8
2016 1.6 1.5 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.7 1.8 1.9 1.6 1.4 1.9 1.8 1.7
2017 2.4 2.5 2.1 1.9 1.8 1.4 1.3 1.7 2.5 2.8 1.9 1.8 2
2018 1.4 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.6 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.2 2 2.7 2.3 2
2019 2.6 2.8 3.7 3.8 3.4 3.5 3.3 3.8 3.5 3.4 3.2 3.4 3.4 3.3
2020 3.2 3.5

Consumer Price Index - All Urban Consumers
12-Month Percent Change

CUUR0000SETD,CUUS0000SETD
Not Seasonally Adjusted

U.S. city average
Motor vehicle maintenance and repair
1982-84=100
2010 to 2020



  
 
 1000 W. McNab Road 
 Suite 103 
Pompano Beach, FL  33069 
 Tel: 954-946-5775 
 Fax: 954-946-0024 

 A FirstGroup America Company 
 www.firstgroupamerica.com 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
We hope you will agree that this extension request will allow FVS to continue to address the needs of 
the County and allow us to continue to provide the safe, reliable and cost-effective service that you, 
your staff and the people of Sumter County expects and deserves. We appreciate your business and 
look forward to working in partnership with you and the County for many years to come. Please feel 
free to call me directly with any questions that you may have. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Respectfully, 

 
George Cavelle 
Regional Vice President 
First Vehicle Services 
 

Year               
2019-2020 CPI Year                 

2020-2021
$85,135.00 2.5% $87,263.38

$58.25 0.0% $58.25

Sumter County Annual Budget 2020-2021

Monthly Admin Fee

Non-Contract Labor Rate



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                  
  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Page 1 of 1

SUBJECT: Amendment #1 to Sumter County and Crawford Entertainment Agreement
(Staff Recommends Approval).

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity: Crawford Entertainment
Effective Date: 10/09/2018 Termination Date: 10/08/2020
Managing Division / Dept: Economic Development

BUDGET IMPACT: $5,500.00
FUNDING SOURCE: General Fund

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: 001-011-552-4800

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES:

On October 9, 2018, the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) entered into an 
agreement with Crawford Entertainment for videography and production of the “How to Do Florida” 
series, Sumter County episode.    

At this time, Sumter County Economic Development wishes to extend the agreement through October 
8, 2020 and to add a re-airing of the original episode, which will occur during July 2020 to August 
2020.  

This is one remaining one-year renewal left on this agreement.

Attached for BOCC review and approval is Amendment #1.

Prepared by: Becky Segrest Grammarly Check ☒



Amendment #1 

Sumter County and Crawford Productions Agreement 

This agreement extension is made and entered into this 26111 day of May 2020, between the Board of 
County Commissioners of Sumter County Florida, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, Florida 34785 (County) and 
Crawford Entertainment (Vendor), whose address is 3256 W. Lake Mary Blvd., Suite 1100, Lake Mary, Florida 
32746. 

WHEREAS, the parties executed an original agreement dated October 9, 2018 for professional services 
for videography and production of the "How to Do Florida" series, Sumter County episode; 

WHEREAS, the County wishes to extend the agreement for one year through October 8, 2020 for the re
air of one full episode of How to Do Florida featuring Sumter County. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. That the certain agreement between the parties originally dated October 9, 2018, is hereby extended to October 
8, 2020. 

2. One payment in the amount of$5,500 will be due upon the completion ofthe broadcast airing (estimated time 
of August 1, 2020). 

3. Contractor shall, at all times, comply with the Florida Public Records Law, the Florida Open Meeting Law and all other 
applicable laws, rules and regulations ofthe State ofFlorida. 

4. IF THE CONTRACTOR HAS QUESTIONS REGARDING THE APPLICATION OF 
CHAPTER 119, FLORIDA STATUTES, TO THE FIRMS' DUTY TO PROVIDE 
PUBLIC RECORDS RELATING TO THIS AGREEMENT, CONTACT THE 
CUSTODIAN OF PUBLIC RECORDS AT 352-689-4400, Sumter County Board of 
County Commissioners, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, Florida 34785 or via email at 
Records@sumtercountyfl.gov. 

5. Except as expressly modified by this Extension Agreement, all other terms and conditions of the original 
Agreement remain in full force and effect for the term of the Agreement. 

THIS AGREEMENT is executed the day and year first written ~bove. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

Attest: Deputy Clerk SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

Date Signed: _______ _ By: 

Chairman 

Date Signed: __________ _ 

CRAWFORD ENTERTAINMENT 

By: _____________ ___ 

Witness: 
Date Signed: _______ _ Date Signed: __________ _ 



SPONSOR FEE AND PAYMENT SCHEDULE The SPONSOR'S fee is $5,500 

• One payment - $5,5 00 due upon completion of broadcast airing (estimated August 1, 2020) 

Checks will be payable to "Crawford Entertainment" 

SERIES DISTRIBUTION 

A. Broadcast on select broadcast TV stations in Florida 

• "how to Do florida" Best of Season (July 2020 -August 2020)* 

There is a potential that some markets may repeat some episodes. 

*Syndication may be subject to change. Additional markets and other broadcast and exposure 
opportunities may be added. PRODUCER is not responsible for broadcast station schedule 
changes or preemptions. Syndicator will make best effmis to clear all Florida markets; 
PRODUCER is not responsible for failure of episode to air in any given market. 

Cable Distribution for PRODUCTION (October 2020- October 2021)* 

*Subject to change. PRODUCER is not responsible for Fox Sports Sun schedule changes or 
preemption. 

Online Presence 

"how to Do Sumter County" will be added to: 
• Discover Florida digital Chmmel (available on AppleTV, Amazon Fire TV, androids, and 
iphones) 
• Potentially in other media, including Visit Florida website, Y ouTube channel, select PBS 
stations, and in-flight video and international territories 

- •\ . .. 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                      
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Amendment #1 to J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc. On-Call General 

Contractor Services Contract 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☐ N/A Vendor/Entity:  J.A. Standridge 

Construction, Inc. 

 Effective Date: 01/14/2020 Termination Date:  01/13/2022 

 Managing Division / Dept:  Facilities & Parks 

BUDGET IMPACT: Varies depending on the project 

 FUNDING SOURCE: General Fund 

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: Varies depending on the project 

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

On January 14, 2020, the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) awarded and 

entered into a contract with J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc. RFP 052-0-2019/RS Sumter County On-

Call General Contractor Services.   

 

The initial term of this agreement commenced on January 14, 2020, and continue through January 13, 

2022, with an option to renew for an additional two (2) one-year terms. 

 

At this time, Sumter County Public Works supports the correction for the “Hourly Rate For Labor” Fee 

Schedule. Project Management’s hourly rate of $75.00/hour was omitted from the original fee 

schedule. 

 

Attached for BOCC review and approval are Amendment #1 and the corrected Fee Schedule. 

        

Page 1 of 1 

 

 

 

Prepared by: Bruce Atkinson Grammarly Check ☒ 

 



 

Agreement Amendment #1 

J.A. Standridge Construction Inc, On-Call General Contractor Services 
 

 This Agreement Amendment #1 is made and entered into this 26th day of May 2020, between 

the Board of County Commissioners of Sumter County Florida, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, Florida 

34785, and J.A. Standridge Construction Inc., P.O. Box 582, Melrose, Florida  32666. 

 

 WHEREAS, the parties executed an original agreement dated January 14, 2020, for RFP 052-

0-2019/RS Sumter County On-Call General Contractor Services; 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

 

1. That the certain agreement between the parties originally dated January 14, 2020, is hereby 

amended to reflect the addition of a Project Management hourly fee. 

 

  •  EXHIBIT 6, Item 1:  Hourly Rate for Labor 

      Addition of “J”  Project Management $75.00 Hourly Rate 

 

2. Firm shall, at all times, comply with the Florida Public Records Law, the Florida Open 

Meeting Law and all other applicable laws, rules, and regulations of the State of Florida. 

 

3. IF THE FIRM HAS QUESTIONS REGARDING THE APPLICATION 

OF CHAPTER 119, FLORIDA STATUTES, TO THE FIRMS’ DUTY 

TO PROVIDE PUBLIC RECORDS RELATING TO THIS 

AGREEMENT, CONTACT THE CUSTODIAN OF PUBLIC RECORDS 

AT 352-689-4400, Sumter County Board of County Commissioners, 7375 

Powell Road, Wild, Florida  34785 or via email at 

Records@sumtercountygl.gov. 
 

4. Except as expressly modified by this Extension Agreement, all other terms and conditions 

of the original Agreement remain in full force and effect for the term of the Agreement. 

 THIS AGREEMENT is executed the day and year first above written above. 

 

_________________________________  BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

Attest:  Deputy Clerk     SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

 

Date Signed:  ______________________  By:  _________________________________ 

              Chairman 

 

       Date Signed:  __________________________ 

       

        

       J.A. STANDRIDGE CONSTRUCTION INC. 

 

 _________________________________  By:  __________________________________ 

Witness: 

             

Date Signed:  ______________________        Date Signed:  ___________________________ 

 

mailto:Records@sumtercountygl.gov


PART6 

EXHIBITS 
Exhibit A: Proposal Form 

This form will be used to evaluate the scoring category of "pricing" and must be filled out in 
it's entirety. 

ITEM 1: HOURLY RATE FOR LABOR- UTILIZE BURDENED RATE 

DESCRIPTION HOURLY RATE 

A. CARPENTER $32.00 

B. ELECTRICIAN $48.00 

c. MASON $36.00 

D. TILESETIER $28.00 

E. FLOOR COVER INSTALLER $28.00 

F. PAINTER $30.00 

G. PLUMBER $42.00 

H. ROOFER $40.00 

I. DRYWALL HANGER I FINSIHER $30.00 

::r. 
~OTAL OF ITEMS 1A-11 $ 314.00 

'\<?...-o"'"!"f:.~ ~~'"'€~~~ ~:J5:t>'"D 
ITEM 2: MATERIALS: 

MATERIALS TO BE FURNISHED BY · 
CONTRACTOR 
SHALL BE AT 
CONTRACTOR'S ACTUAL COST PLUS 
PERCENTAGE, AS SPECIFIED. $ 12 % 

ALLOR NONE 

As this is an "AU-or-None" type proposal, you must submit proposal prices on all items. 
Failure to do so will result in your proposal not being considered. 

341 Page 



      
 

           
         

    

   

  

   
  

  

 

  
 

     

 
  

 
 

   

           
                

          

        

     
    

                 
                

               

      

                 
               

  

            
           

  

    

   

SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SUBJECT: Award and Enter into Contract with J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc. RFP 052-0
2019/RS Sumter County On-Call General Contractor Services (Staff Recommends 
Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 1/14/2020 

CONTRACT: □ N/A Vendor/Entity: J.A. Standridge 
Construction, Inc. 

Effective Date: 1/14/2020 Termination Date: 1/13/2022 
Managing Division / Dept: Purchasing 

BUDGET IMPACT: Varies depending on project. 
FUNDING SOURCE: General Fund 

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: Varies depending on project. 

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 
RFP 052-0-2019/RS Sumter County On-Call General Contractor Services was broadcasted on 
11/11/2019. Proposals were due on 12/9/2019 at 9:30 a.m. and opened at 9:35 a.m. in Room 110 of The 
Villages Sumter County Service Center, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, EL 34785. 

Two (2) proposals were received from the following vendors: 

1. Paul J. Sierra Construction, Inc. 
2. J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc. 

Paul J. Sierra Construction, Inc. was deemed non-responsive as they failed to respond to the request for 
their missing documents. The Selection Committee met on 12/11/2019 at 9:30 a.m. in Room 110 of 
The Villages Sumter County Service Center to score the remaining RFP submittal. Scoring was as 
follows: 

1. J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc. - 8.90 

Based on the scoring results, and the work history with the County, the Selection Committee agreed to 
recommend to the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners to enter into contract with J.A. 
Standridge Construction, Inc. 

The following items are attached: Legal advertisement, proposal opening meeting minutes from 
12/9/2019, Selection Committee meeting minutes from 12/11/2019, J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc. 
submittal and agreement. 

Prepared by: Becky Segrest Grammarly Check 

Page 1 of 1 

CAlrestimawi
1-14-20

CAlrestimawi
Approved
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DAILY SUN 
Published Daily 

Lady Lake, Florida 
State of Florida 
County Of Lake 

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared 

Shei7l Dufour who on oath says that she is Legal Ad 

Coordinator of the DAILY SUN, a daily newspaper 

published at Lady Lake in Lake County, Florida with 

circulation in Lake, Sumter and Marion Counties; that the 

attached copy of advertisement, being a Legal Ad 

# 913848 in the matter of REQUEST OR PROPOSALS 

(RFP), was published in said newspaper in the issues of 

NOVEMBER 11,2019 

Affiant further says that the said Daily Sun is a newspaper 

published at Lady Lake in said Lake County, Florida, and 

that the said newspaper has heretofore been continuously 

published in said Lake County, Florida each week and has 

been entered as second class mail matter at the post office 

in Lady Lake, in said Lake County, Florida, for a period of 
one year next preceding the first publication of the 

attached copy of advertisements; and affiant further says 

that he has neither paid nor promised any person, firm, or 

Coiporation any discount, rebate, commission or refund 

for the puipose of securing this advertisement for 

publication in the said newspaper. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this // 
day fMo _____ 2019. ^ 

Personally Known_____ X or 

Production Identification_______ 

Type of Identification Produced 

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
(RFP) 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Sumter County Board of County 
Commissioners (BOCC) will 
receive proposals for the 
following: “RFP 052-0-2019/RS
Sumter County On-Call General 
Contractor Services." 

Proposal information is available 
upon request by calling (352)
689-4400, by coming to the 
Purchasing Division located at 
The Villages Sumter County
Service Center, 7375 Powell 
Road, Wildwood, FL 34785, or 
by contacting Demand Star at 1
800-711-1712 or 
www.DemandStar.com.  

All  inquiries  and  questions  
regarding this invitation to submit 
proposals must be made only to 
the contact identified below and 
shall be made in writing by fax, 
e-mail, or mail: 

Mrs. Becky Segrest,
Assistant Purchasing
Agent/Logistics  Manager  
Mailing  Address:  
7375  Powell  Road,  Suite  200,  
Wildwood, FL 34785 
E-mail: 
becky.segrestOsumtercountyfl. 
gov
Fax: (352) 689-4401 

The deadline for submission of 
questions relating to this 
proposal shall be November 22, 
2019, by 5:00 p.m. A copy of the 
proposal must be obtained in 
order to view the items being 
requested by the BOCC. 

All proposals are due by 9:30 
a.m. on December 9, 2019, to 
the address listed above. Late 
submittals will be rejected and 
remain unopened. RFP 
packages  must  be  clearly  
abeled  "RFP  052-0-2019/RS  
Sumter County On-Call General 
Contractor Services." 

Upon submission, all proposals 
will become the property of the 
BOCC, who has the right to use 
any or all ideas presented in any
packages submitted in response 
to this RFP, whether or not the 
proposal is accepted. Proposals 
will be opened at 9:35 a.m. on 
December 9, 2019, in Room 110 
of The Viilages Sumter County
Service Center, Wildwood, FL 
34785. 

The Selection Committee shali 
meet on December 11, 2019, at 
9:30 a.m. in Room 110 of The 
Villages Sumter County Service 
Center to review and discuss the 
proposals. 

The Selection Committee’s 
recommendation will be 
presented  to  the  BOCC  meeting  
on January 14, 2020. 

SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF 
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
^13848 November 11, 2019 

Attach Notice Here 

]i ”.■'-^.^'7 ^ROBIN L. BALDESCHWIELER 

COMMISSION # GG 02638?. 
77 EXPIRES October 10.2020 

7'' Sonoco ITti Nciary Public Urideronlers 

http://www.demandstar.com/


Board qfCountg Commissioners 
==Sumter County, Florida 

7375 Powell Road, Suite 200 • Wildwood, FL 34785 • Phone (352) 689-4400 • FAX: (352) 689-4401 
Website: http://sumtercountyfl.gov 

January 16, 2020 

James A. Standridge, President 
J.A. Standridge Construction, Inc. 
P.O. Box 582 
Melrose, FL 32666 

Dear Mr. Standridge: 

Enclosed for signature are two (2) originals of the On-Call General Contractor Services 
Agreement between J .A. Standridge Construction, Inc. and Sumter County approved by 
the Board of Sumter County Commissioners on January 14, 2020. Please have both 
originals signed and return one to the Clerk of Courts using the enclosed envelope. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. If there are any questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact our office at (352) 569-6629. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUMTER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

GLORIA R. HAYWARD 
CLERK & AUDITOR 

By~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Caroline AI Restimawi 
Deputy Clerk 

Enclosures 

AI Butler, Dist 1 
2nd VICe Chainnan 

(352} 689-4400 
7375 Powell Road 

Wildwood, FL 34785 

Steve Printz, Dist 5 
Chainnan 

(352} 689-4400 
7375 Powell Road 

Wildwood, FL 34785 

Doug Gilpin, Dist 2 
(352} 689-4400 

7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, FL 34785 

Bradley s. Arnold, 
County Administrator 

(352} 689-4400 
7375 Powell Road 

Wildwood, FL 34785 

Don Burgess, Dist 3 
(352} 669-4400 

7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, FL 34785 

Gloria R. Hayward, Clerk & Auditor 
(352} 569-6800 

215 East McCollum Avenue 
Bushnell, FL 33513 

Garry Breeden, Dist 4 
Vice Chainnan 
(352} 689-4400 

7375 Powell Road 
Wildwood, FL 34785 

County Attorney 
The Hogan Law Finn 
Post Office Box 485 

Brooksville, Florida 34605 



    

               
            
               

              
   

            
     

            
          

           
               

                   
            

          
              
      

                
              

                  
                  

           
                

             

                
               

              
     

                
              

               
               
            

               
             

             

     

ON-CALL GENERAL CONTRACTOR SERVICES AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT (hereinafter referred to as “Agreement”) is made and entered into this 18‘^ day 
of September 2019, by and between Board of Sumter County Commissioners (hereinafter referred 
to as "Board," or “County”), whose address is 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, Florida 34785, and J.A. 
Standridge Construction, Inc. (hereafter referred to as "Vendor"), whose address is Post Office Box 
582, Melrose, Florida 32666. 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, the Board has need of professional services for RFP 052-0-2019/RS Sumter 
County On-Call General Contractor Services; and 

WHEREAS, the parties desire to enter into a written agreement outlining the duties, 
responsibilities and compensation of Vendor, based on the Vendor’s response to RFP 052-0-2019/RS. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants and agreements 
contained herein, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as 
follows: 

1. The relationship of the Vendor to the Board will be that of a professional Vendor and the Vendor 
will provide the professional and technical services required under this Agreement in 
accordance with acceptable professional practices and ethical standards applicable to 
Vendor’s profession, and Vendor will endeavor to provide to the Board prompt and efficient 
services to the best of its ability. 

