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CITY OF VENICE 

Office of the Mayor 

Interoffice Memorandum 

TO: City Council 
Lori Stelzer, City Clerk 
Ed Lavallee, City Manager 
David Persson, City Attorney 

FROM: John Holic ~ 
SUBJECT: MSTU Draft 

DATE: February 10,2014 

Attached is a draft letter to the Sarasota Board pf County Commissioners for discussion at 
City Council meeting on February 11, 2104 



February 12, 2014 

Honorable Chair Charles Hines and 

Members of the Sarasota County Board of County Commissioners 

Dear Chair Hines and Commissioners; 

We believe that the Sarasota County Sheriffs Office (SCSO) runs an effective and efficient organization. 

We also believe that the Board of County Commissioners does a fine job with oversight and budgeting 

for or spent by the SCSO. What we are asking is for a fair way to pay for these fine services. 

The SCSO provides three basic services: corrections, courts and law enforcement. Corrections and courts 

serve a county wide function and should be paid by all. Law enforcement, specifically road patrol, 

marine patrol and detective services (patrol servicest are a different matter. Each municipality in the 

County has its own police department that provides its own patrol services. Each city pays for these 

patrol services through its ad valorem annual real estate taxes. The SCSO does not provide routine 

patrol services within the municipalities, rather it acts on a mutual aid basis providing patrol services if 

called upon. The same is true ofthe municipalities; they provide patrol services in unincorporated 

Sarasota County if called upon. Yet, the citizens of the cities pay for both their own patrol services and 

the Sheriffs patrol services too. It would seem fair that, just as we pay for our own patrol services, the 

unincorporated areas should pay for its own patrol services. 

Let us explain what that means in terms of appropriations and taxes. As you are well aware, current real 

estate value of all property in Sarasota County is $40,791,927J60, for purpose of this letter, we will use 

$40.7 billion with the following breakdown: 

Jurisdiction 

Longboat Key (Sarasota County portion) 

North Port 

Sarasota 

Venice 

Unincorporated Sarasota County 

Sarasota County Total 

Assessed Value 

$3,346,299,628 

2A18,931,525 

7,205,951,871 

2,775,761,673 

25,044,983,063 

40J91,927J60 

This letter 

$3.3 billion 

2.4 billion 

7.2 billion 

2.8 billion 

25.0 billion 

40.7 billion 

A 1 mill county wide ad valorem assessment therefore, would equate to $40JOO,OOO. 

Attached to this letter is a copy of an excellent memorandum analyzing some of the financial options 

available to us. It was drafted for you by your staff and is dated October 19, 2007. Our suggestions are 

based upon the numbers and information shown in this memorandum. 

The Sheriffs budget is relatively large, approaching $100 million. Using rounding, the total budget for 

the SCSO approximates 2 1/2 mills in County wide ad valorem tax. According to the 2007 memorandum, 



approximately 20% of the SCSO budget is used for corrections and another 10% is used for the courts 

(these two areas are the ones which we all believe to be county wide charges); that leaves 70% for law 

enforcement. Law enforcement contains many parts and a close analysis will be able to provide a more 

clear picture, but for sake of this presentation, an assumption of 30% of the budget is law enforcement 

of a county wide nature (SWAT, helicopter, equestrian, perimeter I traversing patrol, etc.), while 40% of 

the budget is for unincorporated county patrol services. It is that amount that we believe should be paid 

by the people who get the patrol services, those residents who live within the unincorporated area of 

the county. This treats the citizens of the county uniformly and fairly, the method to do this is a 

Municipal Services Taxing Unit (MSTU). 

So what does that mean in terms of dollars and millage? For ease of simplicity and understanding, let's 

use a rounding definition and value 1 mill in county wide ad valorem tax at $40,000,000. With the total 

SCSO budget approaching $100,000,000, we can use 2.5 mills in county wide ad valorem taxes to fund 

that Office. 

How does this compare to the cost of municipal police? Using the City of Venice as an example, the 

police budget is a little over $8 million or about 2.8 mills, not far above what the county wide cost is of 

the SCSO. The problem encountered is that there is a large portion of the SCSO that is not used by the 

City on a regular basis; that being the previously mentioned patrol services ofthe SCSO. 

