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ETHICS COMMISSION  
(VOTING CONFLICT-CASE SUMMARIES ONLY) 


PLEASE BE ADVISED:  CASE FACTS MUST BE REVIEWED AS PART OF ANY ANALYSIS 
CASE NO.:              QUESTION                          SUMMARY 


 
CEO 23-3—April 26, 2023 


 


Would a City Councilmember have a 
voting conflict under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, if she 
voted on matters concerning a septic to 
sewer conversion project that would 
affect her residence? 


A voting conflict would be created under Section 
112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, where a City 
Councilmember votes on whether the City should 
proceed with a septic-to-sewer conversion project that 
would involve such a conversion for her residence 
because the Councilmember would receive guaranteed 
funds (gains) from the City and would have a mandatory 
outlay of funds she would personally incur if the project 
were underfunded (losses), thus, incurring a special 
private gain or loss. Guidance is also provided on related 
votes.  


CEO 24-1—January 31, 2024 Will a voting conflict of interest under 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, be 
negated when legislation expressly 
permits a board member of an 
independent special district to vote on 
converting the district to a nonprofit 
entity, even when the board member 
intends to serve the nonprofit entity as a 
compensated board member following 
the conversion? 


Under the circumstances presented, the members of the 
Lee Memorial Health System Board of Directors will 
have a voting conflict if they vote to convert the 
independent special district to a nonprofit entity and 
intend to serve on the board of directors of that nonprofit 
entity, but they will be permitted to vote on the matter. 
Those System Board members will not violate the 
prohibition against abusing their positions to obtain a 
disproportionate benefit when they vote on the 
conversion. 


CEO 21-2—March 5, 2021 Does Section 112.313(5), Florida 
Statutes, apply to negate a voting 
conflict of interest under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, were a 
County Commission member to vote 
upon a retirement compensation 
resolution that he would be eligible to 
receive as a member of the affected 
class? 


Under the circumstances presented, a County 
Commission member is not prohibited from voting upon 
a retirement compensation resolution he would be 
eligible to receive that provides lump-sum payments to 
all eligible elected public officers and Senior 
Management Services Class County employees who 
qualify, as Section 112.313(5), Florida Statutes, modifies 
the voting conflicts provision of Section 112.3143(3)(a), 
Florida Statutes. Section 112.313(5), Florida Statutes, 
permits a public officer to vote on a matter affecting his 
or her own salary, expenses, or other compensation as a 
public officer. Further, the Commissioner's participation 
in the matter would not constitute a misuse of public 
position under Section 112.313(6), Florida Statutes, or a 
disproportionate benefit through abuse of public position 
under Article II, Section 8(g)(2), Florida Constitution. 


CEO 20-10—October 23, 2020 Would a voting conflict of interest be 
created were a county commissioner to 
vote on the rezoning application of the 
holding company that owns the 
corporation which is her employer? 


A voting conflict of interest would be created under 
Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, were a county 
commissioner to vote on the rezoning request of the 
parent corporation and owner of the business entity 
which employs her. Under the statute, the vote/measure 
would inure to the special private gain or loss of a 
principal by whom the member is retained.  


CEO 19-16—September 13, 2019 Does a voting conflict or a conflicting 
employment exist for a city 
commissioner where the 
commissioner's supervisor in the 
commissioner's federal employment is 
an applicant for, and could be hired to, 
the position of city manager? 


Under the particular circumstances of this opinion, 
neither a voting conflict nor a conflicting employment 
exist for a city commissioner where he is employed by a 
federal government entity at which his supervisor also is 
an applicant for city manager. 


CEO 18-14—August 1, 2018 Would a member of a city council be 
presented with a voting conflict under 


A member of a city council is not presented with a voting 
conflict requiring her abstention and compliance with 
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Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, regarding measures 
concerning changes to the city's land 
development regulations relating to the 
city center zoning district wherein she 
and her spouse own property? 


Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, regarding 
measures concerning changes to the city's land 
development regulations relating to the city center zoning 
district wherein herself and her spouse own property. 
Under these circumstances, the size of the class of 
affected properties is sufficiently large such that any gain 
or loss to the council member and/or her spouse is not 
"special. 


CEO 17-07—June 14, 2017 Would a member of the Board of the 
Florida Housing Finance Corporation 
have a voting conflict of interest were a 
matter potentially affecting a client of 
his brother's firm to come before the 
Board? 


A member of the Board of Directors of the Florida 
Housing Finance Corporation is not a "state public 
officer" subject to the requirements of Section 112.3143, 
Florida Statutes. Under the circumstances presented, no 
voting conflict would be created because Section 
112.3143 does not apply. The Board member would be 
permitted to abstain from voting under Section 286.012, 
Florida Statutes.  


CEO 15-12—December 16, 2015 


 


For purposes of the voting conflicts 
law, Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, is a person or entity from 
whom a mayor/commissioner purchases 
personal website hosting and 
management a “business associate” of 
the mayor/commissioner? 


For purposes of the voting conflicts law, a 
mayor/commissioner is not a “business associate” of a 
person or entity performing the service of hosting and 
managing the mayor/commissioner's personal website. 


CEO 09-12 – June 17, 2009 Would you, a school board member, be 
presented with a voting conflict of 
interest under Section 112.3143(3)(a), 
Florida Statutes, regarding measures 
affecting the candidacy for school board 
attorney of a lawyer with whose firm 
you previously held a relationship and 
who is a member of the governing 
board of a public health trust which 
currently employs you as a lawyer-
lobbyist? 


A school board member would not be presented with a 
voting conflict regarding measures concerning a lawyer's 
seeking the position of school board attorney where the 
lawyer and the member formerly were in the same law 
firm and where the lawyer currently is a board member 
of a public health trust for which the member is a lawyer-
lobbyist. Neither the member nor any person or entity 
standing in a statutorily-enumerated voting conflict 
relationship to the member would be affected by the 
measures. 


CEO 09-9 April 27, 2009 Would a city commissioner be 
presented with a voting conflict 
regarding measures affecting a 
company which formerly employed 
him? 


A city commissioner is not presented with a voting 
conflict under Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, 
regarding measures affecting his former employer 
because the statute is phrased in the present tense. 
However, the commissioner may choose to abstain from 
voting under Section 286.012, Florida Statutes. 


CEO 08-11 -- June 11, 2008 Does a voting conflict exist under 
Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, regarding city council 
measures affecting clients of an 
attorney against whom a city 
councilmember has made a criminal 
complaint? 


A voting conflict does not exist under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, regarding city council 
measures affecting clients of an attorney against whom a 
city councilmember has made a criminal complaint and, 
under the facts presented, it appears that the member 
would not be permitted to abstain from voting under 
Section 286.012, Florida Statutes. Neither the attorney 
nor her clients (the persons or entities affected by the 
measures) would stand in a relationship to the 
councilmember enumerated under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), or in a similar relationship to the 
councilmember, and the councilmember's economic, 
financial, or similar interests would not be affected.  