2. Vendor is hereby retained and employed as a Sumter County Contactor, and will work with the 
Board to provide services in accordance with the scope of work outlined in RFP 052-0
2019/RS. 

3. The term of this Agreement shall commence on January 14, 2020 and continue in full force up 
to two (2) years through January 13, 2022 (the “Initial Term”) with an option to renew for an 
additional two (2) one-year terms (“Renewal Terms”), unless otherwise terminated as provided 
in paragraph four (4) of this Agreement. The term of this Agreement does not relieve the 
Vendor of any future responsibility as described in paragraph six (6) of this Agreement. 

4. This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon thirty (30) days prior written notice to 
the other party at the address designated in this Agreement for receiving such notice. If this 
Agreement is terminated. Vendor shall be authorized to receive payment for all work performed 
up to the date of termination. 

5. With regard to compensation paid to Vendor, Vendor shall furnish to the Board an itemized 
invoice detailing all of Vendors hours, services, expenses and any other services utilized by 
the Board. The invoice shall be itemized pursuant to and in accordance with the Fee Schedule, 
attached hereto as Exhibit A, and incorporated herein in haec verba. Vendor shall submit all 
invoices pursuant to the Local Government Prompt Payment Act, F.S. 218. Vendor 
acknowledges and agrees that the rates set forth in the Fee Schedule shall remain fixed 
throughout the duration of this Agreement, including both the Initial Term and any Renewal 
Term, and thereafter shall only be adjusted by mutual written agreement of both parties. 

1 I P a g e 



     

6.  General  Considerations. 

a. All  reports,  drawings,  designs,  specifications,  notebooks,  computations,  details,  and  
calculation  documents  prepared  by  Vendor  and  presented  to  the  Board  pursuant  to  this  
Agreement  are  and  remain  the  property  of  the  Board  as  instruments  of  service. 

b. All  analyses,  data,  documents,  models,  modeling,  reports  and  tests  performed  or  utilized  
by  Vendor  shall  be  made  available  to  the  Board  upon  request  and  shall  be  considered  
public  records. 

c. Vendor  is  required  to:  (i)  keep  and  maintain  public  records  required  by  Board;  (ii)  upon 
request  from  Board’  s  custodian  of  public  records,  provide  Board  with  a  copy  of  the  
requested  records  or  allow  the  records  to  be  inspected  or  copied  within  a  reasonable  time  
at  a  reasonable  or  as  otherwise  provided  by  law;  (iii)  ensure  that  public  records  that  are  
exempt  or,  confidential  and  exempt,  from  public  records  disclosure  requirements  are  not 
disclosed  except  as  authorized  by  law  for  the  duration  of  this  Agreement  and  following  
completion  of  this  Agreement  if  Vendor  does  not  transfer  the  records  to  Board;  (iv)  upon 
completion  of  this  Agreement,  transfer,  at  no cost,  to  Board  all  public  records  in  possession 
of  Vendor  or  keep  and  maintain  public  records  required  by  Board. 

d. If  Vendor  transfers  all  public  records  to  Board  upon  completion  of  this  Agreement,  Vendor  
shall  destroy  any  duplicate  public  records  that  are exempt  or,  confidential  and  exempt,  from  
public  records  disclosure  requirements.  If Vendor  keeps  and  maintains  public  records  upon 
completion  of  this  Agreement,  Vendor  shall  meet  all  applicable  requirements  for  retaining 
public  records.  All  records  stored  electronically  must  be  provided  to  Board,  upon  request  
from  Board’s  custodian  of  public  records,  in  a  format  that  is  compatible  with  the  information  
technology  systems  of  Board. 

e. Vendor  shall  keep  all  books,  records,  files,  drawings,  plans  and  other  documentation,  
including  all  electronically  stored  items,  which  concern  or  relate  to  the  services  required  
hereunder  (the  “Records”),  for  a  minimum  of  three  (3)  years  from  the  date  of  expiration  or  
termination  of  this  Agreement,  or  as  otherwise  required  by  any  applicable  law,  whichever  
date  is  later.  The  Board  shall  have  the  right  to  order,  inspect,  and  copy  all  the  Records  as  
often  as  it  deems  necessary  during  any  such  period-of-time.  The  right  to audit,  inspect,  and  
copy  Records  shall  include  all  of  the  records  of  sub-Vendors  (if  any). 

f. Vendor  shall,  at  all  times,  comply  with  the  Florida  Public  Records  Law,  the  Florida  Open  
Meeting  Law  and  all  other  applicable  laws,  rules  and  regulations  of  the  State  of  Florida. 

g- IF  THE  VENDOR  HAS  QUESTIONS  REGARDING  THE  
APPLICATION  OF  CHAPTER  119,  FLORIDA  STATUTES,  TO  THE  
VENDORS’  DUTY  TO  PROVIDE  PUBLIC  RECORDS  RELATING  TO  
THIS  AGREEMENT,  CONTACT  THE  CUSTODIAN  OF  PUBLIC  
RECORDS  AT  352-689-4400,  Sumter  County  Board  of  County  
Commissioners,  7375  Poweil  Road,  Wildwood,  Florida  34785  or  
via  email  at  Records@sumtercountyfl.gov. 

h. Vendor  shall,  at  all  times,  carry  General  Liability,  Automobile  and  Worker’s  Compensation  
Insurance  pursuant  to  the  insurance  requirements  in  RFP  052-0-2019/RS,  naming  Board 
as  both  a  certificate  holder  and  an  additional  insured  in  each  such  policy. 
Upon  Vendor’s  written  request,  the  Board  will  furnish,  or  cause  to  be  furnished,  such 
reports,  studies,  instruments,  documents,  and  other  information  as  Vendor  and  Board 
mutually  deem  necessary,  and  Vendor  may  rely  upon  same  in  performing  the  services 
required  under  this  Agreement. 
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7. The Vendor may be required to provide additional services to the Board on challenges, public 
protests, administrative hearings or similar matters. The Vendor shall be available to represent 
the Board, serve as an expert witness, and provide supporting documentation as necessary. 
Should any other professional services be called for by the Board that are not otherwise set 
forth in this Agreement or any of its attachments or exhibits, charges for these services shall 
be agreed upon in advance by the parties hereto. 

8. The Contract Documents, which comprise the entire Contract between Board and Vendor and 
which are further incorporated herein by reference, consist of the following: 

a. RFP 052-0-2019/RS 
b. Vendor’s Proposal in Response to RFP 
c. This Agreement 
d. Permits / Licenses 
e. All Proposals Addenda Issued Prior to Opening Date 
f. All Modifications and Change Orders Issued 

9. Vendor shall be solely and entirely responsible for its tortious acts and for the tortious acts of 
its agents, employees, or servants during the performance of this Agreement. Vendor shall 
indemnify and save harmless the Board, its agents, employees and officers from and against 
all liabilities, claims, demands, or actions at law and equity including court costs and attorney’ 
s fees that may hereafter at any time be made or brought by anyone for the purposes of 
enforcing a claim on account of any injury or damage allegedly caused or occurring to any 
person or property in which was caused in whole or in part by any tortious, wrongful, or 
intentional acts or omissions of Vendor, its agents, or employees during performance under 
this Agreement. The foregoing is not intended, and shall not be construed, as a waiver by 
Board of the benefits of Section 768.28, Florida Statutes. 

10. Vendor is, and shall be, in the performance of all services and activities under this Agreement, 
an independent contractor, and not an employee, agent, or servant of Board; and no provisions 
of Board’s personnel policies shall apply to this Agreement. None of the benefits provided by 
Board to its employees including, but not limited to, worker’s compensation insurance and 
unemployment insurance, are available from Board to Vendor, or its employees, agents or 
servants. Vendor assumes responsibility for payment of all federal, state and local taxes 
imposed or required of Vendor including but not limited to FICA, FUTA, unemployment 
insurance. Social Security and income tax laws for which Vendor, as employer is responsible. 
Vendor shall be solely responsible for any worker’s compensation insurance required by law 
and shall provide the Board with proof of insurance upon demand. The parties agree that Board 
shall not: (a) pay dues, licenses or membership fees for Vendor; (b) require attendance by 
Vendor, except as otherwise specified herein; (c) control the method, manner or means of 
performing under this Agreement, except as otherwise specified herein; or (d) restrict or 
prevent Vendor from working for any other party. 

11. Force Majeure. No party shall be liable or responsible to the other party, nor be deemed to 
have defaulted under or breached this Agreement, for any failure or delay in fulfilling or 
performing any term of this Agreement (except for any obligations to make payments to the 
other party hereunder)], when and to the extent such failure or delay is caused by or results 
from the following force majeure events ("Force Majeure Events"): (a) acts of God; (b) flood, 
fire, earthquake or explosion; (c) war, invasion, hostilities (whether war is declared or not), 
terrorist threats or acts, riot, warlike operation, insurrection, rebellion, revolution, military or 
usurped power, sabotage or other civil unrest; (d) strikes, embargoes, blockades, labor 
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stoppages, lockouts or slowdowns or other industrial disturbances or inability to obtain 
necessary materials or services (e) governmental delay regarding permits or approvals; (f) 
action by any governmental authority; (g) national or regional emergency; (h) shortage of 
adequate power or transportation facilities; or (j) other similar events beyond the reasonable 
control of the party impacted by the Force Majeure Event (the "Impacted Party") and provided 
further, however, that such performance shall be resumed and completed with due diligence 
and reasonable dispatch as soon as the contingency causing the delay or impossibility shall 
abate. 

12. Attorney’s Fees; and Costs of Enforcement. In the event suit is commenced to enforce this 
Agreement, costs of said suit including reasonable attorneys’ fees in all proceedings, trials, 
investigations, appearances, appeals and in any bankruptcy proceeding or administrative 
proceeding shall be paid to the prevailing party by the non-prevailing party. In the event of 
default by either party hereto, the defaulting party shall be liable for all costs and expenses, 
including reasonable attorney’s fees and costs incurred by the other party in enforcing its 
rights hereunder, whether iitigation be instituted or not, at the trial court and appellate court 
level. 

13. Law of the Agreement; Jurisdiction and Venue. The Parties agree that the laws of the State 
of Florida shall govern any dispute arising from or related to this Agreement. The Parties to 
this Agreement agree that venue and jurisdiction is mandated to lie only in the state courts 
located in Sumter County, Florida. Removal of this case to federal court is not permitted. 
Litigation in federal court is precluded by agreement of the parties hereto. If, even though 
precluded by agreement of the Parties hereto, litigation arising from or based upon this contract 
should be mandated by a court of competent jurisdiction issued pursuant to a duly noticed 
hearing giving Sumter County adequate time to respond and all of the benefits of due process 
to lie in the proper venue or jurisdiction of a federal court, that federal court shall only be in the 
Middle District of Florida, Ocala Division. The Parties further agree that entry into this 
agreement constitutes irrevocable consent that the exclusive venue for any such dispute shall 
lie solely in the state or county courts in and for Sumter County, Florida. The Parties expressly 
and irrevocably waive any right(s) to removal of any such dispute to any federal court, unless 
the federal court has exclusive jurisdiction; in such cases, the parties agree that the exclusive 
venue for any such disputes shall be the United States District Court, in and for the Middle 
District of Florida, Ocala Division. Process in any action or proceeding referred to in this 
paragraph may be served on any party anywhere in the world, such party waives any argument 
that said party is not subject to the jurisdiction of the state courts located in Sumter County, 
Florida and that the laws of the state of Florida. 

14. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the entire agreement of the Parties and may not 
be changed except by written agreement duly executed by the Parties hereto. This Agreement 
supersedes any prior understandings or agreements between the Parties, and there are no 
representations, warranties, or oral agreements other than those expressly set forth herein. 

15. Assignment. This Agreement shall not be assigned nor may any portion of the obligations 
contemplated in this Agreement be subcontracted to another party without prior written 
approval of County. No such approval by County of any assignment or subcontract shall be 
deemed in any event or in any manner to provide for the incurrence of any obligation of County. 
All such assignments and subcontracts shall be subject to the terms and conditions of this 
Agreement and to any conditions of approval that County shall deem necessary. 
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16. Compliance with Licenses, Permits, and Applicable Laws. In performing services 
hereunder, Vendor shall comply with all federal, state and local laws and regulations. Vendor 
shall be responsible for identifying and obtaining all permits necessary to complete the scope 
of services. Vendor shall be responsible for obtaining, at its sole cost and expense, all 
necessary license licenses and other governmental approvals required in order for Vendor to 
provide the type of services required hereunder. 

17. E-Verify; system established by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security to determine the 
immigration and work-eligibility status of prospective employees. 

18. The Vendor agrees to certify to Board that Vendor is in compliance with the federal E-Verify 
program, inciuding obtaining written certification from all sub-Vendors who will participate in 
the performance of scope of services contemplated in this Agreement. All sub-Vendor 
certifications must be kept on file by the Vendor and made available to the state and/or the 
Board upon request. The Board reserves the right to take action against any Vendor deemed 
to be non-compliant; potential actions may include, but are not limited to, cancellation of this 
Agreement and/or suspending or debarring the Vendor from performing services for the 
County. 

19. Conflict of Interest. Vendor shall notify Board in writing of any commitments during the term 
of this Agreement, which may constitute a potential or actual conflict of interest with respect to 
the scope of services to be performed for the Board. 

20. Corporate Status; Change of Ownership. If Vendor is a non-governmental, corporate entity: 

a. Corporate Status. Vendor shall ensure that the corporate status shall continuously 
be in good standing and active and current with the state of its incorporation and 
the State of Florida and at all times throughout the Term, and any renewal or 
extension hereof. Failure of the Vendor to keep its corporate status active and 
current shall constitute a material breach under the terms of this Agreement. 

b. Change of Ownership. Vendor shall notify County immediately upon any change in 
corporate ownership or any substitution of the key professional assigned (the “Key 
Person”) to perform under this Agreement (“Change of Ownership”). County shall 
have the option of cancelling this Agreement if a Change of Ownership is not 
suitable to it, provided however, no cancellation shall relieve the Vendor of its 
obligations to perform the work described herein or for liability for breach of same. 
A Change of Ownership means the occurrence of any one or more of the following: 
a sale, lease, or other disposition of 50% or more of the interest or assets of the 
company or corporation; a merger, reverse merger or consolidation with another 
entity: a transaction wherein a third-party becomes the beneficial owner having fifty 
(50%) percent or more interest in the corporation or company; or fifty (50%) percent 
or more of the total number of votes that may be cast for any act of the entity. 

21. Default. Neither Party shall declare the other party in default of any provision of this Agreement 
without giving the other party at least ten (10) days advance written notice of intention to do 
so, during which time the other party shall have the opportunity to remedy the default. The 
notice shall specify the default with particularity. 

22. Dispute Resolution. All disputes arising out of or in connection with this Agreement shall be 
attempted to be settled through good-faith negotiation between the Parties, followed if 

5 I P a g e 



           
              

                
                

             
                

              
                  
             

                
      

              
               
               
               

               
     

           
               
               
            

             
               

             
                  

        

                
              

             

               
               
             

          

             
                    
                 

            
              

              
                

              
              

          

     

necessary within thirty (30) days by professionaiiy-assisted mediation. Any mediator so 
designated must be acceptabie to each Party. The mediation wili be conducted as specified 
by the mediator and agreed upon by the Parties. The Parties agree to discuss their differences 
in good faith and to attempt, with the assistance of the mediator, to reach an amicable 
resolution of the dispute. The mediation will be treated as a settlement discussion and therefore 
will be confidential. The mediator may not testify for either Party in any later proceeding relating 
to the dispute. No recording or transcript shall be made of the mediation proceedings. Each 
Party will bear its own costs in the mediation. The fees and expenses of the mediator will be 
shared equally by the Parties. Failing resolution through negotiation or mediation, either Party 
may file an action in a court of competent jurisdiction or other appropriate remedy available in 
law or equity as defined herein below. 

23. Jointly Drafted. The Parties agree that this Agreement is entered into knowingly and 
voluntarily, after having the opportunity to fully discuss it with an attorney. Having had the 
opportunity to obtain the advice of legal counsel to review, comment upon, and redraft this 
Agreement, the Parties agree that this Agreement shall be construed as if the parties jointly 
prepared it so that any uncertainty or ambiguity shall not be interpreted against any one party 
and in favor of the other. 

24. Parties Acknowledgement; Parties Bound. The Parties acknowledge that they have read 
this Agreement, and that they understand the terms and conditions herein and that the terms 
have been fully and completely explained to the Parties prior to the execution thereof. Each 
party acknowledges that the other party has made no warranties, representations, covenants, 
or agreements, express or implied, except as expressly contained in this Agreement. Further, 
the Parties have caused this Agreement to be executed on their respective behalf by the 
authorized officer whose signature appears below under their respective name, to be effective 
as of the date first written above. This Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be binding 
upon the Parties, their successors, heirs, and personal representatives. 

25. Waiver. The waiver by any party hereto of a breach of any provision of this Agreement shall 
not operate or be construed as a waiver of any subsequent breach by any party. 

26. Time is of the Essence. Time shall be of the essence of this Agreement. 

27. Survivability. Any provision of this Agreement which obligates any of the Parties to perform 
an obligation either before the commencement of the Term or after the expiration of the Term, 
or any renewal or extension thereof, shall be binding and enforceable notwithstanding that 
performance is not within the Term, and the same shall survive. 

28. Severability. Whenever possible each provision and term of this Agreement will be interpreted 
in a manner to be effective and valid but if any provision or term of this Agreement is held to 
be prohibited or invalid, then such provision or term will be ineffective only to the extent of such 
prohibition or invalidity, without invalidating or affecting in any manner whatsoever the 
remainder of such provision or term or the remaining provisions or terms of this Agreement. 

29. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in a number of identical counterparts and a 
facsimile or electronic/digital copy shall be treated as an original. If so executed, each of such 
counterparts is to be deemed an original for all purposes, and all such counterparts shall, 
collectively, constitute one agreement. In making proof of this Agreement, it shall not be 
necessary to produce or account for more than one such counterpart. 
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30. Section and Paragraph Headings. Captions or paragraph headings herein contained are for 
organizational convenience only and shall not be constructed as material provisions of this 
agreement or to limit any provisions hereunder. 

31. Cooperation; Supplementary Actions. All Parties agree to cooperate fully and to execute 
any supplementary documents, and to take any additional actions that may be necessary or 
appropriate to give full force and effect to the basic terms and intent of this Agreement, and 
which are not inconsistent with its terms. 

32. Miscellaneous. Whenever the context shall so require, all words in this Agreement of one 
gender shall be deemed to include the other gender. 

33. Incorporation of Recitals. Each of the WHEREAS clauses listed above are hereby re-alleged 
and incorporated into this Agreement as if otherwise fully stated herein. 

34. Notice. Whenever any notice, demand or request is required or permitted hereunder, such 
notice, demand or request shall be made in writing and shall be personally delivered to the 
individuals listed below, sent via prepaid courier or overnight courier, or deposited in the United 
States mail, registered or certified, return receipt requested, postage prepaid, addressed to the 
addresses (and individuals) set forth below. No other form of electronic communications 
(Facebook, Twitter, Text) will be deemed Notice. 

FOR THE BOARD 

Name: Bradley S. Arnold 

Address: 7375 Powell Road. Wildwood. FL 34785 

Title: County Administrator 

Date: J / 2 

FOR THE VENDOR 

Name: 

Address: 

Title: 

Date: I 4 / :J.. 0 0 



__ I,N WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have signed this agreement the day and year first above 
written. 

ATTEST: SUMTER COUNTY 
BOARD OF.C U 

ATTEST: 
J.A. STANDRIDG 
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PARTS 
EXHIBITS 

Exhibit A: Proposal Form 

This form will be used to evaluate the scoring category of “oricina” and must be filled out in 
it’s entirety. 

ITEM 1: HOURLY RATE FOR LABOR - UTILIZE BURDENED RATE 

DESCRIPTION HOURLY RATE 

$32.00 A. CARPENTER 

B. ELECTRICIAN $48.00 

C. MASON $36.00 

D. TILE SETTER $28.00 

E. FLOOR COVER INSTALLER $28.00 

F. PAINTER $30.00 

$42.00 G. PLUMBER 

$40.00 H. ROOFER 

I. DRYWALL HANGER / FINSIHER $30.00 

TOTAL OF ITEMS 1A-11 $ 314.00 

ITEM 2: MATERIALS: 

MATERIALS TO BE FURNISHED BY 
CONTRACTOR 
SHALL BE AT 
CONTRACTOR’S ACTUAL COST PLUS 
PERCENTAGE, AS SPECIFIED. 12 % 

ALL OR NONE 

As this is an “AII-or-None” type proposal, you must submit proposal prices on all items. 
Failure to do so will result in your proposal not being considered. 
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SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                              
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

Page 1 of 1 

 

SUBJECT: Facilities Use Agreement between Sumter County and UPS Flight Forward, Inc. 

for COVID-19 Response. (Staff Recommends Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☐ N/A Vendor/Entity:  UPS Flight Forward, Inc. 

 Effective Date: 5/26/2020 Termination Date:  9/30/2020 

 Managing Division / Dept.:  Economic Development 

BUDGET IMPACT: N/A 

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

UPS Flight Forward (UPSFF) a Federal Aviation Administration-approved drone airline has selected 

Sumter County as an initial site for deployment of drones to deliver medications through a partnership 

with CVS Stores.   

 

UPSFF has identified The Villages Sumter County Service Center as an ideal site to operate a 

temporary drone landing and distribution operation to deliver medications during local states of 

emergency related to the COVID-19 event. 

 

The facilities use agreement will allow for a quick response during the specified period during the 

COVID-19 event. 

 

 

 

Prepared by: Frank Calascione Grammarly Check ☒ 

 



FACILITY USE AGREEMENT 

 

This Facility Use Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into as of May 26, 2020 by and 

between Sumter County, Florida (the “County”) and UPS Flight Forward Inc. (the “User”). The 

Agreement gives permission to User to use specified facilities owned by the County to assist with 

active, local states of emergency related to COVID-19 during the Term outlined below. User of 

the facilities does so with the full knowledge that losses or liabilities incurred by User that arise 

directly out of the User’s actions are not covered by the County. 

1. Term: To address a local state of emergency related to COVID-19 in Sumter County, the 

Term of this Agreement is from May 26, 2020 until September 30, 2020, to be reevaluated 

after this time. 

2. Location: Approximately a 30 x 30 ft. space to be located on the East side of the designated 

parking lot at The Villages Sumter County Service Center, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, 

FL 34785. Golf carts will be kept in this area as part of the delivery function. 

3. In support of the humanitarian efforts, facility use during the Term of this Agreement is 

provided to User at no cost. 

4. County reserves the right to terminate this Agreement at any time, with not less than 

seventy-two (72) hours’ written notice in the event that the User, or its employees, agents, 

or contractors breach the terms of this Agreement, or if the facilities are needed to 

accomplish public purposes in support of the state of emergency. 

Insurance — User is to provide to County a Certificate of Insurance that provides evidence of 

standard general liability insurance with limits of not less than one (1) million U.S. dollars per 

occurrence, and names specifically County as an “additional insured” on its general liability policy 

or any and all claims related to, or arising from, the facility. User agrees that its liability insurance 

policy will be primary in the event of a claim brought against the County, and User agrees its 

insurance coverage shall waive any right to subrogation from the County. 

Miscellaneous —User agrees to abide by all traffic patterns and speed limits within the County 

property. 

The use of alcohol, recreational drugs, tobacco, weapons, and gambling of any type is prohibited 

anywhere on County property. By signing this Agreement, User agrees to be responsible for the 

compliance of User’s employees, agents, and contractors with this policy. 

Firm shall, at all times, comply with the Florida Public Records Law, the Florida Open Meeting 

Law and all other applicable laws, rules, and regulations of the State of Florida. 

If the User has questions regarding the application of Chapter 119, Florida 

Statutes to the County’s firms’ to provide public records relating to this 

Agreement, contact the custodian of public records at 352-689-4400, Sumter 

County Board of County Commissioners, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, 

Florida 34785, or via email at Records@sumtercountyfl.gov. 

mailto:Records@sumtercountyfl.gov


The parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed by their duly authorized officers.  

 

Agreed and Accepted:                                       Agreed and Accepted: 

 
_______________________  _______________________  

 

Sumter County BOCC  UPS Flight Forward Inc. 

Steve Printz, Chairman  Myron Wright, President 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
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SUBJECT: Existing Business Industry Incentive Agreement between Sumter County and 

Arcosa Traffic and Lighting Structures, LLC. (Staff Recommends Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☐ N/A Vendor/Entity:  Arcosa Traffic and 

Lighting Structures, 

LLC. 

 Effective Date: 5/26/2020 Termination Date:  5/25/2025 

 Managing Division / Dept.:  Economic Development 

BUDGET IMPACT: $721,500 divided over three fiscal years 

 FUNDING SOURCE: General Fund 

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: 001-011-552-4919 

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

In March of 2020 Highway Systems, Inc. was acquired by Arcosa Traffic and Lighting Structures, 

LLC.  The original incentive agreement with Highway Systems Inc. was terminated in April of 2020 

and a new agreement with Arcosa Traffic and Light Structures, LLC. is now proposed. The new 

agreement includes the expanded scope and additional capital investment planned for the project, 

which is now estimated at $7,500,000.   

 

The incentive agreement between Arcosa Traffic and Light Structures, LLC. and Sumter County is 

based on the Sumter Board of County Commissioners’ target industry incentive for existing businesses 

adopted in September 2018 with the criteria that the company makes a building capital investment of at 

least $500,000.  The award amount for this incentive of $721,500 is 12% of the building capital 

investment estimated at $4,950,000 and 5% of the associated equipment estimated at $2,550,000.  The 

estimated ten-year tax yield to Sumter County on the capital investment is over $800,000.  The 

incentive award will be paid out as below.      

 

Year 1 incentive payment (FY 21/22): $240,500 

Year 2 incentive payment (FY 22/23): $240,500 

Year 3 incentive payment (FY 23/24): $240,500 
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Law, the Florida Open Meeting Law and all other applicable laws, rules and regulations 

of the State of Florida. 

17.  If the COMPANY has questions regarding the application of 

Chapter 119, Florida Statutes, to the firm’s duty to provide public records 

relating to this Agreement, contact the custodian of public records at 352-689-

4400, Sumter County Board of County Commissioners, 7375 Powell Road, 

Wildwood, Florida 34785 or via email at Records@sumtercountyfl.gov. 

 18. COMPANY hereby certifies that no officer, agent, or employee of COUNTY has 

any material interest as defined in Section 112.312, Florida Statutes, either directly or indirectly, 

in the business of COMPANY, and that no such person shall have any such interest at any time 

during the term of this Agreement.   

19. COMPANY hereby agrees that monies received from COUNTY pursuant to this 

Agreement will not be used for the purpose of lobbying the legislature, the judicial branch, or 

any state or federal agency as defined in Section 216.347, Florida Statutes.  

 20. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Florida and shall be 

deemed to have been prepared jointly by the COMPANY and the COUNTY, and any uncertainty 

or ambiguity existing herein, if any, shall not be interpreted against either party, but shall be 

interpreted according to the application of the rules of interpretation for arm’s-length 

agreements. Venue for any dispute, claim or action arising out of or related to this Agreement 

shall be in the Circuit Court of the Fifth Judicial Circuit in and for Sumter County, Florida. Each 

party hereto shall bear their own attorneys’ fees and costs in the event of any dispute, claim, 

action or appeal arising out of or related to this Agreement.  











SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                     
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: The Lunz Group (TLG) Proposal Project #20253.01 Architectural Services 

Community Development Block Grant for Hardening of Structures  for the City 

of Webster Community Center & Police Department Buildings  

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☐ N/A Vendor/Entity:  The Lunz Group 

 Effective Date: 04-28-2020  Termination Date:  04-28-2022 

 Managing Division / Dept:  Engineering / Public Works 

BUDGET IMPACT: $4,800.00 

 FUNDING SOURCE: TBD 

Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: TBD 

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

On April 28, 2020, the Board of Sumter County Commissioners approved an agreement with The Lunz 

Group for RFQ 053-0-2019/RS Sumter County On-Call Architectural and Engineering Services. 

 

Through the Interlocal Agreement with Sumter County, the City of Webster has requested to use the 

services of The Lunz Group (TLG) to help write a Development Block Grant for Hardening of 

Structures for the City of Webster community.  The grant will include the Community Center and 

Police Department Buildings. 

  

Staff recommends approval of the attached proposal. 
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May 11, 2020 
Revised May 14, 2020 
 
 
 
Ms. Deanna Naugler 
City Manager 
City of Webster 
85 East Central Avenue  
Webster, Florida 33597 
 
 
Re: Community Center & Police Department Buildings Community Development 

Block Grant for Hardening of Structures Architectural Services Proposal 
 TLG Project #20253.01 
 
 
Dear Ms. Naugler, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide our services for the Community Center and Police 
Department Buildings Community Development Block Grant for Hardening of Structures 
for the City of Webster.   
 
 
This project is broken into two separate grant submissions and the scope for each is as 
follows:  
 
 
COMMUNITY CENTER 
 
1. Replace exterior doors and windows with impact resistant. 

 
2. Evaluate existing perimeter walls and determine retrofit reinforcing required.  

 
3. Evaluate roof framing and determine tie down reinforcing 

 
4. Determine improvements required to meet hurricane shelter standards to include:  

 Kitchen upgrades 
 Two restroom reconfigurations 
 Air conditioning upgrades 
 Electrical upgrades 
 Install Generator  
 Conduct Asbestos/Lead paint survey 

 
5. Produce construction cost estimate for above 

 
6. Prepare response to questions from the Grant Writer  

 
7. Provide photographic documentation of existing building conditions 
  
 
 
 
 



Community Center & Police Department Community Development 
City of Webster 
May 11, 2020 
Page 2 

POLICE DEPARTMENT 

1. Replace exterior doors and windows with impact resistant.

2. Evaluate existing perimeter walls and determine retrofit reinforcing required.

3. Evaluate roof framing and determine tie down reinforcing

4. Electrical upgrades

5. Install Generator

6. Produce construction cost estimate for above

7. Prepare response to questions from the Grant Writer

8. Provide photographic documentation of existing building conditions

Our fee to scope listed above is $4,800.00 and is broken into these tasks: 

Community Center $ 2,600.00 
Police Department $ 2,200.00 

Total Fee   $ 4,800.00 

Reimbursables 

Reimbursable expenses include expenses incurred by The Lunz Group and consultants 
directly related to the project. This may include mileage, additional site visit requests, fees 
for permitting, printing, delivery and other similar project-related expenditures.  
Reimbursables will be billed according to the attached fee schedule  

CONDITIONS OF THE AGREEMENT 
The Architect shall submit monthly invoices to the Client for compensation of the work 
completed at the time of invoicing. Payment shall be due within 30 days of receipt of each 
invoice. In the event that full payment on any invoice exceeds 60 days, all work on the 
project shall cease until all outstanding invoices are paid in full. The Client agrees to pay or 
reimburse the Architect for all reasonable attorneys and legal fees required to collect 
compensation for services rendered in accordance with this contract agreement. 

The Client may terminate this Agreement without cause upon giving the Architect seven 
(7) days written notice. In the event of termination, the Architect shall be paid for all work
in progress, to be based upon the work completed up to and including the date of
termination.

The Architect shall provide work of a professional caliber; however, the Architect cannot, 
and does not, guarantee the action of the reviewing agencies and governmental officials to 
provide government approvals. 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION 
In an effort to resolve any conflicts that arise during the design or construction of the 
project or following the completion of the project, the Owner and the Architect agree that 
all disputes shall be submitted to nonbinding Mediation with a Mediator in Polk County, 
Florida, unless the parties mutually agree otherwise. 

A demand for Mediation shall be forwarded in writing to the other party within a reasonable 
time after the claim; dispute or other matter in question has arisen.  In no event shall the 
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demand for Mediation be made after the date when institution of legal or equitable 
proceedings based on such claim, dispute or other matter in question would be barred by 
the applicable statute of limitations.  Within ten (10) days after receipt of the demand for 
Mediation, the parties shall submit the dispute to mediation before a certified mediator from 
the list (the “list”) maintained by the Chief Judge of the Tenth Judicial Circuit of Florida 
pursuant to Rule 1.810, Florida Rules of Civil Procedure to be selected by the parties.  The 
parties shall select the mediator within thirty (30) days of the receipt of the notice of 
deadlock, dispute or controversy.  In the event that the parties cannot agree on a mediator, 
then each party shall promptly select a mediator from the list, and the two selected 
mediators shall select a third mediator who shall mediate the dispute. The mediation shall 
be held within sixty (60) days from the selection of the mediator. 

STANDARD OF CARE AND ALLOCATION OF RISK 
The Design Professional’s services under this Agreement will be consistent with the degree 
of care and skill exercised by reasonably prudent members of the Design Professional’s 
profession who are acting in the community in which the services are provided under similar 
circumstances.  If the Design Professional’s services fall below this standard of care, then 
the Client shall provide notice of the same to the Design Professional and allow the Design 
Professional an opportunity to correct such services before the Design Professional shall be 
liable for any damages suffered or incurred by the Client as a result of such failure of the 
Design Professional to meet the aforesaid standard of care.  The Design Professional and 
the Client recognize that this Project involves risk.  While the Design Professional shall be 
liable for its negligent acts and errors, the Design Professional and the Client hereby agree 
as follows regarding the Design Professional’s liability arising out of or relating to this 
Agreement and/or the Project to which it relates: (i) in relation to any negligent omissions 
by the Design Professional, the Design Professional’s liability shall be limited to the cost, 
expenses or damages suffered or incurred by the Client as a result or consequence of any 
such negligent omissions, but in no event shall the Design Professional be liable for the cost 
of the labor, equipment, services or materials which the Design Professional negligently 
omitted which, if they had not been omitted, would have been included in the Project and 
paid for by the Client in any event; and (ii) in relation to both the provisions of “(i)” just 
preceding this clause, and in relation to any and all other claims for losses, expenses, costs, 
liabilities and damages of any kind whatsoever for which the Design Professional may 
otherwise be liable, the Client agrees that the maximum amount for which the Design 
Professional may be responsible or liable is $10,000.00, or the Design Professional’s fees in 
relation to this Project, whichever is greater. 

Pursuant to Florida Statutes Section §558.0035 (2013), an 
individual employee or agent of The Lunz Group may not 
be held individually liable for negligence. 

We are ready to start this work immediately and look forward to starting our professional 
relationship with the you. If you find this scope and fee acceptable, the return of this signed 
proposal will begin the process. 

Thank you for this opportunity. 
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Submitted by: 

Signature 

J. Michael Murphey
Printed Name 

Principal 

Title 

May 11, 2020 
Date 

Approved by: 

Signature 

Printed Name 

Title 

Date 

Attachment: Reimbursable Fee Schedule  

CC: Eden Konishi, Brittany Currier, The Lunz Group 



 

CURRENT SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR PER DIEM SERVICES 

 

DISCIPLINE  RATE/HOUR
  
  

Architect Principal  225.00 
Staff Architect  175.00 
Interior Designer  135.00 
Project Manager  159.00 
Senior Technical  125.00 
Junior Technical   75.00 
Clerical 50.00

 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES  RATE 

  
  

   
Plots B/W 24 x 36, 30 x 42 on Translucent Bond   2.00/2.50 per SF 
Plots Color   10.00 per SF 
Xerox Copies, ea. Mass reproduction 8 ½ x 11   .20 
Xerox Copies, ea. Mass reproduction 11 x 17   .40 
Xerox Copies, ea. Mass reproduction 12 x 18   .50 
Travel, per mile, portal to portal   Per IRS Rates 
Printing, Graphics, Photography, Postage, etc.  Cost + 15% 
Long Distance Telephone Charges  Cost + 15% 
Out of Town Expenses (Room, Board)  Cost + 15% 
Permit and Application Fee Advances  Cost + 15% 
Overnight Deliveries  Cost + 15% 
Courier Services  Cost + 15% 
Interior Furnishings Purchases  Cost + 15% 
   
 

Overtime to accomplish a project by the client’s required completion date will be charged 
at 1.5 times the above hourly rates, subsequent to client notification and approval.  
 