If we use the percentages of services mentioned two paragraphs pervious, about 60% of the SCSO is 

used equally throughout the county and should be taxed to all county residents while about 40% ofthe 

SCSO can be categorized as patrol services primarily used by unincorporated Sarasota County. To 

provide a fair and equitable tax for all of Sarasota County, our recommendation would be to reduce the 

county ad valorem tax by 1 mill and institute an unincorporated Sarasota County MSTU of 1.6 mills for 

SCSO patrol Services. This would be revenue neutral for the SCSO and revenue neutral for the County as 

a whole. 

This system could be implemented as soon as October 1, 2014 and the County and municipalities would 

continue to work on reviewing all expenses of the SCSO with the intent of making the MSTU reflect 

actual expenses of the SCSO for unincorporated Sarasota County. Over a period of several years, we are 

certain the fine tuning of percentages will reflect actual costs and will be a far more fair system of 

obtaining tax dollars from those who are obtaining the services. 

We look forward to discussing this fair method of taxation with the Board of County Commissioners 

(BCC) as soon as practical, but no later than our next joint meeting. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter as we know the BCC is as concerned as we are to provide fair 

and equitable taxation for all residents of Sarasota County. 

Sincerely, 



SARASOTA COUNTY GOVERNMENT 
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In 1998 and again in 2005, the Board of County Commissioners directed the Office of the 
County Attorney to research presenting the Sheriffs annual budget as a millage-levy Separate 
from the general millage levy of the County. 

The 1998 analysis focused on three alternatives, with the tim option being reeognized as the 
only option "without a significant legal risk:" 

(1) ln.clusion of supplemental -infonnation with the. tax ~11 - i.~tifying the .~olinfof,Aic 
Shimfrsbudgetandrclated~onofthe~ :q>~t)'millasc; _;~:: '.::··:: . . _ · 

(2) Certification of a separate· millage for the _.ShCrift"9,bud8et ori -~'TRIM:~notice arid 
the tax hill; or · · . ·.·. ..

1

::;- ..... 

(3) Creation of an MSTU, MSBU, or 'spccialdistrichvhich would levy asSesslrients on 
the tax bill to fund portions of the Sheriff's budget; ·· · 

The research also stated that ''until the Florida Supreme CO\!rt. renders-a fina,t ~hii9.~t;;~ • the . 
validity of funding Law Enforceme~! ~:viCe! end colirblystetils through: speq~l:?~ts, 
any special assessments for those purpo~ wOuld be ~fsipifi~(risk.,. . ID ~200$;~;the;~:. · 
Attorne re rted that such· an o inion bad ·maeea' -b6Cri;~~~ii:2002;··.:fbe·1$\irt~~~deci~i0n ·:· · · . . y po p ..... ·. - .. ·· .. • .· ....... ··',·.-· ·· .·• ... ,·· ........ ;.···:·"'~ ·-·" ·'.'·,, ... ,~·· ... ,.-.··, ... . 
"eliminates the legal viability for Sarasota CoUn.tY to'·fifud,l;aw Eilfurccmenf8#ivi~¢S::ttirouglf 
the creation of an MSBU" due to the need for non-ad VaiOrein &ssessme11is tO pi'OVidci'specific, 
special benefit to real property, rather than personal benefit to ilidividuals. · · 

However, funding the Sheriff's budget through an MSTU Lf an alternative available to the Board 
of County Commissioners, as it is not premised on proyidfug speeilil benefit :to fea1 jnoperly. 
Section 125.01(1) (q), Florida Statutes, which a~iizes oountics to create both MSBUs tmd 



MSTUs, ''expressly recognizes 'Law Enforcement' as a municipal service for which an MSTU 
can be created." 

To establish a quantifiable framework for discussion, this memorandum outlines the more 
tactical details of how a Law-Enforcement MSTU might be established in Sarasota County for 
full or partial fimding of the Sheriff's annual budget. 

Current Funding Process for tbe Sheriff 

¢urrently, the Sheriff receives the majority of funding . from .one primary . source,_the,.County's 
General Fund (the Stonnwater Environmental UtilitY FUIK.l · cQUUi~Jess ,:11Wi~J%:ifor · the 
funding of the Road Gang program.). The SheritrsF:f2oo~;a_d~ptea budgeqC?~sf~J~!~o,9t7, 
of which $88,121,349 is funded by the General Fund.. This ~ts 27.92o/o,oftlie:FY2008 
Adopted General Fund expenses of$315,676,761 ~ and is theequivaletitof1.4991 milk 