CEO 06-8 -- June 14, 2006 Would a city councilman be presented 
with a voting conflict under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, 
regarding measures concerning 
redevelopment of a city-owned parcel 


A city councilman is not presented with a voting conflict 
requiring his abstention and compliance with Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, regarding measures 
concerning redevelopment of a city-owned parcel located 
near properties owned by the councilman or his father. 
Under the circumstances presented, any gain or loss to 
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located near properties owned by the 
commissioner or his father? 


the councilman or his father (relative) would be "remote 
or speculative" or would not be "special." 


CEO 06-5 -- April 26, 2006 Would a city commissioner be 
presented with a voting conflict 
regarding measures affecting a 
company which has seasonally 
employed him, where the votes occur 
when he is not employed by the 
company? 


A city commissioner seasonally employed in a company's 
horsetrack operations is not subject to the voting conflicts 
law regarding city commission votes/measures affecting 
a development proposed by the company, where the 
votes/measures are considered at times outside his 
seasonal employment. The voting conflicts law addresses 
present (not past or future) employment.  


CEO 05-2 -- February 1, 2005 Would a village advisory committee 
member who operates a mobile home 
park be presented with a voting conflict 
regarding a measure to recommend that 
the village council change zoning 
requirements for the village's mobile 
home district, where the member's park 
is not located in the district? 


A workforce/affordable housing committee member 
would not be presented with a voting conflict under 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, regarding various 
mobile home park issues, where she operates a mobile 
home park. Any gain or loss resulting to the member or 
her relatives would be remote and speculative or would 
not be special. 


CEO 05-3 – March 15, 2005 Is a voting conflict of interest created 
where a county commissioner votes on 
matters involving a proposed road and a 
large commercial development where 
the commissioner and relatives own 
property in the same general vicinity of 
the proposed road and development? 


A county commissioner would not be presented with a 
voting conflict under Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
regarding a proposed new road and a developer's plan to 
develop a large tract of land he owns adjacent to the road, 
where she and family members own property in the same 
general vicinity.  None of the property owned by the 
commissioner and her family members is adjacent to the 
developer's property or the proposed roadway.  Any 
possibility of gain from the measures would be remote 
and speculative, and any actual gain would not be 
"special" within the meaning of the voting conflicts law. 


CEO 05-17 -- December 7, 2005  Would a member of an airport 
authority be presented with a voting 
conflict regarding a measure to allow a 
developer to build a road through 
authority property? 


 


An airport authority member would not be presented with 
a voting conflict regarding a measure to allow a 
developer to build a road through authority property 
resulting in an extension of an existing road alongside 
property of a business owned by the member and her 
husband, where the business has existing road frontage, 
where its products are sold to the particular described 
clientele and not to the general public, and where its 
property is restricted to uses that would not benefit from 
increased traffic.  Under the circumstances, any gain or 
loss to the business from the new road would be remote 
and speculative.  


CEO 03-13 -- September 9, 2003 Is a corporation which wholly owns a 
corporation which wholly owns another 
corporation which employs a city 
council member a "parent organization 
of a corporate principal" by whom the 
member is retained for purposes of 
Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, thus requiring the member's 
abstention from voting and other 
compliance with the statute regarding 
measures inuring to the special private 
gain or loss of the corporation? 


A voting conflict of interest would be created under 
Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, were a city 
council member to vote on measures concerning 
expansion of a medical center owned by a corporation 
that is owned by another corporation which owns yet 
another corporation which owns still another corporation 
which employs the member.  Expansion of the medical 
center would inure to the special private gain or loss of 
the corporation which owns the medical center and to the 
special private gain or loss of its parent organization, 
which also is the parent organization of a corporate 
principal (employer) by whom the member is retained 
(employed). 


CEO 01-17 -- September 11, 2001 Are members of an 
educational/networking forum 
organized as a nonprofit corporation 
"business associates" of a county 
commissioner who also is a member of 
the forum, such that the commissioner 


A county commissioner who also is a member of an 
educational/networking forum organized as a nonprofit 
corporation is not subject to the voting conflicts law 
codified at Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, 
regarding measures inuring to the special private gain or 
loss of other members of the forum.  By virtue of forum 
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is required to abstain from voting and 
otherwise comply with the voting 
conflicts law [Section 112.3143(3)(a), 
Florida Statutes] regarding county 
commission measures inuring to the 
special private gain or loss of the other 
members? 


membership, the other members are not "business 
associates" of the commissioner. 


CEO 01-8 -- June 12, 2001 Would measures related to the siting of 
a governmental center on a tract of land 
which is adjacent to a parcel of land 
owned by a member of the Village 
Council inure to the special gain or loss 
of the Village Council member, thereby 
precluding him from voting on such 
measures pursuant to Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes? 


A Village Council member may be prohibited by Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, from voting on the 
siting of a governmental center on a tract of land adjacent 
to which the Village Council member owns 
property.  Because of the size of the Council member's 
adjoining parcel of land and the fact that it remains 
essentially undeveloped, it appears that any benefit 
inuring to the Village Council member as a result of the 
vote of  the siting of the governmental center would not 
be remote or speculative.  There are circumstances 
present here which are unique to the Village Council 
member and to his adjoining property by which he could 
stand to gain or lose more than any of the other owners of 
property in the vicinity of the proposed governmental 
center by the Council's voting on the siting of the 
governmental center. 


CEO 94-13 -- March 10, 1994 Would Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, prohibit a city councilman 
from voting on a measure to rezone 
property, where the property is near a 
business with which he is involved, his 
residential property, and a school 
attended by his child? 


Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, does not 
prohibit a city councilman from voting on a measure to 
rezone property to allow for a shopping center where the 
property is located near a business with which the 
councilman, his relative, or his business associate is 
involved, near the councilman's residential property, and 
near a school attended by the councilman's child.    Any 
possibility of gain from the measure would be remote and 
speculative, and any actual gain would not be "special" 
within the meaning of the voting conflicts law.  


CEO 94-10 -- March 10, 1994 Would a prohibited conflict of interest 
be created were a county 
commissioner's insurance client to do 
business with the county? 


A prohibited conflict of interest would be 
created under Section 112.313(7)(a), Florida 
Statutes, absent the applicability of an 
exemption under Section 112.313(12), Florida 
Statutes, were businesses which are insurance 
clients of a county commissioner's insurance 
agency to contract with the county commission 
to provide goods or services to the 
county.  Under the facts of this opinion, the 
commissioner would hold a contractual 
relationship with business entities doing 
business with his agency. 
  
In addition, the commissioner would be 
prohibited from voting and be subject to the 
other requirements of Section 112.3143(3)(a), 
Florida Statutes, regarding measures that would 
inure to the special private gain of insurance 
clients or of persons with whom the 
commissioner jointly owns an office 
building.  His insurance clients would constitute 
"principals by whom he is retained" and co-
owners of an office building would come within 
the definition of "business associate." 