Subcontracts, if required, such as soil investigations, acoustical consultants, land surveys, 
etc., not included in base contract: Cost plus fifteen percent (15%) to cover administration 
costs.  
 
Consulting engineers: Their standard per diem rates plus fifteen percent (15%) to cover 
administration costs.  
 

Sales Tax: Seven percent (7.0%) on furnishings purchased by The Lunz Group in 
accordance with Florida state law. 

 
 
 

   

 
 

  



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                  
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Approve Revisions to the Employee Manual Effective May 26, 2020 (Staff 

Recommends Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   

 Managing Division / Dept:  Employee Services 

BUDGET IMPACT: NA 

 FUNDING SOURCE:  

 

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:  

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

 

The Sumter County Board of County Commissioners' Employee Manual is reviewed regularly for 

conformance to State and Federal laws as well as any issues or concerns relating to the policies. 

 

The Employee Manual was revised to address these concerns: 

 

05/26/2020 – Section 3.010 – Working Hours – To clarify that meal periods are not hours worked and 

are not compensable. 

 

05/26/2020 – Section 3.040 – Breaks and Meal Periods – To clarify that meal breaks are not considered 

hours work, but breaks are considered hours worked. 
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3.010 WORKING HOURS 
 

a. The Board's standard workweek is Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m.   

 
b. A normal working schedule for regular, full-time employees consists of a forty (40) 

hour workweek.  Meal periods are not counted as hours worked and are not 
compensable.  Different work schedules may be established by the Board to meet 
job assignments and provide necessary Board services. Each employee's Division 
Manager will advise the employee regarding his specific working hours. 

 
c. Part-time employees will work hours as specified by their Division Managers. 

 
d. Accessing the BOCC e-mail system after normal work schedules is prohibited for 

non-exempt employees, unless authorized by the Department Head. 
 
 
 
3.040 BREAKS AND MEAL PERIODS 
 

a. Thirty (30) minutes are allowed for a meal period, exclusive of the eight (8) hour 
workday, and are not considered hours worked. 

 
b. Two fifteen (15) minute breaks are considered hours worked and are 

compensable.  All breaks shall be arranged so that they do not interfere with Board 
business or service to the public. 

 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                                    
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

SUBJECT: Approval of Charity Ride and the Use of Directional Indicators to Safely Guide 

Cyclists During the 6th Annual Hearts For Our Hospital Bicycle Challenge. 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval 

 

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 

    

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   

 Effective Date: Saturday, Termination Date:  Saturday, November 7, 

November 7, 2020 2020 

 Managing Division / Dept:  Road & Bridge 

BUDGET IMPACT: N/A 

 FUNDING SOURCE: N/A 

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: N/A 

  

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 

The ride director of the 6th Annual Hearts for Our Hospital Bicycle Challenge has contacted Sumter 

County Public Works and are requesting approval of the rides, and authorization to use directional 

indicators during the November 7, 2020, bicycle rides.  The ride director has coordinated with area law 

enforcement to ensure the safety of riders, pedestrians, and vehicular traffic.  Public Works has also 

coordinated with the ride director to avoid conflicts between current and upcoming construction 

projects.  Public Works recommends approval of the rides, and authorization to use directional 

indicators during the rides listed below: 

 

• 100 Mile Route 

• 64 Mile Route 

• 32 Mile Route 

• 20 Mile Route 

• 10 Mile Route 
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BICYCLE CHALLENGE 

The Villages® Community I November 6- 8, 2020 

2134 Karin Place 
The Villages, FL 32163 
mbjtkennedy@gmail.com 
401-829-1461 

Bradley Arnold 
Sumter County Administrator 
7 3 7 5 Powell Rd. 
Wildwood, FL 34785 

April 26, 2020 

Dear Administrator Arnold 

UF Health The Villages Hospital Auxiliary Foundation is sponsoring the 6th Annual Hearts 
for Our Hospital Bicycle Challenge, a tri-county charity bicycle ride with organizational 
assistance from the Sumter Landing Bicycle Club and facility support provided by The 
Villages Recreation and Parks Department. The event will take place Saturday, November 7, 
2020. 

This year's ride will begin and end at the La Hacienda Recreation Center near the Spanish 
Springs Town Square. Ride groups will begin leaving La Hacienda parking lot at 
approximately 7:30 AM with all groups departing by 9:00 AM. We anticipate that all 
participants will return no later than 4:00 PM. The event will include 100-, 64-, 32-, 20- and 
10-mile route options. The five route options offer an extremely broad scope of rides and 
will serve to draw riders from a wide radius, introducing them to the great cycling in The 
Villages Community to include Sumter, Lake, and Marion counties and showcasing the 
reason The Villages Community recently earned the 2018 Bicycle Friendly Community 
Award from the Florida Bicycle Association. For your reference, I have enclosed preliminary 
maps and cue sheets reflecting each of the five route options. 

The anticipated routes, traffic control issues and plans for coordinated support will be 
reviewed with Lt. Robert Siemer, Sumter County Sheriffs Office as well as officials from the 
Marion County Sheriffs Office and the Lady Lake and Wildwood Police Departments. Lt. 
Siemer will be the primary point of contact. This review will consist of a preliminary 
assessment in the June time frame followed by a final assessment with Law Enforcement and 
safety related personnel from The Villages in the September timeframe to finalize plans to 
put into place a significant law enforcement presence to increase safety for the cyclists. The 
Sumter County Amateur Radio Emergency Services (ARES) organization will be partnering 
again with Law Enforcement. Assets from Law Enforcement, ARES, and the local cycling 

/ .. "'.. 1! David ' s 
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There are no road closures anticipated except for a small portion of the Spanish Springs 
Town Square. The road closure on the Spanish Springs Town Square will be brief and allow 
us to showcase the Town Square to all the ride participants as they head out. The roads 
should open to regular traffic around 9:15AM. The riders will be required to wear helmets 
and instructed to obey all laws relating to bicycle rules-of-the-road. The Villages Recreation 
and Parks Department will provide Special Event staffing and other logistical support at the 
La Hacienda Recreation Center. Community Watch personnel will be utilized as needed. 
Each ofthe 5 routes will have well stocked and supported Rest Stops. 

On behalf of the organizing committee for the Hearts for Our Hospital Bicycle Challenge I Big 
Bike Weekend, I seek your approval to provide directional indicators to safely guide our 
cyclists along their respective routes. The directional indicators will consist primarily of 
metal staked plastic signs with "Route Arrows" attached providing the necessary directional 
guidance. We will not be placing any Route Arrows on the road surfaces. Due to uneven 
surfaces and the potential for damp to wet road conditions, they have not proven to be a 
reliable means by which to safely mark the routes. All roadside signage will be removed by 
Sunday, November 8. 

We look forward to the approval of our charity ride. 

Kind regards 

~~ 
Julie Kennedy 
Event Coordinator 
Hearts for Our Hospital Big Bike Challenge 

cc: Lt. Robert Siemer, Sumter County Sheriffs Office 
John Rohan, Director, The Villages Recreation and Parks Department 
Richard Campbell, UF Health The Villages Hospital Auxiliary Foundation 

Enc: Ride with GPS Route Maps, 2020 Hearts for Our Hospital Bicycle Challenge 



2020 H4H- 10 Mile Route- FINAL (copy) 

A. Food Stop- El Santiago Rec Center I 5 
miles 

10.0 miles, + 239/- 235 feet 
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2020 H4H .. ·1 0 Miie Fzoute ·· Flf1JAI_ (copy) 

Dist Next Type Note 

0.0 0.0 q Start of route 

0.0 0.2 ... Right at the 1st cross street 
onto Paige PI 

0.3 0.1 ... Right onto Main St 

0.3 0.1 ... Right onto Alverez Ave 

0.4 0.2 ... Right onto Alonzo Ave 

0.6 0.2 ... Right onto Avenida Central 

0.8 0.3 ... Left onto Paige Place 

1.1 2.4 t At the traffic circle, take the 
2nd exit onto El Camino Real 

3.6 0.0 ... Right onto Botello Ave 

3.6 0.1 ... Right onto Privada Dr 

3.7 0.1 ... Left onto El Paso Way 

3.8 0.1 ... Left onto Privada Dr 

3.9 0.2 ... Left onto Botello Ave 

4.1 0.8 t At Traffic Signal, continue 
straight across onto Enrique 
Dr 

4.1 miles. +98/-87 feet 

Dist Next Type Note 

4.9 0.3 lflf Rest Stop - El Santiago Rec 
Center 

5.2 0.4 ... Right onto Chaparral Dr 

5.5 0.6 ... Right onto Madero Dr 

6.1 0.3 ... Right onto Palo Alto Ave 

6.4 0.8 ... Left onto San Marino Dr 

7.2 0.7 t At Traffic Signal, continue 
straight across 

7.9 0.4 ... Left onto San Pedro Dr 

8.3 0.2 ... At the intersection of San 
Pedro & San Pedro, Turn right 
to stay on San Pedro Dr 

8.6 0.0 ... Right onto Lisbon Ln 

8.6 0.3 t Straight across the 
intersection 

8.9 0.3 ... Right onto Panama PI 

9.2 0.2 ... Left onto Del Mar Dr 

9.4 0.6 ... Left onto Avenida Central 

5.3 miles. +116/-112 feet 

Dist Next Type Note 

9.9 0.0 ... Right at the Traffic Light onto 
Paige PI 

10.0 0.0 ... Right 

10.0 0.0 Q End of route 

0.6 miles. +3/-0 feet 



2020 H4H- 20 Mile Route- FINAL 

A. Food Stop- Bacall Rec Center I 11 miles 

20.0 miles, + 553 1- 546 feet 
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2020 H4H -· 20 Mile Houte- F I ~JAL 

Dist Next Type Note 

0.0 

0.2 

0.3 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

Start of route 0 .. Right onto Main St .. Right onto Alverez Ave 

0.4 0.2 .... Right onto Alonzo Ave 

0.6 0.2 .... Right onto Avenida Central -
Take Left Lane when safe 

0.8 0.3 +- At Light Turn left onto Paige 
Place 

1.1 2.8 +- At traffic circle, 3rd exit onto 
Morse Blvd 

3.9 0.1 t Continue straight on Morse 
Blvd 

4.0 0.8 t Continue straight on Morse 
Blvd 

4.9 0.9 t Continue straight on Morse 
Blvd 

5.7 1.1 t Continue straight on Morse 
Blvd 

6.9 0.6 t Continue straight on Morse 
Blvd 

6.9 miles. +251/-173 feet 

Dist Next Type Note 

7.4 1.7 .... At the traffic circle, take 1st 

9.1 0.6 

exit onto Odell Cir .. At the traffic circle. take 1st 
exit onto Buena Vista Blvd 

9.8 0.5 .... At the traffic circle, take 1st 
exit onto Bonita Blvd 

10.3 0.3 +- Left onto Canal St 

10.6 0.7 lf'f · Food Stop - Bacall Rec Center 

11.3 0.4 +- Left onto Odell Cir 

11 .6 0.6 .... At traffic circle, take 1st exit 
onto Buena Vista Blvd 

12.2 0.3 t Continue straight on Buena 
Vista Blvd 

12.5 0.8 t Continue straight on Buena 
Vista Blvd 

13.3 0.3 t Continue straight on Buena 
Vista Blvd 

13.6 0.4 t Stay right in by-pass lane 

14.1 0.4 t Continue straight on Buena 
Vista Blvd 

7.2 miles. +186/-235 feet 

Dis! Next Type Note 

14.4 0.4 t Continue straight on Buena 
Vista Blvd 

14.8 

16.7 

1.9 At light, Cross SR 466 and t 
continue on Buena Vista 

2.9 .. At the traffic circle, take 1st 
exit onto El Camino Real 

19.6 0.4 t At the traffic circle, take 2nd 
exit onto Paige PI 

20.0 0.0 Q End of route 

6.0 miles. +152/-155 feet 



2020 H4H - 32 Mile Route- FINAL 

A. Food Stop - Eisenhower Rec Center I 17 
miles 

v· • r 33.8 miles, + 895 1- 888 feet 
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2020 H4rl ·- 32 Mile F~ o ute - FINI\L. 

Dist Next Type Note 

0.0 0.2 q Start of route 

0.2 0.1 .... Right onto Main St 

0.3 0.1 .... Right onto Alverez Ave 

0.4 0.2 .... Right onto Alonzo Ave 

0.6 

0.8 

1.1 

0.2 

0.3 

2.8 

.... Right onto Avenida Central .. Left onto Paige Place .. At the traffic circle, 3rd exit 
onto Morse Blvd 

3.9 4.1 Continue on Morse Blvd t 
7.9 

8.3 

11.8 

0.4 Continue on Morse Blvd t 
3.5 .. At the traffic circle, 3rd exit 

onto Moyer Loop 

1.9 .. At the traffic circle, 3rd exit 
onto Morse Blvd 

13.7 0.2 .... Right onto FL-44 W 

13.9 1.3 .... Right onto CoRd 143 

15.3 1.4 .... Right onto Co Rd 44A W 

15.3 miles. +472/-453 feet 

Dist Next Type Note 

16.7 0.1 .... At the traffic circle, 1st exit 
onto Buena Vista Blvd 

16.8 0.0 .. Left at Fire Station into 
Eisenhower Rec Center 

16.8 0.0 Food Stop - Eisenhower Rec 
~' Center 

16.8 0.1 .. Left onto Buena Vista Blvd 

17.0 0.5 Slight right in the by-pass lane .... 
17.4 2.2 .... At the traffic circle, 1st exit 

onto Hillsborough 

19.6 0.9 .. Left onto Charlotte Ct 

20.5 2.1 .. Left onto Pinellas PI 

22.6 0.3 .... At the traffic circle, 1st exit 
onto Buena Vista Blvd 

22.9 4.6 Continue on Buena Vista t 
27.4 1.1 Slight right into by-pass ·lane t 
28.5 1.9 Continue on Buena Vista t 
30.4 2.9 .... At the traffic circle, 1st exit 

onto El Camino Real 

15.2 miles. +361/-353 feet 

Dist Next Type Note 

33.4 0.4 t At the traffic circle, 2nd exit 
onto Paige PI 

33.8 0.0 9 End of route 

3.3 miles. +8/-16 feet 



2020 H4H 64 Mile Route 

A. SAG 1 On Metric Landbridge Trailhead B. SAG 2 On Metric Moss Bluff 

~ 64.3 m iles, +- 1535- / - 1532 feet 
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Note 

0.0 0.0 9 Start of route 

0.0 0.1 .... Right onto Paige PI 

0.1 0.1 .... Right onto Bichara Blvd 
~---· ·--------

0.3 0.2 .... Right onto Alonzo Ave 

0.4 0.2 ~ Right onto Avenidt:l Centml 

0.7 0.3 ~ Left onto Paige PI 

1.0 3.0 At the trt:1ffic circle. tt~ke the t 
3rd exit onto El Camino Real 

3.9 0.7 At the traffic circle, take the t 
1st exit onto Buena Vista Blvd 

4.7 0.9 At the traffic circle. continue t 
straight to slay on Buena Vista 
Blvd 

~---- ·----·--------------------- --·------.--·-·---------·----------
5.6 0.8 At the traffic circle. continue t 

straight to slay on Buena Vista 
Blvcl 

6.5 0.1 At the traffic circle. continue t 
straight to stay onBuena Vista 
Blvcl 

6.6 0.2 Continue onto SE 83rd Ave t 

6.6 miles. +190/-160 feet 

-- Next' ·rype- . -- - __ ,. __ -- · - ·-- -- ·- ----·- -- -··· --·· ·- ois·t --- "N"ext · .. t ype ---- N-ofe- --· -· ·· 
' 

6.8 0.3 Left onto SE 162nd PI ... 
7.1 2.8 Right onto SE 80th Ave -+ 
9.9 3.1 Left onto SE 135th St ... 

--- - ---- --- ~ 

13.0 1.0 .... Right onto SE 47th Ave 

14.0 5.0 Right onto SE 145th St/ ~ 
Charity Rd 

19.0 3.7 Continue onto SIN 16th Ave t 
22.8 0.0 Right toward SVV 107th PI -+ 
22.8 1.1 Right onto SW 1 07th PI -+ 

..... ........ . ............... .. - ........ . ~ ., ... ' ··-· . ·- . . ·' . ···-· . " 
23.8 0.4 ... Right onto S Hwy 475 S/S 

Magnolia Ave 
··- --·----

24.2 5.0 ... Left onto SE 110th St!Turkey 
Track 

-·-------·----·· 
29.2 0.1 Continue onto SE Lillian Cir t 
29.4 0.4 Left onto SE Robinson Rd ... 
29.7 0.1 .... Right onto SE George Rd 

29.8 0.1 Left onto SE Hames Rd .... 
....... ._.. , ...._ ..,...,, o.t&. oio ...-._.., .. ,- ~·- · ·-----·-...--' ----- - -------'·'-·~·--·---- ...... _____ .... ,_,_,. ____ ... .._ ..... 

29.9 0.5 Continue onto SE 1 08th St t 
.. -- ... ·--·· ·-·· ._ _________ ., ... ,_. ----··-·· --·- .. ·- - - -_-:--· --;-----·;:..·-··---- ··-- ----· - . .. ~··-- ·· - ..... __ 

23.3 miles. +o18/-o43 feet 

--

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

'· Disl Next Type Note 
.--

30.4 0.1 .... Right onto SE 70th Ave 

30.5 4.0 ... Left onto SE 11 Oth Street Rc! 