For the purposes of this IUUllysis, the FY2006 a~tual Oene.ral Fund expci)Ses ~i~;,asJhc .. 
baseline and were $255,126,926 of which the sheiitteompn~~tf31.65o/o.) The,·~~~~~~ 
this funding in one-twelfth increments eaeh month-during tbcdisc81 year. ,Upori 'ttUfs.teri:·t~ . ihe - · 
Sheriff, the Board of County Coriunissioners.: loses-disCretionary control ove'r::.~::.- diieet 
expenditure of that funding but remuins the authoritative control for increasiri'g• o~fturtdina 
throughout the fiscal year via budget amendments. · 

The Sheriff's budget consists of three functional comp()neitts: Coutts, Law &uo~t,,. ilrid · 
CoiTcctions, with Law Enforcement mhldng up the large$t'piece: EaCh compri!#~~C(j~st_$.o( 
several high-level line items: Personal Services. Investigatio~ --opeiatiria Ex~·a&t ,CipitBl 
~~ . ' 

' ' 
The following table displays the Sheriff's FY2004 througtr FY2008 actual expenditure$ and 
adopted budgets (General Fund Only): · . · .. · · 

·-.. . . ,;": ~_ 

Cotuu 

Law Enforcement' 

Correcflou 

Total 

1 Based on CAFR Actuals 
1 Based on CAFR Actuals 
3 Based on CAFR Actuals 
4 Based on FY2007 Amended Budget 
' Based on FY2008 Adopted Budget . 
6 Internal service charge amounts for eac:b fiscal year arc inclUded within the Law Enforcement coi1ipooeot.·, 
7 Total Capital Project Appropriations. FY041hrough FY08, arc not included in each annual Sheriff's budget. ·Abo, 
includes all funding so~; not limited to General Fund. · 
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The capital project data reflects the amount of funding required for Sheriff-related facilities from 
the Board of County Commissioners and is not reflected in the Sheriff's adopted budget {per 
Florida Statute); rather, it is reflected within the Board's annual CIP budget and amounts to 
$4,312~01 8 in total appropriations from FY2004 through FY2008. 

MSTU Analysi!J &sumptiOps !Pd lsaug 

Analysis !\!!iU!pptiogs 

FY2006 expenditure data is u..~ for this analysis, extracted from the aun\181 Cities 
Project; developed to provide a broad picture and assessment · of the allocated and unallocated 
costs of general operating sd valorem dollars on CoUnty services provided to each municipOnty, 
as well as within Wlincorporated Sarasota County. 

Two issues driving the MSTU scenarios outlined in this analysis include. boundary 
constraints of the MSTU en~ what can (and cannot) be funded asing MSTU-generated revenue. 

Boynden I!"Ys.! 

Per statute, an MSTU may be establi~hed for ~y part or all of ,~ ~.rpO~ .. 
areas of the County. Su~ject to the consent.by ordin&u\QC of the. gov~J~ of a ·: 
municipality. given either annually or for a term of year8~ the bowidaries of the~ MSTU 
may include all or part of the boundaries of the · eoruienting mlulicip,llity. The 
municipalities have this option based on the fact .that, should they choo$e tOjirtiCipate, 
the additional MSTU millage.wilJ be counted toward the 'cities' .millage ~iWbereas 
that same MSTU millage will NOT be applied tO ~the County's millage'~ ~p. (The 
statutory millage cap for both municip&lity and County ad valorem is eSt&biished at 10 
mills.) . 

Fundina Consttaint Iuiag 

The Sarasota County Sheriff Office's budget cannot be funded_ entirely by an 
MSTU. Per section _ 951.061, Florida -~ ~- ~aric_s :.fqr ~i:.~~~l, 
officers shall be paid from the genCral revettue furid:or tltC·Qo\ttley and :SIW1~:iii1cl~ . 
by the sheriff, if designated d~ d'ief correcti_onal offieer: of the county~ ~~~:;fA~: ·~r-:~ . 
proposed budget of expendittii0 for the. ~ · -~ . opcration')>f;iJ!i~Y~ · 
correctional system ... " CoWtty . Ord~ 93~SS : ·de5ipted ·the : ~::.~tf 
Sheriff as the Chief Correctional Officer;·therefore diwlowiilg e~iiiSsOOilted ·. 
with Correctional Officer salaries from inclusion in an MSTIJ~ In FY2Q06, aCtWd Sillacy 
expenditures of County Correctional Officers eqtiale<fS16,178A75"(0eneial FUnd only), 
or 2o0/o of the Sheriff's entire General Fund expenditUres. 