CEO 93-4 -- March 11, 1993 Are you, a city commissioner, 
prohibited by Section 112.3143(3), 
Florida Statutes, from voting on rent 


No voting conflict of interest is created where a 
city commissioner votes to increase the rent at a 
city-owned mobile home park located across the 
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increases for a mobile home park 
owned by the city located near a 
proposed recreational vehicle park 
owned by you? 


street from property owned by the commissioner 
which he proposes to develop into an r.v. 
park.  Inasmuch as the commissioner's property 
has not yet been developed for r.v. use, it is 
remote and speculative to assume that by raising 
the rent at the city-owned park he would be able 
to justify charging a higher rent at his r.v. park. 


CEO 93-7 -- April 22, 1993 Are you, a city commissioner, 
prohibited from voting by Section 
112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, on rent 
increases for a mobile home park 
owned by the city when you are also the 
owner of a mobile home park and may 
be able to justify raising rents at your 
park if the City raises theirs? 


No voting conflict of interest is created where a 
city commissioner votes to increase the rent at a 
city-owned mobile home park located 
approximately four miles from a mobile home 
park owned by the commissioner.  It is remote 
and speculative to assume that by raising the 
rent at the city-owned park he would be able to 
justify charging a higher rent at his park, which 
is much smaller and has no amenities. 


CEO 93-21 -- July 15, 1993 Is a city planning and zoning 
commissioner prohibited by Sections 
112.3143(3) and 112.3143(4), Florida 
Statutes, from voting and participating 
on a developer's special zoning 
exception request to change the 
designated uses on two lots a city block 
apart from lots owned by the 
commissioner and her husband from 
Riverfront District to Multi-family 
Residential? 


A city planning and zoning commissioner is not 
prohibited by Sections 112.3143(3) and 
112.3143(4), Florida Statutes, from voting and 
participating on a developer's special exception 
request to change the designated uses of two lots 
located a city block apart from lots owned by the 
commissioner and her husband, because there is 
no indication that she would be voting on a 
measure that inured either to her or to her 
husband's special private gain.  Any benefit to 
the property would be too remote and 
speculative to constitute special gain. 


CEO 91-16 -- March 7, 1991 Are you, a member of a city council, 
prohibited by Section 112.3143(3), 
Florida Statutes, from voting on matters 
concerning a road project, when one of 
the configurations being considered will 
not directly affect property owned by 
you, but may increase property values 
in the area? 


A city council member is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, from 
voting on the alignment of proposed road 
project, where the member owns property in the 
area and would not be directly affected by the 
configuration of roads.  Although property 
values  in the area may increase as a result of the 
project, any gain resulting from the project 
would be too remote and speculative to 
constitute "special private gain" requiring the 
council member to abstain from voting. 


CEO 90-71 -- October 19, 1990 Are you, a town commissioner, 
prohibited from voting on various 
issues relating to a dredging and 
improvement project which would 
benefit the neighborhood in which you 
reside, where the cost of the project 
would be assessed against you and the 
other owners of property in the area? 


A town commissioner is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, from 
voting on a dredging and improvement project 
which would benefit property in which he owns 
an interest, where the cost of the project would 
be assessed against the owners of property in the 
area.  The commissioner jointly owns with his 
spouse one of 83 parcels which would be 
affected by the assessment.  Therefore, the 
measures under consideration would not inure to 
the special private gain of the Commissioner. 


CEO 90-46 -- June 14, 1990 Would a prohibited conflict of interest 
or a voting conflict be created were 
you, a City Councilman, to be retained 
by a company doing business with 
companies doing business with the 
City? 


No prohibited conflict of interest would be 
created under Section 112.313(7), Florida 
Statutes, were a city council member to be 
retained by a real estate firm, a principal of 
which is personally retained by a company 
owning a proposed landfill site, and by a waste 
management company seeking approval to 
construct a landfill.  In addition, no voting 
conflict of interest would be created under 







6  
 
NOTE:  Please visit the Florida Commission on Ethics at ethics.state.fl.us for a full view of the cases cited and for addi�onal informa�on regarding 
Florida’s Code of Ethics. 
 


Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, were the 
council member to vote to waive certain 
requirements in the city's purchasing code to 
accelerate the landfill siting process.  Under the 
circumstances, the vote would not personally 
benefit the council member or the firm which 
retains him.  Also, the vote may be preliminary 
or procedural in its effect on the companies 
involved rather than representing any special 
private gain.  Whether other votes involving the 
companies retaining the president of the council 
member's employing company would create 
voting conflicts would depend on the measure 
considered and whether it would inure to the 
special private gain of the firm employing the 
council member rather than benefiting the 
president of the firm personally. 


CEO 89-32 -- July 27, 1989 Are you, a city commissioner, 
prohibited from voting on a measure 
which could re-configure, decrease, or 
re-align available parking spaces, or to 
improve the public right of way on 
which the spaces are located by 
landscaping and repaving, when the 
parking spaces may be used by 
customers of your nearby restaurant? 


A city commissioner is not prohibited by Section 
112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, from voting on a 
measure concerning the re-alignment or 
reconfiguring of the number of parking spaces 
in or landscaping and repaving of a public right 
of way, when customers of the commissioner's 
nearby restaurant sometimes use the available 
parking in the right of way.  He would be 
prohibited from voting on a measure involving 
a decrease in available parking.  


CEO 88-51 -- July 28, 1988 Would a prohibited conflict of interest 
be created were you, a county 
commissioner, to sell land to the county 
for use as a landfill? 


Under Section 112.313(3), Florida Statutes, a 
county commissioner is prohibited from acting 
in a private capacity to sell any realty to the 
county. However, certain exemptions to this 
prohibition have been created in Section 
112.313(12), Florida Statutes. Under the 
circumstances presented, the exemption for 
sealed competitive bidding contained in Section 
112.313(12)(b) would not be applicable as the 
county commissioner participated in 
determining the bid specifications. However, the 
exemption for a sole source of supply contained 
in Section 112.313(12)(e) could be applicable 
where the county sought bids for landfill 
property once, receiving no eligible bids, if the 
county sought bids a second time, the 
commissioner submits a bid to sell his property 
to the county, and his bid is the only one which 
meets the necessary criteria for use as a landfill. 
Alternatively, as noted in CEO's 76-7 and 78-8, 
the county could condemn the commissioner's 
property through eminent domain proceedings. 
The commissioner should abstain from voting 
and follow the requirements of Section 
112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, if his property is 
under consideration for purchase or 
condemnation. 


  
 



https://ethics.state.fl.us/Documents/Opinions/76/CEO%2076-007.htm

https://ethics.state.fl.us/Documents/Opinions/78/CEO%2078-008.htm
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CEO 88-31 -- April 28, 1988 Are you, a city council member, 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on the annexation 
of property which adjoins property in 
which you own an interest? 


A city council member is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting 
on the annexation of property which adjoins 
property in which she owns an interest. Any gain 
or loss resulting from the annexation of the 
property would be too remote and speculative to 
constitute "special private gain" requiring the 
council member to abstain from voting. 


