
IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF FEDERAL CLAIMS 

4023 SAWYER ROAD I, LLC, et al., ) 
      ) 
         Plaintiffs,    ) 
      ) 
v.      ) No. 19-757L 
      ) 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,  )     Judge Edward H. Meyers 
      ) 
         Defendant.    ) 
  

PLAINTIFF-LANDOWNERS’ MOTION FOR PARTIAL  
SUMMARY JUDGMENT UNDER RULE 56 

 
This case involves property owned by 214 plaintiff-landowners in Sarasota, Florida.  See 

Fourth Amended Compl., ECF No. 34.  See also Exhibit 1 (list of plaintiffs and properties grouped 

by conveyance instrument, condemnation decree, or easement by prescription).  These landowners 

ask this Court to enter partial summary judgment, under Rule 56 of the Rules of the Court of 

Federal Claims, holding the United States responsible to pay these owners just compensation for 

that property the federal government took when the Surface Transportation Board (the Board) 

issued an order invoking section 8(d) of the National Trails System Act Amendments of 1983 

(Trails Act), 16 U.S.C. §1247(d). 

The Board’s 2019 order took these owners’ property by encumbering their property with a 

new federal rail-trail corridor easement.  The Board’s order created the northern extension of the 

Legacy Trail, a public recreational trail, and established a “rail-banked” corridor for a possible 

future railroad.  The government violated the Fifth Amendment by not paying these landowners’ 

“just compensation” when it took their property.  Accordingly, we ask this Court to find the United 

States liable for a taking of these landowners’ private property in May 2019 when the Board 

invoked the Trails Act and to hold this is a taking for which the Fifth Amendment requires the 

government to pay these landowners “just compensation.” 
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The Fifth Amendment and the Tucker Act, 28 U.S.C. §1491(a), provide this Court 

jurisdiction of this matter.  Section 1491(a) states that the “United States Court of Federal Claims 

shall have jurisdiction to render judgment upon any claim against the United States founded...upon 

the Constitution...in cases not sounding in tort.”  In support of this motion, these plaintiff-

landowners provide the accompanying memorandum of law and statement of uncontroverted 

material facts. 

Summary judgment “is a ‘salutary method of disposition designed “to secure the just, 

speedy, and inexpensive determination of every action.”’”  InterImage, Inc. v. United States, 146 

Fed. Cl. 615, 618 (2020) (quoting Sweats Fashions, Inc. v. Pannill Knitting Co., Inc., 833 F.2d 

1560, 1562 (Fed. Cir. 1987)).  “A grant of summary judgment is appropriate when the pleadings, 

affidavits and evidentiary materials filed in a case reveal that ‘there is no genuine dispute as to any 

material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.’”  Biloxi Marsh Lands 

Corp. v. United States, 152 Fed. Cl. 254, 268 (2021) (quoting Lippmann v. United States, 127 Fed. 

Cl. 238, 244 (2016) (citing RCFC 56(a))).  See also Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 

247 (1986).   

If no rational trier of fact could find for the non-moving party, a genuine issue of material 

fact does not exist and the motion for summary judgment may be granted.  New York & 

Presbyterian Hosp. v. United States, 152 Fed. Cl. 507, 515 (2021) (citing Matsushita Elec. Indus. 

v. Zenith Radio Corp., 475 U.S. 574, 588 (1986)).  “By its very terms, this standard provides that 

the mere existence of some alleged factual dispute between the parties will not defeat an otherwise 

properly supported motion for summary judgment; the requirement is that there be no genuine 

issue of material fact.”  Cheshire Hunt v. United States, 158 Fed. Cl. 101, 104 (2022) (quoting 

Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 247-48 (1986)) (emphasis in original).  “A 
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‘genuine’ dispute of material fact exists where a reasonable factfinder ‘could return a verdict for 

the nonmoving party.’”  Id. (quoting Anderson, 477 U.S. at 248).  A dispute regarding an issue of 

non-material fact does not preclude summary judgment.  See id. (“‘Material’ facts are those ‘that 

might affect the outcome of the suit under the governing law,’ as opposed to ‘disputes that are 

irrelevant or unnecessary.’”) (quoting Anderson, 477 U.S. at 248). 

Once the movant’s burden is met, the onus shifts to the non-movant to point to sufficient 

evidence to show a dispute over a material fact that would allow a reasonable finder of fact to rule 

in its favor.  Anderson, 477 U.S. at 256.  Mere denials, conclusory statements, or evidence that is 

merely colorable or not significantly probative will not defeat summary judgment.  See Celotex 

Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317, 324 (1986); Anderson, 477 U.S. at 248-50; Mingus Constructors, 

Inc. v. United States, 812 F.2d 1387, 1390-91 (Fed. Cir. 1987). 

Wherefore, these plaintiff-landowners ask this Court to enter partial summary judgment in 

their favor and order the federal government to pay them just compensation for the property the 

government took under the Trails Act. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
/s/ Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II 
MARK F. (THOR) HEARNE, II 
Stephen S. Davis 
True North Law, LLC 
112 South Hanley, Suite 200 
St. Louis, MO 63105 
(314) 296-4000 
thor@truenorthlawgroup.com 
 
Counsel for the Landowners 
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INTRODUCTION 

The federal government took private property from 214 Sarasota County landowners on 

May 5, 2019.  See Exhibit 1 (index of landowners and properties by category).  The government 

took these owners’ property when the Surface Transportation Board (the Board) invoked section 

8(d) of the Trails Act1 encumbering these owners’ land with a public rail-trail corridor when it 

issued an order called a Notice of Interim Trail Use or Abandonment (NITU).2  The Takings Clause 

of the Fifth Amendment provides, “No person shall be…deprived of life, liberty, or property 

without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use without just 

compensation.”  U.S. CONST. AMEND. V.  The Tucker Act grants this Court jurisdiction to “render 

judgment upon any claim against the United States founded upon the Constitution.”3 

The uncontroverted facts and settled law establish three points.  First, Seaboard Air Line 

Railroad (and its affiliated railroads) were granted only an easement to build and operate a railway 

line across a strip of the plaintiffs’ land.  Second, the right-of-way easement for a railway line 

terminated when the strip of land was no longer used for operation of a railroad, and but for the 

federal government invoking the Trails Act, the present-day owners would have enjoyed 

unencumbered title to the fee estate in their land.  Third, the Board’s order encumbering the 

plaintiffs’ land with a new and different easement for public recreation and so-called “rail-

banking” is a per se taking of these owners’ private property for which the federal government has 

a categorical constitutional obligation to pay these owners “just compensation.” 

 
1 Codified at 16 U.S.C. §1247(d). 
2 See Exhibit 4 to Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Compl., ECF No. 34-1.  For the Court’s convenience 
and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached to and filed with Plaintiffs’ 
Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
3 28 U.S.C. §1491(a). 
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BACKGROUND 

A. The creation and extension of the Legacy Trail. 

In the early 1900s, landowners granted the Seaboard Air Line Railway and its affiliated 

railroad companies a right-of-way across a thirteen-mile-long strip of land between Sarasota and 

Venice, Florida.4  The Seaboard Air Line Railway and its affiliated railroads were given, or took 

by condemnation, an interest in this strip of land in the early 1900s for the purpose of operating a 

railway line between Sarasota and Venice.5  By the 1980s a railway line between Sarasota and 

Venice was no longer needed.  Seaboard’s successor-railroads (CSX and Seminole Gulf Railway) 

petitioned the Surface Transportation Board (the Board) to abandon the railway line. 6  Sarasota 

County wanted to use the otherwise-abandoned railway corridor for a public recreational trail. 

On April 2, 2004, pursuant to section 8(d) of the National Trails System Act, 16 U.S.C. 

1247(d), the Board issued a NITU invoking the Trails Act and establishing a new easement for 

public recreation and so-called railbanking across the land.  The Board issued two subsequent 

orders, on December 5, 2017, and on May 14, 2019, extending the rail-trail corridor further north.  

This litigation concerns the land taken by the Board’s third order issued May 14, 2019.7 

 
4 See Statement of Uncontroverted Material Facts (Statement of Facts) ¶¶1-2.  A fuller description 
of the history of Sarasota and the creation of the railway line is provided in Barron v. United States, 
No. 21-2181, ECF No. 31-2, pp. 5-13.   
5 “Air Line” has nothing to do with airplanes.  “Air Line” refers to a railway line constructed  
across land in a way that a train could operate on the shortest, most direct route. 
6 See Exhibit 2 to Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint, ECF No. 34-1 (Abandonment Petition, 
(STB Docket No. AB-400 (Sub-No. 7X)) March 8, 2019) (Seminole Gulf affirmed that “No local 
or overhead traffic has moved over the Subject Line since prior to 2007, a period of more than ten 
years.”).  For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits 
attached to and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2.  
See also Statement of Uncontroverted Material Facts ¶¶8-10. 
7 See Exhibit 4 (NITU) to Plfs’ Fourth Amended Compl., ECF No. 34-1; Statement of Facts ¶9. 
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The landowners whose property the government took for the creation of the public 

recreational trail sued the government seeking compensation because, but for the federal 

government invoking the Trails Act, these owners would have held unencumbered title to their 

land.  See Preseault v. Interstate Commerce Comm'n, 494 U.S. 1, 8 (1990) (Preseault I) (The 

Trails Act “gives rise to a takings question in the typical rails-to-trails case because many railroads 

do not own their rights-of-way outright but rather hold them under easements or similar property 

interests.”); Brandt Rev. Trust v. United States, 572 U.S. 93, 105 (2014) (“if the beneficiary of the 

easement abandons it, the easement disappears, and the landowner resumes his full and 

unencumbered interest in the land”).  The imposition of a federal rail-trail corridor easement across 

these owners’ land is a taking of private property without compensation in violation of the Fifth 

Amendment.  See Preseault v. United States, 100 F.3d 1525, 1552 (Fed. Cir. 1996) (en banc) 

(Preseault II) (“When state-defined property rights are destroyed by the Federal Government’s 

preemptive power...the owner of those rights is due just compensation.”).  See also Behrens v. 

United States, 59 F.4th 1339, 1344-45 (Fed. Cir. 2023) (“[I]t is settled law that a Fifth Amendment 

taking occurs in Rails-to-Trails cases when government action destroys state-defined property 

rights by converting a railway easement to a recreational trail, if trail use is outside the scope of 

the original railway easement.”) (quoting Ladd v. United States, 630 F.3d 1015, 1019 (Fed. Cir. 

2010) (Ladd I), and citing Ellamae Phillips Co. v. United States, 564 F.3d 1367, 1373 (Fed. Cir. 

2009)). 

B. The legacy of the Legacy Trail litigation. 

The federal government’s creation of the Legacy Trail corridor spawned a generation of 

litigation.  Because the federal government took private property without paying the owners, the 

owners had to sue the United States to vindicate their constitutional right to be justly compensated.  

The owners whose land was taken for the southern segment sued for compensation in 2007.  See 
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Rogers v. United States, 90 Fed. Cl. 418, 418 (2009) (Rogers I).8  Judge Williams determined the 

compensation the government owed the owners of the land taken for the southern segment of the 

Legacy Trail corridor in two separate week-long trials in McCann Holdings v. United States, 111 

Fed. Cl. 608 (2013), and Childers v. United States, 116 Fed. Cl. 486 (2013).  The compensation 

due the owners of the land taken in December 2017 for the middle segment of the Legacy Trail is 

the subject of Cheshire Hunt v. United States, No. 18-111.9  The Board issued its third NITU 

extending the rail-trail corridor across these owners’ land, on May 14, 2019.10 

ARGUMENT 

I. The federal government violated the Fifth Amendment by taking these landowners’ 
private property without paying the owners “just compensation.” 

A. The Trails Act is a per se taking for which the federal government is 
“categorically” obligated to pay the landowner. 

Congress wanted to preserve otherwise-abandoned railroad corridors to be repurposed for 

public recreation.  Congress initially sought to accomplish this objective by delaying the railroad’s 

 
8 Rogers was subsequently bifurcated into separate cases based upon how the railroad originally 
acquired an interest in the strip of land used for the right-of-way.  See Bird Bay Executive Golf 
Course, Inc. v. United States, No. 07-426, Bay Plaza v. United States, No. 08-198, Breda v. United 
States, No. 10-187, Murphy v. United States, No. 10-200, Childers v. United States, No. 08-1981, 
and McCann Holdings, Ltd. v. United States, No. 07-4261.   
9 Hugh Culverhouse, Jr., and his wife, Eliza, are prominent philanthropists.  Palmer Ranch 
Holdings and other entities owned by Mr. Culverhouse were plaintiffs in Cheshire Hunt.  The 
Culverhouse family donated an 82.2-acre tract of the Palmer Ranch land to Sarasota County for a 
conservation easement for a park and a community garden.  See Palmer Ranch Holdings v. CIR, 
812 F.3d 982 (11th Cir. 2016), 107 T.C.M. 1408 (T.C. Memo. 2014).  The property the 
Culverhouse family donated was worth $25.2 million for which the Culverhouse family took a 
charitable tax deduction.  Id.  The IRS challenged the value of the donation, and the IRS lost.  The 
Eleventh Circuit affirmed that the full value of the property the Culverhouse family donated. 
10 This northern segment of the Legacy Trail involves the property in this litigation as well as 
Barron v. United States, No. 21-2181, and Easey v. United States, No. 19-716.  The northern 
segment also gave rise to the federal Quiet Title Act lawsuit in U.S. District Court against Sarasota 
County and the United States.  See Grames v. Sarasota County, 2022 WL 218486, at *1 (M.D. 
Fla. Jan. 25, 2022).  Following this Court’s January 2022 decision in Cheshire Hunt, 158 Fed. Cl. 
101, 110 (2022), the plaintiffs in Grames dismissed their quiet title action. 
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authority to abandon railroad service across unprofitable railway corridors for six-months to allow 

a non-railroad (such as a local government or a private conservation organization) to acquire the 

otherwise-abandoned right-of-way for public recreation.  See National Wildlife Federation v. 

Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 850 F.2d 694, 697 (DC Cir. 1988).  This scheme didn’t work 

because, under state-law, the railroad had nothing to sell or transfer.  The owner of the fee estate 

regained unencumbered title to the land when the railroad stopped operating and the original right-

of-way easement terminated.  See Brandt, 572 U.S. at 105; Preseault I, 494 U.S. at 8.  Landowners’ 

state-law “reversionary” interest in the land was a “problem,” since “many railroads do not own 

their rights-of-way outright but rather hold them under easements [and]...the property reverts to 

the abutting landowner upon abandonment of rail operations.”11 

So, in 1983, Congress amended the Trails Act adding section 8(d), providing “interim 

[public recreational trail] use [or railbanking] shall not be treated, for purposes of any law or rule 

of law, as an abandonment of the use of such rights-of-way for railroad purposes.”  16 U.S.C. 

§1247(d).  Congress adopted section 8(d) for the express purpose of preempting state law and 

“destroying” and “effectively eliminating” landowners’ state-law reversionary property interests 

and thereby allowing the Board to impose a new easement for railbanking and public recreation.12  

Once the Board invokes section 8(d) of the Trails Act, 

 
11 Preseault I, 494 U.S. at 7-8.  “Reversionary” is a shorthand term for the fee owner’s interest in 
the land unencumbered by an easement.  “Instead of calling the property owner’s retained interest 
a fee simple burdened by the easement, this alternative labels the property owner’s retained 
interest...a ‘reversion’ in fee.”  Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1533. 
12 “It is settled law that a Fifth Amendment taking occurs in Rails-to-Trails cases when government 
action destroys state-defined property rights by converting a railway easement to a recreational 
trail, if trail use is outside the scope of the original railway easement.”  Ladd I, 630 F.3d at 1019 
(emphasis added).  See also Caldwell v. United States, 391 F.3d 1226, 1228 (Fed. Cir. 2004) (“a 
Fifth Amendment taking occurs when, pursuant to the Trails Act, state law reversionary interests 
are effectively eliminated in connection with a conversion of a railroad right-of-way to trail use”) 
(citing Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1543) (emphasis added). 
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[t]he [Board] retains jurisdiction over [the land once used for] a rail line throughout 
the CITU/NITU negotiating period, any period of rail banking/interim trail use, and 
any period during which rail service is restored.  It is only upon a railroad’s lawful 
consummation of abandonment authority that the Board’s jurisdiction ends.  At that 
point, the right-of-way may revert to reversionary landowner interest, if any, 
pursuant to state law. 
 

National Trails System Act and Railroad Rights-of-Way, 
2012 WL 1498609, *5 (STB April 25, 2012). 

 
The Board’s invocation of section 8(d) “pre-empt[s] the operation and effect of certain 

state laws that ‘conflict with or interfere with federal authority over the same activity.’”  Preseault 

I, 494 U.S. at 21 (O’Connor, Scalia, and Kennedy, JJ., concurring).  State courts “cannot enforce 

or give effect to asserted reversionary interests....”  Id. at 22.  The federal government’s jurisdiction 

over the strip of land is “exclusive and plenary.”  Chicago & N.W. Transp. v. Kalo Brick & Tile 

Co., 450 U.S. 311, 321 (1981). 

The Board’s invocation of the Trails Act allows the railroad to sell or give the right-of-way 

to a non-railroad “trail-sponsor” even though, under state law and the terms of the original railroad 

easement, the railroad had no property interest in the land and no ability to transfer any interest in 

the right-of-way to a non-railroad.  See East Alabama Ry. v. Doe, 114 U.S. 340, 350-51 (1885) 

(“the grant to the ‘assigns’ of the [railroad] corporation cannot be construed as extending to any 

assigns except one who should be the assignee of its franchise to establish and run a railroad”).13 

A grant from a landowner to a railroad describing a strip of land used for a railway line is 

an easement, not a conveyance of title to the fee simple estate in the strip of land across which the 

railway line is built.  As the Supreme Court explained, this easement (which is a servitude, not 

 
13 See also Monroe County Comm’n v. Nettles, 288 So.3d 452, 459 (Ala. 2019) (“the quitclaim 
deed [from the railroad] conveyed nothing to the [trail-sponsor] because the railroad, at the time 
of conveyance, had nothing to transfer”).  See also Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II, The Trails Act: 
Railroading Property Owners and Taxpayers for More Than a Quarter Century, 45 REAL 
PROPERTY, TRUST & ESTATE L.J. 115, 131-32 (Spring 2010), attached as Exhibit 3. 
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ownership of the fee estate) terminates when the railroad no longer uses the strip of land for the 

operation of a railway.  See Brandt, 572 U.S. at 105.14  Thus, when the federal government invokes 

the Trails Act by issuing an order encumbering an owner’s land with a new easement for a public 

recreational rail-trail corridor without paying “just compensation,” the federal government has 

taken private property in violation of the Fifth Amendment.  See Preseault I, 494 U.S. at 8. 