3 



expenditures from $255,126,926 to $204,320,160. The only remaunng funding 
requirement placed on the General Fund would be for funding of the cOunty-wide 
Corrections function and the municipality Courts which totals $22,532,955 (equal to 
0.3785 mills~ using FY2008 total taxable vruue}. If implemented, Option 2 cauld have 
decreased the burden on the General Fund by $58,224,74i. 

Optionl . 

The impact of the levied MSTU millage under option ·2· to a typiCal taX bi~l of an 
unincorporated homesteaded $300,000 valuC:d property is ·presented below~ ·(Jrider this 
option. the taxes increase by $122.14 for unincoipomted ~dents as costS are,shi1\ed.to 
on MSTU funded only by the unincorporated COlDlty(a mlUCed tax base leads tO a higher 
millage rate for the residents of the unincorpOrated coilittyj. 

Cou 
Law Enforcement MSTIJ 

TOTAL 

Depending on the scenario implemented, a Law Enforceriieit(MSW estab~::ror '~ 
County could be levied at a millage rate ranging .from _l.0847 inill~ to L422t~ ·oo .the 
analysis of FY2006 da~), reducins t~;, :;)t1nty•s acnetal Fun.(t ·cantr!buti~ in-~·:.~~\fc,ta 
percentage of the Shenff's annual kr; Enforeement budget. If.levted, thls adddibijBl iDll188e 
rate would not be included in the County's statutOry millage · cap, but would be adil,,rio· the 
statutory millage cap of any municipality that would choOse tO pftrticipate through ~·oidiJumce. · 

. -. . ·.· .. ,: .. ··.': .· . 

While the current process of funding the Sheriffs Law Enf0rce1ncrit actiVities mayjn<rt ~the · 
political desire of the Board, it does allOcate costs more effectively; 8s an exaltlpl~ ·a ~ible 
repercussion of levying the law enforcement MSTU. with oo, or: limite<Ji muriici~Jncl~on 
would be a tax shift to the unincorporated County essentially having that segment. of proPerty 
owners pay for not only the Sheriff's Law Enforcement activities within the unincorporated 
County, but within the incorporated cities as well. 

5 



MSTU Options 

Option 1- Unincomorated S!FJU!9ta County and AU Mnnkipalities 

Option 1 would provide for all . Law Enforcement, Courts, and non-salary 
Corrections expenditures within both the incorpo~ _and unincorporated OO\Ulty -
totaling $64,579,221 (equal to 1.0847 mills, usina ·m@s total . taXablc:,\jluef~J<tbe 
funded through the Law Enforcement' MSni. . This:. woUld d~ · ~~r FtlDd 
expenditures from $255,126,926 to S190,547,70S;, · Tbe .: OOiy 'i:elriai.g.il)g7:fundiiig 
requirement placed on the General Furid would be for furiding of :t}le: ·OO.~ty~wide 
Corrections salaries, which totals $16,178,475 (equal to0.2717 mills~ uSing f.YlOOStOtal 
taxable value). If implemented, Ojxlon 1 coidd have decreased the biirden :on the 
General Fund by $64,579,221. 

The impact of the levied MSTU millage under Option 1 to a typiCBI tax. :but' of an 
unincorporated homesteaded $300,000 valUed _property. is present~ bt:to~ . .:.; }J'IldeJ: ibis 
option. the taxes due remain constAnt, iiTesjleetive ofthc . eXistonce ~of~:M$1U~:.as the . 
reduction of the millage in the Gencnu Fund is made-up fodn thC -:Msro:nunaao·'mie . 
(asswnes all cities opt into the MSTIJ). 

Ootion 2 - Upincorporated Saratot! Cougtt aPd No MtiiUdp!litY·: La 
Enfommegt Jgelgiog 

. . 

Option 2 would provide for all Law Enforcement and Courts expmditUrc5'\vitbin 
the unincorporated county -totaling $50,806,766 (equal to 1.4221 ~Qs, u!ma ·moos 
unincorporated taxable value) - to be funded. through . the Law Enf~(:MSTU. 
However, only the Courts expenditures would be SUpPorted from tlic -~}F\md :ror.· 
the municipalities - the Law Enforcement fuilction of ·the Sberitr ··'Wi~ · the 
municipalities would require a set-vice Level Agreem~t between the muirl~Palities . and 
the Sheriff for the costs of those services. This would decrease oe.ner8t Fuiid 

4 



Next Steps 

If the Board of County Commissioners d~ide to purs~ the establishmentof a Law .Eitfi;;C~cnt · . 
MSTU within Sarasota County for inclusion in the FY2009 budget, the ·necessary p\ihj~6)~~~ing ' · 
and ordinance approval would need to occur prior to, or on, December 18, 2007. {tllC)~: BOard 
meeting of the calendar year) as the MSTU needs to be approved no later tlwd>Cecmbct 31; 
D~ ,. 