CEO 88-27 -- April 28, 1988 Is a city commissioner prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on the rezoning of property 
where his employer has contracted to 
purchase the property contingent upon 
its receiving a particular zoning 
designation from the city? 


A city commissioner is prohibited by Section 112.3143, 
Florida Statutes, from voting on the rezoning of property 
where the company which employs him has entered into 
a contract to purchase the property contingent upon 
rezoning. A commissioner who is employed by a wholly- 
owned subsidiary of that company which operates on the 
premises of the parent company and which receives 40 
percent to 50 percent of its business from the parent 
company also would be prohibited from voting on the 
zoning amendment. However, another commissioner who 
is a building contractor would not be prohibited from 
voting on the rezoning of the property, where he probably 
would be the building contractor for construction on the 
property if rezoning is denied and if another group of 
purchasers is able to buy the property from the existing 
owner. 


CEO 87-95 -- December 10, 1987 Is a member of an expressway authority 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on the corridor of 
a proposed 11 mile long expressway 
where the member owns a 10 percent 
interest in a 30 acre parcel of land and 
where either the parcel would be 
located close to the right-of-way of the 
expressway or a portion of the parcel 
would be required to be taken for the 
right-of-way? 


An expressway authority member is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting on the 
corridor of a proposed 11 mile long expressway, where 
the member owns a 10 percent interest in a 30 acre parcel 
of land and where the parcel would be located close to 
the right-of-way of the expressway or a portion of the 
parcel would be required to be taken for the right-of-way. 
As the effect of the proposed corridor on the property is 
not clear and as construction of the expressway will 
require the acquisition of property from 650 owners, the 
proposed corridor cannot be said to inure to the "special" 
gain or loss of the authority member. 


CEO 86-44 -- June 19, 1986 Are you, a city council member, 
prohibited from voting by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, on a site 
plan for a shopping center to be located 
adjacent to the florist store which you 
own and operate? 


A city council member is not prohibited from voting by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, on a site plan for a 
shopping center to be located adjacent to the florist store 
which he owns and operates, where any parking spaces 
or land lost because of the nature of the final plan would 
be replaced and where any impact the proposed mall 
would have on the florist business in the future is remote 
and speculative. 


CEO 85-5 -- January 24, 1985 Are you, a town commission and 
zoning board member, prohibited from 
voting on the rezoning of a mobile 
home park, where you reside in the park 
and work for an owner of the park as 
park director? 


A town commissioner and zoning board 
member is prohibited by Section 112.3143, 
Florida Statutes (Supp. 1984), from voting on 
the rezoning of a mobile home park, where the 
commissioner is employed by an owner of the 
park as park director. However, the 
commissioner would not be prohibited from 
voting on the matter because of residing in the 
park, as the rezoning would affect all park 
residents, who comprise approximately 90% of 
the town's population. 


CEO 85-17 -- March 6, 1985 Are a city mayor and a city 
commissioner prohibited by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting 
on a petition for annexation of property 


The city mayor and a city commissioner are 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes 
(Supp. 1984), from voting on a petition for 
annexation of property owned by the developer 
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owned by the developer who employs 
them? 


who employs them. Here, it appears that the 
annexation petition would inure to the special 
gain of the developer. 


CEO 85-46 -- July 11, 198 Is a city commissioner prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on a petition for annexation 
of property, where the developer which 
employs the commissioner has sold the 
property but retains a mortgage on the 
property? 


A city commissioner is not prohibited by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting on a 
petition for annexation of property, where the 
developer which employs the commissioner has 
sold the property but retains a mortgage on the 
property and in addition owns adjoining 
property. Under the circumstances presented, 
any gain or loss derived by the commissioner's 
employer from the annexation would be too 
remote and speculative to "inure to the special 
gain" of the employer. 


CEO 85-62 -- September 3, 1985 Are you, a city council member, 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on the rezoning of 
property within a redevelopment area, 
where a corporation in which you own 
an interest owns a parcel of land within 
the redevelopment area? 


A city council member is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting 
on an ordinance which would provide for site-
specific zoning for a redevelopment area, where 
the council member's corporation owns a one-
acre parcel of property within the several square 
miles included in the redevelopment area. Nor 
would the council member be prohibited from 
voting on all rezoning applications for property 
within the area, although he may be prohibited 
from voting on matters affecting property 
located near the corporation's property. 


CEO 85-77 -- October 24, 1985 Is a school board member who 
owns a retail clothing business 
near the site of a proposed 
school district administrative 
complex prohibited by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on matters 
relating to the use of the 
school district's property? 
  


 


A school board member who owns a retail 
clothing business near the site of a proposed 
school district administrative complex is not 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on matters relating to the 
use of the school district's property. Given the 
particular nature of the board member's business 
any gain or loss resulting from measures relating 
to the use of the school district's property would 
be too speculative and remote to constitute 
"special gain" requiring the board member to 
abstain from voting. 


CEO 85-87 -- November 26, 1985 Is a city council member who 
is a vice president of a bank 
prohibited by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on the sale and 
redevelopment of property 
located one block from the 
main office of the bank? 


A city council member who is a vice president 
of a bank is not prohibited by Section 112.3143, 
Florida Statutes, from voting on the sale and 
redevelopment of property located one block 
from the main office of the bank. Under the 
circumstances presented, any gain or loss 
resulting to the bank from the redevelopment 
project would be too speculative and remote to 
conclude that the bank would receive any 
"special" gain as a result of the redevelopment 
project. 


CEO 84-80 -- August 9, 1984 
 


Would a voting conflict of interest be 
created were you, a member of a city-
county planning commission, to vote on 
a down-zoning proposal encompassing 
the neighborhood in which you reside, 
where the proposal was prepared by a 
neighborhood association of which you 
are a member? 


No voting conflict of interest would be created 
under Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, were 
a member of a city-county planning commission 
to vote on a down-zoning proposal 
encompassing the neighborhood in which he 
resides, when the proposal was prepared by a 
neighborhood association of which he is a 
member. The down-zoning proposal would not 
inure to his special private gain, or to the special 
gain of any principal by whom he is retained.  
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CEO 85-90 -- December 11, 1985 Is a county commissioner who owns an 
interest in property upon which is 
located an eagle's nest prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on a proposed ordinance 
which would protect eagle habitats by 
restricting development activities 
within a specified radius from their 
nests? 


A county commissioner who owns an interest in 
property upon which is located an eagle's nest is 
not prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on a proposed ordinance 
which would protect eagle habitats by restricting 
development activities within a specified radius 
from their nests. Here, there are 16 parcels of 
property within the county upon which eagle 
nests are located, and the proposed ordinance 
would be generally applicable to all property 
within the county. Therefore, the proposed 
ordinance would not inure to the "special" gain 
of the county commissioner. However, were the 
county commission to vote on the application of 
the ordinance to the commissioner's property, 
Section 112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, would 
apply, and the commissioner would be required 
to abstain and to follow the disclosure 
requirements of that provision. 