34.6 0.1 ~ Left onto SE 1 08th Termce Rcl 

34.6 2.2 .... Right onto SE Mari ct~mp Rcl 
·----------~-- -·-------------· -·4·-·---------------- -·-----------· 

36.8 1.0 ... Left onto SE 114th St Rd 

37.8 4.1 .. Left onto SE Hwy 464C 

41.9 _. 1.8 Right onto SE 95th Street Rd 

43.7 7.7 .... Right onto SE 182nd Avenue 
Rcl/Fr8 

51.4 5.1 .... Right onto SE Hv,;y 42 

1 ') 56.5 . v ... Left onto SE 160th Ave Rcl 
------·------------------------

57.8 0.3 Continue onto SE 175th St t 
58.1 0.5 ..... Left onto SE 155th Ave 

. 
58.6 0.5 Continue onto Hayv>'oocl t 

Grove Rd 

59.1 1.0 .... Right onto Mmion County Rd 

60.1 1.5 ... Left onto Smitty Rd 

30.2 miles. +724/-708 feet 

Dist Next Type Note 

61.6 0.5 Left onto Co Rd 25 

62.1 0.9 .... Ri9ht onto Griffin Ave 

63.0 1.2 t Continue onto .Avenido 
Central 

64.2 0.1 -+ Ri9ht onto Pai9e PI 

64.3 0.0 q Encl of route 1

4.2 miles. +68/-63 feet 

... 

 



2020 H4H 100 Initial en ~ RIDE 
WITH G P S 

A. SAG 1 Lake Sumter College C. SAG 1 on Metric SAG 3 on Century Landbridge 
' Trailhead 

B. SAG 2 ON 100 Mile 36 Marsh Bend Park D. SAG 2 On Metric, SAG 4 on Century Moss Bluff 

101.2 miles, -t 1973 i- 1970 feet 

0 

'>.,tl4 ' 
<:: Opensn eetMa p 



2020 H4H ·1 00 Ini tial 

Dis! Next Type Note 

0.0 

0.0 

0.1 

0.3 

0.4 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2 

0.2 

q Start of route .. Right onto Paige PI .. Right onto Bichara Blvd .. Right onto Alonzo Ave .. Right onto Avenida Central 

0.7 0.3 ... Left onto Paige PI 

1.0 2.9 t At the traffic circle, take the 
4th exit onto Morse Blvd 

3.9 0.7 t At the traffic circle, continue 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

4.5 0.2 t At the traffic circle, continue 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

4.7 0.9 t At the traffic circle, continue 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

5.6 1.1 t At the traffic circle, continue 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

6.7 0.6 t At the traffic circle, continue 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

7.3 0.9 t At the traffic circle, continue 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

7.3 miles. +260/-219 feet 

Dis! Next Type Note 

8.2 1.0 At the traffic circle, continue t 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

9.2 0.9 At the traffic circle, continue t 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

10.1 0.8 At the traffic circle, continue t 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

10.9 0.2 At the traffic circle, continue t 
straight to stay on Morse Blvd 

11.1 

13.5 

2.4 Continue onto Co Rd 468 t 
0.8 .. Slight right to stay on Warm 

Springs Ave 

14.4 

16.7 

2.3 At the traffic circle, continue t 
straight to stay on Warm 
Springs Ave 

0.0 .. Right toward US-301 S/E 
Warm Springs Ave 

16.7 1.3 ... Left onto US-301 S/E Warm 
Springs Ave 

18.0 4.4 ... Left onto Commercial St 

22.4 

22.6 

0.3 ... Left onto County Rd 526 E 

0.3 .. Right onto Co Rd 526A 

15.4 miles. +212/-211 feet 

Dis! Next Type Note 

22.9 0.4 Right onto Co Rd 528 

23.4 

26.6 

3.2 ... Left onto US-301 S 

0.3 .. Right onto County Rd 532 W 

26.9 3.7 ... Right onto CoRd 475 

30.6 

40.5 

9.9 ... Left onto County Rd 470 W 

3.7 .. Right onto FL-44 E 

44.2 4.1 ... Left onto S Hwy 475 N 

48.3 5.7 ... Slight left to stay on S Hwy 
475 N 

54.0 2.0 ... Left onto SE 145th St/Charity 
Rd 

56.0 

56.9 

59.8 

59.8 

60.8 

0.9 Continue onto SW 16th Ave t 
2.8 .. Right onto SW Hwy 484 

0.0 .. Right toward SW 1 07th PI . 
1.1 .. Right onto SW 1 07th PI 

0.4 .. Right onto S Hwy 475 S/S 
Magnolia Ave 

38.2 miles. +422/-434 feet 

Dist Next Type Note 

61.2 5.0 Left onto SE 110th St/Turkey 
Track 

66.2 

66.3 

0.1 Continue onto SE Lillian Cir t 
0.1 .. Right onto SE Stetson Rd 

66.4 0.2 Right onto SE Front Rd ... 
66.6 0.0 ... Left onto SE Hames Rd 

66.6 0.0 .. Slight right onto SE 11 Oth St 

66.6 

66.7 

0.0 Left onto SE Baseline Rd ... 
0.1 .. Right onto SE Hames Rd 

66.8 

67.4 

0.6 .. Slight right onto SE 1 09th St 

0.1 .. Right onto SE 70th Ave 

67.5 4.0 ... Left onto SE 11 Oth Street Rd 

71.5 0.1 Left onto SE 1 08th Terrace Rd ... 
71.5 2.2 .. Right onto SE Maricamp Rd 

73.8 1.0 ... Left onto SE 114th St Rd 

74.7 4.1 ... Left onto SE Hwy 464C 

13.9 miles. +397/-402 feet 

.. ... 



Dist 

78.8 

Next 

1.8 

Type 

-+ 
Note 

Right onto SE 95th Street Rd 

80.6 7.7 -+ Right onto SE 182nd Avenue 
Rd/Fr8 

88.3 

93.4 

5.1 -+ 
1.3 ... 

Right onto SE Hwy 42 

Left onto SE 160th Ave Rd 

94.7 0.3 t Continue onto SE 175th St 

95.0 0.5 ~ Left onto SE 155th Ave 

95.5 0.5 t Continue onto Haywood 
Grove Rd 

96.0 1.0 -+ Right onto Marion County Rd 

97.0 

98.5 

1.5 ~ 

0.5 ... 
Left onto Smitty Rd 

Left onto Co Rd 25 

99.0 0.9 -+ Right onto Griffin Ave 

99.9 1.2 t Continue onto Avenida 
Central 

101.2 0.1 -+ Right onto Paige PI 

101.2 0.0 9 End of route 

26.5 miles. +560/-559 feet 



SUMTER	COUNTY	BOARD	OF	COUNTY	COMMISSIONERS																																												
EXECUTIVE	SUMMARY	

 

Page 1 of 1 
 

SUBJECT: State Housing Initiatives Partnership (SHIP) Program Request to Execute Satisfaction 
of Mortgage (Staff Recommends Approval). 

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval. 
 
Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020 
    
CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:   
 Effective Date:  Termination Date:   
 Managing Division / Dept.: Housing / Economic Development 

BUDGET IMPACT: $7,207.48 Increase in Mortgage Repayments 
 FUNDING SOURCE: SHIP Program 

 
Type: Annual EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: N/A  
  
HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 
 
The State Housing Initiatives Partnership (SHIP) is a program created through a dedicated trust fund for housing.  
The funds are distributed through the Florida Housing Finance Corporation and are based on revenues from 
Documentary Stamps for all approved counties and entitlement cities in Florida.   
 
The funds are used for various housing projects, including demolition/reconstruction of substandard homes, 
emergency repair, and purchase assistance. Demolition/reconstruction and emergency repair strategies are for 
applicants who currently own and occupy the residence.  Purchase assistance is for first-time homebuyers who 
will occupy a home in the county.   
 
Amanda Campbell received purchase assistance on November 1, 2013, to purchase her home located at 170 CR 
491, Lake Panasoffkee, FL 33538. Staff received a payoff check from Concierge Title Services, LLC, on May 5, 
2020. 
 
Housing Services is requesting the execution of a Satisfaction of Mortgage for Amanda Campbell as her 
mortgage is paid in full. 
 
Prepared by: Denna Lafferty Grammarly Check ☒ 

 



Prepared by and Return to: 
Sumter County Housing Services 
319 East Anderson Avenue 
Bushnell, FL 33513  

SATISFACTION OF MORTGAGE 
Sumter County State Housing Initiative Partnership (SHIP) Program 

 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That the Undersigned owner and holder of a 
mortgage executed by: 

Amanda Jo Campbell, a single woman 
 
to SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
 
dated November 1, 2013 and recorded December 2, 2013 in Official Record Book  2705, Pages 622-
626, #2013-60043016  in the Office of the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Sumter County, Florida, 
securing a note in the original principal sum of Ten Thousand Dollars and No Cents ($10,000.00) 
and promises and obligations set forth in said Mortgage upon the property situate in said State and 
County as described in above said mortgage, hereby acknowledge(s) full payment and satisfaction 
of said Note and Mortgage, and surrender(s) the same as canceled, and hereby direct(s) the Clerk of 
the said Circuit Court to cancel the same of record. 
 
WITNESS my hand and seal this 26th day of May, A.D. 2020. 
 
Signed, Sealed and Delivered                                   SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF                
                                                                                    COMMISSIONERS 
 
_________________________         By: ____________________________ L.S. 
Witness Signature          Steve Printz, Chairman 
 
_________________________                                           
Type or Print Witness Name 
 
_________________________           
Witness Signature 
 
_________________________          
Type or Print Witness Name 
 
STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF SUMTER 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 26th day of May 2020 by the 
CHAIRMAN on behalf of the SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, who is _____ 
personally known to me or who has produced _____ driver’s license(s) as identification. 
                                                      
                                                                                   _________________________________________ 
                                                                                   Notary Public 
            Commission # _____________________________  
                                                                                   My Commission Expires: ___________________ 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS                  
  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Page 1 of 1

SUBJECT: Sumter County Transit (SCT) Security Program Plan (SPP) revision

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff recommends approval

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020

CONTRACT: ☒ N/A Vendor/Entity:
Effective Date: Termination Date:
Managing Division / Dept: Transit

BUDGET IMPACT: N/A
FUNDING SOURCE:

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES:

The County receives a grant from the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) to support the 
transportation of the disadvantaged.  A condition of the grant requires the implementation and 
maintenance of a Security Program Plan (SPP).  The Transit Division, in conjunction with Emergency 
Management, has updated the SPP.

Prepared by: Keith Stevenson Grammarly Check ☒
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Sumter Board of County Commissioners 

Transportation Services  

Security Policies 
 
The Sumter County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) is committed to providing 
a safe and secure transportation services to the patrons. This policy statement serves 
to express management’s commitment and involvement in providing and maintaining a 
safe and secure transit system. 
 
The BOCC established the Sumter County Transit Program, is managed by the Sumter 
County Fleet Manager, and operated by the Medical Transportation Management 
(MTM), Inc. to provide transit services. 
 
The BOCC charges Sumter County Transit, its employees, and contract service 
operators with the responsibility of adhering to this Security Program Plan (SPP). 
 

Goals and Objectives 

 
1.  To provide for safe and secure transportation services for all riders, employees, 

and contractors. 
 

1.1 Develop emergency management processes and procedures 
1.2 Conduct threat assessments and take actions on security intelligence 
received  
1.3 Monitor contractors for security requirement compliance 
 

2. Maintain trained, security-aware, personnel. 
2.1 All employees will receive initial security awareness training upon 
employment 
2.2 Managers and supervisors will provide recurring security and threat   
awareness training to employees annually. 
2.3 Employees will participate in drills and exercises 
 

3. Follow the Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) for “ Incident / Collision Reporting 
– Revised December 28, 2018  

3.1.  Promptly investigate all incidents that may be a security, collision or a rider 
injury issue  

3.2.  All employees will receive a copy of the SOP’s and be annually retrained  
3.3.  Managers and supervisors will annually review the SOP’s and create 

updates as needed  
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SECTION 1 -  ESTABLISH POLICIES 

A. Purpose of the Security Program Plan (SPP) 

The purpose of this (SPP) is to outline Sumter County Transit’s procedures for 

maintaining a safe and secure service and maintenance environment for transit clients, 

vehicles, employees, and the surrounding community. 

 

The SPP contains information about mitigation, preparedness, response, recovery, and 

organizational structure.  It includes the following specific elements: 

 Actions required of MTM, Inc. and First Vehicle Services employees on a daily, 

weekly, monthly and annual basis to prevent security and emergency events 

from occurring, and to mitigate the effects of these events that do occur. 

 Measures needed to prepare for incidents occurring in Sumter County and in the 

surrounding community. 

 Agency procedures should be established to enable MTM, Inc., and First 

Vehicle Services to respond to security hazards and emergencies that affect the 

system and its clients. 

 Formal processes to recover from routine security events or major emergencies. 

 Roles, responsibilities, and interagency coordination that MTM, Inc. and First 

Vehicle Services will undertake as part of the larger community-wide team that 

will respond to disaster or security event. 

 

B. Situations Covered by the SPP 

Sumter County Transit will inevitably encounter situations that threaten transportation 

operations and the security and/or well-being of patrons, employees, and the public.  

These situations include natural and security-related emergencies as well as routine 

security events (such as property crimes). 

 

Sumter County, the surrounding communities, MTM, Inc., and First Vehicle Services  

(FVS) are vulnerable to a variety of hazards, security incidents, and emergency 

circumstances that could occur locally, and that would require response.   

 

The Plan will be incorporated while preparing, responding, recovering, and mitigating from the 

hazards outlined in the Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment (HIRA) located in the Sumter 

County Local Mitigation Strategy.  

 

 

C. Statements of Belief and Limitations (Assumptions) 

The following statements of belief and statements of limitation define the scope of 

Sumter County Transit policies on security and emergency situations: 

 

1. The community that the transportation organization serves is subject to a variety of 

hazards.  The most likely and damaging are those listed in the previous section and 

repeated here. 
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2. Historically, certain areas and populations have been particularly vulnerable to the 

effects of these hazards.  Sumter County Transit serves a population that includes a 

large number of elderly, indigent people, and people living on or near water, and in 

low-lying areas.They are the most vulnerable in emergencies. 

 

3. Under normal circumstances, Sumter County Transit has the capability to react 

effectively to property crimes and other minor day-to-day security issues by using 

current personnel.  Sumter County Transit can increase its response capability 

during emergencies.  However, Sumter County Transit may be limited by equipment 

damage, requests for aid from multiple sources, communication failures, and 

injuries. 

 

4. It is assumed that outside assistance will be available for most security events.  

Although this plan defines procedures for coordination in such assistance, Sumter 

county Transit is prepared to respond independently to crimes and other security 

issues in the short term. The transportation organization will be requested to 

support responses to specific major, community-wide emergencies.  Detailed in the 

SUMTER COUNTY EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT PLAN (CEMP) and are limited 

to the following: Fare free transportation of the public to shelters during an 

evacuation request from Sumter County Emergency Management to support a 

regional incident. 

 
5. In the event of a major emergency, Sumter County Transit will render assistance in 

accordance with the provisions of the intergovernmental and mutual aid support 

agreements in place at the time of the emergency.  

 

6. Emergency Management will take the lead in any countywide declared emergency.   

 

7. The following county agencies will support response to any countywide declared 

emergency as appropriate: When municipal resources are overwhelmed, the 

Sumter County Emergency Management Department is available to coordinate 

assistance and help satisfy unmet needs.  Similarly, if the county requires additional 

assistance, it can call on mutual aid from adjacent counties or from the State.  The 

State can ask the federal government for assistance in dealing with a major disaster 

or emergency. 

 

8. The State and its political subdivisions have substantial capabilities – including 

manpower, equipment, and the supplies and skills of public and private agencies 

and organizations – that will be deployed to maximize preservation of lives and 

property in the event of a major emergency. 

 

9. For many emergencies, Sumter County Transit generally will be capable of meeting 

passenger emergency transportation needs using transit vehicles. 
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SECTION 2 – ORGANIZATION, ROLES & RESPONSIBILITIES OF 
AGENCIES AND PERSONNEL 

A. Responsibilities 

Specific tasks associated with these responsibilities are included in the 
countermeasures section. 

Transit officials will be as follows: 
1. General Manager –Transit  MTM ( Medical Transport Management) 

2. Operations Manager  - Transit  MTM 

3. General Manager – Maintenance   FVS  (First Vehicle Service) 

4. Road Supervisor  -  Transit MTM 

5. Dispatch -  Transit  MTM 

 
Sumter County Transit Manager Responsibilities:  

 Oversees all transit operations  

 Manages contract   

 Oversees County Fleet maintenance 

 Annually reviews ALL insurance policies 

MTM General Manager Responsibilities: 

 Overall direction and implementation of the SPP 

 Communicating security as a top priority to staff 

 Communicating to staff that an emergency has occurred 

 Coordination with outside local, regional, state and federal agencies to prepare 

for emergencies 

 Coordination with outside local, regional, state and federal agencies to prepare 

for emergencies 

 Attending meetings of the local county emergency management agency 

 Notifying local emergency response personnel of any security or emergency 

events that require outside assistance 

 Enacting the emergency recall procedure if directed to do so by the general 

manager 

 Contacting drivers on duty to give instructions during an emergency 

 Recording status information in the logbook during an emergency 

 Leading communications with the local county emergency response agency, 

first responders, and others during an emergency 

 Updating SPP annually 

 Ensuring all procedures are reflected in agency policies 

 Designing training to ensure SPP policies are appropriately reflected    

 Monitoring weather reports and other sources of information to ensure 

conditions are safe and secure before transit vehicles are dispatched 

 Conducting training, orientation, and oversight of employees to ensure policies 

are enacted 

 Listening and acting on any security/hazard concerns raised by driversReporting 

any security/hazard concerns to the general manageWorking with the dispatcher 
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to coordinate and account for all personnel during a security event or 

emergency 

 Ensuring company files and data are secured and backed up and that duplicates 

of critical information are maintained at the designated off-site location at the 

MTM corporate office 

MTM Assistant General Manager responsibilities:   

 Assume ALL General Manager responsibilities during any absence of the 

General Manager 

  FVS Maintenance General Manager:  

 Using a checkout form to certify that vehicles released for service have been 

inspected, including security checklist items 

 Ensuring hazardous materials are stored safely and securely 

  MTM Drivers:  

 Completion of course on safety and security 

 Ensuring all safety and security policies are implemented as per Sumter 

County guidelines 

 Ensuring the transit vehicle is in safe and secure condition through the use of 

daily inspection form 

 Notifying the dispatcher of any security incidents or emergencies during the 

shift 

 Notifying supervisors of any security or hazard concerns 

 Being available for emergency recall as per agency guidelines 

 Following the direction of the dispatcher or a designated backup in the case 

of a security event or an emergency 

 Unloading all passengers at the nearest emergency drop point if so directed 

by the dispatcher or a designated backup 

MTM Employees: 

 Having full knowledge of all security and emergency response procedures 

 Participating in drills and training 

 Follow Sumter County security policies 

Sumter County Emergency Manager: 

 Coordinates Planning activities for County incidents 

 Maintains the County Emergency Management Plan (CEMP) 

 Coordinates Partner meetings 

 Coordinates with Sumter County Transit Manager all issues pertaining to 

possible threats or county incidents requesting Transit assistance 

 

B. Continuity of Services & Lines of Authority/Responsibility 

Damage caused by hazards can cover a large or small area.  Transportation 
buildings, vehicles, or the infrastructure may be damaged and or destroyed.  
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Destruction of property and records does not end the responsibility of Sumter 
County Transit to provide prompt and timely services. 
 