CC: 
Dave Bullock, Deputy County Administrator 
Susan Scott, Deputy .County Admiriistrator 
Stephen DeMarsh, County Attorney 
Kathleen Sclmeider, County AttOrney 
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Options for a L·aw E~force~nent 
fviunicipai S.ervices Taxlng··Unit (NiSTIJ) 

for the Funding of the CouD.ty Sheriff 

Board of County Commissioners Q~arterly 
. Workshop · 

October 19, 2007 



• 1998- Analysis ofFunding:~Options 
Three options available-at the time: 

>> Include supplemen~l information in tax bill 
)} Certify a separate millage. on TRIM notice 
» Create a MSBU. or MSTU · 

UJ ,_ 
-< 
Cl 
(!) 
2 

tu 
UJ 
:?: 
(j 
(j 
al 

• 2005- Review of Funding Options 
» Judicial Action in 2002 eliminates MSBU as a funding 

option. 
» MSTU is a legally viable option according per Florida 

Statute 

2007 - Revisited Funding with MSTU 

!/) ...._....., c 
<=::1 lY. 

' . <=::1 0 ~ - u 
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Act6pted ·oeti~i~i :Friil<l ;'stiag~t- ·.· · ~- '·~- .. ,,;:t,,-._, · -~-.-~,, ~~':'- ,,,.,. ->7- ·~; ·;, . ,. · '-I?·:$8-~!f2t~349 

% ofFY2008 Adopted General 27.92% 
Fund 

Equivalent Millage · 1.4991 mills 

CourtS 6,173,189 ' 6,537;032 6902 008 , ' 3~582,531 ' .. , 5, 788,990 

Law Enforcement 47,426,119 50,743,161 53,683,857 59,734,804 58,340,823 

Corrections 18,984,070 19,652,248 20,171,831 22,055,422 23,991,536 

Total 72~583,378 76,932,441 80,757,696 87,372,758 88,121,349 

. Capital Projects $4,312,018 

(Sheriff asking for $5.7 million in FY08 for Sally Port) 



Law Enforcement 47,426,119 50,743,161 . 53,683,857 59,734,804 .. ·:sg 340 823 
' ' 

Corrections 18,984,070 19,652,248 20,1 71;831 22,055,422 23,991,536 

Total 72,583,378 76,932,441 80,757,696 87,372,758 88,121,349 

Capital Projects $4,312,018 

(Sheriff asking for $5.7 million in FY08 for 

.,., 

: • •• " l .. • ·~ ' 



·tpills 

. 
i , ' . · :: · , , • ·~ · ~ : ' 1 ;· \ ' 

. ,. . 
CourtS . ·6,173,'189'. .. 6"'53T032'''·· ·· ,. ' .. 

Law Enforcement 47,426,119 50,743,161 53,683,857 59,734,804 58,340,823 

Corrections 18,984,070 19,652,248 20,171;831 22,055,422 23,991,536 

Total 72,583,378 76,932,441 80,757,696 87,372,758 88,121,349 

Capital Projects $4,312,018 

(Sheriff asking for $5.7 million in FY08 for Sally ~ .· 
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;viati~m$Manrie.Fatrol~':S(;:lj()OJ i(2;ros~i~g'Q~s/:Moutit~ · Patrol · .; 
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• Includes all the eosts associated with Sheriff responsibility ofCourth~~se security (bailiffs) 
. . . ·.· .. · . '. . . 

·Corrections 

• Includes all the costs associated with lliDIDng tllejail 

"> 

. .. 
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·Courts 
• Includes an the eosts assooiated with _S.herlffresponsibility ofCouJ:thouse s~u.rity (bailiffs) 

· Corrections 

• Includes all the costs associated with funning the jail 
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Must be initia,I~ restri~ted to exn~~~M~s w~·t exclusively 
benefit,citiZ~ns of the uni!lcorpof.f}teq:,cotu1ty , ' , ' , , 

. . . 