In Preseault I, Justice O’Conner wrote a concurring opinion to emphasize that “[a]lthough 

the [Board]’s actions may pre-empt the operation and effect of certain state laws, those actions do 

not displace state law as the traditional source of the real property interests.”  494 U.S. at 22-23 

(O’Connor, Scalia, and Kennedy, JJ., concurring).  The Board’s actions delaying the landowner’s 

reversionary interest, Justice O’Connor continued, “burdens and defeats the property interest rather 

than suspends or defers the vesting of those property rights.”  Id.  “Any other conclusion,” she 

concluded, “would convert the [Board]’s power to pre-empt conflicting state regulation of 

interstate commerce into the power to pre-empt the rights guaranteed by state property law, a result 

incompatible with the Fifth Amendment.”  Id.15   

The government may not redefine established property interests without paying the 

property owner.  Chief Justice Rehnquist explained in Leo Sheep v. United States, 440 U.S. 668, 

687-88 (1979), and Chief Justice Roberts explained in Brandt, 572 U.S. at 105, that interests in 

 
14 “Unlike most possessory estates, easements...may be unilaterally terminated by abandonment, 
leaving the servient owner with a possessory estate unencumbered by the servitude.  In other 
words, if the beneficiary of the easement abandons it, the easement disappears, and the landowner 
resumes his full and unencumbered interest in the land.”  Brandt, 572 U.S. at 105 (internal 
quotation and citation omitted; quoting RESTATEMENT (THIRD) OF PROPERTY: SERVITUDES §1.2, 
Comment d, §7.4, Comments a, f). 
15 Citations omitted; citing and quoting, among other authorities, Ruckelshaus v. Monsanto Co., 
467 U.S. 986, 1003-04, 1010-12 (1984) (“If Congress can ‘pre-empt’ state property law in the 
manner advocated by EPA, then the Taking Clause has lost all vitality.  [A] sovereign, ‘by ipse 
dixit, may not transform private property into public property without compensation.... This is the 
very kind of thing that the Taking Clause of the Fifth Amendment was meant to prevent.’”). 
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land are defined and their dimensions established at the time the property interest was established.  

This summer the Court reaffirmed the principle that individuals’ rights in their property are defined 

by state law and by “‘traditional property law principles,’ plus historical practice and this Court’s 

precedents.”  Tyler v. Hennepin County, 143 S.Ct. 1369, 1375 (2023).16  In other words, the federal 

government and federal agencies, such as the Board, do not define (and cannot redefine) or 

determine the nature or dimensions of private property.  And when the government acts to redefine 

established property interests without paying “just compensation,” the government has violated 

the Fifth Amendment. 

The Supreme Court has emphasized that there is a “special need for certainty and 

predictability where land titles are concerned, and we are unwilling to upset settled expectations 

to accommodate some ill-defined power to construct public thoroughfares without compensation.”  

Leo Sheep, 440 U.S. at 687-88.  The Court reaffirmed this principle in Brandt, stating, “[w]e 

decline to endorse [the government’s] stark change in position, especially given ‘the special need 

for certainty and predictability where land titles are concerned.’”  572 U.S. at 110 (quoting Leo 

Sheep, 440 U.S. at 687).  As Bryan Garner and his contributing authors (including then-circuit 

judges Neil Gorsuch and Brett Kavanaugh) explained, the Rule of Property Doctrine dictates that 

adherence to precedent and respect for the principle of stare decisis is of particular importance in 

cases that involve established interests in real property: 

The “rule-of-property doctrine”…holds that stare decisis applies with ‘peculiar 
force and strictness’ to decisions governing real property….  Stability in rules 
governing property interests is particularly important because those rules create 
unusually strong reliance interests….  As the Supreme Court explained in a mid-

 
16 In Tyler, the Supreme Court also reaffirmed its prior holdings in Stop the Beach Renourishment, 
Inc. v. Florida Department of Environmental Protection, 560 U.S. 702, 707 (2010), Webb’s 
Fabulous Pharmacies, Inc. v. Beckwith, 449 U.S. 155, 164 (1980), and other decisions holding 
that a court’s redefinition of the rules defining property interests would be a taking of private 
property the Takings Clause forbids without the government paying the owner just compensation.  
See also Brandt, 572 U.S. at 105 (quoting Leo Sheep, 440 U.S. at 687-88). 
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19th-century case:  ‘Where questions arise which affect titles to land it is of great 
importance to the public that when they are once decided they should no longer be 
considered open.  Such decisions become rules of property, and many titles may be 
injuriously affected by their change.’”   

Bryan Garner, et al., THE LAW OF JUDICIAL PRECEDENT (2016), pp. 421-22.17  

In Preseault II, the Federal Circuit held the Trails Act imposes “a new easement for the 

new use, constituting a physical taking of the right of exclusive possession that belonged to the 

[landowners].”  100 F.3d at 1550.  In Toews v. United States, the Federal Circuit observed, “it 

appears beyond cavil that use of these easements for a recreational trail – for walking, hiking, 

biking, picnicking, frisbee playing, with newly-added tarmac pavement, park benches, occasional 

billboards, and fences to enclose the trailway – is not the same use made by a railroad, involving 

tracks, depots, and the running of trains.”  376 F.3d 1371, 1376 (Fed. Cir. 2004).18  Most recently, 

in Behrens, the Federal Circuit explained, “a taking effectuated by the NITU occurs at the time 

that, had there been no NITU, the easement would have terminated under state law.”  59 F.4th at 

1343 (citing Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1550, and Caquelin v. United States, 959 F.3d 1360, 1363, 

1370-73 (Fed. Cir. 2020)).  Behrens held, “[i]t is now well-settled that the issuance of a NITU 

under the Trails Act may result in a taking of property owned by the original grantor of the 

easement.”  49 F.4th at 1342 (citing Preseault I, 494 U.S. at 8).   

The Board’s invocation of the Trails Act is a “direct appropriation of [the owner’s 

reversionary] property, or the functional equivalent of a practical ouster of the owner’s 

possession.”  Lucas v. South Carolina Coastal Comm’n, 505 U.S. 1003, 1014 (1992).  The 

Supreme Court has further explained, “the right to exclude is universally held to be a fundamental 

 
17 Quoting Minnesota Mining Co. v. National Mining Co., 70 U.S. 332, 334 (1865). 
18 See also Trevarton v. South Dakota, 817 F.3d 1081, 1087 (8th Cir. 2016) (“Though the 
conveyance here took the form of a quit claim deed from [the railroad] to Defendants, as a matter 
of federal law it granted ‘a new easement for the new use.’”) (quoting Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 
1550). 
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element of the property right and is one of the most essential sticks in the bundle of rights that are 

commonly characterized as property.”  Cedar Point Nursery v. Hassid, 141 S.Ct. 2063, 2072-73 

(2021).19  When the government “depriv[es] the owner of the right to possess, use and dispose of 

the property,” and denies the owner’s right to exclude others from his or her property, the 

government has a “categorical” duty to compensate the owner.  Horne v. Department of 

Agriculture, 576 U.S. 350, 358 (2015).  See also Knick v. Township of Scott, 139 S.Ct. 2162, 2172 

(2019) (“because a taking without compensation violates the self-executing Fifth Amendment at 

the time of the taking, the property owner can bring a federal suit at that time”) (emphasis added).  

The government’s obligation to compensate the owner for taking the owner’s property is a 

foundational tenant going back to Magna Carta and later expounded upon by Blackstone.20 

B. The government’s obligation to compensate these owners arose immediately 
upon the Board issuing its May 2019 order invoking the Trails Act. 

The federal government’s liability in Trails Act cases turns upon three points set forth in 

Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1533, and summarized in Ellamae Phillips, 564 F.3d at 1373, where the 

Federal Circuit explained that “the determinative issues for takings liability are 

(1) who owns the strip of land involved, specifically, whether the railroad acquired 
only an easement or obtained a fee simple estate; 
 
(2) if the railroad acquired only an easement, were the terms of the easement limited 
to use for railroad purposes, or did they include future use as a public recreational 
trail (scope of the easement); and 

 
19 See also Loretto v. Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp., 458 U.S. 419, 433 (1982), United 
States v. Causby, 328 U.S. 256, 267 (1946), and Kaiser Aetna v. United States, 444 U.S. 164, 179-
80 (1979) (“[W]e hold that the ‘right to exclude,’ so universally held to be a fundamental element 
of the property right, falls within this category of interests that the Government cannot take without 
compensation.”). 
20 See Horne, 576 U.S. at 358 (“The principle reflected in the [Takings] Clause goes back at least 
800 years to Magna Carta....”).  See also Cedar Point Nursery, 141 S.Ct. at 2072 (“According to 
Blackstone, the very idea of property entails ‘that sole and despotic dominion which one man 
claims and exercises over the external things of the world, in total exclusion of the right of any 
other individual in the universe.’”) (quoting William Blackstone, COMMENTARIES ON THE LAWS 
OF ENGLAND (1766), v. 2, p. 2). 
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(3) even if the grant of the railroad’s easement was broad enough to encompass a 
recreational trail, had this easement terminated prior to the alleged taking so that 
the property owner at the time held a fee simple unencumbered by the easement 
(abandonment of the easement).21 

The Federal Circuit announced a “bright-line rule” that a Trails Act taking occurs, and an 

owner’s claim for compensation accrues, when the Board first invokes the Trails Act.  Caldwell, 

391 F.3d at 1229 (“A Fifth Amendment taking occurs if the original easement granted to the 

railroad under state property law is not broad enough to encompass a recreational trail.”).22  The 

government took these owners’ private property in May 2019, almost a half-decade ago.  The 

government has still not honored its constitutional obligation to pay these owners that just 

compensation our Constitution requires the government to pay them. 

When the government takes private property without paying the owner, the government 

has violated the owner’s Fifth Amendment right to private property.  See Knick, 139 S.Ct. at 2170 

 
21 Paragraph breaks added.  The third point in this analysis (“if the grant of the railroad’s easement 
was broad enough to encompass a recreational trail”) arises only when the original easement 
granted the railroad included a right for the railroad to sell the right-of-way to a non-railroad to 
use the strip of land for public recreation.  For example, the Federal Circuit, in Behrens, 59 F.4th 
at 1348, held that a taking occurred under the first two points when “easements granted to the 
railroad were not broad enough to encompass interim trail use or railbanking, and thus Fifth 
Amendment takings have occurred.” 
22 See also Barclay v. United States, 443 F.3d 1368, 1378 (Fed. Cir. 2006) (“the issuance of the 
original NITU triggers the accrual of the cause of action” for a taking); Ladd I, 630 F.3d at 1023-
24, reh’g and reh’g en banc denied, 646 F.3d at 910 (“[I]t is settled law.  A taking occurs when 
state law reversionary property interests are blocked. …The issuance of the NITU is the only event 
that must occur to entitle the plaintiff to institute an action.”) (emphasis added; internal quotations 
omitted); Ladd v. United States, 713 F.3d 648, 652 (Fed. Cir. 2013) (Ladd II) (“In the context of 
Trails Act cases, the cause of action accrues when the government issues the first NITU that 
concerns the landowner’s property.”).  The Federal Circuit affirmed this settled rule of law most 
recently in Behrens, 59 F.4th at 1345, and Memmer v. United States, 50 F.4th 136, 145 (Fed. Cir. 
2022).  In 2009, then-Solicitor General Elena Kagan wrote for the United States, “When the NITU 
is issued, all the events have occurred that entitle the claimant to institute an action based on 
federal-law interference with reversionary interests, and any takings claim premised on such 
interference therefore accrues on that date.”  Brief for the United States in Illig v. United States, 
2009 WL 1526939, *12-13 (S.Ct. No. 08-852, May 29, 2009). 
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(“a property owner has a claim for a violation of the Takings Clause as soon as a government takes 

his property for public use without paying for it”).  The government’s violation of the Fifth 

Amendment is an ongoing violation of the owner’s constitutional right that is not remedied until 

the government pays the owner.  See Cedar Point Nursery, 141 S.Ct. at 2170-72; James W. Ely, 

Jr., THE GUARDIAN OF EVERY OTHER RIGHT: A CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY OF PROPERTY RIGHTS 

(3rd ed. 2008), p. 55 (“The takings clause established an additional safeguard for property owners.  

This provision significantly limits the power of eminent domain under which government can seize 

private property for a public purpose”).23 

While the government need not pay the owner on the day the government takes an owner’s 

property, the government must pay the owner promptly.  In Joslin Mfg. Co. v. City of Providence, 

the Supreme Court held “the taking of property for public use...need not be accompanied or 

preceded by payment, but that the requirement of just compensation is satisfied when the public 

faith and credit are pledged to a reasonably prompt ascertainment and payment, and there is 

adequate provision for enforcing the pledge.”  262 U.S. 668, 677 (1923) (emphasis added).  As 

inscribed in this courthouse’s lobby, President Lincoln declared, “It is as much the duty of 

government to render prompt justice against itself, in favor of citizens, as it is to administer the 

same, between private individuals.”24  But, rather than promptly paying these owners, the 

government forced them to retain counsel, sue the government, and incur the very substantial cost 

of this litigation necessary to vindicate their constitutional right to be justly compensated. 

 
23 The Supreme Court has relied upon Professor Ely’s scholarship in Brandt, 572 U.S. at 96, United 
States Forest Serv. v. Cowpasture River Preservation Ass’n, 140 S.Ct. 1837, 1844 (2020), and 
Sveen v. Melin, 138 S.Ct. 1815, 1828 (2018) (Gorsuch, J., dissenting).  In addition to the U.S. 
Supreme Court, twenty-one federal courts have relied upon Professor Ely’s scholarship, including 
the United States Courts of Appeals for the Second, Fourth, Sixth, Ninth, Tenth, Eleventh, and 
Federal Circuits.  See, e.g., Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1542. 
24 Emphasis added. 
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Justice Thomas concurred in Knick to emphasize that the government’s “sue me” approach 

to the Takings Clause is untenable.”  139 S.Ct. at 2180.  Justice Thomas continued, 

The Fifth Amendment does not merely provide a damages remedy to a property 
owner willing to “shoulder the burden of securing compensation” after the 
government takes property without paying for it.  Instead, it makes just 
compensation a “prerequisite” to the government’s authority to “tak[e] property for 
public use.”  A “purported exercise of the eminent-domain power” is therefore 
“invalid” unless the government “pays just compensation before or at the time of 
its taking.”25 
 

 In summary, the federal government violated the Constitution by taking private property 

from the owners of over two hundred properties in Sarasota, Florida, without paying these owners 

“just compensation.”  This Court’s task, as President Lincoln said when he proposed the creation 

of this Court, is to “render prompt justice against [the government], in favor of its citizens....”26  

The justice these citizens and landowners are due is to be paid full and fair compensation for that 

property the government took from them. 

II. These plaintiffs own the property the federal government took from them. 

A. Preseault II provides the paradigm by which this Court should analyze a 
railroad’s interest in strips of land used for railway lines. 

This litigation recalls Yogi Berra’s famous observation, “this is déjà vu all over again.”  In 

Preseault II, the Federal Circuit answered precisely the same question this Court is now presented.  

To wit:  Did the owners whose property was condemned for a railroad right-of-way in the early 

1900s, and the owners who signed documents granting the railroad a right-of-way across their land 

in the 1900s, give the railroad title to the fee estate in a strip of land upon which the railroad built 

and operated a railway line, or did the landowner grant the railroad an easement to operate a 

 
25 139 S.Ct. at 2180 (quoting dissent from the Court’s denial of certiorari in Arrigoni Enterprises 
v. Durham, 136 S.Ct. 1409, 1409 (2016)). 
26 First Annual Message to Congress, Cong. Globe, 37th Cong., 2d Sess., app. 2 (1862). 
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railway line across the strip of land?27  Preseault II directs this Court how to determine whether 

the 1926 Condemnation Decree and the other nine documents granted the railroad an easement for 

a railroad right-of-way across the owners’ land, or instead, conveyed title to the fee estate in the 

strip of land upon which the railroad operated a railway line.  When Preseault II is followed, it is 

clear that the railroad was only granted an easement. 

Preseault II involved three tracts of land, including the “old Barker Estate” tract, over 

which the railroad had gained its right-of-way by condemnation.  100 F.3d at 1531.  The Claims 

Court had determined that “[t]he portion of the right-of-way consisting of the parcel of land 

condemned from the Barker Estate and taken by commissioner’s award is indisputably an 

easement under the law of the State of Vermont.”  Id. at 1535.  Following an “independent 

examination” of the Claim Court’s finding that the Barker-tract right-of-way was an easement, the 

Federal Circuit concluded, “there is little real dispute about this.  That was the rule in the early 

Vermont cases, and continues to be the rule today.”  Id. (citing Dessureau v. Maurice Memorials, 

Inc., 318 A.2d 652, 653 (Vt. 1974), and Troy & Boston Railroad v. Potter, 42 Vt. 265, 274 (1869)).  

Quoting the Vermont Supreme Court in Dessureau, 318 A.2d at 653, the Federal Circuit 

acknowledged and affirmed that a taking by a railroad “pursuant to statutory authority, gave the 

railroad only an easement, not a fee, and upon abandonment, the property reverts to the former 

owner.”  Id. at 1535.  The Federal Circuit further explained that the “Vermont cases are consistent 

in holding that, practically without regard to the documentation and manner of acquisition, when 

a railroad for its purposes acquires an estate in land for laying track and operating railroad 

 
27 Judge Plager authored the Federal Circuit’s en banc decision in Preseault II.  Judge Plager’s 
authorship of Preseault II is noteworthy because Judge Plager is distinguished for his expertise in 
property law.  Before taking the bench, Judge Plager graduated from University of Florida Law 
School and was a professor of property and environmental law at the universities of Florida, 
Wisconsin, and Illinois before becoming dean of Indiana University Law School.  See 
www.repository.law.indiana.edu./plager. 
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equipment thereon, the estate acquired is no more than that needed for the purpose,” which 

“typically means an easement, not a fee simple estate.  Id. 

Preseault II’s holding that the railroad acquired only an easement across the Barker land, 

and not title to the fee estate, applies equally to the 1926 Condemnation Decree at issue in this 

litigation.  See, infra, pp. 56-59.  This principle (that a railroad exercising eminent domain power 

to acquire a right-of-way obtains only an easement or a servitude) is a principle common to Florida 

and every other state we have surveyed. 

