
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 patrot 

marine patrol and detective services (patrol services), 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 Assessed Value This Letter 

Longboat Key (Sarasota County portion) $3,346,299,628 $3.3 billion 

North Port 2A18,931,525 2.4 billion 

Sarasota 7,205,951,871 7.2 billion 

Venice 2,775,761,673 2.8 billion 

Unincorporated Sarasota County 25,044,983,063 25.0 billion 

Sarasota County Total 40J91,927J60 40.7 billion 

A 1 mill county wide ad valorem assessment therefore, would equate to $40,700,000. 

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 of the 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% of the 

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, 



. r ' 

. ' · · · . , .. 

SARASOTA COUNTY GOVERNMENT 

r:C;";E:I:!:'fl 
BOARD RECOf~DS 

Offree of FinancW Planning 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Board of County Conunissione,rs 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUWECT: 

DATE: October 19, 2007 

Pumose tmd Baskgnmgd 

In 1998 and again in 2005, the Board of County Commissio~rs direCt~ the Office of the 
County Attorney to research presenting the Sherifrs imnual budgetas a nUllage:Jevy 9epaiate. 
from the general millage levy of the County. · · 

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

(1) Inclusion of supplcm~tal -infonnation with the.. tax ~U i.~fying the. ~~linfof,tliC . 
Sheriff's budget and related ~on of the ~:~~~ty millaac; _;.),.~: <.>/;::; · '. ~- . -•• · .. 

(2) Certification of a separate· millige for the_ Sbeiift"s budget on·~, TRThf':liOtk:c arid · 
the tax bill; or · . :_-_ .. :·.c.:- ~ - . 

(3) Creation of an MSTU, MSBU, or spccialdiatrichvhich would levy ~cnts on · 
the tax bill to fund portions of the Shcrlfrs budget. · ., ·. 

The research also stated that ''until the Florida Supreme Court. m1dcrs~ a_ fina,l;~ilrlQn._~ :tbe : . 
validity of funding Law Enforceme~t c:e:vi~ . !n<i courblySterils throilghspec~f:·~~. 
any special assessments for those purpose_s_ ~ul~ '~Jtfsi&ri.PitjDi:Jjsk.~ ,~ ~~O,QSi;.t¥};~: .. · 
Attoine re rted that such· an o inioitbld iDdeca'bceri·~Jn:2002/· The'::CO\ft'S'iaect~iOO:: ·· · 
"etitnin!tes ~ legal Viability r! s&i8SO.a· county.~t~{fiind:.~~ ;Ento~~~~i~1~\lp · 
the creation of an MSBU" due to~ need for non~Wi0reni aSse5smeJ1ts tO proVid~fsp&ific, 
special benefit to real property, rather than pet'SOmil benefitfu .individuals. · · 

However, funding the Sheriff's budget through an MSTU Is an alternative avBilable to the Board ·. 
of County Commissioners, as it is not premiseci on pwyiding ~iBl benefit :to fe# ;.~. 
Section 125.01(1) (q), Florida Statutes, which a~tizcs oounties to create both -MSBUS. and · 
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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·MSlU nugbt be established in Sarasota County for . 
full or partial funding of the Sheriff's annual budget. · 

Current Funding Process for the Sheriff 

¢urreotly, the Sheriff receives the uuijorit}r of fundingfrom one primary source, :the,.County's 
General Fund (the Stonn\Vater Environhl"entat l]tilit)r . F\UM.l -_cdjitn1MC!Jess .~tblli~.J~'~\for : ,tbc . 
funding of the Road Gang program.). -The Sheritrs F:\'200$'lloo.Pted bUdget·t~i·:·~aso,ot1, 
of which $88,121,349 is funded by the ~erai· FUrici .. ·This iq;iesen1s 27.~o/o:~ of .tti~fF:tioo8 . 
Adopted General Fund expenses of$315,676,16h and is the_equivaient ot 1.4991 iiiilis-: 

For the purposes of this. analysis., the FY2006 ~tuat : oeneral:_~ .cxpcmies ~;~Jis.;thc .. · .. 
baseline and were $255,126,926 ofwhich theS~tt'COtlijlrll~d! ll~6S%.) : 'fbc]~~l&ilVia ; 
this funding in one-twelfth increments :each Uioiith .dUritlg th~disc81 year.' .UpC>n ·~:t()· ihC 
Sheriff, the Board of County Coliunissioners-.105es ~dimnoDify control o~cr?·t:nc:: .~ diteci · 
expenditure of that funding but remairis the. authontitive control for incleasing· o~f: fuilding . 
throughout the fiscal year via budget amendments. · · 

. . 