Continuity of services must be maintained through the following measures: 

 Use of all available resources and manpower 

 The selection and preparation of alternate sites, as detailed below under 

Backup Facilities 

 The preservation of vital records (e.g., papers, maps, books, and backup 

computer media) needed for transportation services to function, as detailed 

below under Backup Records 

 The pre-designation of backups to key transportation personnel, as outlined 

in the table in the previous section and under Succession of Personnel below 

 
Backup Facility 
In the event that the main transportation facility is not usable, the alternate facility 
listed below will be occupied: 
 
 Sumter County Public Works 
 319 East Anderson Avenue 
 Bushnell, FL 33513 
 
In the event that the dispatch office becomes unusable, the transit general manager 
will establish a replacement location at the First Vehicle Services office. 
When displaced to other buildings by a security-related event, all affected agencies 
will take action to reestablish their offices at their normal sites as soon as possible. 
Backup Records 
To ensure continuity of operations, essential records must be secured.  The 
preservation of records is the responsibility of the General Manager MTM.  
Duplicate agency records, including computer backup media, are maintained off-
site. 
 
Succession of Personnel 
Succession of transit officials will be as follows: 
 

1. General Manager – MTM 

2. Operations Manager – MTM 

3. General Manager – Maintenance - FVS  

4. Road Supervisor – MTM 

5. Dispatch - MTM 

 
Succession will be used in cases such as the following: 

 A person on the succession list is injured in an emergency and unable to 

perform his duties related to the event 

 A person on the succession list is out of town 
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 A person on the succession list is on vacation 

 The list of succession would designate the next most senior leader required to 

manage temporary duties normally assigned to higher-level personnel 

Further, the department head will designate a replacement to act in his or her place 
during an emergency.   
 
 

A. Contact Information 

Title/Name Direct Email Address 

Fleet Manager 
Keith Stevenson 

(352)689-4400 
(352)446-2636 keith.stevenson@sumtercountyfl.gov  

Transit Mechanic 
Marshall Winn 

(352)689-4521  
(352254-0319 marshall.winn@sumtercountyfl.gov  

General 
Manager Steve 
Baker 

(352)568-6683 
(630)715-9865 stbaker@mtm-inc.net  

Operations 
Manager           
Tonya Mullan 

(352)568-6683 
(863)557-6691 tmullan@mtm-inc.com  

General 
Manager - 
Maintenance 
William Rischow (352)446-8811 robert.freyIII@firstgroup.com  

 

SECTION 3 – COUNTERMEASURES AND STRATEGIES 

This section outlines the activities that Sumter County Transit will perform in five 
separate areas: 

A. Prevention 

B. Mitigation 

C. Preparedness 

D. Response 

E. Recovery 

The standard emergency management structure typically uses four phases, with 
prevention measures included in the mitigation category.  In the following pages, 
information is divided into these five categories to highlight and illustrate the 
importance of prevention measures. Sumter County Transit has adopted a 
comprehensive emergency management plan.  The plan establishes that all-hazard 
incident response and recovery will involve multiple jurisdictions, a single jurisdiction 
with multi-agency involvement, or multiple jurisdictions with multi-agency involvement 
will be through a Unified Command (UC) system, consistent with the National Incident 
Management System (NIMS).  A Terrorism Incident Response Annex was added to the 

mailto:keith.stevenson@sumtercountyfl.gov
mailto:marshall.winn@sumtercountyfl.gov
mailto:stbaker@mtm-inc.net
mailto:tmullan@mtm-inc.com
mailto:robert.freyIII@firstgroup.com
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plan in June 2005.  Included within the Terrorism Incident Response Annex are the 
results of a Threat and Vulnerability Assessment for Sumter County Transit. 
The Terrorism Incident Response Annex includes detailed instruction on how 
government services will continue in the event of security event.  Specific details 
include the type and degree of coordination with the electrical power systems in the 
area.  Coordination with emergency services and medical facilities, 
telecommunications services, water supply systems, gas and oil storage facilities, 
transportation, and recreational, social, and religious facilities are fully discussed. 
Sumter County Transit developed the following Security Policy: 
Purpose: To ensure the proper processing and handling of internal documents. 
Background: This policy was developed for governing the handling of internal 
transportation documents.  This policy applies to all Sumter County Transit employees 
and contractors. 
MTM Transit is the designated transportation provider for the whole of Sumter County, 
Florida. 
In as much as recent federal and state legislation requires of the Transit Service, 
certain policy changes that provide additional security procedures for the transit 
program, this policy is established in the effort to assure appropriate security measures 
for information contained in various internal documents utilized in the public 
transportation program managed by MTM Transit. 
Sumter County Transit assures all riders that necessary security measures are 
observed daily in the handling of documents that pertain to their medical, physical, or 
mental health condition, address, phone numbers, and directions to their homes.  In 
order to make this assurance and subsequent to this policy. 
 
Sumter County Transit  established certain procedures for the handling of those 
documents named as follows: 

 Passenger Manifest, in whole or in part, system-generated; 

 Passenger Manifest, in whole or in part, manually prepared; 

 Passenger Reservation form, in whole or in part; 

 Telephone Call records to or from passengers or physician/hospital offices, in 

whole or in part; 

 Eligibility for funding records; 

 Client database records; 

 Client call-down list(s) 

 Evacuation forms 

The above-mentioned documents filed and secured in accordance with the 
procedures established by this policy.  All Sumter County Transit employees and 
contractors, whether full-time, temporary, part-time, or casual status, shall adhere to 
the procedures listed herein. 
Employee and Contractor Procedures for Internal Handling of Transportation 
Program Documents 
All drivers are to pick up and drop off the trip manifest as instructed by the General 
Manger. 
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 No employee is to duplicate, share verbally or in writing, discuss, or distribute 

any information contained in the trip manifest. 

 The General Manager will determine shredding of documents.  A receptacle 

designated for documents to be shredded will reside in the General Manager’s 

office. 

 Violation of this procedure shall result in discipline up to and including 

termination on the first offense. 

 All employees will be required to acknowledge in writing their agreement with 

this policy and procedure.  Such acknowledgment will reside in the permanent 

human resource file and their training file. 

 Accidental compromises of the policy must be reported immediately to the 

General Manager, and an incident report completed and signed by the 

driver/employee. 

 Trip manifests and related documents, as outlined by this procedure, will be 

maintained by MTM Transit for a period not to exceed five (5) years or the 

required retention period (to cover county record retention as well). 

 No trip manifest will be transmitted by facsimile or electronic mail. 

 Trip manifests shall be in the custody of the driver at all times until each shift 

termination, when the manifest and all accompanying documents, including but 

not limited to add-ons, co-pay corrections, and waivers must be turned in daily 

with cash and keys to the General Manager or other designated management 

individual. 

 
A.  Prevention 

Prevention activities are those actions taken by Sumter County Transit to try to ensure 
incidents do not occur.  Typical examples follow: 
The activities described in this section are completed to prevent security incidents or 
other hazards.   
Prevention Activity Responsibilities for each staff member, frequency, and actions are 
listed below; 
 
Management Staff – Annually; 

 Review Security systems - including locks, fences, badges, alarms, radios, and 

other equipment - are reviewed by the County and upgraded at least annually  

 Review and update the SPP to reflect changes in system policies, procedures, 

and training materials 

Administrative staff – Daily Basis; 

 Must ensure that visitors check-in at the front desk and accompanied by staff 

while on-site 

 Ensure that the shipping and receiving function is completed in a secure manner 

that will both prevent theft and safely detect and process security anomalies 

(such as suspicious packages) 
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Administrative staff - As Required; 

 New employees will be thoroughly screened.  The agency checks references 

and the employee application includes questions regarding the applicant's 

criminal background 

 Workplace conflicts are to be resolved using prompt human resource action, 

particularly in the case of employee conflicts 

 Resolve workplace bullying, which sometimes can potential escalate, using 

prompt human resource action 

ALL Employees  -  Daily Basis; 

 Must safeguard facility keys at all times.  Further, all employees must follow 

policies for checking out (logging) keys 

 Report any suspicious or substantial hazards to management staff  

Drivers – Daily Basis; 

 Must complete a vehicle checklist before beginning their routes 

 When leaving their vehicles unattended during shifts or break times, drivers 

must secure their vehicles. 

 Drivers must enforce policies prohibiting certain dangerous items on board 

vehicles 

 Vehicles must be secured at the end of the shift and inspected for any civilians 

still in the vehicle 

 Facilities will be secured at the end of the shift. 

 
Mechanics; 

 After maintenance or repair work has been performed on a vehicle, mechanics 

must complete a checklist before signing out of any vehicle. 

1. Driver’s Vehicle Checklist 

MTM Transit drivers must complete a vehicle checklist at the beginning of each 
shift. 
The list includes the following security items: 

 Inspect the vehicle’s emergency supply kit to ensure that each of the items 

listed on the front of the kit is present.  (The kit has a beaded seal.  If the 

seal is intact, it is unnecessary to inventory the contents.) 

 Inspect the interior of the vehicle (floors, seats, under the seats, and in 

interior compartments) to detect unauthorized objects or tampering. 

 Inspect the interior lights to make sure they are operational and have not 

been tampered with. 

 Inspect the exterior of the vehicle for unusual objects attached to the vehicle. 

 Oral instruction has been provided to drivers establishing the process to use 

if they find an unattended item or an unknown substance while conduction 

their pre-/post-trip inspection.  Included within this instruction is notification to 

dispatch. 
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2. Mechanic’s Vehicle Checklist 

Sumter County Transit utilizes First Vehicle Services (FVS) to perform all 
maintenance on vehicles.  It is the responsibility of MTM Transit drivers to ensure 
these items are completed.  
During the annual inspection, the mechanics perform a comprehensive examination 
of each vehicle.  The mechanics must complete a checklist after performing repairs 
or maintenance and before placing a vehicle back into service.  This checklist 
includes the following security items: 

 Inspect the vehicle’s emergency supply kit to verify that each of the items 

listed on the front of the kit is present.  (The kit has a beaded seal.  If the 

seal is intact, it is unnecessary to inventory the contents.) 

 Inspect the interior of the vehicle (floors, seats, under the seats, and interior 

compartments) for unknown objects or tampering. 
 

3. Vehicle Key Policy: 

At the end of each shift, all vehicle keys are to be returned to MTM transit office. 
 
4. Facility Key Policy: 

All employees must safeguard facility keys at all times. 
Certain employees may be permitted to retain keys on an ongoing basis.  Other 
employees are permitted keys on an as-needed or situational basis, with the keys 
returned when a specific task is completed. 
In both cases, the policy for logging keys is to be followed.  Facility keys are kept in 
a lockbox in the office.  A log sheet is maintained on a clipboard next to the box.  
When removing keys, the employee is required to sign the keys out and in.   
When employees terminate their employment, the return of all keys is a condition of 
receipt of a final paycheck. 
Hazmat storage area keys are treated as security objects, with storage areas and 
access following the hazmat regulations of the state, county, and hometown.  Keys 
to hazmat storage areas are distributed on a strict, as-needed basis only, and these 
storage areas are separated from other areas open to other employees and the 
general public. 
 
5. Securing Vehicles during the shift: 

Particularly on demand-response routes, which require the driver to leave the 
vehicle, MTM Transit drivers must follow agency policies for securing the vehicle at 
each stop.  This entails removing the keys and if the vehicle is out of the driver’s 
sight while picking up a passenger, locking the vehicle.  If the driver leaves the 
vehicle during a break, Sumter County Transit policy requires that the vehicle keys 
be removed and the doors locked unless the vehicle is parked in a maintenance 
garage.  Drivers must follow MTM Transit policies for taking breaks, appropriately 
securing the vehicle, removing keys and locking doors if the driver leaves the 
vehicle. 
 
6. Securing Vehicles at the end of the shift: 
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MTM Transit policy requires that vehicles be parked in designated areas of agency 
property at the end of the shift.  Vehicles should always be locked, and the keys 
must be removed and secured in the lockbox. 
 
 
7. Securing the facility: 

The General Manager, management staff, and dispatch are responsible for locking 
up facilities at the end of the day.  Access to the facility, including closing the facility 
at the end of the day, is accomplished via a key.  Each individual that could have 
the responsibility of locking down or opening the facility has been assigned a key.  
Individuals who have the responsibility for locking down the facility must ensure that 
all doors and windows are secured and locked, that keys are in the lockbox, and 
that the alarm is set. 
Security breaches (break-ins) which activate the alarm system are automatically 
relayed to the local law enforcement, and response to the break-in is made using 
the following list of personnel: 

 General Manager 

 Assistant General Manager 

 Lead Dispatcher 

 
8. Prohibited items: 

Certain dangerous items, including weapons, explosives, incendiaries, are 
prohibited onboard Sumter County Transit vehicles.  If a driver notes that an 
individual is in possession of a prohibited item before boarding the vehicle, the 
driver is required to state the policy and deny the individual boarding, if the driver 
feels it is safe to do so.  If a passenger is noticed on board the vehicle in 
possession of a prohibited item, the driver is to call dispatch for further instruction 
using the emergency code for the purpose. 
 
9. Shipping and receiving security policies: 

Sumter County Transit collects and screens all incoming packages, mail, and other 
delivered items.  Sumter County Transit accesses this mail at a mailbox located 
within the county.  Delivery service articles are delivered directly to MTM Transit 
and are accepted and screened by the receptionist. 
The County uses the U.S. Postal Inspection Service guidelines for handling 
suspicious packages.  They are described briefly below: 
 Employees must be alert to suspicious packages.  Packages should be 
considered suspicious if they are marked “confidential,” “personal,” or “fragile.”  
Particularly if they contain excessive postage or use postage stamps instead of 
meter strips.  They should also raise concerns if they have been put together in a 
sloppy or unprofessional manner, list and employee’s title incorrectly, or have titles 
but no names.  Other red flags are that the package contains oily stains, 
discoloration, or strange odors.  Return addresses that are missing, fictitious, or not 
consistent with the state from which the package was postmarked should also alert 
mailroom personnel to the possibility of a problem.  Further warning signs include a 
package that is exceptionally heavy for its size, or lopsided; that has a sloshing 
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sound, or appears to contain liquid; that displays evidence of electrical wire or tin 
foil; or that has excessive wrapping materials, such as masking tape, strapping tape 
or string. 
 If such a package is identified, the employee is to report it to his/her manager 
immediately.  If the supervisor agrees that the package is suspicious, he or she 
should ensure the package is handled safely and in a way that preserves evidence 
for law enforcement personnel.  The supervisor must also call local law 
enforcement and note the postmark and any other characteristics that may be 
helpful in an investigation.  
 
10. Fare evasion policy: 

Fare evasion is an ongoing concern for Sumter County Transit.  Individual incidents 
of nonpayment are routinely monitored and tracked. 
 
11. New Employee Screening: 

It is the policy of Sumter County Transit to screen applicants to eliminate those that 
pose a security threat to the agency or who would not be capable of carrying out 
agency security policies.  
Sumter County Transit may refuse to hire an applicant for reasons such as the 
following: 

 Applicant does not meet the legal requirements set forth in Federal, State, or 

County law. 

 Applicant is guilty of conduct not compatible with agency employment 

 Applicant has made false or misleading statements of material fact on the 

application. 

 Applicant has been dismissed for cause, resigned to avoid such dismissal, 

from a position in public or private employment that is similar to the position 

applied for in the agency. 

 Applicant has been convicted of a crime that is substantially related to the 

qualifications, functions, or duties of the position for which application have 

been make. 

 
Sumter County Transit uses an employment application that does ask whether the 
applicant has been convicted of any crime (other than minor traffic infractions).  
Answering “yes” does not necessarily disqualify an applicant.  Applicants are 
evaluated on a case-by-case basis.  It is the Sumter County Transit policy to 
thoroughly check references and to verify past employment that is cited on 
applications. 
Sumter County Transit screens certain aspects of employee background, including: 

 Level two background screen 

 Local background screen within county of residence 

 Affidavit of good moral character 

 Felony criminal history checks for up to three counties per applicant and 

other criminal records checks 
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 Education verification 

 Credential verification 

 Driving records 

 Employment reference checks 

 Personal reference check 

 
12. Preventing and responding to disruptive, threatening, or violent behavior: 

Sumter county Transit is dedicated to creating  positive working environment, and 
transit agency policies prohibit disruption an obstruction of agency functions and 
activities, verbal threats, and behavior endangering the health or safety of any 
individual. 
The following is agency policy for a manager/supervisor dealing with an employee 
conflict (depending on the severity of the incident): 

 Intervene promptly; don’t let the situation fester. 

 Discuss with employee services to gather information before meeting with 

those involved. 

 Be clear about the facts of the problem as you see them 

 Ask individuals involved to describe their perceptions of the problem (if 

appropriate). 

 Set clear expectations for improvement in job performance or in the 

relationship. 

 Assess additional needed resources and seek outside help as necessary. 

 Follow up to be sure that your expectations are met, and directed changes 

are made. 