The Federal Circuit then turned to the railroad’s interest in the parcel that was conveyed to 

the railroad by the Manwell deed.  This deed, the Federal Circuit explained, first appeared to be 

an unrestricted warranty deed by which Fredrick and Mary Manwell conveyed the railroad fee 

simple title to a strip of land.  See Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1535.  The Federal Circuit noted that 

the Manwell deed contained “the usual habendum clause found in a warranty deed, and purports 

to convey the described strip of land to the grantee railroad ‘[t]o have and to hold the above granted 

and bargained premises...unto it the said grantee, its successors and assigns forever, to its and their 

own proper use, benefit and behoof forever’[, and] further warrants that the grantors have ‘a good, 

indefeasible estate, in fee simple, and have good right to bargain and sell the same in manner and 

form as above written....’”  Id. (emphasis added). 

The Federal Circuit continued, “In short, the deed appears to be the standard form used to 

convey a fee simple title from a grantor to a grantee.  But did it?”  Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1535-

36 (emphasis added).  The Federal Circuit noted that “the deed was given following survey and 

location of the right-of-way.”  Id. at 1536.  The Federal Circuit held that, “despite the apparent 

terms of the deed indicating a transfer in fee, the legal effect was to convey only an easement.”  Id.  

After citing Hill v. Western Vermont Railroad, 32 Vt. 68, 73 (1859), and Troy, 42 Vt. at 274, the 

Federal Circuit held,  
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Thus it is that a railroad that proceeds to acquire a right-of-way for its road acquires 
only that estate, typically an easement, necessary for its limited purposes, and that 
the act of survey and location is the operative determinant, and not the particular 
form of transfer, if any.  Here, the evidence is that the Railroad had obtained a 
survey and location of its right-of-way, after which the Manwell deed was executed 
confirming and memorializing the Railroad’s action. 

On balance it would seem that, consistent with the view expressed in Hill, the 
proceeding retained its eminent domain flavor, and the railroad acquired only that 
which it needed, an easement for its roadway.  Nothing the Government points to 
or that we can find in the later cases would seem to undermine that view of the 
case.... 

Preseault II, at 100 F.3d at 1537 (paragraph break and emphasis added). 

In Barron v. United States the government argues this Court should overlook the Federal 

Circuit’s en banc analysis in Preseault II because the Preseaults’ property was in Vermont, while 

these owners’ property is in Florida.  But, not so fast.  To cabin Preseault II in this manner, the 

government must first demonstrate that the relevant principles of property law in Vermont and 

Florida were different in the early 1900s when the railroad right-of-way easements in this case and 

in Preseault II were established.  This the government cannot do. 

The relevant law in both Vermont and Florida (and for that matter in every other state) was 

identical in the early 1900s.  In fact, the leading decisions of the Vermont Supreme Court upon 

which the Federal Circuit relied in Preseault II – Hill and Troy – were cited by this Court and the 

courts of Vermont, Missouri, Kansas, Georgia, Texas, North Carolina, New York, Ohio, Colorado, 

Illinois, Iowa, and New Hampshire as authority for the proposition that railroads obtain only an 

easement in strips of land used for a railway line.28  Not only that, Vermont Supreme Court Chief 

 
28 See, e.g., Jackson v. United States, 135 Fed. Cl. 436, 457 (2017) (“Here, as in Preseault II, the 
governing state statute strongly supports an interpretation that the [railroad] form conveyances 
granted the railroad an easement, not a fee simple.”) (applying Georgia law) (citing and quoting 
Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1534-35, 1537, and Hill, 32 Vt. at 76); Carpenter v. United States, 147 
Fed. Cl. 643, 653 (2020) (applying Vermont law) (“The [Vermont Supreme C]ourt [in Hill] found 
the [railroad] only had the power to exercise its eminent domain power to acquire easements.”) 
(citing Hill, 32 Vt. at 74); Page v. Heineberg, 40 Vt. 81, 83 (1868) (“A deed of the fee of land for 
railway purposes, has been held to convey no attachable interest.”) (citing Hill, 32 Vt. at 68, and 
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Justice Redfield, who authored the Hill decision, also authored the nation’s leading treatise on 

railroad law.  See Isaac F. Redfield, THE LAW OF RAILWAYS (3rd ed. 1867).  Florida courts have 

cited Vermont Chief Justice Redfield’s work as a leading authority on railroad law in the late 1800s 

and early 1900s.  See, e.g., Martin v. Pensacola & G.R. Co., 8 Fla. 370, 382 (1859); Pensacola & 

A.R. Co. v. Jackson, 21 Fla. 146, 151 (1884) (“Redfield, C.J., an authority upon railroad law....”); 

Holland v. State, 15 Fla. 455, 543 (1876) (“Mr. Redfield, in his valuable work, ‘The Law of 

Railways,’ published in 1867....”) (Bryson, J., concurring). 

 
Redfield, LAW OF RAILWAYS, v.1, p. 248); West Texas Utilities Co. v. Lee, 26 S.W.2d 457, 459 
(Tex. Ct. App. 1930) (“a deed should be so interpreted as to give effect to the intention of the 
parties, and where the conveyance is made for a particular use it must of necessity carry the 
implication of such limitation upon the estate conveyed”) (citing Hill, 32 Vt. at 74); Abercrombie 
v. Simmons, 81 P. 208, 210 (Kan. 1905) (“parties may by their contract create an estate less than a 
fee, or a right less in extent than that which the law authorizes the grantee to acquire”) (citing Hill, 
32 Vt. at 74); Beasley v. Aberdeen & Rockfish R. Co., 59 S.E. 60, 62 (N.C. 1907) (“We have 
construed such grants of easements to railroads as conveying no more than may be reasonably 
within the contemplation of the parties.”) (citing and quoting Hill, 32 Vt. at 68); Bradley v. Crane, 
94 N.E. 359, 363 (NY Ct. App. 1911) (“No reason or purpose demanded or permitted that the city 
should take an estate greater than the opening and extending of the road compelled and superfluous 
thereto, which did not likewise demand that it take an excessive quantity of land.  In fact, excess 
of both land and interest or estate was by the conveyance forbidden it.”) (citing Hill, 32 Vt. at 68); 
Malone v. City of Toledo, 28 Ohio St. 643, 651 (1876) (“under no circumstances, would the state 
take a fee simple absolute under this statute, but that at the best it would be a fee simple conditional 
or a fee simple determinable on condition”) (citing Hill, 32 Vt. at 73); Kansas City S. Ry. Co. v. 
Sandlin, 158 S.W. 857, 858 (Mo. Ct. App. 1913) (“all such conveyances must be construed as 
passing an easement only to the grantee”) (citing Hill, 32 Vt. at 74, and cases in West Virginia, 
Kansas, Michigan, Indiana, Iowa, North Carolina, and Ohio holding the same); Atlanta, B&A Ry. 
Co. v. Coffee County, 110 S.E. 214, 216 (Ga. 1921) (grantor “did not intend to vest in that company 
an absolute fee-simple title to the strip of land in controversy”) (citing and quoting Hill, 32 Vt. at 
74); St. Onge v. Day, 18 P. 278, 280 (Co. 1888) (“It should not be inferred from what has been 
said that the railway company has right to burden the property with any other or different use than 
that for which it was granted or acquired.”) (citing Troy & Boston RR, 42 Vt. at 274); Woodward 
Governor Co. v. City of Loves Park, 82 N.E.2d 387, 390 (Ill. App. Ct. 1948) (citing and quoting 
Troy & Boston RR, 42 Vt. at 265); Vermilya v. Chicago, M & St. P.RR. Co., 24 N.W. 234, 237 
(Iowa 1885) (decisions of other states, including Troy & Boston RR, 42 Vt. at 265, “are in no 
manner in conflict with our views”); Weeks v. Edmunds, 51 N.H. 619, 620 (Sup. Ct. 1872) 
(“Redfield, in his treatise on railways, cites with approbation this language...as expressing the true 
title which railroads in this country derive by their compulsory power in taking lands.”) (citing 
Troy & Boston RR, 42 Vt. at 265). 
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In addition to the common law, Florida statute directs that voluntary conveyances grant the 

railroad only an easement.  See Fla. Stat. §2683 (1914); Behrens, 59 F.4th at 1348 (“we have held 

that under Vermont law the preservation of a tract of land for future rail use under the Trails Act 

does not transform interim trail use into a railroad purpose.”) (citing Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 

1550).  See also, infra, pp. 39-41; Castillo v. United States, 952 F.3d 1311, 1320-21 (Fed. Cir. 

2020).29  Florida’s Supreme Court expressly adopted the Missouri Supreme Court’s definition of 

“voluntary conveyances.”  See Rogers v. United States, 184 So.3d 1087, 1094 (Fla. 2015) (Rogers 

IV) (citing Clay v. Missouri State Hwy. Comm’n, 239 S.W.2d 505, 508 (Mo. 1951), and Brown v. 

Weare, 152 S.W.2d 649, 653 (Mo. 1941)). The Florida and Missouri voluntary-conveyance 

statutes were a model law that many states adopted.  See Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1094, 1096, n.5. 

Simply put, there is no basis upon which this Court may conclude Vermont law and Florida 

law were different in any relevant respect in the early 1900s.  The principles of Vermont property 

law in the early 1900s, upon which the Federal Circuit relied in Preseault II, are indistinguishable 

from Florida law in the early 1900s.  So too with regard to Missouri law upon which the Federal 

Circuit reached its recent decision in Behrens, 59 F.4th at 1348.  The 1926 Condemnation Decree 

and the text of the voluntary grants at issue here are essentially identical to those the Federal Circuit 

considered in Preseault II and Behrens.  The principle upon which the Federal Circuit decided 

Preseault II and Behrens is neither “Vermont-specific,” nor “Missouri-specific,” but is a 

fundamental principle governing conveyances of strips of land to railroads in Florida. 

 
29 The Federal Circuit, in Castillo, applied the centerline presumption to railroad rights-of-way in 
Florida despite the lack of being “pointed to a decision under Florida law that specifically rules on 
a contested issue about whether railroad rights-of-way.”  952 F.3d at 1320.  The Federal Circuit 
applied the centerline presumption to railroad rights-of-way in Florida because there was an 
“absence of a contrary indication under Florida law” and “many other jurisdictions – very much 
the predominant number among those whose law has been cited to us – have applied the centerline 
presumption to railroad rights-of-way.”  Id. at 1321 (citing, inter alia, Boyles v. Missouri Friends 
of the Wabash Trace Nature Trail, Inc., 981 S.W.2d 644, 650 (Mo. Ct. App. 1998)). 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-1   Filed 08/17/23   Page 34 of 97



 19 

B. The railroad was granted only an easement, not title to the fee estate in the 
strip of land. 

1. The grantor’s intent governs the interpretation of the document.  

The prime directive guiding the interpretation of instruments conveying an interest in real 

property is to achieve the intention of the grantor at the time the interest was created.  The Supreme 

Court of Florida held, “it is well established that conveyances in land must be construed to give 

effect to the parties’ intent, and that this Court has the ‘right to look to the subject-matter embraced 

in the instrument, and to the intention of the parties and the conditions surrounding them... [T]he 

intent, and not the words, is the principal thing to be regarded.’”  McNair & Wade Land Co. v. 

Adams, 45 So. 492, 493 (Fla. 1907) (emphasis added).  Florida law directs a court to “consider the 

language of the entire instrument in order to discover the intent of the grantor, both as the character 

of estate and the property attempted to be conveyed, and to so construe the instrument as, if 

possible to effectuate such intent.”  Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 429 (citing Reid v. Barry, 112 So. 846, 

852 (Fla. 1927), and Thrasher v. Arida, 858 So.2d 1173, 1175 (Fla. Ct. App. 2003)) (emphasis 

added).  See also Castillo, 952 F.3d at 1322 (“a party may rebut the centerline presumption by 

‘present[ing] evidence of the grantor’s intent not to convey to the centerline’ of the railway”) 

(emphasis added) (quoting Bischoff v. Walker, 107 So.3d 1165, 1171 (Fla. Ct. App. 2013). 

This Court’s task is to “ascertain[ ] the thought or meaning of the author of a legal 

document according to the rules of language and subject to the rules of law” when the document 

was created.  Antonin Scalia & Bryan Garner, READING LAW: THE INTERPRETATION OF LEGAL 

TEXTS (2012), p. 53.  Ascertaining the grantor’s intention requires this Court to follow several 

canons of construction, including:  (1) considering the text of the instrument as a whole giving the 

words used their ordinary meaning; (2) the law and customs (both statutory and common law) 

when the instrument was created; and (3) the context in which the instrument was drafted and the 

purpose for which the document was created.   
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2. A “right-of-way” is an easement. 

The ordinary-meaning rule applies to the interpretation of those documents granting (or 

memorializing) the railway line between Sarasota and Venice.  Scalia and Garner explain that 

“Justice Joseph Story’s words are as true today as they were when written in the middle of the 19th 

Century and they are true not just of the constitution but of all other legal instruments,” in that 

[E]very word employed in the constitution is to be expounded in its plain, obvious, 
and common sense, unless the context furnishes some ground to control, qualify, 
or enlarge it...  They are instruments of a practical nature, founded on the common 
business of human life, adapted to common wants, designed for common use, and 
fitted for common understandings.30 

A document describing a railroad’s interest in land as a “right-of-way” is an easement.  The 

ordinary meaning of right-of-way is “a legal right of passage over another person’s ground[;] the 

area over which a right-of-way exists[;] the strip of land over which is built a public road[;] the 

land occupied by a railroad especially for its main line.”31  Professors Jon W. Bruce and James W. 

Ely, Jr., explain, in THE LAW OF EASEMENTS & LICENSES IN LAND (2021-22) §1:22, “[g]enerally, 

courts conclude that a conveyance of a “right-of-way” creates only an easement whether the 

grantee is an individual, a railroad, or another entity.”  The use of the term “right of way” generally 

suggests the creation of only an easement.32  See also THOMPSON ON REAL PROPERTY (2nd ed.) 

§60.03(a)(7)(ii). 

 
30 READING LAW, p. 69 (citing and quoting Joseph Story, COMMENTARIES ON THE CONSTITUTION 
OF THE UNITED STATES (1833), pp. 157-58). 
31 MERRIAM-WEBSTER DICTIONARY, available at:  https://www.merriam-
webster.com/dictionary/right-of-way.  BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY (11th ed.) (Bryan A. Garner, 
ed.), p. 1587, provides, “right-of-way. (18[th] c[entury]) 1. The right to pass through property 
owned by another. ... 2. The right to build and operate a railway line or a highway on land 
belonging to another, or the land so used. ... 4. The strip of land subject to a nonowner’s right to 
pass through.”  Under “right-of-way deed,” BLACK’S simply directs the reader to the definition of 
“easement deed.”  Id. (italics in original). 
32 The Federal Circuit relied upon Professors Bruce and Ely’s treatise in Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 
1542 (“In a leading treatise on the subject, the authors state the general rule to be “[w]hen precise 
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Florida law is in accord.  See Mills v. United States, 147 Fed. Cl. 339, 347 (2020) (“a ‘right-

of-way’ for railroad purposes should be construed according to its natural meaning, i.e. ‘[t]he right 

to pass through property owned by another.’”) (quoting “Right-of-Way,” in BLACK’S LAW 

DICTIONARY (11th ed. 2019)).  In Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 429-30, this Court quoted Trailer Ranch, 

Inc. v. City of Pompano Beach, 500 So.2d 503, 506 (Fla. 1986), for the proposition that Florida 

courts construe the words “across, over, and under” in a deed as indicative of an easement, not a 

fee simple estate; and this Court quoted Nerbonne, N.V. v. Florida Power Corp., for the principle 

that “[t]he conveyance of a right-of-way is generally held to create only an easement.”  692 So.2d 

928, 928 n.1 (Fla. Ct. App. 1997) (citing Bruce & Ely §1.06[1] (rev. ed. 1995)). 

The U.S. Supreme Court likewise holds the words “right-of-way” mean an easement.  See 

Brandt, 572 U.S. at 110 (“More than 70 years ago, the Government argued before this Court that 

a right of way granted under the [General Railroad Right-of-Way Act of 1875] was a simple 

easement.  The Court was persuaded, and so ruled.  Now the Government argues that such a right 

of way is tantamount to a limited fee with an implied reversionary interest.  We decline to endorse 

such a stark change in position, especially given ‘the special need for certainty and predictability 

where land titles are concerned.’”) (quoting Leo Sheep Co. 440 U.S. at 687).  More recently in 

Cowpasture, a case arising under the Trails Act, the Court held, “[t]he Trails Act refers to the 

granted interests as ‘rights-of-way,’ both when describing agreements with the Federal 

Government and with private and state property owners.  When applied to a private or state 

property owner, ‘right-of-way’ would carry its ordinary meaning of a limited right to enjoy 

another’s land.”  140 S.Ct. at 1845.  All of these authorities direct us to the unsurprising, but 

 
language is employed to create an easement, such terminology governs the extent of usage.”) 
(quoting Bruce & Ely, THE LAW OF EASEMENTS & LICENSES IN LAND ¶8.02[1] (rev. ed. 1995)). 
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important, conclusion that documents describing the interest in property as a right-of-way mean 

an easement, not title to the fee estate. 

3. A document is interpreted in light of the law and context when the 
document was drafted to accomplish the purpose for which the 
document was created. 

A document conveying an interest in real property must be interpreted in its totality 

considering the context in which the document was created and the purpose for which the 

document was created with the objective of accomplishing the intent of the grantor.  The 

RESTATEMENT directs that if an “ambiguity cannot be resolved by reading the instrument as a 

whole, courts must resort to the circumstances surrounding the transaction and public-policy 

preferences in constructing the instrument.”  RESTATEMENT (THIRD): SERVITUDES §2.2 (quoted, 

infra, pp. 29-30).  Justice Scalia and Bryan Garner write, in READING LAW, pp. 167-68, that: 

Perhaps no interpretive fault is more common than the failure to follow the whole-
text canon, which calls on the judicial interpreter to consider the entire text, in view 
of its structure and the physical and logical relation of its many parts…. Context is 
a primary determinant of meaning.  A legal instrument typically contains may 
interrelated parts that make up for the whole.  The entirety of the documents thus 
provides the context for each of its parts.  When construing the United States 
Constitution in McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U.S. 316 (1819), Chief Justice John 
Marshall rightly called for “a fair construction of the whole instrument”…. The 
Supreme Court of the United States has said that statutory construction is a “holistic 
endeavor,” and the same is true of construing any document. 
 