CEO 83-50 -- July 28, 1983 Was a voting conflict of interest created 
where a metropolitan planning 
organization member voted to amend a 
motion concerning the scheduling of 
the extension of a road, where part of 
property owned by him would have to 
be acquired as right-of-way for the 
proposed road? 


No voting conflict of interest was created where 
a metropolitan planning organization member 
voted to amend a motion concerning the 
scheduling of the extension of a road, where part 
of property owned by him would have to be 
acquired as right-of-way for the proposed road. 
Under the circumstances, the motion was 
preliminary in nature and did not inure to his 
gain. Nor was a voting conflict of interest 
created where the member voted on a motion 
regarding acceleration of design and production 
efforts for the planned extension of the road, 
where the effect of the motion was neither to 
alter the priorities for expending funds already 
available nor to speed up the right-of-way 
acquisition for the project. 


CEO 79-31 -- May 17, 1979 Does a voting conflict of interest exist 
when a planning commission member 
votes on a rezoning measure requested 
by a person with whom he occasionally 
subcontracts? 


Section 112.3143, F. S. 1977, requires a public 
officer to file a memorandum of voting conflict 
when he has voted upon a measure in which he 
has a personal, private, or professional interest 
and which inures to his special private gain or 
the special gain of any principal by whom he is 
retained. When a planning commission member 
votes on a rezoning measure requested by a 
person with whom he occasionally subcontracts, 
such disclosure is not required because the 
zoning change would not have inured to the 
commissioner's special private gain or that of a 
principal by whom he was retained, as there was 
no contract between the commissioner and the 
subcontractor at the time of the vote. Even if 
there had been such a contract at the time of the 
vote, the commission member, as a general 
contractor, would not have been retained as an 
agent by the subcontractor. However, the 
planning commission member was justified in 
abstaining from voting on the request for 
consideration, in light of his anticipation of 
using the subcontractor's services in the future. 


CEO 77-61 -- April 21, 1977 Is a voting conflict of interest requiring 
disclosure constituted where I, a 


Although a public officer may not be prohibited 
from voting on any matter, where he elects to 
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member of a local expressway 
authority, am majority stockholder in a 
corporation owning property which 
would be condemned were two of 
several route alternatives to be adopted 
by the authority? 


vote on a measure in which he has a personal, 
private, or professional interest which inures to 
his special private gain, he is required to disclose 
such conflict via the filing of a Memorandum of 
Voting Conflict. Section 112.3143, F. S. 1975. A 
member of a local expressway authority who is 
majority stockholder in a corporation owning 
property which would be condemned were two 
of several route alternatives to be adopted by the 
authority has a professional interest in the 
measure which stands to be affected by the 
outcome of the vote. Accordingly, were the 
expressway authority member to exercise his 
right to vote on the measure, he would have a 
voting conflict of interest requiring disclosure 
on CE Form 4, Memorandum of Voting 
Conflict. 


 








PRIORITY FDOT ITEM # AGENCY FACILITY AREA FROM TO ACTIVITY PROJECT PHASE COST YEAR REASON FOR CHANGE


1A 257165 5 FDOT         US 41 (SR 45)  Citrus N of N Sportsman Pt E of Arlington St Add 2 lanes (existing 2) Construction Winter 2027 Per FDOT, Project Moved to 
Production ‐ Fully Funded


257165‐2 FDOT


    257165‐6 FDOT         US 41 (SR 45)  Citrus E Arlington St E Louisiana Lane Add 2 lanes (existing 2)
Design 45% complete, 


ROW underway


    257165‐7 FDOT         US 41 (SR 45)  Citrus E Louisiana Lane S of CR 486 Add 2 lanes (existing 2) Design 45% complete 
    257165‐8 FDOT         US 41 (SR 45)  Citrus CR 486 N of SR 200 Add 2 lanes (existing 2) Design 45% complete 
257298 FDOT
257298 3         CR 578 (County Line Road) Hern East of East Rd Springtime St Add 2 lanes (existing 2)    
257298 4          CR 578 (County Line Road) Hern East of Mariner Blvd W of the Suncoast Parkway Add 2 lanes (existing 2)        


3 FDOT SR 200 (N Carl G. Rose Hwy) Citrus US 41 Marion County Line Add 2 lanes (existing 2)    


4 452924‐1 FDOT US 41/SR 50A One Way Pairs Hern W. of Mildred Avenue US 41/SR 50A Intersection Complete Streets
Per FDOT, Project Moved to 
Production ‐ Fully Funded, PE 
is FY2024 and CST is FY2027.


6 4 US 41 at Lake Lindsey Rd Hern Roundabout


5 FDOT
US 41/SR 45 (Broad Street) at CR 576 
(Ayers Rd)


Hern
Intersection 
Improvement/add a turn 
lane


New Project


5 6 FDOT CR 491 (N. Lecanto Hwy.) Citrus W. Pine Ridge Blvd. SR 200 Add 2 lanes (existing 2)    


7 FDOT
US 41/SR 45 (Florida Avenue) at CR 491 (N 
Lecanto Highway)


Citrus CR 491
Northbound US41 and 
Southbound US 41


Left Turn Lanes from 
CR491 to NB US41 & SB 
US41


New Project


7  8 FDOT Cardinal St Citrus US 19 CR 491 Add 2 lanes (existing 2)
8 9 FDOT US 41 (SR 45)  Hern Spring Hill Dr. Powell Rd. Add 2 lanes (existing 4)      
9 10 405822 5 FDOT US 19 (SR 55)/US 98 Citrus Cardinal Street Green Acres Add 2 lanes (existing 4)        


10 11 257299 FDOT CR 485 (Cobb Rd)/SR 50 (Project is phased 
below in segments for funding.)


Hern SR 50 N of Fort Dade
4‐lane or 3‐lane cross 
section


10a 257299‐3         CR 485 (Cobb Rd) Hern SR 50/50A/Cortez Blvd
Brooksville Water Reclamation 
Dr


Add 2 lanes (existing 2)


10b         CR 485 (Cobb Rd) Hern Brooksville Water Reclamation Dr Yontz Rd Add 2 lanes (existing 2)
10c         CR 485 (Cobb Rd) Hern Yontz Rd US 98 (Ponce de Leon Blvd) Add 2 lanes (existing 2)
13 12 FDOT US 41 @ North Citrus Springs Blvd. Citrus Intersection Roundabout
14 13 FDOT CR 490 (Homosassa Trail) Citrus US 19 (SR 55)/US 98 SR 44 (W. Gulf to Lake Hwy.) Add 2 lanes (existing 2)
15 14 FDOT Croft Ave. Citrus SR 44 (E. Gulf to Lake Hwy.) E. Hayes St. Add 2 lanes (existing 2)        
16 15 FDOT Rock Crusher Road Citrus CR 490 SR 44 Add 2 lanes (existing 2)
17 16 FDOT Venable St. / Crystal Oaks Dr. Citrus US 19  SR 44 Add 2 lanes (existing 2)
18 17 FDOT CR 490A (W. Grover Cleveland Blvd.) Citrus US 19 (SR 55)/US 98 CR 491 (S. Lecanto Hwy.) Add 2 lanes (existing 2)      


2


US 41 (SR 45) from E Arlington Street St to N of SR 200 (Divided into 257165‐6, 257165‐7, 257165‐8) Project is phased below in segments for funding purposes.