The Sheriff's budget consists of three· functional oomponents: CouttS, Law ~t,; aild • .. 
Corrections, with Law Enforcement nihldng up tbC IargeSt' piecc~ , Each com~~;~:.o( ·· .. 
several higb·level1ine items: Personal Ser\11~ lnVCstigatio~ opeiitiDs Ex~:ind :clpibil ; · 
Outlay. · · · · 

The following table displays the Sheriff's FY2004. throujh FY2008 act\181 expeticnt1Jre$ . an<L ·. 
adopted budgets (General Fund Only): · · · · ·. ··' · · · · · · 

Correctfou 

Total ~78 

1 Based on CAFR Actuals 
1 Based on CAFR Actuals 
3 Based on CAFR Actuals 
4 Based on FY2007 Amended Budget 
5 Based on FY200B Adopted Budget . . 
6 Internal service dwgc amounts for each fiscal year arc inclUded within the Law EllforcaDent coilipoOeot.·. . . 
7 Total Capital Project Appropriations, FY04 through FYOS, are not inchtded in each annual Sheriff's budp. ·Also, 
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 budgd (per 
Florida Statute); rather, it is reflected within the Board's annual CIP budget and amounts 1o 
$4,312,018 in total appropriations from FY2004 through FY2008. 

MSTU Analysis &-sumptions !Pd Jsauu 

Analysis J\!!!U-!!Rliops 

FY2006 expenditure data is u._~ for this analysis, eXtracted ftom ·the aimuil Cities · 
Project~ developed to provide a broad pictUre and assessment ··ofthe allocated· and ~ocated 
costs of general operating ad valorem. dOllm on Co\mty services provided to e8ch iiuliU#pGlity, 
as well as within Wlincorpomted Sarasota County. · · . . . · · · · 

Two issues driving the MSTU scenarios outlined in this analysis include_ boundary 
constraints of the MSTU an~ what can (and cannot) be funded $iilgMSTU-generated revenue. 

Boundarv f!sug 

Per statute, an MSTU may be established f~r ~y part or all of .~~­
areas of the County. Su~ject to the tQnstnt .by oritinlnce of the so~J~~o(a· ;: · . 
municipality, given either annually or for a· terin of yearS; the bowidiries. or.~~:Msw 
may include all or part of the boundaries of the · eoruientmg miiiiicipility. The 
mu..l'licipalities have this option based on the fact that, should they choo$C t() :~Cipate. 
the additional MSTU millage. will be coWlt~ toward ·the -cities• ·millage ~·.·.·~ 
that same MSTU millage will NOT:be applied t0 ~thC : CoUnty's mill9_~~< (The 
statutory millage cap for both municip6lity and County ad valorem is eSt&blisbe(l M) 0 
mills.) . · 

Fuadin...a Constraint lyues · 

The Sarasota County Sheriff Office's budget cannot be funded_ entirely by an 
MSTU. Per SCQtion _ 951.061, 'florida • ~·· ~:: ~aric_s : . fqr · ~9t~:-~. ·. 
officers shall be id from the enCral revei\\ie'furid:ofthe'Co\ihtY ali4hlw~'i5f~ :: p8 . ' . 8 . ·. . . . . .·· .. - ' . . . ..... ... . ... , ... ,;"· .... , ... , .. , . ·' . 
by the sheriff, if designated d~ d1ief correcti.onal officer of1he ~unty, .~~;: f#~,< .. e;t: ~ 
proposed budget of expenditU&~ for. the ~::~ :~;'.~~d!ic·;:~.- -
conectional s ... , Couri Ordiliiu:iCe 93.;QSS: deSigriated · tile : SUiiiOti ~:COWltY · 
Sheriff as the= Correctioo!i' Officet;·meretore disallowihg cxpi~~it\aiefiSsOCiatC(r ·• . 
with Correctional Officer salaries from inclusion in an MSTIJ; . In FY2()06,·aetilij Sidiry 
expenditures of County Correctional Officers eqtiale<fS16,178~475 . (0eneial FUnd Only), 
or 200/o of the Sheriff's entire General Fund experiditUres. . . 