Many of the other principles of interpretation are derived from the whole-text canon 
– for example, the rules that an interpretation that furthers the document’s purpose 
should be favored (§4 [presumption against ineffectiveness]), that if possible no 
word or phrase would be rendered superfluous (§26 [surplusage canon]), that a 
word or phrase is presumed to bear the same meaning throughout the documents 
(§25 [presumption of consistent usage]), that provisions should be interpreted in a 
way that renders them compatible rather than contradictory (§27 [harmonious-
reading canon]), that irreconcilably contradictory provisions should be given no 
effect (§29 [irreconcilability canon]), and that associated words bear on one 
another’s meaning (noscitur a sociis) (§31 [associated-words canon]). 

When the landowners executed these documents in 1910, they did so in the context and 

understanding of the law and events of that age.  At the turn of the Twentieth Century there was a 
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very limited transportation infrastructure.  Travel, especially in Florida, was by ship (down the 

Gulf and Atlantic coasts) and overland transportation was still primarily by horse.33  Railroads 

were the rapidly emerging national transportation infrastructure.  In 1910, railroads and railroad 

corporations were established and regulated under state law.  The Transportation Act of 1920, 

which returned railroads to private operation following World War I and federalized their 

regulation under the I.C.C., did not exist.34 

As discussed above, the obvious intent and purpose for which these landowners granted 

the railroad an interest in a strip of land described by reference to a railway line that had already 

been surveyed across the property was to establish a railroad line between Sarasota and Venice.  

The grantors were not intending to give the railroad the mineral interest under the strip of land or 

to give the railroad fee simple absolute title to a one-hundred-foot-wide strip of land the railroad 

could then sell to a non-railroad for some purpose other than operating a railroad across the land. 

The legal environment in which the documents were created in the early 1900s was also 

different than now.  Bertha Palmer, a widow and matriarch of the Palmer family, who owned much 

of the land in what is now Sarasota County, could not vote.  The Nineteenth Amendment was not 

adopted until June 1919.  The interest of married women in real estate was subject to dower and 

curtesy, which Florida did not eliminate until 1975.  See Fla. Stat. §732.111. 

In 1874, Florida adopted its Special Powers of Railroad Statute and other provisions 

governing a railroad’s authority to condemn property by eminent domain and regulated the interest 

a railroad obtained in strips of land conveyed to railroads by voluntary conveyance or 

 
33 The Wright Brothers had only just made their first successful flight at Kitty Hawk in December 
1903, and the RMS Titanic had not yet been launched, not to mention sunk.  There was no interstate 
highway system, which was not established until 1956 under President Eisenhower.  Henry Ford 
only began production of the Model T in 1908. 
34 See Esch-Cummins Act, Pub.L. 66-152, 41 Stat. 456 (1920). 
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condemnation.35  When these right-of-way conveyances were drafted and executed it was 

understood that, “upon general principles…a railroad company…could acquire no absolute fee-

simple, but only the right to use the land for their purpose.”  1 Isaac F. Redfield, THE LAW OF 

RAILWAYS (1869), p. 255.  See also Leonard A. Jones, A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF EASEMENTS 

§211 (1898), p. 178 (“[a] grant of a right of way to a railroad company is a grant of an easement 

merely, and the fee remains in the grantor”).  See also James W. Ely, Jr., RAILROADS & AMERICAN 

LAW (2001), pp. 197-98 (citing Simeon F. Baldwin, AMERICAN RAILROAD LAW (1904), p. 77).36 

The practice of recording and documenting real estate conveyances in the early 1900s was 

also different than today.  There were no photocopiers, and the typewriter, such as the Underwood 

#5, did not come into common use until the 1920s.37  Documents transferring and interest in real 

estate were commonly preprinted forms with blanks, which were filled-in by handwriting (or later) 

by a typewriter.  The preprinted real estate conveyance forms came in several varieties with 

preprinted boilerplate phrases such as “party of the first part,” “party of the second part,” “grant, 

 
35 See Chapter 1987, Laws of Florida, which sections were recodified several times, including in 
1892 as §2241, and in 1941 as §360.01.  See also Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1092 (“In substance, 
this statute remained the same from the time of its adoption in 1874 until it was repealed in 
1982....”).  Florida provided that railroads may “cause such examinations and surveys for the 
proposed railroad…and for such purposes…to enter upon the lands…of any person for that 
purpose [and] to take and hold such voluntary grants of real estate…as shall be made to it to aid in 
the construction, maintenance and accommodation of its road.”  Fla. Stat. §2241 (1892).  But, the 
statute also provided that “the real estate received by voluntary grant shall be held and used for 
purposes of such grant only.”  Id. 
36 The Supreme Court of Florida held a railroad’s interest is only an easement relying upon similar 
authority.  See Pensacola & Atl. R.R. Co. v. Jackson, 21 Fla. 146, 148-49 (1884) (citing Edward 
L. Pierce, PIERCE ON RAILROADS (1881), and Isaac F. Redfield, THE LAW OF RAILWAYS (1869)); 
Jacksonville R. & K.W. Ry. Co. v. Lockwood, 15 So. 327, 330 (Fla. 1894) (“The opinion in 
Railroad Co. v. Jackson...relies on PIERCE ON RAILROADS.”); Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. v. 
Knickerbocker, 94 So. 501, 501 (Fla. 1922) (citing Bryon K. Elliott & William F. Elliott, A 
TREATISE ON THE LAW OF RAILROADS (1921)). 
37 See generally Richard Polt, THE TYPEWRITER REVOLUTION: A TYPIST’S COMPANION FOR THE 
21ST CENTURY (2015).  
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bargain, sell and convey,” and “TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same in fee simple forever.”  In 

the case of a railroad establishing a right-of-way across land owned by many owners, the railroad 

company’s agent (or “land man”) would use a preprinted form, often one the railroad had printed 

for this purpose.  See Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1535 (describing railroad form deed with these 

elements).  The document related to the Pendleys’ land is a good example of this practice.  See 

Exhibit 4 (Tampa Southern Railway and Pendley unexecuted document).  When preprinted form 

deeds are used, the information specific to that particular transaction (the date, the names of the 

parties, and the description of the property) is completed by hand.  The other language is part of 

the preprinted form – the “boilerplate” language. 

The party recording the instrument (typically the grantee) would submit the document to 

the Recorder of Deeds, and a scrivener would copy the document by hand into a book.  After the 

document was copied by hand into the register of deeds, the document would be referenced in the 

grantor and grantee index and the original document returned to the grantee.  The scrivener would 

transcribe in handwriting the entire document, both the preprinted form language as well as the 

information that was filled-in on the blanks.  Occasionally errors in the handwritten transcription 

of the document were made.  This is why Florida (and other states) make provision to correct a 

scrivener’s error.   See Florida Statute, Title XL, Ch. 689.   

Florida, like other states, follows the rule that written language controls over preprinted 

boilerplate form language and that, if there is a conflict between the printed form and the 

handwritten or typewritten language there is an ambiguity concerning the parties’ intent.   

The supreme court has held that when a release has both written and preprinted 
provisions concerning the intended releasees, the intent of the parties as to who is 
to be released is a question of fact.  See Hurt v. Leatherby Ins. Co., 380 So.2d 432, 
434 (Fla. 1980) (holding that because the preprinted language routinely included in 
releases was often “boilerplate” language that did not necessarily reflect the intent 
of the parties, the presence of that “boilerplate” language could not be construed as 
a matter of law to reflect the parties' intent).  Thus, when there are two types of 
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release language – some written and some preprinted – within a single form, a latent 
ambiguity exists that requires the parties’ intent to be determined as a matter of 
fact. 
 

Enterprise Leasing Co. v. Demartino, 15 So.3d 711, 716 
(Fla. Ct. App. 2009) (emphasis added). 

 
This background provides the context and principles necessary to determine the grantor’s 

intent when the documents at issue here were created and executed.  Recourse to magic words and 

boilerplate phrases extracted from the text of the entire document divorced from the context and 

purpose for which the grantor executed the document is contrary to canons governing the proper 

construction of an instrument to accomplish the grantor’s intent. 

4. It is not necessary that a document include “limiting language” to be 
an easement. 

This Court is presented a binary proposition.  In 1910 the landowners signing these 

documents intended to either:  (a) grant the railroad an easement across a strip of the owner’s land 

for the purpose of operating a railway line; or (b) give the railroad title to the fee estate in a narrow 

strip of land the railroad could subsequently sell for purposes other than a railroad.38   

The government argues that, unless the document contains “liming language,” such as was 

contained in the Honoré deed, the court should construe the document as a conveyance of title to 

the fee simple estate in the strip of land across which the railroad built a railway line.  For example, 

the government argues that because “the granting clause [in the Burton document] does not contain 

language limiting the interests conveyed to certain uses or purposes [therefor],” it is not an 

easement.  See Barron, No. 21-2181, ECF No. 32, p. 11 (government cross-motion).   

But an easement may be created without any written instrument, and it is not necessary that 

a document granting an easement explicitly define the specific purpose for which the easement 

 
38 We say “give” because the consideration paid the owners was one dollar or, at most, fifty dollars 
for acres of land for which the market value was far greater than the stated consideration. 
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was granted or that the document contain a reversionary clause.  In Behrens, 59 F.4th 1345, the 

Federal Circuit held that nineteen documents granted only an easement, even though,  “[i]n the 

case of eighteen of the nineteen deeds at issue, the deeds themselves contain no language stating a 

limitation of the grant to specified purposes.” 

We return to basic definitional principles of property law.  An easement is a limited right 

to land owned by another for a specific purpose.  See WEBSTER’S NEW INTERNATIONAL 

DICTIONARY (2nd ed. 1954), p. 810 (“An acquired privilege or right to use or enjoyment, falling 

short of ownership, which an owner or possessor of land has, by virtue of his possession in the 

land of another, or, loosely, any of several rights which one person may have in the land of 

another.”).  See also Mills, 147 Fed. Cl. at 347 (quoting BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY (11th ed. 

2019)) (“[t]he right to pass through property owned by another”).  Additionally, THOMPSON ON 

REAL PROPERTY (2nd ed. 1998), §60.02(c), explains that the 

right in land held by an easement holder differs from the fee interest or even the 
leasehold interest in that it is a “use” interest, but not a “possessory” interest in the 
land.  Thus the easement holder has neither the permanent possession of even a 
single molecule of the land itself...the easement holder has the right to make or 
control a particular use of the land that remains owned by another. 

Bruce and Ely explain that an “easement is commonly defined as a nonpossessory interest 

in the land of another.”  EASEMENTS & LICENSES IN LAND §1.1.  They continue, “the nonpossessory 

feature of an easement differentiates it from an estate in land. … the holder of an affirmative 

easement may only use the land burdened by the easement; the holder may not occupy and possess 

the realty as does an estate owner.”  Id.  Bruce and Ely clarify that an “easement so extensive that 

it amounts to an estate is not an easement.”  Id. §1:21 (citing Alfred F. Conrad, Easement Novelties, 

30 CAL. L. REV. 125, 150 (1942)).   

In Barron, the government relies heavily upon Fla. Stat. §689.10 for the proposition that 

conveyances of real property must be presumed to convey title to the fee simple estate.  The 
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government’s reliance is misplaced.  The purpose of Fla. Stat. §689.10 was to abrogate the strict 

common-law requirement in this respect – to eliminate the need to use certain magic words (such 

as “and his heirs”) necessary to convey inheritable title.  The statute is irrelevant to the issue of 

determining whether an estate in land or a servitude was conveyed because the statute only applies 

to estates in land (not servitudes, such as easements). 

The word “fee” references the inheritability of the interest in land, not the quantum of the 

interest in land.  The important and relevant distinction is the difference between an estate in land 

and a servitude to use the land.  “Fee” means a “heritable interest in land; esp., a fee simple 

absolute.”  BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY (11th ed.) (emphasis added).39 

Florida adopted §689.10 (other states adopted nearly-identical statutes) to address future 

interests in land.  Future interests are “nonpossessory estates capable of becoming possessory.”  

Dukeminier and Krier, PROPERTY (1981 ed.), p. 409.  As Professors Dukeminier and Krier explain, 

“[f]uture interests are limited in number, but the ones permitted are quite enough.  In fact, we are 

willing to bet that, before we are through, you will have a candidate or two for the discard file.”  

Id.  Examples of future interests include rights of reversion, possibility of reverter, right of entry, 

vested remainder, contingent remainder, and an executory interest.  See id.  As Professors 

Dukeminier and Krier intimate, states wanted to simplify the conveyance of estates in land by 

adopting statutes like §689.10 to presume that the conveyance was a transfer of an inheritable 

estate unless the document clearly stated otherwise.  This is because the common law required 

certain magic words (“and his heirs”) be used in order to convey an inheritable estate in land.  The 

 
39 “Fee” is a feudal term used to describe estates in land and future interests.  See THOMPSON ON 
REAL PROPERTY §17.02 (a fee simple “is capable of inheritance”).  “Our modern word fee, a direct 
descendant of fief, implies the characteristic of potentially infinite duration....”  BLACK’S LAW 
DICTIONARY (quoting Thomas F. Bergin & Paul G. Haskel, PREFACE TO ESTATES IN LAND AND 
FUTURE INTERESTS (2nd ed. 1984), p. 11) (italics in original). 
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important point is that Florida’s §689.10 applies to future interests in estates in land.  Section 

689.10 does not apply to servitudes such as easements.40 

The vast majority of authorities hold that conveyances of strips of land to railroads grant 

the railroad an easement, not title to the fee estate in the strip of land.  Traditional principles of 

property law direct the interpretation of such documents to favor the grant of an easement (a 

servitude), not a conveyance of title to the fee estate.  The RESTATEMENT explains, 

[c]onveyances of land described as a road or right of way, or stated to be for a depot, 
station, or other purpose related to transportation, often give rise to disputes.  If the 
instrument fails to specify, exactly, the nature and extent of the rights to be 
conveyed to the grantee, and the rights retained by the grantor, it may be 
ambiguous.  The fact that the consideration paid was less than the value of a fee-
simple estate in the land weighs strongly in favor of finding that an easement was 
intended…. If the ambiguity cannot be resolved by reading the instrument as a 
whole, courts must resort to the circumstances surrounding the transaction and 
public-policy preferences in construing the instrument.41 
 

The RESTATEMENT further explains, 
 
[d]etermining the parties’ intent at the time of the conveyance is often difficult.… 
However, the consideration paid, the narrowness of the parcel, and its location in 
relation to the remaining land of the grantor, may suggest that the parties intended 
conveyance of an easement.  Viewed from the standpoint of the parties at the time 
of the transaction, it may appear likely that the parties regarded ownership of the 
now-disputed land, after abandonment of the contemplated use, as more valuable 
to the grantor than to the grantee because of its shape and location in relation to the 
land of the grantor. ... The fact that the grantee is a railroad may also tend to 
indicate that the instrument should be construed to convey an easement only.  The 
narrowness of the parcel, the consideration paid, and the frequency with which 
railroad uses have been abandoned often lead to the conclusion that the grantor, as 

 
40 The statute, enacted in 1903, provides, “Where any real estate has heretofore been conveyed or 
granted…without there being used in the said deed or conveyance or grant any words of limitation, 
such as heirs or successors, or similar words, such conveyance or grant...shall be construed to vest 
the fee simple title.…”  Fla. Stat. § 689.10 (emphasis added).  An easement is not an estate in land; 
it is an interest in the property owned by another.  See Bruce & Ely, LAW OF EASEMENTS & 
LICENSES IN LAND § 1:1 (“the nonpossessory feature of an easement differentiates it from an estate 
in land”).  See also THOMPSON ON REAL PROPERTY §60.02(a). 
41 RESTATEMENT (THIRD): SERVITUDES §2.2, Comment g (emphasis added). 
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a reasonable person dealing with a railroad, intended to grant no more than an 
easement for the right of way, retaining ownership of the land.42 
 
Applied here, these authorities direct that the documents created in the early 1900s, in 

which the railroad paid only nominal consideration for narrow strips of land across which the 

railroad operated a railway line, granted the railroad an easement and did not give the railroad title 

to the fee simple estate in the strip of land. 

5. Florida public policy disfavors creation of “strips or gores” of land and 
follows the centerline presumption. 

The strip-and-gore doctrine and its cousin, the centerline presumption, are background 

principles of law that inform the interpretation of documents describing a railroad’s interest in the 

strip of land across which the railroad operates it railway line.  Common law before Blackstone 

disfavors the creation of fee estates in narrow strips and gores of land.  In Paine v. Consumers’ 

Forwarding & Storage, Co., 71 F. 626, 629-30, 632 (6th Cir. 1895), then-Judge Taft (later 

President and Chief Justice Taft) held that the 

existence of “strips or gores” of land along the margin of non-navigable lakes, to 
which the title may be held in abeyance for indefinite periods of time, is as great an 
evil as are “strips and gores” of land along highways or running streams.  The 
litigation that may arise therefrom after long years…[is] vexatious…. [P]ublic 
policy [seeks] to prevent this by a construction that would carry the title to the 
center of a highway, running stream, or non-navigable lake that may be made a 
boundary of the lands.   

More recently, in Penn Central v. U.S. R.R. Vest Corp., Judge Easterbrook explained this strip-

and-gore doctrine as it applied to determining what interest a railroad held in a strip of land used 

for a railway line. 

The presumption is that a deed to a railroad or other right of way 
company…conveys a right of way, that is, an easement, terminable when the 
acquirer’s use terminates, rather than a fee simple… If the railroad holds title in fee 
simple to a multitude of skinny strips of land now usable only by the owner of the 
surrounding or adjacent land, then before the strips can be put to their best use there 

 
42 Id. (emphasis added). 
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must be expensive and time-consuming negotiation between the railroad and its 
neighbor…. A further consideration is that railroads and other right of way 
companies have eminent domain powers, and they should not be encouraged to use 
those powers to take more than they need of another person’s property – more, that 
is, than a right of way.43 

Florida follows the strip-and-gore doctrine and the related centerline presumption.  See 

Castillo, 952 F.3d at 1321 (“We conclude that, under Florida law, the centerline presumption 

applies to the railroad right-of-way context of the present case.”).  In Seaboard Air Line Ry. v. 

Southern Inv. Co., the Supreme Court of Florida held “the proprietor of lots abutting on a public 

street is presumed, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, to own soil to the center of the 

street.”  44 So. 351, 353 (Fla. 1907) (citing and quoting Rawls v. Tallahassee Hotel, 31 So. 237 

(Fla. 1894)).  Florida law further provides that when a landowner grants a right-of-way easement 

across his or her land, the owner retains title to the fee estate in the land encumbered by the 

easement.  See Castillo, 952 F.3d at 1320-21 (analyzing Smith v. Horn, 70 So. 435, 436 (Fla. 

1915), Servando Bldg. Co. v. Zimmerman, 91 So.2d 289, 293 (Fla. 1956) (en banc), Bischoff v. 