CR 578 (County Line Road) from  E of East Rd to W of Suncoast Parkway (Divided into 257298‐3 and 257298‐4)


1B 1
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Line # PRIORITY FDOT ITEM # AGENCY FACILITY AREA FROM TO ACTIVITY
PROJECT 
PHASE


COST YEAR


1 Production 442764 1 FTE Suncoast Parkway II (SR 589) Citrus SR 44 CR 486 New 4 lane Toll Road CONST $102,499,431  UNDERWAY


2 Production 405822 3 FDOT US 19 (SR 55) / US 98 Citrus W. Jump Ct. W. Fort Island Trail Add 2 lanes (existing 4) CONST $37,962,912  UNDERWAY


3 Production 416733 2 FDOT SR 50 Bypass Hern CR 485 (Cobb Rd.) W. of Buck Hope Road Add 2 lanes (existing 4) CONST $11,192,916  UNDERWAY


4 Production 416735 1 FDOT SR 50 Bypass Hern W. of Buck Hope Road Jefferson Street (50A) Add 2 lanes (existing 4) CONST $41,323,243  UNDERWAY


5 Production 442835 1 FDOT SR 50 (Cortez Blvd.)   Hern US 301 / SR 35 (Treiman Blvd.) Hernando/Sumter Co. Line Add 2 lanes (existing 2) CONST $54,317,918  UNDERWAY


6 Production 257165‐3 FDOT         US 41 (SR 45)  Citrus SR 44
S of Withlacoochee Trail 
Bridge


Add 2 lanes (existing 2) CONST $14,985,303  UNDERWAY


7 Production 257165‐4 FDOT         US 41 (SR 45)  Citrus S. of Withlacoochee Trail Bridge  N of Sportsman Pt Add 2 lanes (existing 2) CONST $21,511,308  Summer 2025


8 Production 447536 3 FDOT US 301 Hern Pasco County Line SR 50/Cortez Blvd
PE to Add 2 lanes 
(existing 2)


CONST UNDERWAY


9 Production 257165‐5 FDOT US 41 (SR 45) Citrus N of N Sportsman Pt E of Arlington St Add 2 lanes (existing 2) CONST Winter 2027
10 Production 452924‐1 FDOT US 41/SR 50A One Way Pairs Hern W. of Mildred Avenue US 41/SR 50A Intersection Complete Streets CONST 2027


Updated 3‐25‐2024
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Priority FPN / Resp. Agency Project/Corridor  From To Area Project Type Project Phase/Year
1 443358 1/FDOT Withlacoochee State Trail (WST) – 


Rehabilitation  
Hernando / Citrus County Line Citrus / Marion County Line Citrus County TA RRR  2021


   1d    Section d (6.38 Miles) Citrus / Hernando County Border Floral City Citrus County TA RRR 2021


   1e    Section e (6.97 Miles) Floral City North Apopka Ave. Citrus County TA RRR 2021
   1f    Section f (5.07 Miles) North Apopka Ave. Norvell Bryant Hwy. Citrus County TA RRR 2021
   1g    Section g (5.05 Miles) Norvell Bryant Hwy. CR 491 Citrus County (City 


of Inverness)
TA RRR 2021


   1 h    Section h (5.34 Miles) CR 491 SR 200 Citrus County TA RRR 2021
2 N Independence Hwy‐PS/Sidewalk E Gulf to Lake Hwy (SR 44) N Florida Ave (US 41) Citrus County TA No application
3   Sunshine Grove Rd. ‐ Sidewalk Ken Austin Pkwy. Hexam Rd. Hernando County TA Application Submitted


4   Three Sisters Springs Connector ‐ Multi‐Use 
Trail 


US 19 / Kings Bay Drive 486 Trail Citrus County 
(Crystal River)


TBD Application Submitted


5   California St. / Powell Rd. ‐ Sidewalk  Spring Hill Dr. / California St. Powell Rd./Rowan Rd.  Hernando County TA Application Submitted


6   Cobblestone Dr. ‐ Sidewalk Pinehurst Dr. County Line Rd. Hernando County TA Application Submitted


7   Sugarmill Woods ‐ Multi‐Use Trail along US 98 Oak Village Blvd. Trailhead / Parking lot near the 
Suncoast Parkway II


Citrus County TA No Application


8   W. Linden Dr. ‐ Sidewalk Spring Hill Dr. Mariner Blvd. Hernando County TA Application Submitted


9   Rock Crusher Sidewalk W. Homosassa Trail (CR490) W. Gulf to Bay Hwy (SR44) Citrus County TA No Application
10   Amero Ln. ‐ Sidewalk Coronado Dr. Anderson Snow Rd. Hernando County TA Application Submitted


11   E. Vine St.& E. Gospel Is. Rd.‐ Sidewalk N. Apopka Ave. W. Gulf to Lake Hwy (SR 44) Citrus County TA No Application


12   Nightwalker Rd. ‐ Sidewalk Cortez Blvd. (SR 50) Madrid Rd. Hernando County TA Application Submitted


13 W. Cardinal St. ‐ Sidewalk US 19 (S. Suncoast Blvd.) S. Lecanto Hwy (CR 491) Citrus County TA No Application
14   Good Neighbor Trail (GNT) ‐ Rehabilitation Jefferson St. Jasmine St. Hernando County TA Application Submitted


15   US 19 Trailhead & Crossing Crosstown Trail at US 19 ‐ (In City of 
Crystal River)


  Citrus County 
(Crystal River)


TA No Application


16   Withlacoochee State Trail (WST) – 
Reconstruction


Pasco/Hernando County Line Citrus/Hernando County Line Hernando County TBD No Application


  16a      Section a (3.15 Miles) Pasco/Hernando Border SR 50 Hernando County TBD No Application
  16b    Section b (5.15 Miles) SR 50  Croom Rd. Hernando County TBD No Application
  16c    Section c (5.90 Miles) Croom Rd. Hernando/Citrus Border Hernando County TBD No Application
17   South Apopka Connector ‐ Phase I Dampier St. Highland Blvd. Citrus County (City 


of Inverness)
TA No Application


18   Suncoast Trail/U.S. 98 ‐ Trailhead/Restroom Suncoast Trail/US 98   Hernando County TA No Application
19   W. Halls River Rd. (CR 490A) ‐ Sidewalk S. Riverview Circle US 19 (S. Suncoast Blvd.) Citrus County TA No Application
20   Spring Hill Dr. ‐ Sidewalk US 19 Ken Lake Ave. Hernando County TA No Application
21   Eden Dr. Connector/Sidewalk WST Martinis Dr. Citrus County (City 


of Inverness)
TA No Application
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22   Spring Hill Dr. ‐ Sidewalk Spring Park Way  US 41 Hernando County TA Application Submitted