3 



' ·, 

expenditures from $255,126,926 to $204,320~160. The only rcmauung funding 
requirement placed on the General Furid wOuld_.be 'for . funding of the. ci>unty~Wide 
Corrections function and the municipality Courts which totals $22,532,955 (equal to 
0.3785 mills, using FY2008 total taxable value). If implemented, Option 2 caldd have 
decreased the burden on the General Fund by $58,224, 741. · 

. Optioft l · 

The impact of the levied MSTU millage Under option:,l to a typical tai. b.i!l of~ 
unincorporated homesteaded $300,000 vaJuC4 property is ',Prcsented .below.' :(Jitder this 
option, the taxes increase by $122.14 for unincorporated iesjdents as costS atc,sbi1ted tO . 
en MSTU funded only by the unincorporated criunty (a redUCed tax baSe leads to a higher 
millage rate for the residents ofthe unincorp<)ratedoouttty)• · · · 

Depending on the scenario implemented, a Law Etlfo~(5meit(:M~TV ~b~.:~~ :~ · ·· 
County could be levied at a millage rate .ranging f!'9~ :l.0847. inill~ . to L422L(~li,Cl(on)ll! · . 
analysis of FY2006 data), reducina t~; .. ~:ltt!\ty's ~ Fund ooiitrlbution in. the :~~ a · 
percentage of the Sheriff's annual La:n Enforeenient budget: Iflevied; thJs· additi~:liilll88e 
rate would not be included in the County's statutOry inillage cap, but would be ~: tt) the 
statutory millage cap of any municipality that would choose ~ plrticipate through ali'~ce. · · · · 

.. • . . . . -: · .·': .. :·: _. · .. ·· . ... . . 

While the current process of funding the.Sherlff's Law Eriforcelncrit DCtivitiC:s mayj~t'~·tbe · 
political desire of the Board, it does allocate costs niore effecti'Vely; as an exaitlp)~ a ~"ble 
repercussion of levying the law enforcement MSTU_ with· no-, or: limitedi nninicipelitf'~l~ori · 
would be a tax shift to the unincorporated CO\mty essentially having that segmcitt ·of property 
owners pay for not only the Sheriff's Law Enforcement activities within the uiiliicorporated 
County, but within the incorporated cities as well. · 

s 
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MSTU Optio.J!! 

Option 1-Unintorporated Sanuota Cogaty pd AU M!UlieiMJities . . 
. . 