Walker, 107 So.3d 1165, 1171 (Fla. Ct. App. 2013), Florida Southern Railway Co. v. Brown, 1 

So. 512, 513 (Fla. 1887), and Seaboard, 44 So. at 353).  In Servando, the Florida Supreme Court 

found that a ten-foot-wide alley on a subdivision plat would serve no “practical use or service,” 

and that an “isolated piece of land of such proportion could be of no use to anyone except owners 

of property it touched and persons dealing with them.”  91 So.2d at 293.  The Florida Supreme 

Court reaffirmed the principle in United States v. 16.33 Acres of Land in Dade County, 342 So.2d 

476, 480 (Fla. 1977), holding that the owner of lots abutting road easements took title to the 

centerline of the adjoining easements.   

 
43 955 F.2d 1158, 1160 (7th Cir. 1992) (citations omitted). 
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The strip-and-gore doctrine directs this Court to hold that the plaintiffs held title to the fee 

estate in the land extending to the centerline of the railway line.  This limitation on a railroad’s 

property interest in strips and gores of land is consistent with a railroad’s lack of need for any 

greater interest.  “Except to site a station house or similar land use here and there, the railroads had 

no need or desire for any interest except a ‘right-of-way.’”  Davis v. MCI Telecomms. Corp., 606 

So.2d 734, 738 (Fla. Ct. App. 1992).  See also Dean v. MOD Props., 528 So.2d 432, 434 (Fla. Ct. 

App. 1988) (“only an easement is needed to lawfully construct and maintain a road right-of-way”).   

The “centerline presumption” is analogous to the strip-and-gore doctrine.  In Castillo, the 

outcome turned, in part, upon application of the centerline presumption as a doctrine of Florida 

property law.  952 F.3d at 1323.  In 1924 the Florida East Coast Railway acquired a 1.2-mile-long 

right-of-way easement across several undeveloped tracts of land “by way of four condemnation 

orders.”  Id. at 1315.  The railway line ran north and south.  The land on the east side was 

subdivided in 1947 into individual platted lots.  The land on the west side of the railway line was 

likewise subdivided into individual platted lots in 1949.  The individual lots were subsequently 

sold for homes.  The deeds from the developers to the individual homeowners described the 

property by reference to the recorded plat and “pictorial depiction” of the lots and adjoining roads 

and railroad right-of-way, not by metes-and-bounds descriptions of the boundaries of each lot.  

The plats included written text describing the tract of land as “’East of the [FEC Railway] Right-

of-Way’ and ‘less the [FEC Railway] Right-of-Way’” and that “land ‘less [the] certain strip of 

land’ that is the right-of-way.”  Id. at 1318-19.  The Florida East Coast Railway’s successor-

railroad abandoned the railway line in 2016.  The Board invoked the Trails Act and encumbered 

the property with a rail-trail corridor easement, and the landowners sued for compensation.    

The landowners argued they owned the fee estate in the land to the centerline of the 

abandoned railroad right-of-way that adjoined their platted lot.  The government argued the 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-1   Filed 08/17/23   Page 48 of 97



 33 

owners’ title included only the land depicted in the plat, which was bounded by the edge of the 

railroad right-of-way and did not include the land under the railroad right-of-way.  See Castillo, 

952 F.3d at 1317.  The Federal Circuit explained that Florida had adopted the centerline 

presumption, which presumes that if a grantor conveys “property identified as bounded by a road, 

stream, or similar corridor, and the grantor owns the land under that boundary corridor, the grant 

also conveys title to the land underlying the corridor up to the corridor’s centerline, unless there is 

clear evidence of non-conveyance as to that corridor land.”  Id. at 1318. 

The Federal Circuit reversed the decision of Judge Horn, who had granted summary 

judgment in favor of the government “relying just on the plats,” concluding “that the pictorial 

depictions of the subdivisions in the plats indicate that none of the parcels ‘extend onto the railroad 

corridor but, instead, end at the edge of the railroad corridor,’ meaning that the railroad corridor is 

not included in the subdivision plat.”  Castillo, 952 F.3d at 1318.  Judge Horn found that “the plats’ 

pictorial depictions show that ‘none of the parcels belonging to the [landowners] extend onto the 

railroad corridor but, instead, end at the edge of the railroad corridor.’”  Id. at 1323. 

On appeal, the Federal Circuit held that Judge Horn was wrong for two reasons.  First, the 

centerline presumption doctrine means the owners of the platted lots acquired title to the fee estate 

extending to the centerline of the adjoining railway line.  And second, the language in the plats 

describing the property as “less the certain strip of land” that is “east of the [railroad right-of-way]” 

did not overcome the centerline presumption.  Castillo, 952 F.3d at 1324.  The Federal Circuit 

explained, “[l]ong ago, the Supreme Court of the United States described the centerline 

presumption as a ‘familiar principle of law’ to the effect that ‘a grant of land bordering on a road 

or river, carries the title to the centre of the river or road, unless the terms or circumstances of the 

grant indicate a limitation of its extent by the exterior lines.’”  Castillo, 952 F.3d at 1320 (quoting 

Banks v. Ogden, 69 U.S. 57, 68 (1864)).  The Federal Circuit then held the centerline presumption 
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was a legal doctrine Florida had recognized since 1887.  Id. (citing Florida Southern Railway, 1 

So. at 515, and Smith, 70 So. at 436). 

The Federal Circuit explained that “the centerline presumption supplies a default rule to 

perform that important task – with the content of the rule being a presumption that the corridor, 

commonly a narrow strip, is not to be owned separately from the abutting land.”  Castillo, 952 

F.3d at 1321 (citing Dale A. Whitman, THE LAW OF PROPERTY (4th ed. 2019) §11.2, pp. 713, 719.  

The Federal Circuit noted, “[a]t present, the rule is a fixture of Florida law,” and held, “[w]e 

conclude that, under Florida law, the centerline presumption applies to the railroad right-of-way 

context....”  Id. at 1320 n.4, 1321 (citing Bischoff, 107 So.3d at 1165).  Furthermore, “[i]nterpreting 

such documents, like interpreting the plats themselves, requires use of the centerline presumption 

to the extent it applies.”  Id. at 1324.   

The Federal Circuit then addressed the “less” or “except” language in the plats and 

conveyances.  See Castillo, 952 F.3d at 1322.  The Federal Circuit held Judge Horn was wrong to 

rely upon this language in the plats as overriding the centerline presumption, stating, the “language 

uses terminology to which the presumption remains applicable, in that the language used refers 

to...the right-of-way itself (as an easement) in affirmatively stating the boundary of the subdivision 

land and identifying certain exclusions.”  Id. at 1322.  The Court examined Dean, 528 So.2d at 

432-33, where  

a Florida appellate court held that a deed conveying the entire parcel “less and 
except the following described [road right-of-way] easement” did not exclude the 
land of the road from application of the centerline presumption.  The court held that 
the language “served simply to exclude the recorded easement in favor of the 
[easement beneficiary] from the title interest being conveyed and to prevent the 
recorded easement from constituting a breach of the covenants of warranty in each 
deed.” 

Thus, the Federal Circuit found that, under Florida law, this language (“less” and “excepting” an 

adjoining right-of-way) did not overcome the centerline presumption under which the owner of 
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the adjoining land held title to the fee estate in the land extending to the center of the adjoining 

railway right-of-way.  Id. 

C. A railroad’s interest in a strip of land acquired for a railway line is an 
easement, not title to the fee simple estate. 

1. A railroad company is established for the limited purpose of operating 
a railway line. 

A railroad corporation is a creature of state legislation that charters the railroad corporation 

for the specific public purpose of constructing and operating a railway line.  The Virginia Supreme 

Court (Seaboard was chartered in Virginia) explained, “[a] railroad company in Virginia is a quasi-

public corporation, which, whatever it may do, cannot, by its own voluntary contract or collusion, 

surrender its functions and responsibilities to agents or trustees...outside the limits of the state....”  

Naglee v. Alexandria & F.R. Co., 3 S.E. 369, 370 (Va. 1887).  The court explained that railroad 

corporations are created...to answer the public good...and cannot, therefore, by 
mere common-law authority, divest themselves by direct act of their capacity to 
discharge the duties to the public which devolve upon them; and, as a sequence 
thereto, cannot do that which may indirectly lead to the same thing, as, for instance, 
make a mortgage, which, by foreclosure and sale, may end in bringing about the 
inhibited result.44 
 

The Supreme Court explained that “[i]t is the accepted doctrine in this country, that a railroad 

corporation cannot escape the performance of any duty or obligation imposed by its charter or the 

general laws of the State by a voluntary surrender of its road into the hands of lessees.”  

Washington, A.&G.R. Co. v. Brown, 84 U.S. 445, 450 (1873).  Subsequently, in Thomas v. 

Railroad Co., 101 U.S. 71, 83 (1879), the Supreme Court further explained, 

where a corporation, like a railroad company, has granted to it by charter a franchise 
intended in large measure to be exercised for the public good, the due performance 
of those functions being the consideration of the public grant, any contract which 
disables the corporation from performing those functions which undertakes, 
without the consent of the State, to transfer to others the rights and powers conferred 

 
44 Id. at 370-71.  See also East Alabama Ry., 114 U.S. at 350-51. 
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by the charter, and to relieve the grantees of the burden which it imposes, is a 
violation of the contract with the State, and is void as against public policy. 
 

The Supreme Court later added that the “general doctrine upon this subject is now well settled. 

The charter of a corporation, read in connection with the general laws applicable to it, is the 

measure of its powers, and a contract manifestly beyond those powers will not sustain an action 

against the corporation.”  Green Bay & M.R. Co. v. Union Steamboat Co., 107 U.S. 98, 100 (1883).  

And in New York & Maryland Line R. Co. v. Winans, the Court further held, “[t]he [railroad] 

corporation cannot absolve itself from the performance of its obligations, without the consent of 

the legislature.”  58 U.S. 30, 39 (1854) (relied upon by the Virginia Supreme Court in Naglee, 3 

S.E. at 370-71). 

The point is this:  a railroad corporation is a creature of statute created for a specific public 

purpose, and the legal authority (including eminent domain power) granted a railroad corporation 

is limited to the accomplishment of the specific public purpose for which the railroad corporation 

was established.  As applied to the property a railroad corporation could acquire by eminent 

domain, the public purpose of operating a railway defined the nature and extent of the property 

interest a railroad corporation acquired in private property taken by, or granted, to the railroad 

corporation.  As Professor Ely aptly explained, 

[p]rominent experts took the position that, absent statutory provisions expressly 
authorizing the taking of a fee simple, railroads should receive just an easement in 
land condemned for their use.  “It is certain, in this country, upon general 
principles,” Redfield declared, “that a railway company, by virtue of their 
compulsory powers, in the taking lands, could acquire no absolute fee-simple, but 
only the right to use the land for their purposes.”  Judicial decisions tended to adopt 
this line of analysis….45 
 

 
45 James W. Ely, Jr., RAILROADS & AMERICAN LAW (2001), pp. 197-98.  Chief Justice Roberts 
quoted and relied on Professor Ely’s treatise in Brandt, 572 U.S. at 96. 
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Railroad corporations were not granted authority to exercise eminent domain power (or to threaten 

eminent domain) to acquire any interest in property greater than that needed to accomplish the 

public purpose of building and operating a railway.  And to accomplish the public purpose for 

which a railroad corporation was chartered, the railroad needed only an easement across a strip of 

an owner’s land.  The railroad did not need to acquire title to the fee estate (including mineral 

rights) in the strip of land across which the railroad built a railway line.   

The Florida Supreme Court applies this principle when determining what interest a railroad 

acquired in the mineral rights in land used for a railway line.  In Silver Springs, O&G R. Co. v. 

Van Ness, 34 So. 884, 885-86 (Fla. 1903), and Van Ness v. Royal Phosphate Co., 53 So. 381, 381 

(Fla. 1910), a railroad was granted the right to operate trains across a strip of land.  The railroad 

claimed ownership of the mineral rights in the phosphate under the railway line.  The Florida 

Supreme Court held the railroad acquired only an easement across the land, not title to the fee 

estate, and thus, the railroad did not own the mineral interests in the land under the railway line.  

See Silver Springs, 34 So. at 890; Van Ness, 53 So. at 384.  The U.S. Supreme Court similarly held 

rights-of-way the federal government granted railroads were easements, not title to the fee estate 

in the land, and did not include ownership of the mineral rights under the right-of-way.  See Brandt, 

572 U.S. at 102 (citing Great Northern Railway Co. v. United States, 315 U.S. 262, 271 (1942)). 

2. Florida statute provides that a railroad only acquires an easement in 
land acquired by condemnation or voluntary grant.  

In the early 1900s railroads abused their economic monopoly and eminent domain power 

to the detriment of landowners whose land was taken for railway lines and farmers who depended 

upon the railroads to transport crops and cattle to market.  See Ely, RAILROADS & AMERICAN LAW, 

pp. 86-90.  The railroad’s abuses gave rise to the Granger Movement and growing anti-railroad 

sentiment, prompting reforms of state laws restricting railroads’ power of eminent domain and 
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railroads’ ability to set rates.  See id.  In Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R.R. Co. v. Iowa, 94 U.S. 

155, 161 (1877), the Supreme Court noted that railroad companies are “given extraordinary 

powers,” and had also explained in Munn v. State of Illinois that “during the twenty years in which 

[the railroad] business had been assuming its present immense proportions, something had 

occurred which led the whole body of the people to suppose that remedies such as are usually 

employed to prevent abuses by virtual monopolies might not be inappropriate here.”  94 U.S. 113, 

132 (1876) (internal quotation omitted).  This public sentiment against railroad companies’ abuses 

lead to the creation of the Interstate Commerce Commission in 1887 with the famous jurist Thomas 

Cooley as the first Commissioner. 

Railroad corporations’ abuse of eminent domain and monopoly power also resulted in 

states adopting a number of reforms.  See Ely, RAILROADS & AMERICAN LAW, p. 80 (“The 1870s 

witnessed the beginning of a sea change in popular opinion regarding the railroads.  Calls for more 

stringent regulation mounted, eclipsing the earlier policy of encouragement and subsidization.”).  

One of the reforms states adopted were laws limiting the interest a railroad company could obtain 

in private property through the actual or threatened exercise of eminent domain. 

Florida, Missouri, Kansas, and most other states enacted model laws limiting railroad 

companies’ eminent domain authority.  In Behrens, the Federal Circuit considered Missouri’s 

statute and reviewed the statutes of other states that adopted essentially identical laws to those in 

Florida and Missouri.  See 59 F.4th at 1345.  The Federal Circuit wrote, a “Missouri statute that 

has been in effect since 1855 gives railroads the power: [t]o take and hold such voluntary grants 

of real estate and other property as shall be made to it to aid in the construction, maintenance and 

accommodation of its railroads; but the real estate received by voluntary grant shall be held and 

used for the purpose of such grant only….”  Id. (citing Mo. Rev. Stat. §1035 (1899) (now codified 

at §388.210(2)).  The Federal Circuit continued and held that,   
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Under Missouri law, a conveyance of property to a railroad for nominal 
consideration is treated as a voluntary grant, and one dollar is nominal 
consideration.  Brown[ ], 152 S.W.2d [at] 653-54 [ ].  Each grant in this case was 
to a railroad and for one dollar.  These conveyances were thus voluntary grants.  
Voluntary grants to railroads are easements even if they are formally worded as 
grants of fee simple estates.  Id. at 654; see also Boyles[ ], 981 S.W.2d [at] 648 [ ] 
(“Where the acquisition is for right-of-way only, however, whether by 
condemnation, voluntary grant, or conveyance in fee upon valuable consideration, 
the railroad takes only an easement over the land and not the fee.  

Behrens, 59 F.4th at 1345 (emphasis added). 

Twenty years after Missouri adopted §1035, Florida adopted an essentially identical 

statute.  Florida allowed railroads to “cause such examinations and surveys for the proposed 

railroad…and for such purposes…to enter upon the lands…of any person for that purpose [and] 

to take and hold such voluntary grants of real estate…as shall be made to it to aid in the 

construction, maintenance and accommodation of its road.”  Fla. Stat. §2241 (1892).  But the 

statute also provided “the real estate received by voluntary grant shall be held and used for 

purposes of such grant only.”  Id.  Florida’s law limiting the interest a railroad obtained by a 

voluntary grant was the same as the statutes adopted in Missouri, Kansas, and other states in the 

early 1900s.  See Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1094, 1096, n.5.  The Florida legislature granted railroads 

the power of eminent domain to enter upon and take private property “necessary to [their] 

business.”  Fla. Stat. §2683 (1914).  In State v. Baker, the Florida Supreme Court held a railroad’s 

occupation of private land, without the owner’s consent, to survey and locate its railway line “is 

not the case of a mere trespass by one having no authority to enter, but of one representing the 

State herself, clothed with the power of eminent domain.”  20 Fla. 616, 650 (1884) (citation and 

internal quotation omitted). 

The railroad’s power of eminent domain, however, was subject to limitations.  For 

example, a railroad corporation can only take private property “upon making due compensation 

according to law to private owners.”  Fla. Stat. §2683 (1914).  And §2241 limited what interest a 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-1   Filed 08/17/23   Page 55 of 97



 40 

railroad acquired, providing that “the real estate received by voluntary grant shall be held and used 

for purposes of such grant only.”  Id. (emphasis added).  Thus, under section 2241, the nature of 

the railroad’s interest in land acquired by voluntary grant is determined by the nature of the 

railroad’s public purpose.  A railroad did not need to acquire title to the fee estate in a strip of land 

upon which the railroad built and operated a railway line – an easement was sufficient.46 

When the documents at issue in this litigation were created, it was understood that, “upon 

general principles…a railroad company…could acquire no absolute fee-simple, but only the right 

to use the land for their purpose.”  Isaac F. Redfield, THE LAW OF RAILWAYS (1869), vol. 1, p. 255.  