 
13. Report hazards to management staff: 

 
All Sumter County Transit employees and contractors must report unacceptable 
hazards to management staff.  These hazards may include suspicious activities, 
weather-related hazards, accidents, generally unsafe operating conditions, 
evidence of tampering with system equipment, or evidence of other criminal activity. 
 
14. Security devices: 

 
Based on the issues experienced by Sumter County Transit in the past and those 
expected in the future, routine assessments of agency security systems are 
performed.  Management is required to take an overview of systems in place that 
are designed to perform the following functions: 

 Providing adequate surveillance of key areas of the transit facilities through 

‘natural’ surveillance 

 Controlling access modes and exits (including badges, procedures for 

employee and visitor access, locks, fences, alarm systems and keys) 

 Ensuring adequate communication (including dispatch procedures and 

equipment) 
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 Securing transit property (including locks, key storage, fences, doors and 

alarm systems) 

 
When purchasing new security systems, vehicles, and other equipment, Sumter 
County Transit management will assess threat levels against resources, security 
equipment features, and other design elements. 
 
15. Update SPP: 

 
At Sumter County Transit, the Fleet Manager is responsible for updating the SPP at 
least annually or as dictated by circumstances, including the following: 

 The addition of new members of the organization and outside the 

organization with specific roles outline in the SPP 

 New operations or processes that affect the SPP 

 New or renovated sites or changes in layout 

 Changes affecting the relationship with outside agencies, new suppliers, 

vendors, etc. 

 
Following the use of the SPP in emergency situations  (a major security event, a 
natural disaster, or a training exercise), this individual will evaluate the 
organization’s response against the procedures outline in the plan.  The Fleet 
Manager will be responsible for scheduling an official incident debriefing.  All key 
members of the response team, including internal and external agency personnel, 
will be required to attend.  The Fleet Manager will note what went well and what 
went poorly during the incident and will be responsible for implementing actions to 
correct observed shortcomings. 
16. Include security design considerations into new building construction/selection: 

Sumter County Transit is committed to providing a secure facility for its employees, 
contractors, and patrons, to the extent possible.  As needs for new facilities arise, 
security design considerations will be incorporated in building selection, using the 
following DHS guidance (http://www.fema.gov/fima/rmsp.shtm) as a starting point: 

 FEMA 427 – Primer for design of commercial buildings to mitigate terrorist 

attacks 

 FEMA 430 – Primer for incorporating building security components in 

architectural design 

 
Security concerns will need to be balanced with many other design constraints such 
as accessibility, initial and life-cycle costs, natural hazard mitigation, fire protection, 
energy efficiency, and aesthetics.  Because the probability of attack is small for 
Sumter County Transit, security measures must not substantively interfere with 
daily operations of the building.  On the other hand, due to the seriousness of 
security issues, the effects of key threats must be considered and measures 
incorporated to safeguard personnel and assets and to minimize business 
interruption.  Security design will be part of an overall multi-hazard approach to 
ensure that it does not worsen the behavior of the building in the event of a fire, 

http://www.fema.gov/fima/rmsp.shtm
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earthquake, or hurricane, which are far more prevalent hazards than are terrorist 
attacks.  The use of multi-hazard approach has the advantage of potentially 
reducing insurance premiums, reducing life-cycle costs for operations security 
measures, and limiting losses, and business interruption should an event occur. 
B.  Mitigation 

The following section describes the mitigation procedures used by Sumter County 
Transit and its contractors 
Sumter County Transit has developed a “Mitigation Task Force Annex” to the CEMP.  
This mitigation annex provides standing operating guidance to all County departments 
for mitigation of security and hazard incidents, through the establishment of a 
“Mitigation Task Force.”  The mitigation annex identifies the roles and responsibilities of 
the task force, primary agencies, and support agencies.  In addition, the annex defines 
the operating functions that are to occur during each of the following phases: pre-
incident, response, recovery, post-incident permitting, public information, awareness, 
and funding. 
The following identifies the mitigation activity responsibilities and frequency for all 
Transport personnel 
 
Management Staff (MTM) - Daily 

 Staff is required to maintain records of crimes and rule violations occurring at 

the transit agency to assist in designing programs that will help control these 

incidents and prosecute offenders. 

Road Supervisor (MTM) – Daily 

 Employees in the field must check in regularly with the dispatcher, particularly 

prior to scheduled breaks, and when it is necessary to leave the vehicle (e.g., 

due to a vehicle breakdown).  The dispatcher must know where the employees 

are at all times 

 When handling cash from fare collection equipment, employees are required to 

follow procedures for logging fare tallies contained in each device. 

 Test door alarms to ensure they are in proper working order 

All Employees  -  Daily  

 Observe vehicles and facilities closely, looking for security breaches unusual 

activities or anything that appears out of place  

 Agency uniforms are to be treated as security-sensitive objects; specific uniform 

policies are provided 

Drivers  -  Daily  

 Ensure passengers receive safe and courteous service. Drivers must follow 

agency policy and training when interacting with passengers.  Drivers must be 

prepared, on a daily basis, to enforce rules, respond to complaints, defuse 

arguments, call for backup, and maintain control of the vehicle and report 

incidents. 
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 Ensure it is safe to send vehicles on the road, a staff member will be designated 

on each shift to check weather and other status reports.  This individual will 

check this information at suitable intervals, especially if severe weather is 

expected.  Drivers performing their routes must assist in this effort by constantly 

assessing road conditions, monitoring weather, construction, accidents and 

other situations to ensure it is safe to proceed. 

 

 Drivers are to follow established agency procedures after any accident. 

 Employees in the field must check in regularly with the dispatcher, particularly 

prior to scheduled breaks and when it is necessary to leave the vehicle (e.g., 

due to a vehicle breakdown).  The dispatcher must know where the employees 

are at all times 

 When handling cash from fare collection equipment, employees are required to 

follow procedures for logging fare tallies contained in each device 

Dispatch  -  Daily 

 Ensure it is safe to send vehicles on the road, a staff member will be designated 

on each shift to check weather and other status reports.  This individual will 

check this information at suitable intervals, especially if severe weather is 

expected.  Drivers performing their routes must assist in this effort by constantly 

assessing road conditions, monitoring weather, construction, accidents and 

other situations to ensure it is safe to proceed. 

1. Observation by employees: 

Employees and contractors are the “eyes and ears” of the system.  This most important 
activity drivers and other employees are required to perform is to notice and observe 
events, situations or people (whether passengers or members of the public) that seem 
out of place or that indicate a potential hazard or concern.  Such concerns are to be 
reported to dispatch or supervisory staff as appropriate.  It is critical for employees to 
sustain a general awareness of activities that may be a threat to Sumter County or the 
larger community. 
Specifically, Sumter County Transit policy requires that drivers and other employees 
look for the following: 

 Suspicious activity, behavior and people who are out of place 

 Cars and other vehicles parked in strange places 

 Out-of-place utility or repair crews 

 Unusual or out-of place delivery trucks 

 
2. Uniform policy: 

Agency uniforms are to be treated as security sensitive objects.  New employees 
receive new uniforms, with the number of uniforms specified on their new employee 
checklist.  As new uniforms are requested, all old uniform articles must be returned by 
the employee in exchange.  When employees terminate their employment, the return of 
all uniforms is condition of receipt of a final paycheck. 
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3. Security data record keeping policy: 

The General Manager of MTM Transit maintains records of crimes or rule violations 
that occur on the system, including counts of incidents by type, and 
passenger/employee complaints.  These are kept as incident reports and are kept on 
file for five years. 
 
4. Driver management of security situations: 

Drivers are MTM Transit’s first line of defense.  It is up to drivers to perform the 
following functions in order to manage security incidents or other situations: 

 Enforce transit rules 

 Respond to complaints 

 Defuse arguments 

 Decide when to call for backup 

 Maintain control of the vehicle and exhibit leadership 

 Report all incidents 

 
Drivers must be familiar with all agency rules related to security and emergency 
management.  Sumter County Transit management stands behind derivers as they 
undertake the job of providing security on the vehicle.  Dispatch and other functions are 
available to respond in a timely fashion to incidents that occur. 
In most cases, criminal activity at Sumter County Transit involves minor violations that 
the driver can manage by commenting on the activity and directing the offender to 
cease the violating behavior.  Employee training is provided to ensure that 
management of on-board security issues is consistent and that reactions by employees 
are appropriate to the situation 
 
5. Controlling collected fares: 

Daily manifests identify to drivers the amount of fare that should be collected.  At the 
end of the day, the driver collected fares are cross checked with the manifest.  In the 
event that the amount collected dos not match the manifest the difference must be 
accommodated by co-pay waiver or correction (correction sheet must be complete).  
Once the fares have been reconciled, the fares are maintained in a locked 
compartment within MTM Transit until the next morning.  On the morning of the next 
business day, the collected fares are turned over to the bank. 
 
6. Checking weather and other hazardous conditions: 

The dispatch function is responsible for checking weather and other reports to ensure it 
is sfe to send vehicles on the road.  This individual must check this information before 
each shift and at appropriate intervals, especially if severe weather is expected.  
Drivers performing their routes must continuously assess road conditions, evaluating 
weather, construction, accidents and other situations to ensure it is safe to proceed.  
Every effort will be made to avoid sending drivers on route if it is unsafe to do so.  
However, if a condition arises requiring a driver to abort a route, the dispatcher will 
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contact the driver for the driver will alert the dispatcher and the dispatcher will provide 
instructions on how to proceed. 
Sumter County Transit also maintains a dispatcher log, a narrative description of what 
occurs during each shift.  The incoming dispatcher is able to read the previous shift log 
and know what needs to be tracked. 
 
7. Accident policy: 

Sumter County Transit has implemented the following policy on emergency and 
reporting procedures in the event of a vehicle accident: 
Evaluating the accident: 

 The first things to do after an accident are to (a) secure the vehicle immediately 

to protect passengers against subsequent damage and (b) find out if any 

passengers have been injured. 

 Call for assistance 

 In addition to asking passengers if everyone is all right, look to see if there are 

any unconscious or seriously injured passengers who are unable to respond.  

Look for bleeding, broken limbs, vomiting or poor breathing in particular.  

Administer first aid if necessary 

 Be alert to warning signs, such as disorientation, confusion or the inability to 

respond to questions as these could indicate serious head injury. 

 After you have determined that there are no serious injuries and that neither an 

ambulance nor first aid services are required, contact the dispatcher and then 

follow dispatch instructions.  Local law enforcement should be called to 

investigate the scene of the accident 

 
Post-accident documentation: 
MTM Transit has an accident packet that contains all insurance information, accident 
reporting form, witness statements and medical refusal release forms.  Drivers are 
instructed to do the following: 

 Retrieve the insurance information packet, which is stored either in the glove 

box or above the vehicle sun visor. 

 Complete the insurance form answering all questions 

 Obtain the names, addresses and phone numbers of all passengers in your 

vehicle and indicate the seat that each person was sitting in at the time of the 

accident. 

 Note the license plate of other vehicle(s).  Then, obtain the names of driver(s) 

and passengers in other vehicle(s). 

 Note the name(s) of the investigating law enforcement official and his/her 

agency; also obtain the officer’s badge number and the case number. 

 If an ambulance is requested, record hospital the destination. 

 Note the time and specific location of the accident. 

 
Communications at the scene: 
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Drivers give name, address and registration number of the county vehicle involved.  
Volunteer no other information except to investigating officer, supervisor or other 
Sumter County Transit staff. 

 Do not blame others or accept the blame for the accident. 

 Avoid discussing details with anyone except Sumter County Transit officials and 

personnel from law enforcement, public safety or emergency medical services. 

 Do not volunteer any information. 

 Do not make any statements to the press or bystanders.  Refer any questions to 

Sumter County Transit Management. 

 If contacted by an attorney or any other individual about the accident, refer them 

to Sumter County Transit Management. 

Drivers are expected to complete and turn in an incident report to MTM Transit’s 
General Manager at the end of shift or sooner if the vehicle is incapacitated or personal 
injury occurred.  A copy of all documentation is provided to Sumter County Transit. 
 

C. Prepardness 

Sumter County Transit has designated facilities, equipment and other resources that 
will support the execution of assigned duties in the event of an incident.   
The following identifies the Preparedness activity, responsibilities, and frequency for 
ALL Transport personnel. 
Sumter County Fleet Manager - will advise MTM Management of all scheduled 
emergency interagency exercise training with Sumter County emergency responders. 
Management Staff - MTM - Daily, or as Required 

 Computer backups of key financial, personnel, dispatching and other information 

must be performed regularly 

 Storing key agency documents at a designated off-site location 

 Review and utilize the security functions in this plan that may prevent or mitigate 

incidents that may occur in the system 

 Update employee/responder contact list 

 Must complete NIMS training on line through Dept. Homeland Security  

 All new employees are provided instruction on security related procedures  

 Review and respond appropriately to FTA (Florida Transit Authority) email alerts 

 Must notify the general manager of any employee disciplinary actions that may 

result in an employee becoming a threat to the agency 

 Decide to reduce, reroute, increase, or cancel service in an area do to 

heightened alert levels or specific threat information received from other credible 

agencies  

 Determine to increase facility and vehicle inspections due to heightened alert 

status 

 Provide ALL employees ANNUAL training on all emergency policies 

 Take part in ALL Sumter County interagency emergency training exercises  

On-board emergency supplies: 
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It is the policy of Sumter County Transit to maintain fully stocked first aid kits, 
biohazard cleanup packs, fire suppression equipment, vehicle emergency equipment 
and emergency instructions in all vehicles.  The assigned driver shall inspect the 
vehicle daily for the following emergency supplies and document the results on the pre-
trip inspection sheet (in addition, when a mechanic places a vehicle back in service, he 
or she must complete the following checklist items on the inspection sheet): 
Supervisors’ role in security/emergency management: 
Specific guidance is provided to supervisors during employee training; however, 
supervisors at Sumter County Transit are responsible for the following day-to-day 
activities: 

 Providing leadership and direction during security incidents 

 Handling minor non-threatening rule violations 

 Defusing minor arguments 

 Making decisions regarding the continuation of operations 

 Responding to service complaints 

 Rendering assistance with crowd control; gathering victim/witness information; 

and providing general on-scene assistance during security-related incidents 

 Completing necessary security-related reports 

 Photographing damage and injuries 

 Coordinating with transportation dispatchers and with outside agencies at 

incident scenes that disrupt bus service 

Dispatchers’ role in security/emergency management: 
Specific training is provided to dispatchers during employee training; however, the 
MTM Transit dispatcher is responsible for the following day-to-day security and 
emergency management related tasks: 

 Providing direct supervision of system operations 

 Receiving radio calls for assistance from employees, law enforcement personnel 

or other first responders 

 Notifying supervisory and managerial personnel of serious/significant incidents 

involving transit personnel, vehicles, property or equipment 

 Completing security related reports 

 Completing the dispatcher log 

 Providing verbal direction and assistance to on-scene personnel 

Policy for backing up computers: 
Daily computer backups of key financial, personnel, dispatching and other information 
are completed.  Monthly backups are sent to Sumter County and stored in a fireproof 
safe.  The preservation of records, specifically including the backing up agency 
computers, is the responsibility of the general manager. 
Policy for storage of computer backup data at an off-site location: 
Monthly, a copy of the latest computer backup media is brought to the designated off-
site location for storage. 
Policy for storage of key agency documents at an off-site location: 
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In the event the EOC is activated, copies of critical paper documents are brought with 
the general manager to the EOC. 
Policy for understanding local threats: 
MTM Transit general manager coordinates collection and analysis of information on 
threat conditions.  Sumter County EM, Sheriff’s office, local law enforcement, MTM 
Transit and other units of local government coordinate all local threat scenarios 
consistent with the CEMP. Update employee/responder contact list 
The Fleet Manager is responsible for updating the SPP annually or as dictated by 
circumstances.  This includes an update of the list of emergency contact numbers. 
Conduct agency emergency response drills 
Emergency response and evacuation exercises are conducted yearly.  This training 
ensures employees are familiar with emergency policies. 
 
Participate in regional drills: 
Works with the County Emergency Management, first responders, and other agencies 
that would play a key role in an emergency.  To support improved emergency and 
incident preparedness and response, Sumter County Transit will participate in one 
exercise or drill each year with local public safety agencies.  Interagency training 
stresses collaborative activities performed by transportation employees, in concert with 
local law enforcement, public safety, and emergency medical services to support 
capabilities to accomplish group tasks. 
The NIMS – National Incident Management System requires that Sumter County 
Transit comply with a number of specific activities to ensure personnel who will be 
conducting activities in response to emergencies use the standard incident command 
system (ICS).  This ensures a coordinated response method for emergencies that 
involve several organizations – for instance, a bomb threat that involves law 
enforcement agencies from the city, county and ATF; fire department(s); EMS; other 
city organizations; and the transit agency (for evacuation).  ICS offers a common, 
scalable template for operations during an emergency.  It is important (and required by 
NIMS) to ensure each entity participating in an emergency understands who is in 
charge, how information is to be shared, and what the priorities are in any situation 
covered by the ISC. 
MTM Transit General Manager and Assistant General Manager have taken NIMS 
training via the DHS online system. 
New employee training - security awareness: 
All newly hired employees are provided security-related instruction.  All drivers receive 
training in Sumter County Transit rules and standard operating procedures in the 
following areas: 

 General rules: includes instruction on duty to report any safety or security 

hazards observed by employees. 

 Personal appearance and conduct: covers uniforms, grooming, and employee 

conduct. 

 Customer Service: Covers expectations of employees when dealing with the 

public; includes instruction on how and to whom to report security incidents and 

types of individuals or situations to be aware of and report 
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 Traffic laws: covers applicable traffic related laws and regulations, drug, and 

alcohol testing, and drug and alcohol use restrictions. 

 Pre-trip inspection: Provides instruction in thorough inspection of a vehicle prior 

to placing the vehicle in service. 

 Maintenance and operations: Provides instruction on vehicle operating 

procedures, and identifying common mechanical problems; also stresses the 

importance of graffiti removal and identification, notification to security 

personnel, and documentation of gang-related graffiti. 

 Fare handling; Covers fare collection procedures and provide instruction in 

dealing with fare disputes, conflict resolution, and notification of security 

personnel. 

 Americans with disability yes act requirements: Provides instruction in complying 

with ADA requirements and providing service to disabled patrons. 