Option 1 would provide for an Law Enforcement, Courts, aDd non-salary 
Corrections expenditures within both. ~-- incorponited ;and uniJ:icorpc)ratcd oounty -
totaling $64,579,221 (equal to _t.0847 niills. ~ usins -J:~p1>8total :~l~:;~~r~:.~.-~ -
funded through the Law Eriforcemenf MSTIJ. This woUld dectC8SC . ~-::·FWid 
expenditures from $255,126,926 to $190,547,705; · The oilly :i'ciDAt.~~iJg'i;ffundmg .·· 
requirement placed on the General Furid would be for furidin8 of:tiie :~oounty~Wide 
Corrections salaries, which totals $16,178.475 (equat to 0.271 i iWUs~ uSiDi. F)'2t}(J8 tOtal 
taxable value). If Implemented, Option 1 coidd have decreased the burderr :on the 
~~~~~mm · · · : 

. ; 

The impact of the levied MS1U miUage .under Option l to. a typie8l taX .bU{of an 
unincorporated homesteaded $300,000 ·valUed ~ propertyis .presented below~ : ; Q~Kle.- this · 
option. the taxes due remain conStant, irrcsJ)eCtivc ofthc _eXistence: of ~;M$1(1;:.85 the : _ · 
reduction of the millage in the oeiieial Fwid is made.up fodn t~~e -:Msnf:miitaac·' rite .· , 
(assumes all cities opt into the MSTU). · 

Option 2 - -Upineorporatest S.nsota Couatv· · pd No M~: Liw -· · 
Egformoegt laelglon · 

Option 2 would provide for all Law Enforcement amt Courts experidi~· Within· 
the unincorporated county- totaling $50,806;166 (equal to 1.4221 - ~s, ~f'Y2()()8 ·_ 
unin<:Orporated taxable value) ~ to be funded: tbrotigh -.the Law· Eilf~(:MS1U. 
However, only the Courts expenditureS would be suPJx>ited from tlie -~}FuniJ:fof. · 
the municipalities - the Law Enforcement fuitctioii of the Sberift'''Wi~ the 
municipalities would require a service tevel Apmcmt bet-Ween the muiii~ptuities . ind­
the Sheriff for the costs of those services. This would decrease oenerat Fund 

4 



Next Steps 
. . 

If the Board of County Commissioners d~ide to pursue thcestablishmentof a Law ~t · ·.· 
MSTU within Sarasota County for inclusion in the FY2009 bUd~ the nCCesSaiy ~tiS:~i .·. 
and ordinance approval would need to occur priorto~ or on. ~ber 18, 2007. <tilC'ias(BOani 
meeting of the calendar year) as the MSTIJ needs to be apPr-oved n<datcr.tb&m OCCOriibet3l~ . 
2007. . . . .. ·_· .. <· .. - '. 

CC: 
Dave Bullock, Deputy County Administrator 
Susan Scott, Deputy .County Administrator 
Stephen DeMarsh, County Attorney . 
Kathleen Schneider, County Attorney 
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Options for a L·aw EnforceJDent 
Municip~lServic~s Taxittg Unit (lViSTU) 

for the Funding of the CouiJ.ty Sheriff 

Board of County Commissioners Quarterly 
. Workshop 

October 19, 2007 
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Alternate'j~heiif~,~~~fJrTi~i~e 
- : . . ~ .. ~:. · ·' . .'' . . :- . . ·. : ' . 

1998 - Analysis ofFundmg;~·Options · : 
Three ()ptions availatiie at the time: 
>> Include supplementAl information in tax bill 
» Certify a separate :I11tll(lge ~n-TRIM notice .• 
» Create a MSBU. orMSTU · .· 

w,___._ . !:? . _ .. 1 !1) 
a ·-.--''C 

c::. · tY. 
(.!) • : c::t . 0 
~ -- ~ · (.) 

tu · .. 0» w 
: UJ - a: 
::! 0 

1- £r u w u 0 <3 
a:i QJ 

• 2005- Review ofFunding 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 



% ofFY2008 Adopted General 
Furid 

27.92% 

Equivalent Millage · 1.4991 mills 
. ·. . 
. ,. .· 

·,· .. ! -.:-. 
. . ; . ' ' . 

CourtS· . . ·6, 173,189 . : 6,5'3·J.~03~f 6,902,008 . . I ·_;~582;53~ ·· . .~ 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) 
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53,683,857 . 
. . . . . 

Law Enforcement 47,426,119 50, 743,i61 . 59, 734,~04 .. ·:s8,340,823 
. . ·. .. 

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

Total 72,583,378 76,932A4t 80,757,696 87,372;758 88,121,349 

Capital Projects $4,312,018 

(Sheriff asking for $5.7 million in FY08 for S 
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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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• IncludeS an the Costs associated witllSherifi resl>onsibilitY of Qourtho~se secu'rity (bailifi's) 
. -~:::··.:·~_, . : .. ;_:·-·,· '·. -:~-·- .· •, . . '._-.· · .. ··_-:\::::~-- -.. --.. '_;;-·<·:·'··.:·:· : ;_ \;-::-_i:::<.< __ : .. : __ ~· ·,·:_ -:''·:><:-. :. : · ·~}._ .. . _____ :/ .. • '·\ :_: ~ ·::: .. ::··:·,·- ... ;~:~·- : : . •- .-···;·_ · .... •,·., 