See also Leonard A. Jones, A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF EASEMENTS §211 (1898), p. 178 (“[a] 

grant of a right of way to a railroad company is a grant of an easement merely, and the fee remains 

 
46 Florida is not unique in its law governing the interpretation of railroad conveyances as granting 
only an easement. See Ogg v. Mediacom, LLC, 142 S.W.3d 801, 812 (Mo. Ct. App. 2004) 
(considering a deed as a whole and construing it to convey only an easement, because “there are 
no clear, overriding indicia of an intent to convey full fee ownership of the land…the recited 
consideration was nominal ($1.00), which is ‘not a sum that would suggest purchase of a fee simple 
interest’ in the strip”) (citation omitted).  Based on statutes similar or identical to section 2241, 
courts of other states have reached the same conclusion.  For example, the Kansas Supreme Court, 
applying a statute identical to section 2241, stated “[t]his Court has uniformly held that railroads 
do no own fee titles to narrow strips taken as right-of-way, regardless of whether they are taken by 
condemnation or right-of-way deed.  The rule…gives full effect to the intent of the parties who 
execute right-of-way deeds rather than going through lengthy and expensive condemnation 
proceedings.”  Harvest Queen Mill & Elevator Co. v. Sanders, 370 P.2d 419, 423 (Kan. 1962) 
(citations omitted).  See also Brown, 152 S.W.2d at 652 (“law is settled in this state that where a 
railroad acquires a right of way whether by condemnation, by voluntary grant or by a conveyance 
in fee upon a valuable consideration the railroad takes but a mere easement over the land and not 
the fee”) (citations omitted); Illinois Cent. R.R. Co. v. Roberts, 928 S.W.2d 822, 825 (Ky. Ct. App. 
1996) (where “land is purportedly conveyed to a railroad company for the laying of a rail line, the 
presence of language referring in some manner to a ‘right of way’ operates to convey a mere 
easement notwithstanding additional language evidencing the conveyance of a fee”); Ross, Inc. v. 
Legler, 199 N.E.2d 346, 348 (Ind. 1964) (“[p]ublic policy does not favor the conveyance of strips 
of land by simple titles to railroad companies for right-of-way purposes, either by deed or 
condemnation”); Mich. Dep’t of Natural Res. v. Carmody-Lahti Real Estate, Inc., 699 N.W.2d 
272, 280 (Mich. 2005) (“a deed granting a right-of-way typically conveys an easement”); Pollnow 
v. State Dep’t of Naural Res., 276 N.W.2d 738, 744 (Wis. 1979) (“normally a right of way 
condemned by a railway would only constitute an easement”).   

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-1   Filed 08/17/23   Page 56 of 97



 41 

in the grantor”); Ely, RAILROADS & AMERICAN LAW, pp. 197-98 (citing Simeon F. Baldwin, 

AMERICAN RAILROAD LAW (1904), p. 77).47 

As Judge Plager explained in Preseault II, “a railroad that proceeds to acquire a right-of-

way for its road acquires only that estate, typically an easement, necessary for its limited purposes, 

and that the act of survey and location is the operative determinant, and not the particular form of 

transfer, if any.”  100 F.3d at 1537.  In short, almost all authorities on railroad law (courts as well 

as scholars) direct that a grant of a strip of land to a railroad conveys only an easement for a railway 

line, not title to, nor ownership of, the fee estate in the land under the railway line. 

3. “Railbanking” and public recreation are not a railroad purpose. 

A railway line is not a public park.  Under Florida law it is illegal to walk on railroad tracks.  

Fla. Stat. §§810.09, 810.12.  See also Battiste v. Lamberti, 571 F. Supp.2d 1286, 1293 (S.D. Fla. 

2008) (plaintiffs arrested for trespassing on railroad tracks).  Public recreation is not a railroad 

purpose.  The notion of “railbanking” (not using property for the operation of a railway line with 

the prospect the federal government may authorize some railroad at some time in the indefinite 

future to re-build a railway across the land) is not a railroad purpose under Florida law.  As Judge 

Rader explained in his concurring opinion in Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1554, 

[w]hile there is some dispute over the comparative burden of scheduled rumbling 
freight trains versus obnoxious in-line rollerskaters, the issue can be resolved on 
simpler terms.  Realistically, nature trails are for recreation, not transportation.  
Thus, when the State sought to convert the easement into a recreational trail, it 
exceeded the scope of the original easement and caused a reversion. ... 
 
The vague notion that the State may at some time in the future return the property 
to the use for which it was originally granted, does not override its present use of 

 
47 The Supreme Court of Florida held a railroad’s interest is only an easement relying upon similar 
authority.  See Pensacola & Atl. R.R., 21 Fla. at 148-49 (citing Edward L. Pierce, PIERCE ON 
RAILROADS (1881), and REDFIELD); Jacksonville R.&K.W. Ry. Co. v. Lockwood, 15 So. 327, 330 
(Fla. 1894) (“The opinion in Railroad Co. v. Jackson...relies on PIERCE ON RAILROADS.”); 
Knickerbocker, 94 So. at 501 (citing ELLIOTT ON RAILROADS (2nd ed.)).   
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that property inconsistent with the easement. That conversion demands 
compensation. 
 

And the Federal Circuit stated in Behrens, “[w]e have similarly and consistently held that trail use 

is not a railroad purpose under [Missouri and] other states’ laws.”  59 F.4th at 1346. 

D. The Florida Supreme Court’s answer to the Federal Circuit’s certified 
question in Rogers does not answer the question before this Court. 

1. The unique issue considered by the Federal Circuit and Florida 
Supreme Court in Rogers. 

As noted above, the federal government’s creation of the Legacy Trail corridor has been 

the subject of prior litigation.  Judge Williams issued two published decisions concerning the 

government’s obligation to pay landowners for land taken for the southern segment of the Legacy 

Trail in Rogers v. United States, 90 Fed. Cl. 418 (2009) (Rogers I), and Rogers v. United States, 

93 Fed. Cl. 607 (2010) (Rogers II).  Judge Williams’ first decision considered the government’s 

liability for Trails Act takings generally and considered specifically the nature of the railroad’s 

interest in the strip of land that was the subject of a 1910 deed from Adrian Honoré to Seaboard.  

Judge Williams held the railroad was only granted an easement by Adrian Honoré, and therefore, 

the government must pay those landowners across whose property the railroad acquired an interest 

from Honoré.  See Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 422.  Judge Williams’ second opinion considered the 

more complex situation and conveyances involved in Seaboard’s 1920 relocation of the 

southernmost two-mile-long railway line, depot, and wye track south of Curry Creek adjacent to 

land owned by Bird Bay Golf Club.  See Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. at 618-19.  See also Rogers I, 90 

Fed. Cl. at 433 (“The history of the section of the railroad corridor adjacent to Bird Bay’s property 

is more complicated.”). 

The conveyances in Rogers II involved a “complicated” series of transactions including 

numerous deeds from the 1920s and two foreclosure sales in the 1930s involving the Brotherhood 

of Locomotive Engineers (BLE) pension fund’s plan to develop a planned community in Venice.  
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Rogers II considered what interest Seaboard acquired in land upon which Seaboard built the new 

depot, wye track, and railway line.  The Federal Circuit subsequently posed a certified question 

arising from Rogers II to the Florida Supreme Court.  The Florida Supreme Court referenced the 

“complicated” history of the conveyances at issue.  Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1100 (“The opinion 

of the Court of Federal Claims explains the complicated history of the parcels of land conveyed to 

Seaboard by the 1927 B.L.E. Realty deed.”).  See also Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 422, 433 (“The 

portion of the railway corridor that abuts Bird Bay’s property has a nebulous history” and the 

“history of the section of the railroad corridor adjacent to Bird Bay’s property is more 

complicated.”); Rogers v. United States, 814 F.3d 1299, 1304 (Fed. Cir. 2015) (Rogers III) (“The 

southern corridor, which presently abuts property owned by [Bird Bay], has a more convoluted 

history involving numerous transactions.”).48  Judge Williams granted summary judgment for all 

the plaintiffs across whose land the railroad’s interest was established by the easement Adrian 

Honoré granted Seaboard.  Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 434.  Judge Williams then ordered supplemental 

briefing concerning the unique situation involving the land the railroad acquired for the depot, wye 

track, and railway line that adjoined the Bird Bay property.  Id.49 

 
48 The railway line between Sarasota and Venice was built in 1910; but, in the early 1920s, the 
southern two miles of the railway south of Curry Creek needed to be relocated.  In a complicated 
series of transactions, the southern two miles of Seaboard’s existing railway line – including the 
wye track (used to turn locomotives around to return north) and the depot – were relocated two 
miles to the east.  Relocating the existing railway line required recording a number of documents 
describing the property used for the new relocated railway line and the depot.  The development 
of the Venice community and ownership of the land became even more complicated when BLE 
went bankrupt and the property – including the land across which the railroad was built – was 
foreclosed upon and sold at an auction.  The conveyances executed as part of relocating the existing 
railway line were the subject of Bird Bay v. United States, No. 07-426, and Bay Plaza v. United 
States, No. 08-198, which were subsets of the Rogers litigation but were bifurcated and decided 
separately because the conveyances at issue were unique.   
49 Judge Williams reviewed this history and the transactions concerning the ownership of this 
property used for the relocated southern two miles of the Seaboard railway line and depot.  See 
Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. at 612-16.  Judge Williams noted that, “[c]onspicuously absent from the 
chain of title, however, is the instrument that first conveyed the right-of-way, and the attendant 
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Judge Williams concluded that “Seaboard obtained fee simple title in the railroad corridor 

abutting Bird Bay’s property.”  Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. at 612.  To reach this conclusion Judge 

Williams had to consider dozens of recorded documents and the complicated context concerning 

the relocation of this segment of Seaboard’s existing railway line and depot including BLE’s 

bankruptcy and the mortgage holder’s foreclosure.  Judge Williams devoted eleven pages of her 

two decisions to an analysis of the circumstances by which the railroad obtained an interest in the 

land adjoining the Bird Bay property.  See id. at 612-16; Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 422-27. 

Bird Bay Golf Club appealed Judge Williams’ decision.  The principle argument Bird Bay 

raised was that, under Florida’s Special Powers of Railroad Statute, the interest the railroad 

acquitted in the land adjoining Bird Bay’s property was limited to only an easement, even if BLE 

intended to sell the railroad fee simple title to the land for valuable consideration.  Judge Williams 

concluded that the instruments describing the relocated railway line and depot “unambiguously” 

on their face conveyed title to the fee estate in the tracts and strips of land from the original 

landowners to the railroad.  Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. at 622.  Judge Williams determined the grantors 

intended to convey title to the fee estate in the land to Seaboard as part of the relocation of the 

existing railway line and depot.  See id. at 625. 

The Federal Circuit assumed the BLE and Venice deeds were an unambiguous conveyance 

of the fee simple estate and that these conveyances were not voluntary grants for nominal 

 
interests or rights, to Seaboard.”  Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 433.  “In the absence of an original 
instrument, the Court relies upon subsequent instruments in the chain of title, extrinsic evidence 
demonstrating the parties’ intent, and Florida law in effect at the time of the instruments’ 
executions.”  Id.  Judge Williams also noted that the land used for the railway line and depot had 
always been described as a separate and distinct tract of land.  See Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. at 618 
(“the instruments conveying the lands abutting the corridor have treated the corridor as a separate 
parcel of land, separate and distinct from the larger parcels bordering the corridor”).   
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consideration subject to Florida’s statute directing that a voluntary conveyance grants railroads 

only an easement.  Given this premise (that the grantors of the BLE and Venice deeds 

unambiguously intended to sell the railroad, for valuable consideration, the fee simple estate in the 

tracts of land for the depot, wye track, and relocated railway line), the Federal Circuit asked the 

Florida Supreme Court whether the Florida Special Powers of Railroad Act of 1892 nonetheless 

limited the railroad’s interest to only an easement even when the grantor “unambiguously” 

intended to sell the railroad title to the fee simple estate and the railroad paid the grantor valuable 

consideration.  The Federal Circuit asked whether, “[a]ssuming that a deed on, on its face, conveys 

a strip of land in fee simple from a private party to a railroad corporation in exchange for stated 

consideration, does [the Florida Special Powers of Railroad Act]...limit the railroad’s interest in 

the property, regardless of the language in the deed?”  Rogers III, 814 F.3d at 1308. 

In Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1090, the Florida Supreme Court understood the Federal 

Circuit’s certified question as asking the court to address three points: 

(1) Does Section 2241 [of the Florida Special Powers of Railroad Act], limit 
railroads’ interest in property, regardless of the language of the deeds?  (2) Does 
state policy limit the railroad’s interest in the property, regardless of the language 
of the deeds?  And, (3) Do factual considerations, such as whether the railroad 
surveys land or lays track and begins running trains before the conveyance of a 
deed, limit the railroad’s interest in the property, regardless of the language of the 
deeds? 
   

As to the third question, the Florida Supreme Court noted that, for this relocated section of railroad, 

it was “after receiving these deeds, [that] Seaboard laid track.”  Id.  In other words, Seaboard had 

not entered the land acting under Seaboard’s eminent domain authority under the voluntary 

conveyance and consideration of provisions of Fla. Stat. §2241.  The Florida Supreme Court 

further noted these deeds were not “voluntary conveyances” for nominal consideration “because 

the deeds were grants by bargain and sale for valuable consideration and conveyed fee simple 

title.”  Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1094 (emphasis added). 
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The Florida Supreme Court’s opinion in Rogers IV did not direct how a court is to 

determine whether a grantor intended to convey title to the fee estate or grant an easement.  Rather, 

the Florida Supreme Court assumed the premise that BLE, as the grantor, “unambiguously” 

intended to sell the railroad title to the fee simple estate for valuable (not nominal) consideration.  

The Florida Supreme Court recited and premised its decision upon the “Statement of All Facts 

Relevant to the Questions Certified” provided by the Federal Circuit, which stated, 

Those deeds appear, on their face, to unambiguously convey a fee simple interest 
to Seaboard.  After receiving these deeds, Seaboard laid track and began to operate 
trains along the entire corridor as of November 1911.  [And the BLE deed] appears, 
on its face, to unambiguously convey a fee simple interest in the property 
corresponding to the relocated southern portion of the rail corridor.50 

Rogers IV affirmed Florida’s voluntary grant provisions (which is identical to the Missouri 

statute the Federal Circuit considered in Behrens) but said this provision did not apply to the BLE 

and other deed at issue in Rogers.  To define a “voluntary conveyance,” the Florida Supreme Court 

adopted the same definition of a “voluntary grant” as did the Missouri Supreme Court, and the 

Florida Supreme Court looked to and quoted the Missouri Supreme Court.  “A ‘voluntary 

conveyance’ is ‘[a] conveyance made without valuable consideration.’”  Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 

1094 (quoting BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY (10th ed. 2014), p. 408).  The Florida Supreme Court 

continued, “[c]onstruing a similar state statute on the subject of railroad rights of way, the Supreme 

Court of Missouri has held that the term ‘voluntary grant’ was used by the legislature to mean a 

conveyance without valuable consideration.”  Id. (citing Clay, 239 S.W.2d at 508, and Brown, 152 

S.W.2d at 653). 

The BLE and Venice deeds that were the subject of the certified question in Rogers III 

were not subject to Florida’s voluntary conveyance statute.  Florida’s Supreme Court explained 

 
50 Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1089-90. 
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that the “provision in subsection (2) of the Florida statute, to the effect that ‘real estate received by 

voluntary grant shall be held and used for purposes of such grant only,’ does not apply in this case 

because the deeds were grants by bargain and sale for valuable consideration and conveyed fee 

simple title.”  Id. at 1094, n.3 (quoting and citing Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. v. Bd. of Bond Trustees 

of Special Road & Bridge Dist., 108 So. 689, 698 (Fla. 1926), and Armstrong v. Seaboard Air Line 

Ry. Co., 95 So. 506, 506-07 (Fla. 1922)).  The Florida Supreme Court stated, “[w]e need not 

discuss the language of the deeds in this case in detail or the circumstances of their execution 

because the Court of Federal Claims did a thorough job of it in reaching the conclusion that the 

deeds by their language appeared to convey fee simple title.”  Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1095.  The 

Florida Supreme Court then reaffirmed the fundamental tenet of deed construction that, “[t]he 

effect of a deed, both as to the property conveyed and the character of the estate conveyed, is 

determined by the intent of the grantor.”  Id. (citing Reid, 112 So. at 852, and Saltzman v. Ahern, 

306 So.2d 537, 539 (Fla. Ct. App. 1975).   

Given the assumption that the grantors executing the BLE and Venice deeds in Rogers 

“unambiguously” intended to sell fee simple title to the railroad for valuable consideration and that 

the BLE and Venice deeds were not voluntary grants for nominal consideration, the Florida 

Supreme Court told the Federal Circuit that, when a grantor unambiguously intends to sell the fee 

estate in a tract of land to a railroad for valuable consideration, the Florida’s Special Powers of 

Railroads Act does not limit the interest the railroad acquires to an easement.  Rogers IV, 184 So.3d 

at 1096.  The Florida Supreme Court then explicitly conditioned its answer by qualifying it 

“[u]nder the circumstances found to exist by the Court of Federal Claims.”  Id. (emphasis added).  

With this qualification the Florida Supreme Court told the Federal Circuit that the Florida Special 

Powers of Railroad Act did not “limit[ ] the railroad’s interest in the property regardless of the 

language of the deed.”  Id.   
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In short, Rogers IV does not answer the question this Court must decide.  In Rogers III, the 

certified question the Federal Circuit asked the Florida Supreme Court to answer assumed the 

grantor (BLE and Venice) intended to convey title to the fee estate for valuable consideration and 

assumed the deeds granted a fee simple estate and were not voluntary conveyances. 

2. When she wrote Rogers II, Judge Williams did not have the benefit of 
subsequent authority. 

Judge Williams also wrote Rogers II more than thirteen years ago.  As such, she did not 

have the benefit of the Florida Supreme Court’s decision in Rogers IV, nor the United States 

Supreme Court’s decisions in Brandt and Cowpasture, nor the Federal Circuit’s decisions in 

Castillo and Behrens.  Thus, Judge Williams’ decision in Rogers II must be read through the lens 

of this subsequent authority. 

(i) Judge Williams misunderstood Preseault II as applying only 
when the railroad acquired its interest by condemnation.  

Judge Williams misread the Federal Circuit’s decision in Preseault II as applying only to 

conveyances made in the context of condemnation.  In Preseault II the Federal Circuit determined 

what interest a railroad acquired by condemnation in a strip of land across the Barker Estate.  See 

discussion, supra, pp. 13-17.  Across a third parcel, the railroad acquired its interest by a deed that 

“appear[ed] to be the standard form used to convey a fee simple title from a grantor to [the 

railroad].”  Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1535-36.  Thus, in Preseault II the Federal Circuit determined 

the interest a railroad acquired by both condemnation and by a deed that appeared to “convey a 

fee simple title” was an easement.  See id. 

Judge Williams wrongly cabined the Federal Circuit’s interpretation of the Manwell deed 

by saying “it was the actual exercise of the railroad’s eminent domain power that resulted in a 

limitation of the interests conveyed in the [Manwell] warranty deed.… According to the court, the 

‘act of survey and location [was] the operative determination, and not the particular form of 
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transfer.’”  93 Fed. Cl. at 623 (quoting Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1587) (emphasis in original).  But 

on this point Judge Williams was wrong.  The Manwell deed was not the result of the railroad’s 

actual exercise of eminent domain. 