Any municipaljty can be included· after :entering· into an int.er­
local agreement to codify this preferehce :for the time period 
they choose · 

Additional millage will be counted toward cities ' millage caps, 
and .will not be counted toward the County's 

. . •: 



Legend 

Sarasota County 
Municipality, 2008 Population• 

D Unincorporated County: 258,228 

City of Sarasota: 57,266 

Town of Longbc;lal Key: 5,~?0 

City of North Port: 49,416 

City of Venice: 22,333 

'• \ . . 



Salaries of corrections officers can not be incl~d~d i~ :~n MSTU­
bas~d -on .Statilte, they must bep~idout ofthe,CoUI,.ty's . 
GenerAl 'J.iuhd 
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·Option 1 

An-.:Law -Enforcemerit~\:.aourts ,~d{tttin.;sal~·/Correctlons : 
.. , . ru· .. ~~,,: ··:·'.,:·· ·... . lli'iaf;~·,2~i3·· .. th··· 'f~\f.;· . ··~,:!:i:rs:::;A:.i';~;~~t·::, .. ~d::>·,, ... :·.!.>...-a}·i'> ·:·=·>'~":<~;:;·'~.: ~.,·· .. , ... ·:t • d. 

expen ~.w.es ,·wi ·. :,uvu1: e fmco:r;pora e ··;an · ,umncoq1ora e 
c6un&~·filii<.J~·,;i~~~~~1~&:,_:1s~\Y.~~~~i,6~~~~~:;,~$~J-u<· · ·· · · · · · 
Correction. salary· etc.p~p(.lifures· · f9f ili~picip'alitjes ·and Counties 
paid for by the General Fund · 

Assumption 
• Inclusive of all municipalities participating 
• Each municipality signing an interlocal and codifying through 

ordinance their participation in the MSTU 

• if! 



6,825,084 

Venice 1509 120 
' ' 

Total $64,579,221 * $16,178,475 

*equal to 1.0847 mills using FY08 taxable value 

. ·· ··:,: ;\ .. 



Policing/Road Patrol 
$23~557' 167 

Investigation 
$3,586,002 ' 

Animal Services 
$1,517,508 

Person81 Sa ..Vices 
cC,rte'i:tiCms 
$16~178~475 

, . . .. · .. ·. ·:·x-.:·-:: ·~. ·. 
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• Establish :~ det~~~olt Ms.tp· .. ·".· i-<f-h:o 

municipalities·:for their respect( 

Reinstate the Office ofthe Sheriffto.the ·· 
establis~g a t>q,artment ofPti~lic · 



Administrative Division 
The 2012-2013 Annual Budget was $86,554,672, essentially flat for a seventh year in a row. 

Total salary-related expenses represent 83 percent of the total budget, however, the agency's 

costs per capit a remain low: $357 per 1,000 residents, well below the state average of $469. 

Law Enforcement 
Corrections 
Courts 

Total 

$ 56,554,536 
$ 24,076,488 
$ 5,923,648 

$ 86,554,672 

Court Services (7%) 

• 
The sheriff's office hired 59 new people in 2013 to fill open positions or replace those who 

le or retired throughout the year. There are 999 authorized positions of 413 sworn Law 

Enforcement Officers, 206 Correctional Officers and 380 civilian support staff members. The 

breakdown is 628 men and 335 women. The agency is approved by the artment 

ofVeterans Affairs to offer on-the-job and apprenticeship t raining for certain positions: 

Communications Operator/Dispatcher, Corrections Deputy and Deputy Sheriff. Under the 

program, hired veterans can receive Gl Bill payments to supplement their income while being 

paid a trainee wage. Post 9/ll veterans are also eligible for a housing allowance from the VA. 



~arasota Lounty 1 ax LoHector Page 1 of2 

Sarasota County Tax Collector 
generated on 81112013 4:59:48 PM EDT 

Tax Record 

Last Update: 8/112013 4:59:48 PM EDT 

[ J 
Ad Valorem Taxes and Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 

·--
' > REAL ESTATE 2 01 2 ' 

Mailing Address Propert y Address 
,_.--· - 601 ARMJWA RD s 003 
1017 FRANKLANU KU 
Tl-'.MPA FL 33629 

see below see below 

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0300 
Legal Description 
601 ARMADA RD s LOT 1 BLK 23 GULF VIEW SEC OF VENICE 

.... 