23   Forest Dr. Sidewalk W. Main St. (SR44) Independence Hwy. Citrus County TA No Application
24   Turner Camp Rd./Ella Ave. ‐ PS/Sidewalk US 41 Inverness MS Citrus County TA No Application


25   Citrus Springs Blvd. ‐ Bicycle Lane/PS Dunklin Blvd. W. Deltona Blvd. Citrus County TA No Application
26   Suncoast Trail (SCT) – Rehabilitation County Line Road US 98 Hernando County TA Application Submitted


   26a Section a County Line Road Spring Hill Drive Hernando County TBD Application Submitted


   26b Section b Spring Hill Drive SR 50 Hernando County TBD Application Submitted


   26c Section c SR 50 US 98 Hernando County TBD Application Submitted


   26d Section d Centralia Rd. US 98 Hernando County TBD Application Submitted


27   Elkcam Blvd. ‐ Bicycle Lane/PS Pine Ridge Blvd N Citrus Springs Blvd. Citrus County TA No Application
28   Pine Ridge Blvd. ‐ Multiuse Trail   CR 486 CR 491 Citrus County TA No Application
29   South Apopka Connector ‐ Phase II Highland Blvd. E Anna Jo Dr. Citrus County (City 


of Inverness)
TA No Application


30   Mossy Oak Sidewalk US 41 and Eden Dr. WST Citrus County TA No Application
31   Sugarmill Woods Bicycle Lane along:     Citrus County TA No Application
   31a   Section a. W. Oak Park Blvd. Shoppes at Sugarmill Woods Corkwood Blvd. Citrus County TA No Application
   31b Section b. Cypress Blvd. E W. Oak Park Blvd. Cypress Circle E Citrus County TA No Application
32   W. Miss Maggie Dr. (CR 480) ‐ Sidewalk/PS Chassahowitzka River Campground US 19 (S. Suncoast Blvd.) Citrus County TA ROW issues


33   North Ave. ‐ Sidewalk Howell Ave. Zoller St.  Hernando County 
(City of Brooksville)


TA ROW issues


34 Kass Circle Improvements Kass Circle   Hernando County TA Under Review
35a   Shelter/Restroom Amenities Cardinal Boulevard Trailhead Citrus County TA
35b   Shelter/Restroom Amenities SR 44 @ Suncoast Parkway Citrus County TA
36   Ft. Island Trail ‐ Multi‐Use Trail Gulf of Mexico Three Sisters Trail Citrus County 


(Crystal River)
TBD Consultant Study Complete 


/ ETDM
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Line # Priority FPN / Resp. Agency Project/Corridor  From To Area Project Type Project Phase/Year Disposition


1 Production 437264 2/FDOT GNT GAP Connector  SR 50/Cortez Blvd GNT Hernando County 
(City of Brooksville)


TA CST 2022


2 Production 439509 1/FDOT Deltona Blvd Sidewalks Elgin Blvd SR 50 Hernando County TA CST 2022 Completed


3 Production 433714 1/FDOT E Linden Dr Coronado Dr Spring Hill Dr Hernando County TA CST 2021 Completed


4 2 Production 437484 1/FDOT W. Landover Blvd. Northcliffe Blvd. Elgin Blvd. Hernando County TA CST 2023


5 Production 439508 1/FDOT Elgin Blvd – sidewalk Deltona Blvd Mariner Blvd Hernando County TA CST 2022 Completed


6 3 Production 438651 1/FDOT S Linden Dr. ‐ Sidewalk County Line Rd. Spring Hill Dr. Hernando County TA CST 2024


7 Production 437514 2/FDOT US 19/SR 55/S. Suncoast Blvd. ‐ Multi‐Use Trail Hernando/Citrus County Line W. Green Acres St. Citrus County 
(Crystal River)


RRR CST 2021 Completed


8 4 Production 441107 1/FDOT Eastside Elementary – Sidewalk, Raley Rd US 98/SR 50/Cortez Blvd Roper Road Hernando County SRTS CST 2024


9 Production 439698 1/FDOT Forest Ridge Elementary – Ph I Sidewalk W Norvell Bryant Hwy (CR 486) W Lake Beverly Dr Citrus County SRTS CST 2021 Completed


10 5 Production 441103 1/FDOT Freeport Dr Deltona Blvd  Northcliffe Blvd Hernando County SRTS CST 2024


6 Production 441105‐1 Forest Ridge Elementary Ph 2 Sidewalk W Lake Beverly Dr  W Colbert Ct Citrus County SRTS PE 2024, CST 2026 New to List
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PRIORITY FDOT ITEM # AGENCY FACILITY AREA FROM TO ACTIVITY PROJECT PHASE COST YEAR


Hernando/Citrus MPO List of Priority Projects ‐ Congestion Management


MPO Board ‐ April 4, 2024
Projects Awaiting Prioritization


Draft
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Preliminary Revenue Forecast
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Preliminary Revenue Forecast


• Satisfies the federal requirement for a fiscally constrained LRTP*


• Identifies Limits of Cost Feasible Plan


• Updated every 5 years (snapshot in time)


• Separates revenue by use: 
• Capital


• Operations and Maintenance (O&M)


*23 CFR § 450.324(f)(11)
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Preliminary Revenue Forecast


• Federal and State Revenues (Used for roadway: 100% Capital)


• Included in 2050 Revenue Forecast developed by FDOT


• Local Revenues


• Developed using resources from the Offices of Management and Budget and 


the Office of Economic and Demographic Research (EDR)


*Office of Economic and Demographic Research


Two Revenue Categories:
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Federal/State Revenue Estimates* 


*As provided by FDOT District 7


Total Projected Revenues 
(2030-2050)Revenue Source


Capacity


$29,940,000Other Roads (Non-SIS, Non-SHS)


$103,260,000State Highway System - Non-SIS


$68,930,000Surface Transportation Block Grant (Any Area)


$87,790,000Surface Transportation Block Grant (Citrus only)


$76,280,000Surface Transportation Block Grant (Hernando only)


$14,170,000Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP)
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Federal/State Revenue Estimates* 
Total Projected Revenues 


(2030-2050)Revenue Source


Bicycle/Pedestrian


$11,100,000Carbon Reduction Program (Citrus only)


$8,580,000Carbon Reduction Program (Hernando only)


$10,500,000Transportation Alternative Set-Aside (Any Area)


$13,400,000Transportation Alternative Set-Aside (Citrus only)


$9,670,000Transportation Alternative Set-Aside (Hernando only)


*As provided by FDOT District 7
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Federal/State District Level Revenue Estimates* 