Judge Williams wrote, “In contrast, there is no evidence in this record that Seaboard 

acquired the corridor [land for the relocated depot, wye track and two miles of railway line south 

of Curry Creek] by exercising eminent domain derived under Florida law.”  Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. 

at 623.  This cannot be said of the northern segment of the Legacy Trail corridor that is at issue 

here.  The 1926 Condemnation Decree demonstrates that the conveyances these owners signed 

were under threat of condemnation.  Furthermore, unlike the conveyances Judge Williams 

considered in Rogers, where the railroad entered the land and built the railway line after the grantor 

executed the deed, here the railroad had already entered the owner’s land and surveyed the railway 

line before the grantors executed the deed.  If the owner would not execute a voluntary conveyance 

granting the railroad a right-of-way across the owner’s land, the railroad would condemn the 

owner’s land.  The conveyances granted the railroad were made in the shadow of, and under threat 

of, Seaboard’s ability to take the owner’s land by eminent domain if the owner did not agree to 

grant Seaboard a right-of-way across the owner’s land.  Indeed, Seaboard had already entered the 

owner’s land and surveyed the location of a railway line across the owner’s land.  See Preseault 

II, 100 F.3d at 1537 (“the proceeding retained its eminent domain flavor, and the railroad acquired 

only that which it needed, an easement for its roadway”). 

The Florida Supreme Court, in Dade County v. Brigham,  47 So.2d 602, 604-05 (Fla. 1950), 

reiterated the words of the New York Court of Appeals, in In re Water Supply in City of New York, 

to explain a property owner’s predicament when faced with threatened condemnation: 

[The owner] does not want to sell.  The property is taken from him through the 
exertion of the high powers of the state, and the spirit of the Constitution clearly 
required that he shall not be thus compelled to part with what belongs to him 
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without the payment, not alone of the abstract value of the property, but of all the 
necessary expenses incurred in fixing that value.  This would seem to be dictated 
by sound morals, as well as by the spirit of the Constitution.... 
 

109 N.Y.S. 652, 654-55 (N.Y. Ct. App. 1908). 

Seaboard and its affiliated railroads not only could acquire an easement across the strip of 

land by eminent domain, but the railroad did in fact exercise its power of eminent domain to 

acquire a right-of-way easement across the owner’s land.  See, infra, pp. 56-59. 

(ii) A right-of-way is an easement. 

Judge Williams wrote, “[i]n Florida, the term right-of-way, as it relates to railroads, can 

refer to either a “right of crossing’ – an easement – or to a ‘strip of land which a railroad takes, 

upon which to construct its railroad.’ An estate in fee.”  Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. at 623.  The only 

authority Judge Williams cites for this proposition is an annotation in a legal encyclopedia, 43 Fla. 

Jur. 2d Railroads §32. 

On this point Judge Williams is incorrect, and her conclusion is contrary to both the law as 

declared by Florida’s Supreme Court and the United States Supreme Court reference to a “right-

of-way” is reference to an easement.  Occasionally Atlas shrugs and Homer nods.  Judge Williams 

did not have the benefit of the Florida Supreme Court’s decision in Rogers IV, nor the Supreme 

Court’s decisions in Brandt and Cowpasture, nor the Federal Circuit’s decisions in Behrens and 

Castillo.  Should Judge Williams have had the benefit of this subsequent authority, it is doubtful 

she would have concluded the term “right-of-way” refers to an interest other than an easement. 

Cowpasture is a Trails Act case the Supreme Court decided in 2020.  In Cowpasture the 

Supreme Court held that the “Trails Act refers to the granted interests as ‘rights-of-way,’ both 

when describing agreements with the Federal Government and with private and state property 

owners.  When applied to a private or state property owner, ‘right-of-way’ would carry its ordinary 
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meaning of a limited right to enjoy another’s land.”  140 S.Ct. at 1845.51  After Rogers IV, in Mills, 

Judge Bruggink examined Florida law and concluded that, under Florida law, the conveyance of a 

“right-of-way” is best interpreted as granting an easement.  147 Fed. Cl. at 347 (citing, inter alia, 

Rogers IV, 184 So.3d at 1095). 

(iii) In a conveyance, “excepting” the land used for a railway means 
the fee estate in the land is subject to the right-of-way easement. 

A point that frequently arises in the interpretation of documents conveying interests in land 

bordered by or encumbered with easements and rights-of-way is the phrase “excepting the right-

of-way.”  The government argues that a conveyance containing such “excepting” or “less” 

language does not convey title to the land under the adjoining right-of-way was withheld from the 

conveyance.  This is an incorrect interpretation of the phrases “excepting” or “less” the referenced 

adjoining right-of-way.  In Castillo, the Federal Circuit explained that, under Florida law, this 

“excepting” or “less” language “served simply to exclude the recorded easement in favor of the 

[easement beneficiary] from the title interest being conveyed and to prevent the recorded easement 

from constituting a breach of the covenants of warranty in each deed.”  952 F.3d at 1322 (quoting 

Dean, 528 So.2d at 434), supra, pp. 34-35.  This is true regardless of whether the conveyances 

refers to the right-of-way as an “easement” or as a “strip of land.”  Id. 

In her analysis of the deeds in the Bird Bay chain of title, Judge Williams did not properly 

apply this principle.  Judge Williams concluded the land used for the railway line adjoining the 

Bird Bay property was not included in the conveyances describing the relocated railway line and 

depot because “the right-of-way was not excepted as an easement, but as land withheld from the 

conveyance.”  Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. 618.  Judge Williams stated, “the instruments conveying the 

 
51 See also Hash v. United States, 403 F.3d 1308, 1321 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (citing Neider v. Shaw, 65 
P.3d 525, 530 (Idaho 2003)) (noting that “use of ‘right-of-way’ in the substantive part of the deed 
creates an easement”). 
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lands abutting the [railroad] corridor have treated the corridor as a separate parcel of land, separate 

and distinct from the larger parcels bordering the corridor.”  Id.  Judge Horn made this same error 

in Castillo and the Federal Circuit overturned Judge Horn’s decision. 

(iv) The amount of consideration determines the nature of the 
property interest conveyed even if it does not determine the 
validity of the deed. 

The Florida Supreme Court wrote, “[t]he law of Florida, however, is that the amount of 

consideration stated in a deed provides no basis for questioning the validity of the deed.”  Rogers 

IV, 184 So.3d at 1097.  The Florida Supreme Court cited two lower appellate court decisions as 

authority for this proposition, Kingsland v. Godbold, 456 So.2d 501 (Fla. Ct. App. 1984), and 

Venice East, Inc. v. Manno, 186 So.2d 71 (Fla. Ct. App. 1966).  These cases confirm this distinction 

between the amount of compensation as informing the nature of the interest versus the validity of 

the conveyance in that they held, simply, that a deed is valid regardless of the amount of 

consideration provided.52  The Florida Supreme Court in Rogers IV continued, “[t]he language of 

the deed determines the nature of the estate conveyed.”  184 So.3d at 1097 (emphasis added).  

Thus, the amount of consideration is relevant to determine the nature of the interest conveyed, not 

the validity of the conveyance.   

3. The Florida Supreme Court’s opinion in Rogers IV cannot be read as a 
new rule by which to define established property interests. 

The Florida Supreme Court’s 2015 opinion in Rogers IV cannot be read as announcing a 

new rule by which to determine these owners’ interest in a strip of land used for a railway line for 

a hundred years.  Redefining Florida law governing the interpretation of established property 

interests.  To read Rogers IV as announcing a new rule by which to determine the property interests 

 
52 In Kingsland, the court held, “[e]ven nominal consideration [of $10] will support a deed.”  456 
So.2d at 502.  In Venice East, the court held that “the law will not consider the adequacy or the 
sufficiency of the consideration given for a conveyance or transaction.”  186 So.2d at 75. 
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established in these early 1900s documents violates the Supreme Court’s injunction against courts 

redefining the rules governing established understandings of property.  See Preseault I, 494 U.S. 

at 23 (“[A] sovereign, ‘by ipse dixit, may not transform private property into public property 

without compensation.... This is the very kind of thing that the Taking Clause of the Fifth 

Amendment was meant to prevent’”) (O’Connor, J., concurring).53  See also Leo Sheep, 440 U.S. 

at 687-88 (“this Court has traditionally recognized the special need for certainty and predictability 

where land titles are concerned, and we are unwilling to upset settled expectations to accommodate 

some ill-defined power to construct public thoroughfares without compensation”). 

This term, in Tyler v. Hennepin County, 143 S.Ct. at 1375, the Supreme Court explained, 

the “Takings Clause does not itself define property.  For that, the Court draws on ‘existing rules 

or understandings’ about property rights.”  143 S.Ct. at 1375 (internal quotation and citation 

omitted).  The Court further explained that “[s]tate law is one important source [of property rights, 

b]ut state law cannot be the only source.”  Id.  If this were so, “a State could sidestep the Takings 

Clause by disavowing traditional property interests in assets it wishes to appropriate.”  Id. (internal 

quotation and citation omitted).  Thus, the Court continued, “we also look to traditional property 

law principles, plus historical practice and this Court’s precedents.”54  Similarly, in Stop the Beach 

Renourishment, the Supreme Court wrote, 

In sum, the Takings Clause bars the State from taking private property without 
paying for it, no matter which branch is the instrument of the taking.  To be sure, 
the manner of state action may matter:  Condemnation by eminent domain, for 
example, is always a taking, while a legislative, executive, or judicial restriction of 
property use may or may not be, depending in its nature and extent.  But the 
particular state actor is irrelevant.  If a legislature or a court declares that what was 

 
53 See, supra, note 15. 
54 Id. (internal quotations and citations omitted) (citing and quoting, inter alia, Hall v. Meisner, 51 
F.4th 185, 190 (6th Cir. 2022) (Kethledge, J., for the Court) (“[T]he Takings Clause would be a 
dead letter if a state could simply exclude from its definition of property any interest that the state 
wished to take.”). 
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once an established right of private property no longer exists, it has taken that 
property, no less than if the State had physically appropriated it or destroyed its 
value by regulation.  “[A] State, by ipse dixit, may not transform private property 
into public property without compensation.”   
 

560 U.S. at 715 (emphasis in original). 

The interest in the property the landowners granted the railroad memorialized by the 

documents recorded in the early 1900s with the intent and understanding defined by the established 

law of the day define the nature and extent of the railroad’s interest.  Furthermore, Florida’s 

statutory law that voluntary grants convey only an easement and Florida’s common law defining 

property interests were the juridical furniture that defined the grantors’ understanding and 

intention.  In other words, what interest the railroad acquired in these present-day landowners’ 

property is defined by that interest these present-day owners’ predecessors-in-title intended to 

grant the railroad.  Nothing more.  Nothing less.  The railroad’s interest in the strip of land and the 

original landowner’s (and his or her successor-in-title’s) interest were sealed in amber when those 

respective property interests were established.  The federal government may not redefine these 

established property interests without paying the owner “just compensation.” 

To read the Florida Supreme Court’s 2015 Rogers IV opinion as announcing a new rule 

redefining the rules governing established property interests in land subject to railroad rights-of-

way would, itself, be a violation of the Fifth Amendment.  “States effect a taking if they 

recharacterize as public property what was previously private property.”  Stop the Beach, 560 U.S. 

at 714. 

III. The text of each document, the context and purpose for which the documents were 
created, and the “traditional property law principles” and “historical practice” at the 
time the documents were created demonstrate the railroad was only granted an 
easement to use the strip of land for a railway line. 

The recorded documents (or in some cases the lack of any recorded document) defining 

the railroad’s interest in the strip of land across these present-day owners’ land fall into four 
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groups.  The first group of properties are those in which Seaboard acquired its interest by reason 

of a 1926 condemnation decree.  (the Condemnation Properties).  See Exhibit 1 for a table of the 

ten Condemnation Properties. 

A second group of plaintiffs own land in which the present-day owners’ predecessor-in-

title signed a voluntary grant in the early 1900s granting or memorializing the railroad’s right to 

operate a railway line across a strip of land.  This second group of properties (the Voluntary Grant 

Properties) are divided into nine subgroups based upon the original document.  For all these 

properties, the owners and the government agree upon the original “source deed” applicable to the 

owner’s property.  See Exhibit 1; Exhibit 6 (ICC valuation maps of railway corridor).55  A total 

of 199 properties are in this second group (not including the two Pendley document properties).   

A third group of five plaintiffs own land for which there is no recorded instrument 

granting the railroad any interest in the land.  These are the Prescriptive Easement Properties.  For 

three of these owners (where the val maps indicate the railroad gained its right-of-way “By 

Possession”) the owners and the government agree that Seaboard (or Seaboard’s affiliated-railroad 

companies) built and operated a railway line across a strip of these owners’ land without the benefit 

of any recorded document.  For the other two owners (the Pendley document properties), the 

railroad also gained its easement by prescription because the Pendley document is a nullity.56 

 
55 Under the Valuation Act of 1913, Congress required the ICC to create a Valuation Bureau to 
assess, survey, and catalog the country’s railroad property in order to regulate fair shipping rates.  
The Bureau mapped all railroad rights-of-way and determined the source conveyances, if they 
existed, by which each railroad gained its interest in its right-of-way.  These valuation maps are 
maintained by the National Archives.  See Exhibit 6 (ICC valuation maps of railway corridor). 
56 The property described in the unexecuted, unrecorded Pendley document (Exhibit 3) is included 
in the Prescriptive Easement group because, as explained below, the Pendley document is not a 
valid conveyance lawfully executed by Oscar Pendley or his wife. 
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For a fourth group of thirteen properties (the Platted Properties), the government admits 

the plaintiffs own their land on the date of taking, but the government contends that the plaintiffs’ 

properties are separated from and do not underlie the railroad corridor.  The government argues 

these plaintiffs’ deeds to their properties describe that property by reference to a recorded plat the 

government contends did not extend to the centerline of the adjoining railroad right-of-way, and 

accordingly, an “intervening parcel” owned by a third party (either the county or the neighborhood 

association) cuts-off their claims.  See Exhibit 19 (government’s interrogatory answers). 

A. Group One:  The 1926 Condemnation Decree granted only a right-of-way 
easement for a railway line across ten owners’ properties. 

Bonnie Tankersley and Mattie Davis owned the fee estate in land across which the Tampa 

Southern Railroad wanted to build a railway line.  Tankersley and Davis did not want to sell their 

land to the Tampa Southern Railroad and did not want a railway line across their land.  So, in 

September 1925, Tampa Southern Railroad Company sued Bonnie Tankersley and Mattie Davis 

in federal district court.  See Exhibit 7 (condemnation decree and pleadings).  The federal district 

court’s jurisdiction was invoked under diversity of citizenship.  See id.  The railroad filed a 

condemnation lawsuit for the purpose of acquiring a “right-of-way” to extend the railroad’s 

railway line from Tampa to Sarasota.  In its petition, the railroad stated, under oath, that it was 

condemning the property “for use as a right of way” and further that “the taking of the said property 

by your petitioner [Tampa Southern Railroad] is for the purpose of its use as a right of way for the 

construction of its railroad....”  Id. at US_0000046-47 (emphasis added).  The pleadings further 

characterize the property as “DESCRIPTION FOR CONDEMNATION OF RIGHT OF WAY FOR 

TAMPA SOUTHERN RAILROAD THRU LANDS OF J.C. BISHOP.”57 

 
57 Id. at US_0000037 (capitalization in original; emphasis added).  J.C. Bishop was Tankersley 
and Davis’ predecessor-in-title.  See Exhibit 7, p. US_0000046 (petition’s property description 
refers to J.C. Bishop as conveying an interest to the railroad by deed dated June 2, 1923). 
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Federal District Court Judge Lake Jones ordered Tankersley and Davis to “show cause why 

said property should not be taken for the uses and purposes set forth in the petition filed by the 

Tampa Southern Railroad Company…and more particularly, why the said lands should not be 

taken for use as a right-of-way by the Tampa Southern Railroad Company....”  Exhibit 7, p. 

US_0000031 (emphasis added).  Tankersley and Davis opposed the railroad’s condemnation, 

arguing the Tampa Southern Railroad’s charter, which allowed Tampa Southern to extend its 

railway line from Tampa to Sarasota, did not authorize the railroad to condemn property south of 

downtown Sarasota.  See id. at US_0000039.  The railroad had not paid the compensation for the 

taking of its right-of-way, and accordingly, the landowners pointed out that the railroad “should 

not have or maintain its said [condemnation action against these defendants for the reason and 

because of the fact that the Tampa Southern Railroad Company,” as a “private corporation[, is] 

entitled only to maintain an action of condemnation upon and when it has filed a petition praying 

the compensation of the property sought to be taken....”  Id.  Tankersley and Davis further stated 

that because the railroad is a “corporation duly incorporated under the laws of the State of Florida 

as a public carrier for the operation of a commercial railroad and is authorized to construct, 

maintain and operate a railroad,” the railroad is not authorized to condemn property for the 

“construction or for its right-of-way...beyon[d] its terminus in the City of Sarasota.”  Exhibit 7, 

pp. US_0000039-40 (emphasis added).  The owners argued that a right-of-way across their land 

(which was south of Sarasota) was “not essential for the construction of its line of railroad from 

the City of Tampa to the City of Sarasota but [is] beyond the destiny and termination of its purposes 

and authority and its power to extend and proceed with its said road and with condemnation for its 

construction or for its right-of-way.”  Id. at US_0000040 (emphasis added). 

Judge Jones ruled in favor of the railroad, granting the railroad’s petition and condemning 

what the railroad asked the court to condemn – a “right-of-way.”  See Exhibit 7, pp. US_0000013-
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15.  The court’s Judgment provided, “It is considered by the Court that the property therein  

described by appropriated by the Tampa Southern Railroad Company for use as a right of way for 

said Railroad Company....”  Id. at US_0000015 (emphasis added).  The compensation Tampa 

Southern Railway must pay Tankersley and Davis was tried to a jury.  See id. at US_0000015.  

The jury determined Tampa Southern Railway must pay Tankersley and Davis $61,500 for the 

8.98-acre “piece, parcel or strip of land” taken for the right-of-way and pay $5,000 in attorney 

fees.  Id. at US_000014-15.58 

By condemning a “right of way,” the district court’s 1926 Condemnation Decree granted 

the railroad only an easement.  In Rogers II, 93 Fed. Cl. at 623, this Court recognized that “Florida 

adheres to the unremarkable principle of eminent domain law that the condemnor only acquires 

interests sufficient to satisfy the purpose of the taking.”59  See also Ely, RAILROADS & AMERICAN 

LAW, pp. 197-98 (“Prominent experts took the position that, absent statutory provisions expressly 

authorizing the taking of a fee simple, railroads should receive just an easement in land condemned 

for their use.”) (citing, inter alia, Simon F. Baldwin, AMERICAN RAILROAD LAW (1904), p. 77; 

Isaac F. Redfield, 1 THE LAW OF RAILROADS 270 (6th ed. 1888)). 