Taxing Auth ority 
Assessed Exemption Taxable Taxes 

Rate Value Amoun t Value Levied 
Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.1530 282,051 0 $282, 0 51 $889.31 
Bonds~Debt Service 0.1577 282,051 0 $282,051 $44.48 

Mosquito Control 0.0805 282,051 0 $282,051 $22.71 

Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0863 282,051 0 $282,051 $306 39 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.3928 282, 051 0 $282,051 $110.79 

West Coast Inland Navigation 0 . 0394 282,051 0 $282,051 $11. 11 

Sarasota School Board 

School District Fund 6.3160 290,500 0 $290,500 $1,834.79 

School Capi t<;-1 Impr 1. 5000 290,500 0 $290,500 $435.75 

City of Venice 2.9653 282,051 0 $282,051 $836.37 

City of Venice Debt Service 0 . 2620 282,051 0 $282,051 $73.90 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 282,051 0 $282,051 $186.15 

I Total Millage I 16 . 6130 I Total Taxes I 54 , 751 . 75 I 
r Ac-<- " 

Code Levying Authority Amount 

I Total Assessments I $0 . 00 I 
Taxes & As sessments $4 , 751.75 

. r 1 ( 

$0 . 0~ 

http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab _collect_ mvptax V7 .32.asp?PrintV ... 8/1/2013 
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Sarasota County Tax Collector 
generated on 81112013 5:21:28 PM EDT 

Tax Record 

Last Update: 8/1/2013 5:2 1:28 PM EDT 

[ ) 

Ad Valorem Taxes and Non- Ad Valorem Assessments 

REAL ESTATE 2012 

Mailing Address Property Address 
316 \t\TILD PINE WAY 001 

~----·~~· .._. ______ 

316 WILD PINE \t\Tl\Y 

VENICE FL 34292 

f 

see below see below 

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000 0100 870 009 

H2 25000 
Legal Description 
316 WILD PINE WAY LOT 574 VENICE GOLF & COUNTRY CLUB UNITS NO 4-B & 

4- C OR 2933/544 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed Exemption Taxable Taxes 
Value Amount Value Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.1530 308,800 50,000 $258 ,800 $816. 00 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1577 308 , 800 50,000 $258,800 $40 . 81 

Mosquito Control 0.0805 308,800 50,000 $258,800 $20 . 83 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0863 308,800 50, 000 $258,800 $281.13 

SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.3928 308,800 50 , 000 $258,800 $101.66 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 308,800 50,000 $258 , 800 $10.20 
Sarasota School Board 

School District Fund 6. 3160 308 , 800 25,000 $283,800 $1 , 792 . 48 
School Capital Impr 1. 5000 308,800 25 , 000 $283,800 $425.70 

Emergency Medical Services 0 . 6600 308 , 800 50,000 $258,800 $170.81 

I Total Millage I 13.3857 I Total Taxes I $3 , 659.62 I 
AI . ' ale(:; I c c e s ('fJ s 

Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $268.80 
G70B Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46 . 88 

Total Asses sments I $475 . 16 

Taxes & Assessments $4 , 134. 78 

If a1d By Amomt Due I 

http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.32.asp?PrintV ... 8/1/2013 



2012 DELINQUENT INDIVIDUAL TAX CERTIFICATE 10002170998 SAVE TIME PAY ONLINE @ WWW.CCTAXCOL.COM 
* '''~*PRIOR YEARS TAXES DUE~"'*''' 

26092 WATERFOWL LN 
PUNTA GORDA, FL 33983 

Scan the QR code above with 
your smart phone to pay your 

tax bill electronically. 

303 W GRACE ST 

PUG 000 0133 0004 PUNTA GORDA BLK 133 
BURLINGHAM REP L TS 4 
See Additional Legal on Tax Roll 

MAILING ADDRESS: 18500 MURDOCK C IRCLE, PORT CHARLOTTE, FL 33948 941-743-1350 

CITY OF PUNTA GORDA 
WEST COAST INLAND NA VJGA TION 
ENVfRONMENT ALLY SENSITfVE LANDS 
SOUTHWEST FL WATER MANAGEMENT 
CHARLOTTECOUNTYSCHOOLBOARD 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY 

( COMBINED TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS $1,7 15.95 

3.24620 
0.03940 
0.20000 
0.39280 
7.49 100 
6.27960 

97,226 
97,226 
97,226 
97,226 
97,226 
97,226 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