·' ·-·.:· 

.· -:-
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• Corrections 
:. \'.'. ; :·_', 

• Includes all the costs associated wlth'rU.nning the jail .·. · · 
•' : ' ' • • I • ~'. ,' . • ,' .; ••. o , , • ' ' :· ". :' • • ' ' ' , ,0: ; • ' • ~ • , • 
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·Corrections 
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• Includes all the costs associated with.rumiing the jail 
' '.-· ... ·, __ .··,; , '•·', .' ,. ·, ' ' I· •. 
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. . . . . . 

.. " 
' . ~ .· . . . . . . . . . 

. · . . 
·. ·:, __.:> :-. • ~ ·,; . . ' . 

M~e~~ftt1~[eJ1M~~~\rijd~~~~#t~ikexcl~sively · .• 
·-·... ; · ' . ·- . 

. ... ·: :-:.- ~ · .. : ' ·, . . . . . . . ; ' .. :· . 

Any muniqipali,ty can be included aftef¢ntenng~ int6 al1 int.er- ·. · · 
local agreement to codify thispreferepce .forthetime period .·· 
they choose · · ·· · 

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

... · .. . · : -:· .. · 



Legend 
Sarasota C~.nty 

Municipality, 2008 Population* 

D Unincorporated County: 258,228 · 

City of Sarasota: 57,266 

Town of Long()(;>at Key: 5,g.~o 

City of North Port: 49,416 

City of Venice: 22,333 

.. ·-· .. ·- .. . ,' -'· 
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. ·:~:A~~~~,~~·~~~s--· · ·, ... nn··· .~illJ~s'A ~~;~·u·".'"'·a'"\· ;~.·s·•· .. ···.... · ·. 
···J~E:fha·gDIE1a~--· ~--·~~; -·v ' .-· .:18],: ~-- u51i'>·~?r .l ... ' 'D ·· : .· '· _-:·-;~ -:-' :' ky~;f;~z.:i.>:::t.-•c·;,~~---: -'~/:;;,"_jj-:< ;;:~,,::S.. . o / ·." '-:_ :'\'·_-<:-< '.-./ :·· .:-:·'(.' :,;,.,.:;i/:'• ·' --, <:· . .- .;,~(::}"·· : :i+ .:-.- .- ... ·. ~::t:::rtJ. 

. . . 
.. 

Salaries;pf c9g¢9tiohs Qfficers can n.?t be in.~lud~d i~.'~ MSTU ·_. · .· · 
bas¢d :on ·- ~tafP.te, they must be · p~idout ofthe'.Cplihty's ·.-. 
Getiet~i·Ftilid. . · . .· · . ·. ·-.: · . · ·_·. · · · ... 
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. ''. 
; .. . . . ·:., .. . ··. ·-:·:; 

orrec ton s , ary"~,?'-P~P .) es', pr Il'lll.l}lCtp _Je$ ,an , · oun tes 
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 

'• .· .. · .. 



Venice 
.. . ..... :. 

Total $64;579,221'/t . $16,.78,475 

*equal to 1.0847 mills using FY08 taxable value 

....... .. ·.- . ·· ... ··. 
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PolicltlQJRoad Patrol 
:m,m,167 

Investigation 
$3,586,002 ' ' ' . 

Animal Services · 
$1,517,508 

. . .~ . 

· Perd:~!ctkf:!ces 
. $~ -s.,;~I~;~!.s 
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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 capita 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 201 to fill open positions or replace those who 

""' 
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 U.S. Department 

ofVeterans Affairs to offer on-the-job and apprenticeship training 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 9/11 veterans are also eligible for a housing allowance from the VA. 
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Sarasota County Tax Collector 
generated on 81112013 4:59:48 PM EDT 

Tax Record 

Last Update: 8/1 /2013 4:59:48 PM EDT 

Re9der f(ir eBill 

Ad Valorem Taxes and Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
The information contained herein does not constitute a title search and should not be relied on as such. 

Account Nwnber T~pe Tax "~"a>, Year 
,-----. - -,- REAL ESTATE 2 01 2 ' 

Mailing Addr e ss Prop ert y Address 
~-

.. - 601 ARMADA RD s 003 
1017 FRANKLANU KU 
TAMPA FL 33629 

Base Exempt Amoum TaA,< b!e Value 
s e e bel o w see b elow 

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

Ad Vaiure'll 1 axes. 

Taxing Authority Rate 
Assessed Exemption Taxable Taxes 

Val ue Amoun t Value Levied 
Sarasota Co . General Revenue 3 . 1530 282 , 051 0 $282,051 $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 Capital Impr 1 . 5000 290 ,5 00 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 Servi ces 0 . 6600 282,051 0 $282 , 051 $186.15 

I Total Millage I 16 . 6130 I Total Taxes I $4 , 751.75 I 
Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 

Code Levying Authority Amount 