*As provided by FDOT District 7


Total Projected Revenues 
(2030-2050)Revenue Source


$5,494,750,000Resurfacing, Bridge and Operations & Maintenance


$317,730,000Highway Safety Improvement Program


$149,170,000Non-SIS Transit Discretionary Grants
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Preliminary Revenue Forecast


2045 vs. 2050 Comparison


Difference
Total Projected 


Revenues 
(2030-2050)


Total Projected 
Revenues 


(2025-2045)
Revenue Source


-$79,955,000$79,955,000SIS*


-$150,210,000$366,200,000$516,410,000Other Roads Construction & ROW 
(Non-SIS)*


-$8,630,000$14,170,000$22,800,000TRIP
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Preliminary Revenue Forecast


Revenue Estimates for Hernando County Transit
Total Projected Revenues (2030-2050)Revenue Source


$57,358,000Federal Operating


$9,296,000FDOT State Block Grant


$17,382,000Local Funds


$231,000Program Income


$3,455,000Farebox Revenues


$87,722,000Total Operating Funds


$72,687,000Total Capital Funds


$160,409,000Total
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Preliminary Revenue Forecast


Revenue Estimates for Citrus County Transit
Total Projected Revenues (2030-2050)Revenue Source


$24,770,000Federal Operating


$7,517,000FDOT State Block Grant


$9,733,000Other State Grants


$5,777,000Local Funds


$13,100,000Commission for TD Operation


$1,356,000Farebox Revenues


$62,253,000Total Operating Funds


$18,295,000Total Capital Funds


$80,548,000Total
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QUESTIONS ?
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Goals, Objectives, and Performance Measures
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Introduction


• Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA)
• Florida Transportation Plan
• Prior Planning Activities
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Exercise


One response… 1 to 2 words that should be considered as a Goal
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Exercise


One response… 1 to 2 words that should be considered as a Goal


Anything Missing?
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Federal Guidance


• Economic vitality
• Safety
• Security
• Accessibility & mobility
• Environment


• Integration & connectivity
• Efficient system management
• Preservation
• Resiliency & reliability
• Travel & tourism


Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA)
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State Guidance


Florida Transportation Plan


• Safety & security
• Infrastructure
• Connected & efficient 
• Transportation choices
• Economic 
• Community enhancement
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Local Emphasis
• Safety & security
• Quality places
• Social and environmental 


(benefits and impacts)
• Economic competitiveness
• Efficiency & reliability


Advocate for Citrus & Hernando 
Counties… Get projects done!


Goals, Objectives, & Performance Measures
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Performance Measures


• Two Level Approach
• Performance Measures with Performance Targets (Federal Only)


• PM 1 – Safety Performance
• PM 2 – Bridge and Pavement Condition
• PM 3 – System Performance (Travel Time Reliability)
• Transit Asset Management Plan
• Transit Safety
• Greenhouse Gas*


• Performance Indicators
• Plan Specific 
• Local Priorities
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QUESTIONS ?
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Sunshine Law, Public 
Record and Voting 


Conflicts 
Overview 


•Presented by:


•Hernando County’s Attorney Office


•Assistant County Attorney Victoria Anderson


•March 28, 2024







Section 286.011, 
Florida Statutes


There are three basic requirements of 
Sunshine Law:


(1) Meetings of public boards or commissions 
must be open to the public at all times


(2) Reasonable notice of such meetings must 
be given


(3) Minutes of the meetings must be taken, 
promptly recorded and open to public 
inspection







Scope of the Sunshine Law
Sunshine Law Applies to:


 Any meeting


 Between two or more members of the same board


 Ad hoc Committees created by a public entity that acts in advisory capacity to the public entity


 Private Organizations delegated authority to perform a government function or play integral role in the 
decision‐making process


 When discussing matters that may foreseeably come before that board


 Limited Exception: Committees created merely for the purpose of fact‐finding (no decision 
making)


“Meeting” Includes:


 County Commission meetings and workshops


 Telephone calls and text messages


 Emails and other written correspondence


 Informal discussions or deliberations







Public Records Law







Public Records
Section 119.07(1)(a), Florida Statutes


Every person who has custody 
of a public record shall permit 
the record to be inspected and 
copied by any person desiring 
to do so, at any reasonable 
time, under reasonable 
conditions, and under 
supervision by the custodian of 
the public records.







What is a Public Record?


Section 119.011(12), F.S., defines "public records" to include:


all documents, papers, letters, maps, books, tapes, 
photographs, films, sound recordings, data processing software, 
or other material, regardless of the physical form, 
characteristics, or means of transmission, made or received
pursuant to law or ordinance or in connection with the 
transaction of official business by any agency.







Voting 
Conflicts







Section 112.3143(3)(a), F.S.)


Requires no County, municipal, or other Local Public Officer 
(including members of Board appointed committees) shall 
vote in an official capacity upon any measure which would 
inure to the special private gain or loss of themselves, any 
principal or entity by whom they are retained, other than an 
agency as defined in 112.312(2), Fla. Stat., or to any 
relative or business associate. 







Voting Conflicts Rule


Local Elected or Appointed Officers may not vote on:
• Any measure which would inure to his or her special private gain or 


loss, or
• Any measure which a public officer knows would inure to the 


special private gain or loss of:
• A principal by whom he/she is retained
• A parent organization or subsidiary of a corporate principal by 


whom the officer is retained
• A relative
• A business associate


Section 112.3143(3)(a)







Important 
Terms


Who is a Principal?  


An employer, a client of a legal, accounting, insurance 
or other professional practice; or A corporation for 
which officer serves as a compensated director.


Who is a Relative? 


Father, mother, son, daughter, husband, wife, brother, 
sister, father-in-law, mother-in-law, son-in-law, or 
daughter-in-law.


What is a Business Associate? 


A person or entity who is carrying on a business 
enterprise with the public officer, regardless of the 
form of the business.







Special Private Gain or Loss -
Considerations


1. What is the size of the affected class?


2. Is the gain or loss remote or speculative?


3. Is this merely a preliminary or procedural measure?


See Section 112.3143(d), F.S.







If You Have a 
Voting 
Conflict, What 
Should You Do?


Local Elected or Appointed Officers 
must:


 (1) abstain from voting; 


 (2) disclose conflict orally prior to 
the vote; and 


 (3) file a memorandum (Form 8B) 
within 15 days.


 In addition, appointed local officers 
must publicly disclose the conflict 
before participating in discussion of 
the matter.







Additional 
Information


If you have more than one 
conflict on a particular vote, be 
sure to disclose them all on the 
Form 8B


Section 112.3143(5)-When 
conflict arises related to client of 
legal practice, you must disclose 
the nature of the conflict “in 
such a way as to provide the 
public with notice of the 
conflict”


Voting conflict statute does not 
require you to leave the room







Resources


Florida Attorney General-Sunshine Manual-
myfloridalegal.com/open-government/sunshine-manual


Florida Commission on Ethics-ethics.state.fl.us