97,226 
97,226 
97,226 
97,226 
97,226 
97,226 

315.62 
3.83 

19.45 
38.19 

728.32 
610.54 

$ 1,7 15.95 

$0.00 
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Face: 1,885.80 Cert # l 5130 If Received By 
Please Pay 

Aug 30, 2013 Sep 30, 2013 Oct 31, 20 13 IFPAOBY 
Rate: 0.25% Bidder #2468388 

\OCKIE L POTIS 
~OT1ECOJN1YTAXCOUECTOR 

Face: 1,885 .80 

Rate: 0.25% 

Cert # 15 130 

Bidder #2468388 
If Received By 

Please Pay 

$1,986.34 $1,986.34 $1,986.34 

D VALOREM ASSESSMENTS 

Sep 30, 2013 Oct 31 ,2013 <0111 IFPADBY 
$1,986.34 $1,986.34 

2012 DELINQUENT INDIVIDUAL TAX CERTIFICATE 10002170998 

*"**PFTnR YFA,RS TAXES DUE**** 
.-- , . 

26092 WAI£RFOWLLN 
PUNTA GORDA, FL 33983 

303 W GRACE ST 

PUG 000 0133 0004 PUNTA GORDA BLK 
133 BURLINGHAM REP LTS 4 
See Additional Legal on Tax Roll 

PU!ASE !PlAY IN U.S. FUNDS (l'K)P03TDATEDQ-ECI<S) TO CHARLOT1l! COUNTY TAX COLLECT'OR • 18500 MURDOCK CIRCLE, PORT CHARLOTn!, FL 33948-1075 

1 10002170998 2012 5 



VICKIE L POTTS 

2012 PAID REAL ESTATE 10002085961 SAVE TIME PAY ONLINE @ WWW.CCTAXCOL.COM 

2422 QUIRT LN 
PUNT A GORDA, FL 33983 

Scan the QR code above with 
your smart phone to pay your 

tax bill electronically. 

2422 QUIRT LN 

POI 023 0827 0002 PUNTA GORDA ISLES 
SEC23 BLK827 L T 2 87517 10 
See Additional Legal on Tax Roll 

MAILING ADDRESS: 18500 MURDOCK CIRCLE, PORT CHARLOTTE, FL 33948 941-743-1350 

GREATER CHARLOTTE LIGHTING 
CNTY SVC TAXING FOR LAW ENFORCEMEl' 
WEST COAST INLAND NA VIGA T10N 
ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE LANDS 
SOUTHWEST FL WATER MANAGEMENT 
CHARLOTTECOUNTY SCHOOLBOARD 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY 

MCSA CHARLOTTE CNTY SANITATION UNIT 
MDC I DEEP CREEK (NV) ST & DR -MAINT 
MFDI CHARLOTTE CO FIRE RESCUE DEPT 
MMSU MID-CHARLOTTE STORMW ATER UTIL 

( COMBINED TAXES AND ASSESSMI:NTS $2,183.02 

0.23870 
2.34990 
0.03940 
0.20000 
0.39280 
7.49100 
6.27960 

144,690 
144,690 
144,690 
144,690 
144,690 
144,690 
144,690 

50,500 
50,500 
50,500 
50,500 
50,500 
25 ,500 
50,500 

94,190 
94,190 
94,190 
94,190 
94,190 

119,190 
94,190 

_ .. 

22 .48 
221.34 

3.71 
18.84 
37.00 

892.85 
591.48 

$1,787.70 

148.04 
88.94 

135.64 
22.70 
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"0 -
If Received By Aug 30, 2013 Sep 30, 2013 

$0.00 
Oct 31,2013 IFPAIDBY 

Please Pay $0.00 

VICKIE L POTTS 
CHIIRLOTTECOJNTYTAXCClll.ECT'ffi 
If Received By 
Please Pay 

Aug 30,2013 

$0.00 

2012 PAID REAL ESTATE 

24LL QUIRT LN 
PUNTA GORDA, FL 33983 

$0.00 

NOTICE OF AD VALOREM TAXES AND NON·AD VALOREM ASSESS ENTS 

Sep 30,201 3 Oct 31,2013 
$~00 $0~0 

1000208596 1 

2422 QUIRT LN 

POI 023 0827 0002 PUNTA GORDA ISLES 
SEC23 BLK827 L T 2 875/7 10 
See Additional Legal on Tax Roll 

Il/15/201 2 Effective 11/14/201 2 Receipt # 999-00015126 $2,095.70 

• IFPAJDBY 

Paid 