I Tot al Assessments I $0 . 00 I . Taxes & Assessments $4 , 751.75 

,- ,· 
·; 

If Paid By Amount Due I 
$0 . 00 

http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.32.asp?PrintV ... 8/1/201 3 
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Sarasota County Tax Collector 
generated on 8/1/2013 5:21:28 PM EDT 

Tax Record 

Last Update: 8/1/201 3 5:21:28 PM EDT 

[ Pegister fot t"6il ) 

Ad Valorem Taxes and Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
The information contained herein does not constitute a title searcr and s~o Jld not be relied on as such. 

Account Number e Tax Tax Year 
i REAL ESTATE 2012 

Mailinq Address Property Address 
316 WILD PINE WAY 001 

~---~·-~ -------
316 WIL D PINE WAY 
VENICE FL 34292 

6ase Exempt A r ,c ·n a ,ab B' a1ue 
see below see below 

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000 0100 870009 

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

4- C OR 2933/544 

Ad Vale tF1 7 ' 
.-. 

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 $1 01 . 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 , 65 9 . 62 I 
Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 

Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sara s ota County Fire Rescue $268 . 80 
G70 B Solid Waste Servi ce Distr i ct $159 . 48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46 . 88 

Total Assessments I $475 . 16 1 

Taxe s & Asses s ments $ 4 , 1 34 . 78 

If Paid By Amount Due I 

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



2012 DELINQUENT INDIVIDUAL TAX CERTIFICATE 10002 170998 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 CIRCLE, PORT CHARLOTTE, FL 33948 941-743-1350 

CITY OF PUNTA GORDA 3.24620 97,226 0 97,226 
WEST COAST INLAND NAVIGATION 0.03940 97,226 0 97,226 
ENVfRONMENT ALLY SENSITIVE LANDS 0.20000 97,226 0 97,226 
SOUTHWEST FL WATER MANAGEMENT 0.39280 97,226 0 97;226 
CHARLOTTECOUNTYSCHOOLBOARD 7.49 100 97,226 0 97,226 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY 6.27960 97,226 0 97,226 

315.62 
3.83 

19.45 
38.19 

728.32 
610.54 

$1,715.95 

$0.00 

( COMBINED TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS $1,7 15.95 See reverse side for important information. ) 
Face: 1,885.80 

Rate: 0.25% 

\ll:KIE L POTTS 

Cert #15130 

Bidder #2468388 

Cf-16R.OTIE COONTYTAXCWECTOR N 
Face: 1,885.80 

Rate: 0.25% 

Cert # l 5130 

Bidder #2468388 

If Received By 
Please Pay 

OFADVALO 

If Received By 
Please Pay 

Aug 30,2013 
$1,986.34 

Sep 30,2013 
$1,986.34 

Oct 31 , 20 13 
$1,986.34 

2012 DELINQUENT INDIVIDUAL TAX CERTIFICATE 10002170998 

****PRlllR VFA.RS TAXES DUE**** 

26092 WAI £RFOWL LN 
PUNTA GORDA, FL 33983 

• 

1 10002170998 2012 5 

303 W GRACE ST 

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

2012 PAID REAL ESTATE 1000208596 1 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 

PGI 023 0827 0002 PUNT A 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 NAVIGATION 
ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITfVE LANDS 
SOUTHWEST FL WATER MANAGEMENT 
CHARLOTTECOUNTYSCHOOLBOARD 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY 

MCSA CHARLOTTE CNTY SANITATION UN1T 
MDC I DEEP CREEK (NU) ST & DR -MAINT 
MFDI CHARLOTTE CO FIRE RESCUE DEPT 
MMSU MfD-CHARLOITE STORMW ATER UTIL 

0.23870 
2.34990 
0.03940 
0.20000 
0.39280 
7.49100 
6.27960 

144,690 50,500 94,190 
144,690 50,500 94,190 
144,690 50,500 94,190 
144,690 50,500 94,190 
144,690 50,500 94,190 
144,690 25,500 119,190 
144,690 50,500 94,190 

( COMBINED TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS $2,183.02 

If Received By 
Please Pay 

\OCKIE L POTIS 

Aug 30, 20 13 

$0.00 

D-V\R.OTTE COO'iTYTAX ca.J..ECT'CR 
If Received By 

Please Pay 

Aug 30, 2013 

$0.00 

2012 PAID REAL ESTATE 

24LL QUIRT LN 
PUNTA GORDA, FL 33983 

N 

Sep 30, 20 13 
$0.00 

Oct 31 , 2013 
$0.00 

10002085961 

2422 QUIRT LN 

PGI 023 0827 0002 PUNTA GORDA ISLES 
SEC23 BLK827 L T 2 87517 I 0 
See Additional Legal on Tax Roll 

11 /15/2012 Effective 11114/2012 Receipt# 999-00015126 $2,095.70 

22.48 
221.34 

3.71 
18.84 
37.00 

892.85 
591.48 

$1,787.70 
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22.70 
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