 Emergency procedures: Provides instruction in dealing with traffic safety issues; 

procedures for drivers to follow if involved in a traffic accident; fire, chemical or 

biological spill procedures; and procedures for dealing with suspicious objects or 

suspected explosive devices. 

 Radio procedures: Provides instruction on radio procedure for both routine and 

emergency radio traffic.  Includes instruction on reporting crimes, suspicious 

acts, and potentially hazardous situations. 

 Report Writing: Provides instruction on report writing and reporting 

requirements. 

 
Disciplinary actions of employees who are potential threats to the agency: 

 Occasionally an administrative or other action may trigger concerns that the 

employee will retaliate in some way that poses a threat to the agency.  Policies and 

Procedures manuals of Sumter County Transit and contractors addresses the 

responsibilities of affected local government units when events occur. 

Policy for processing FTA alerts: 

 The general manager receives security alerts from the FTA.  All credible threats are 

forward to emergency response agencies. 

Policy for Emergency service changes: 

 At heightened alert levels or when warranted by specific local information, 

Sumter County Transit may need to reduce, reroute, cancel or increase service 

in affected areas.  The general manager, using specific threat information 

received by local law enforcement, FTA, and other sources, may consider 

changes to routes to ensure the security and well-being of employees, 

passengers, and the general public. 

D. Response 
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Response activities are those activities that Sumter County Transit has specified to 
react to hazards.  The following identifies the response activity, responsibilities that 
must be adhered to on a daily basis or as the need is required. 
 
Management Staff - MTM   

 Advise dispatch to instruct drivers to interrupt route if conditions, such as bad 

weather or a security event, present a hazard to operations.   

 Record ALL relevant information concerning an incident 

All Employees 

 Follow agency evacuation procedures whenever and emergency requires and 

evacuation 

 Report crimes requiring law enforcement intervention to the 911 operator 

whenever such crimes are observed on transit vehicles, at transit facilities or at 

other locations 

 For most security situations, assistance from law enforcement is available.  The 

agency must manage short-term response to events until assistance arrives. 

 Use established emergency response procedures and route during an 

emergency 

Drivers 
 Follow established agency guidelines for contacting dispatch if a situation arises 

that requires further agency intervention such as a disruptive passenger 

 Emergency drop points will be used by drivers to drop off passengers at the 

nearest safe location if instructed to do so by the dispatcher or the designated 

backup 

 Follow agency radio procedures during an emergency 

 Interrupt route if conditions, such as bad weather or a security event, present a 

hazard to operations.  

 The driver must take instruction from the dispatcher 

 Record ALL relevant information concerning the incident 

Dispatchers 
 Follow agency radio procedures during an emergency 

 Drivers are to interrupt route if conditions, such as bad weather or a security 

event, present a hazard to operations.  The driver must take instruction from the 

dispatcher 

 Record ALL relevant information concerning the incident 

Policy for requesting agency assistance for security incidents and other hazards: 
If an incident occurs that requires further assistance from the agency (such as the need 
for a supervisor to handle a disruptive passenger), the driver is required to contact 
dispatch with the following information: 

 The nature of the problem 

 The location of the vehicle 

 What assistance is requested 
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The dispatcher will respond with the following; 

 A confirmation of the information 

 A description of what action will be taken 

 An estimated time for response to the problem 

 Further instructions to the driver, if applicable (e.g., to pull over and wait for 

assistance) 

Emergency drop points: 
Emergency drop points are pre-designated safe locations that will be used by drivers to 
drop off passengers whenever instructed to do so by the dispatcher or the designated 
backup.  In the event of an emergency, the general manager and/or designee 
completes the form for each trip, indicating that the driver has been contacted and 
given instructions, whether the vehicle has passengers to drop off and the estimate 
time to drop off. 
Radio usage policy: 
To ensure the safety of our drivers and passengers and to enhance the performance of 
our operations, all Sumter County Transit employees will be familiar with two-way radio 
operations.  Basic procedures are as follows: 

 Staff using the two-way radio will follow the standard use practices of the 

Federal Commerce Commission.  Profanity, abusive language, or other 

inappropriate transmissions are not allowed and could result in disciplinary 

action. 

 All base stations and vehicle units shall be tuned to the appropriate assigned 

frequency at all times. 

 Staff should initiate communications by first stating who they are calling and 

then who is making the call.  At the completion of the transmission, both parties 

will indicate that the transmission is completed by stating their call sign and 

“clear.” 

 Except in the event of an emergency, all staff should listen for five seconds 

before transmitting to ensure there are no transmissions in progress.  Other 

units’ transmissions should not be interrupted unless it is an emergency. 

In the event of an emergency, establish communications on the primary 
frequency, and immediately shift to the secondary frequency.  State the 
nature of the emergency and what assistance you are requesting.  To ensure 
appropriate help arrives promptly, you should transmit the following items as 
soon as possible: 
 Who you are and your location in detail.  Specify what city you are in 

since some streets carry the same name throughout the area.  Give cross 

streets and local landmarks if appropriate. 

 State what assistance you need (supervisor, police, EMS, etc.) 

 State how many passengers you have and what their stats is at the time. 

 If you are not involved with the emergency, stay off the radio, 

communications would be between dispatch and the unit requesting 

assistance.  After initial contact, emergency communications may also 
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take place between a supervisor and the unit or between dispatch and a 

supervisor. 

Policy - Mobile phone usage: 
In general, dispatchers, drivers, and others are not permitted to use personal cellular 
phones during their shifts, except during scheduled breaks.  In an emergency, if an 
employee is unable to use the radio, a personal cellular phone may be used to contact 
the agency.  The direct line to the dispatcher should be used for this purpose.  
Aborting or changing trip manifest due to a hazard: 
To the extent possible, Sumter County Transit avoids sending vehicles out in 
conditions that might pose a hazard.  It is the responsibility of the general manager 
and/or dispatcher to check weather and other relevant conditions at the beginning of a 
shift and on an ongoing basis to safeguard the well-being of passengers, employees, 
and others.  If a hazard is encountered that causes it to be unsafe to continue on a 
route, agency policy is as follows: 

 If the hazard is noted by the driver, he or she must call the dispatcher, describe 

the situation, and await further instruction. 

 If the hazard is noted by staff other than the driver (e.g., the dispatcher becomes 

aware that a tornado is approaching), the dispatcher will contact the driver and 

provide direction. 

With most hazards or emergencies, the primary policy of Sumter County Transit that 
the driver must, first, communicate with the dispatcher, describe the situation, and 
await instruction.  Polices are in place for a range of situations.  There is the potential 
to create further hazards for employees and passengers by attempting to take heroic 
measures to continue with service.  Avoiding such risks is paramount. 
Policy for filing an incident report: 
Typical information to be collected at the initial reporting of the incident is provided on 
the MTM Transit incident reporting form. 
Notification of emergency: 
The following information must be collected by dispatch from on-scene personnel 
reporting an emergency at Sumter County Transit: 

 Type of emergency 

 Location of emergency 

 Other information as relevant 

Bomb threats: 
All bomb threats received by Sumter County Transit must be immediately reported to 
the Sumter County Sheriff’s Office. 
Procedure when contacted by the Sumter County Emergency Manager: 
The general manager reports to the EM Director and then directs staff as necessary. 
 
Mobilization resource list: 
Sumter County EM maintains a mobilization resource list and is responsible for the 
initiation of activities. 
Evacuation procedures: 
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 Sumter County Transit will provide evacuation and transportation support to the 

designated shelter.   

 The general manager reports to the Sumter County EOC located at 7361 Powell 

Rd. in Wildwood unless otherwise directed when the EOC is activated.  

 The general manager collects operational data on transportation services 

provided during an event and provides that data to the EOC.   

 This data is collected and reported on forms developed by the EOC. 

Other responsibilities: 

 Establish communications and provide support to the Sumter County Transit 

employees and the incident command post as requested 

 Sustain whatever level of routine operations is feasible 

 Begin contingency planning for driver replacement, rest and recycling 

 
Policy for requesting outside assistance for security incidents and other hazards: 
All requests for outside assistance are the responsibility of the EOC. 
In the event that additional resources re needed by Sumter County Transit, i.e., 
vehicles, fuel, etc. Sumter County Transit will contact the Florida Department of 
Transportation for assistance. 
 
Short-term response: 
For most security situations, assistance from law enforcement is available.  For 
incidents that involve a vehicle, passenger, or Sumter County Transit personnel, the 
agency is responsible for responding to the event until such, time as law enforcement 
or other emergency personnel are available. 
Limiting the impact can include evacuating people from the scene, arranging for 
alternative transportation, or arranging for support activities for passengers.  Sumter 
County Transit must ensure no residual problems will affect other parts of the system.  
The system will continue to provide service to the community, despite problems at a 
particular site if it is safe to do so. 
In the case of minor incidents, such as graffiti or other vandalism, the goal will be to get 
the area cleaned and the damage repaired as soon as possible. 
 

E. Recovery 

“Recovery activities” refers to those policies that Sumter County Transit has 
implemented to assist in recovering from incidents that have occurred. 
The following identifies the recovery activity, responsibilities, and frequency for ALL 
MTM Transit employees. 
 
Sumter County Fleet Manager - Annually reviews ALL insurance policies to ensure that 
the required coverage supports recovery. 
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Management Staff – MTM  

 Management is to provide a review of insurance policies to ensure they are 

adequate for agency recovery after an incident 

 Review plan for succession and update information as appropriate 

 Coordinate the designated backup locations that are to be used for operational 

relocation during an emergency ensuring they are cognizant of agreements in 

place 

 Post Emergency - Document vehicle use during the emergency in order to 

facilitate repair and maintenance of vehicles 

 Post Emergency - Complete emergency evaluation form to evaluate staff 

response 

 Contact maintenance to remove graffiti or vandalism or otherwise repair the 

effects of crimes/hazards at transit facilities 

 
Review of insurance policies: 

 On an annual basis, the office reviews agency insurance policies.  Specifically, 

the risk management department audits assets, updates insurance records of 

assets, and makes appropriate changes to insurance policies. 

Review plan for succession: 

 Annually, management will review the plan for backup locations of key agency 

employees (as outlined in the SPP).  The order of succession, as well as 

specific employee names, will be updated to reflect changes in policy and 

personnel. 

Review plan for backup locations: 

 Annually, Sumter County Transit management will review the plan for backup 

locations of key agency functions in the event that primary locations are not 

available during a hazard or emergency.  Management should communicate 

with organizations that are to provide backup locations to ensure they are aware 

of agreements in place. 

Cleanup and Inspection: 

 After an emergency, all employees, as appropriate to their job function and the 

nature of the emergency, must inspect facilities, vehicles, and agency property 

for damage or need for cleanup.  The purpose of this activity to restore the 

agency and its assets to the state that existed before the emergency.  Some 

recovery activities may be immediate.  Some may be long term. 

Documentation of vehicle use: 

 After an emergency, Sumter County Transit management will record use of 

vehicles during the event as well as the status and the condition of the vehicles 

in order to begin the process of maintaining the assets and bringing them back 

to service. 
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Event evaluation: 

 Following an incident or incident drill, management will assess the responses of 

personnel during the incident.  This information will be used to modify policies, 

provide additional training, and give feedback to those involved to enhance 

future incident responses. 

Request incident cleanup or repair: 

 It is the policy of Sumter County Transit to quickly ensure all evidence of 

vandalism/graffiti or other incidents is removed from facilities and equipment.  

Drivers are to report evidence of crimes such as vandalism and graffiti to 

dispatch.  It is the responsibility of the supervisor to contact the appropriate 

office for assistance. 

SECTION 4 – PLAN MAINTENANCE 

This section contains details of how Sumter County Transit keeps its plan up to date 
over time from the initial implementation to review and updates.  This section also 
describes how to keep other documents necessary to the operation of the organization 
available should a security event occur. 
 

 Review and Changes 

The SPP must be thoroughly reviewed periodically.  Other information, such as contact 
names, will be updated as needed.  The Fleet Manager is responsible for updating the 
SPP.  The annual review and update will include: 
 

 Reviewing factual information, especially names and phone numbers included in 

the plan 

 Reevaluating employee knowledge and awareness 

 Revising programs and procedures included in the SPP as needed 

 Performing an annual review of the plan for succession and to update 

information as appropriate 

 Coordinating with designated backup locations that are to be used for 

operational relocation during an emergency, ensuring they are cognizant of 

agreements in place 

 
In addition to regular reviews, certain events may require revision to the SPP, including 
the following: 
 

 The addition of new members of the organization and outside the organization 

with specific roles outlined in the SPP 

 New operations or processes that affect the SPP 

 New or renovated sites or changes in layout 

 Changes with outside agencies, new suppliers, vendors, etc. 
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Following use of the SPP in emergency situations, the general manager will review the 
organization’s response against the procedures and requirements outlined in the plan.  
In addition, this individual will identify areas that can be improved or adjusted in the 
plan to ensure more effective responses in the future. 
 

 Assessment 

In addition to reviewing SPP contents and accuracy, as described above, Sumter 
County Transit will critically assess agency progress in achieving its goals of providing 
secure service within the community it serves.  It is essential that the SPP is actually 
implemented in practice.  It is more important that the agency develop and implement a 
simple set of policies rather than designing a complex series of practices that are not 
put into use. 
Through the use of checklists, Sumter County Transit will assure that the policies set 
forth in the SPP are being communicated and implemented by agency employees, 
local first responders, and county emergency officials and, moreover, that they have 
been integrated into normal operating practices.  Sumter County Transit will review 
these checklists as necessary to confirm that policies are being followed and that 
changes to policies and procedures are being effectively implemented. 
 

 Distribution 

The SPP is a safety-sensitive document and will not be distributed to the General 
Public under F.S.  Section 119.071(3)(a), and Section 14-90.004(2)(d), Florida 
Administrative Code.  Bus transit systems are prohibited from publicly disclosing the 
SPP or the security portion of the System Safety Program Plan as applicable, under 
any circumstances.  The following individuals will receive a copy of the SPP: 
 

1. Sumter County Assistant Director 

2. Sumter County Fleet Services Manager   

3. General Manager MTM 

4. General Manager Maintenance -  FVS 

 
For interim updates of the SPP, which may occur from time to time, addendums will be 
distributed that will allow recipients to replace individual pages of their copy of the SPP. 
 
In addition, all employees shall receive copies of the sections of the SPP or policies 
documented in the SPP that relate to their job functions. 
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SUBJECT: Resolution Authorizing the Signing and Submission of a Grant Request with the 
Florida Department of Transportation (Staff Recommends Approval).

REQUESTED ACTION: Staff Recommends Approval

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting DATE OF MEETING: 5/26/2020

CONTRACT: ☐ N/A Vendor/Entity: Florida Department of 
Transportation

Effective Date: 05/26/2020 Termination Date:
Managing Division / Dept: Transit

BUDGET IMPACT: County Match $40,000.00
FUNDING SOURCE: Cares Grant

Type: N/A EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: N/A

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES:

A Resolution of the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners authorizing the signing and

submission of a grant request, supporting documents and assurances to the Florida Department of

Transportation. Acceptance of a grant award from the Florida Department of Transportation, and the

purchase of vehicles and/or equipment and/or expenditure of grant funds pursuant to a grant award.

Prepared by: Charlene Pittman Grammarly Check ☒



Resolution Number: 2020-___ 

 

Sumter County Resolution 

A RESOLUTION of the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners authorizing the signing 

and submission of a grant request and supporting documents and assurances to the Florida 

Department of Transportation, the acceptance of a grant award from the Florida Department of 

Transportation, and the purchase of vehicles and/or equipment and/or expenditure of grant funds 

pursuant to a grant award. 

WHEREAS, the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners has the authority to apply for 

and accept grants and make purchases and/or expend funds pursuant to grant awards made by 

the Florida Department of Transportation as authorized by Chapter 341, Florida Statutes and/or 

by the Federal Transit Administration Act of 1964, as amended; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners, 

FLORIDA: 

This Resolution applies to the FFY 2020 CARES Act allocation under U.S.C. Section 5311. 

The submission of a grant application(s), supporting documents, and assurances to the Florida 

Department of Transportation is approved. 

Bradley Arnold, County Administrator is authorized to sign the application, accept a grant 

award, execute contract amendments, purchase vehicles/equipment and/or expend grant funds 

pursuant to a grant award, unless specifically rescinded. 

DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 26th day of May, 2020 

By 

 

 

Signature, Chairperson of the Board [blue ink] 

Steve Printz, Chairman 

Typed Name and Title 

 

ATTEST: 

 

Seal  









STATE OF EMERGENCY DECLARATION EXTENSION 

SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
 

 WHEREAS, the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) continues to pose an imminent 

health risk to the residents in Sumter County; and 

 

 WHEREAS, Florida State Statutes, Chapter 252 authorizes the Chairman of the Board of 

County Commissioners to declare that a Local State of Emergency exists; and 

 

 WHEREAS, The Chairman of the Board of County Commissioner declared a Local State 

of Emergency on March 17, 2020, and extension every seven days since then; and 

 

 WHEREAS, Florida State Statutes, Chapter 252 limits each Declaration to seven (7) 

days; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Sumter County Board of County Commissioners supports the Executive 

Orders of Governor DeSantis that are more restrictive than prior orders of Sumter County and 

finds that the anticipated conditions created by COVID-19 pose a threat to the health, safety, and 

welfare of the people of Sumter County. 

 

 THEREFORE, BY CONSIDERATION AND INCORPORATION OF THE 

ABOVE RECITALS, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

 

1. That the Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan remain activated through the 

duration of the State of Florida Declaration of a State of Emergency. 

 

2. All public officials and employees of Sumter County are hereby directed to continue to 

exercise the utmost diligence in the discharge of duties required of them for the duration 

of this Local State of Emergency and in the execution of State and Local emergency 

orders, regulations, and directives. 

 

3. The Emergency Management Director shall continue functioning as the County 

Coordinating Officer and shall provide overall coordination for the response to this 

emergency in Sumter County.   

 

4. This Declaration shall remain in effect for seven days unless extended or dissolved. 

 

Signed:          Date:  May 26, 2020 

  Steve Printz, Chairman 

  Board of County Commissioners 

 

Attest:  

 

By:          Date:   May 26, 2020 

 Caroline AlRestimawi 

 Clerk to the Board, Deputy Clerk 
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