 
58 The jury’s verdict in this condemnation lawsuit provides a measure of what comparable property 
in Sarasota County taken for a railway line was worth in the 1920s.  The jury determined the fair 
market value of the 8.98-acre right-of-way was $61,500 in March 1926, which is $6,849 per acre.  
By contrast, seven of the other instruments at issue in this case provide consideration of less than 
$1 per acre, and another deed provides $26.32 per acre (Clough deed). 

Instrument Area Consideration Price per acre 

Honoré  Over 47.6 acres $1 Less than $0.02 

Florida Mortgage Co. (Book 10, Page 536) 15.96 acres $1 $0.06 

Florida Mortgage Co. (Book 10, Page 532) 14.55 acres $1 $0.07 

Ringling 4.5 acres $1 $0.22 

Sarasota Land Co. 14.32 acres $5 $0.35 

Burton 6.2 acres $5 $0.81 

Neihardt unspecified $1 less than $1 

Clough 1.9 acres $50 $26.32 

Palmer 68.68 unspecified unknown 

Pendley unspecified unspecified unknown 
 

59 Citing Robertson v. Brooksville & Inverness Ry., 129 So. 582, 584 (Fla. 1930), and Trailer 
Ranch, 500 So.2d at 507.   
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In Seaboard All-Florida Ry. v. Leavitt, 141 So. 886, 890 (Fla. 1932), the Supreme Court 

of Florida explained that “the tremendous power of eminent domain, while frequently necessary 

to be resorted to for the promotion of needful public purposes, is a power which can be abused 

unless properly safeguarded.”  As one of the “safeguards,” Florida adopted the principle that, “[a] 

condemning authority exercising the power of eminent domain is not permitted to acquire a greater 

quantity of property or interest therein than is necessary to serve the public purpose for which the 

property is acquired.”  Trailer Ranch, 500 So.2d at 507.  See also Canal Authority v. Miller, 243 

So.2d 131, 133 (Fla. 1970) (“It is equally well recognized, however, that an acquiring authority 

will not be permitted to take a greater quantity of property, or greater interest or estate therein, than 

is necessary to serve the particular public use for which the property is being acquired.”) (citing 

Wilton v. St. John’s County, 123 So. 527 (Fla. 1929), and Staplin v. Canal Authority, 208 So.2d 

853 (Fla. Ct. App. 1968)).  In Robertson v. Brookville & Inverness Ry., the Florida Supreme Court 

further explained, “[o]f course, a railroad corporation may not exercise the power of eminent 

domain to take any land or material it may desire for the economical conduct of its business…. It 

can only condemn land in its public capacity for purposes essential to the proper exercise of its 

franchise.”  129 So. 582, 584-85 (Fla. 1930) (emphasis added). 

Thus, under the explicit terms of the condemnation decree, under Florida statute and under 

common law, the Tampa Southern Railroad Company obtained only an easement allowing the 

railroad to operate a railway line across the strip of land.  Tankersley and Davis and their present-

day successors-in-title retained ownership of the fee estate.  And, when the strip of land was no 

longer used for the operation of a railway line, the easement terminated, and the present-day 

owners held unencumbered title to the land.  See Brandt, 572 U.S. at 105. 
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B. Group Two – The Voluntary Conveyance Properties. 

Florida and other states adopted statutes providing that interest a railroad obtained in land 

taken by condemnation or by a voluntary grant was only an easement for a railway line not title to 

the fee estate in the strip of land.   

Every railroad…shall be empowered to cause such examinations and surveys for 
the proposed railroad…and for such purposes…to enter upon the lands…of any 
person for that purpose. [And] to take and hold such voluntary grants of real 
estate…as shall be made to it to aid in the construction, maintenance and 
accommodation of its road…but the real estate received by voluntary grant shall 
be held and used for purposes of such grant only. 
 

Fla. Stat. §4354 (1920) (emphasis added). 

All of the conveyances between the original landowners and the railroad in Group Two 

state the railroad paid the landowner only nominal consideration of, in most cases, “One Dollar.”  

The most the railroad paid any owner was the “Fifty Dollars” paid to the Cloughs.  This is nominal 

when considered in light of the $61,500 the jury determined the property condemned for a right-

of-way across the Tankersley and Davis land was worth in 1926. 

In Behrens the Federal Circuit explained, 

a conveyance of property to a railroad for nominal consideration is treated as a 
voluntary grant, and one dollar is nominal consideration.  Each grant in this case 
was to a railroad and for one dollar.  These conveyances were thus voluntary 
grants. Voluntary grants to railroads are easements even if they are formally worded 
as grants of fee simple estates.60 
 

In addition to the nominal consideration the railroad paid the owner, these voluntary grants also 

share the common fact that they describe the property as a “strip of land” conveyed to a railroad 

corporation for a railway line that already existed or was already surveyed across the land. 

 
60 59 F.4th at 1345 (emphasis added; citations omitted) (citing Brown, 152 S.W.2d at 653-54, and 
Boyles, 981 S.W.2d at 648). 
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1. Adrian Honoré granted Seaboard only an easement for the limited 
purpose of operating a railway line. 

Adrian Honoré was Bertha Palmer’s brother.  He, along with Bertha and her sons, bought 

much of the land in (what is now) Sarasota County in the early 1900s.61  To establish a railway 

line from Sarasota to Venice, Adrian Honoré gave Seaboard Air Line Railway a right-of-way 

across a strip of his land.  See Exhibit 8 (Honoré conveyance). Forty-seven plaintiffs in this 

litigation are Adrian Honoré’s successors-in-title.  See Exhibit 9 (joint title stipulations, filed as 

ECF No. 44); Exhibit 1.  See also Statement of Facts ¶15.  The Honoré deed included an explicit 

reversionary clause, providing, 

This conveyance is made upon the express condition, however that if the Seaboard 
Air Line Railway shall not construct upon said land and commence the operation 
thereon with one year of the date hereof of a line of railroad, or, if at any time 
thereafter the said Seaboard Air Line Railway shall abandon said land for railroad 
purposes then the above described pieces and parcels of land shall ipso facto revert 
to and again become the property of the undersigned, his heirs, administrators and 
assigns.62 
 
In Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 430-31, Judge Williams held, 

[T]he words of the Honoré conveyance indicate that the parties intended to create 
an easement.  The Honoré conveyance transferred a “right of way for railroad 
purposes over and across the...described parcels of land.”  Further, like the deed in 
Irv Enterprises, the Honoré conveyance placed an explicit limitation on the use of 
the property interest conveyed and contained an unequivocal stipulation that title 
would revert to the grantor upon discontinuance of the use of the parcel for its 
intended railroad purpose.  See Irv Enters. [v. Atl. Island Civic Ass’n, 90 So.2d 607, 
609 (Fla. 1956)]. 

Judge Williams continued and held, 

Like the easements before the Preseault II Court, the Honoré conveyance is an 
express easement, and the extent of the easement created by that conveyance is 
fixed.  [Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1542-43] (quoting 5 RESTATEMENT OF PROPERTY 

 
61 Sarasota County was created in 1921.  Prior to 1921 the property that is now in Sarasota County 
was in Manatee County. 
62 Exhibit 8 (Honoré conveyance) (emphasis in original).  An essentially identical clause is 
included in the deed from Bertha Palmer’s Estate discussed.  See, infra, p. 63; Exhibit 10 (Palmer 
conveyance). 
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§482 (1944)).  In Florida, the scope of an easement does not increase with time, 
and accordingly, the “burden of a right of way upon the servient estate must not be 
increased to any greater extent than reasonably necessary and contemplated at the 
time of initial acquisition.”  Crutchfield v. F.A. Sebring Realty Co., 69 So.2d 328, 
330 (Fla. 1954). 

Here, as in Preseault II, the use of the right-of-way as a public trail while preserving 
the right-of-way for future railroad activity was not something contemplated by the 
original parties to the Honoré conveyance back in 1910.  As the Federal Circuit 
explained, when examining a right-of-way acquired in 1899, the usage of a right-
of-way as a recreational trail is “clearly different” from the usage of the same parcel 
of land as a railroad corridor.  Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1542.  As such, the terms 
of the Honoré easement were limited to use for railroad purposes and did not 
contemplate use for public trails.  Thus, the governmental action converting the 
railroad right-of-way to a public trail right-of-way imposed a new easement on the 
landowners and effected a Fifth Amendment taking of their property.  Id. at 1550.63 

The government now stipulates the Honoré deed conveyed only an easement for railroad 

purposes to Seaboard.  See Exhibit 9 (joint title stipulations).  See also Barron v. United States, 

No. 21-2181, Gov. Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment,  ECF No. 32, p. 10 (“the parties agree 

 
63 90 Fed. Cl. at 432 (emphasis and paragraph break added).  In Rogers the government argued 
Adrian Honoré gave the railroad title to the fee estate in the strip of land despite the “explicit 
limitation” and “unequivocal stipulation” in the deed’s reversionary clause.  Id. at 430.  Given the 
plain text of the Honoré conveyance, the government’s argument was absurd, and Judge Williams 
held the deed granted an easement.  See id. at 432.  But after the government lost its liability 
argument, the government then irresponsibly argued that because the Honoré deed’s reversionary 
clause used the word “abandon,” the landowners must prove “as a matter of Florida law that the 
railroad ‘abandoned’ the corridor prior to the NITU” – and failing to do so, the property must be 
valued as being burdened with a railroad easement in the before-condition.  Rogers v. United 
States, 101 Fed. Cl. 287, 293 (2011).  Thus, after losing its “fee-simple” argument, the government 
attempted to greatly reduce, if not eliminate, the landowners’ compensation by twisting the Honoré 
deed’s reversionary clause against itself.  Judge Williams exposed the government’s new argument 
as “misunderstand[ing] the operation of the Trails Act and misconstrue[ing] the conveyance....”  
Id. at 293.  Judge Williams further explained that “[i]mposing a requirement that Plaintiffs prove 
a common law abandonment would also thwart a proper construction of the Honoré deed....”  Id. 
at 294 (emphasis added).  Furthermore, the government’s reading of the deed would “imbu[e] the 
term ‘abandon’” in the deed “with a technical legalistic meaning instead of looking at the deed as 
a whole to discover the intent of the grantor, [which reading] would contravene fundamental 
principles of interpreting conveyances.”  Id. at 295.  Judge Williams concluded by stating the 
government’s argument was a “misguided attempt to inject the issue of common law abandonment 
into this litigation,” which issue was nothing more than “a red herring.”  Id. at 296.   
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[the Honoré conveyance] granted only an easement”).  Therefore, the Court should grant the 

landowners’ motion for summary judgment regarding the Honoré deed. 

2. Bertha Palmer’s estate granted Seaboard only an easement to operate 
a railway line across a strip of the estate’s land. 

One landowner’s predecessor-in-title was Bertha Palmer’s estate.  See Statement of Facts 

¶16; Exhibit 1.  Bertha Palmer died May 5, 1918.  Her two sons, Potter Palmer, II, and Honoré 

Palmer were trustees of her estate.  On June 15, 1923, Bertha Palmer’s sons executed a document 

with Tampa Southern Railroad Company “for the sole purpose of transferring to [the railroad] a 

right of way for railroad purposes....”  Exhibit 10 (Palmer conveyance), p. 4.  Like the document 

from Bertha Palmer’s brother, Adrian Honoré, the 1923 deed from Bertha’s estate included an 

explicit reversionary clause providing:  

This deed is given for the sole purpose of transferring to [Tampa Southern Railroad 
Company] a right of way for railroad purposes, and upon the express provision that 
[Tampa Southern Railroad Company] shall construct its railroad from Bradentown 
to Sarasota, Florida over said right of way within twenty-four months from the date 
of this instrument.  Should [Tampa Southern Railroad Company] not construct said 
railroad as herein set out, or should any part of the said land not be used for 
railroad purposes, or should same at any time be abandoned for railroad purposes, 
then the land so abandoned for such purposes, or not used for such purposes shall 
revert to Honoré Palmer and Potter Palmer, Trustees under the will of Bertha 
Honoré Palmer, deceased, their heirs, successors or assigns.64 
 
Judge Williams found the almost identical language in the document from Adrian Honoré 

to be an “explicit limitation on the use of the property interest conveyed and contained an 

unequivocal stipulation” upon which the right-of-way easement was conditioned.  Rogers I, 90 

Fed. Cl. at 430.  Accordingly, the railroad also gained only an easement by means of the Palmer 

conveyance. 

 
64 Id. (emphasis added). 
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3. Oscar and Alice Burton memorialized the easement Seaboard was 
granted for a railway line across the strip of land upon which Seaboard 
had already built its railway line. 

The railroad gained its right-of-way over and across forty-three landowners’ properties by 

the Burton instrument.  See Statement of Facts ¶17; Exhibit 1.  According to the 1910 census, Dr. 

Oscar Burton was then forty years old, and his wife Alice Burton (née Alice H. Hibbs) was thirty-

two years old.  See Exhibit 11 (copy of 1910 census record).  Dr. Burton was born in Vermont 

and his wife Alice was born in Minnesota.  Dr. Burton and Alice Burton had four children.  In 

addition to his medical practice, Dr. Burton invested in Sarasota real estate.  In 1914, in partnership 

with Arthur B. Edwards (the first Mayor of Sarasota), the Burtons platted and developed the land 

in what is now the Avondale Heights community of Sarasota.  See Exhibit 12 (photographs and 

text of Avondale Heights historic marker).65 

On February 20, 1909, Oscar and Alice Burton “contracted in writing to sell to Frank S. 

Colton and Neville Bailey” certain tracts of land in what was then Manatee County, later Sarasota 

County.  Colton and Bailey “transferred to [Sarasota Land Company] all their right and interest in 

said contract.”  Exhibit 13 (Burton conveyance), p. 1.  “[The Burtons], with the consent of 

[Sarasota Land Company]…have agreed to convey unto [Seaboard Air Line Railway]” a “strip of 

land one hundred (100) feet wide being fifty (50) feet on each side of the center line of the Seaboard 

Air Line Railway as located across the lands owned by the [Burtons].”  Id. (emphasis added). 

The land described in the document is a 100-feet wide, 2,700-feet long strip of land.  

Seaboard paid the Burtons “Five Dollars ($5.00)” for a right-of-way across this land.  The Burton’s 

granted the right-of-way to Seaboard and “its successors and assigns, to its or their own proper use 

 
65 Photographs of this marker are available on the “Sarasota County Centennial” website at: 
https://www.sarasotacountycentennial.com/category/history.  The marker is located at 1100 S. 
Tamiami Trail in Sarasota. 
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[and] benefit.”  Exhibit 13, p. 1.  The Burtons signed the document in Freeborn County, 

Minnesota, on October 5, 1910, and George Brown and W.W. Stevenson signed the document on 

October 18, 1910 in New York City on behalf of Sarasota Land Company.  See id. at 2.  The dower 

provision states that Alice Burton “executed such deed of conveyance for such purposes.…”  Id. 

(emphasis added).  The corporate attestation by Brown and Stevenson states they signed on behalf 

of Sarasota Land Company “for the uses and purposes therein expressed.”  Id. (emphasis added). 

Like the Clough and Sarasota Land Company conveyances, the Burton document describes 

the railroad’s interest in the strip of land by reference to the already existing railway line. 66  The 

interest in the strip of land is described “as located across the lands owned by the Burtons.”  

Exhibit 13, p. 1 (emphasis added).  And the land is described as fifty feet on either side “of said 

center line.”  Id. 

Thus, considering the entirety of the document Oscar and Alice Burton signed, the 

governing principles of Florida law, and the context in which (and the purpose for which) this 

document was created, the interest Seaboard obtained in the strip of land was an easement to 

operate a railway line across the strip of land, not the fee simple estate in the strip of land.  When 

Seaboard’s successor-railroads no longer operated a railway across the strip of land, the easement 

 
66 Lawyers for the railroad corporation almost certainly prepared the form deed Dr. Burton and his 
wife signed.  See RESTATEMENT OF THE LAW (THIRD): SERVITUDES §2.2, pp. 69-70 (“The fact that 
the grantee is a railroad may also tend to indicate that the instrument should be construed to convey 
an easement only.”).  See also Heath v. First Nat. Bank in Milton, 213 So.2d 883, 888 (Fla. Ct. 
App. 1968) (“Any errors or ambiguities in the language of the instrument must be construed more 
strongly against the drafter of such instrument.”); Consolidated Development & Engineering Corp. 
v. Ortega Co., 158 So. 94, 96 (Fla. 1933) (“any ambiguity in language, or doubt as to the meaning 
of such release clauses, must be construed most strongly against the [party who drafted the 
document]”) (emphasis added); Security First Fed. Sav. & Loan Ass’n v. Jarchin, 479 So.2d 767, 
770 (Fla. Ct. App. 1985) (“Insofar as the language may be deemed ambiguous, Florida law is clear 
that any ambiguity in contractual language will be interpreted against the party who selected that 
language.…”); Beres v. United States, 97 Fed. Cl. 757, 801 (2011) (under Washington law, where 
the railroad drafted the deeds, “any ambiguity in the language of the deeds should be construed 
against the railroad”). 
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terminated, and the present-day successors-in-title to Oscar and Alice Burton held unencumbered 

title to the land.  See Brandt, 572 U.S. at 105; Preseault I, 494 U.S. at 8. 

4. Sarasota Land Company granted Seaboard an easement for a railway 
line. 

Sixty-one landowners’ predecessor-in-title was the Sarasota Land Company.  See 

Statement of Facts ¶18; Exhibit 1.  In July 1910 the Delaware corporation, Sarasota Land 

Company’s president, George C. Brown, and the company’s secretary W.W. Stevenson, signed an 

instrument that, for “Five Dollars,” memorialized Seaboard’s interest in “a strip of land one 

hundred (100) feet wide, being fifty (50) feet on each side of the center line of the Seaboard Air 

Line Railway as located across lands owned by the [Sarasota Land Company]....”  Exhibit 14 

(Sarasota Land Co. conveyance) (emphasis added).  The 100-foot-wide strip of land was 6,239 

feet-long and contained 14.32 acres.  See id.  Five dollars for 14.32 acres of land is a voluntary 

conveyance under Florida’s statute §2241.  See, supra, p. 39.  See also Behrens, 59 F.4th at 1345.  

This is 35 cents per-acre, which, even in 1910 dollars, is essentially nothing.  See, supra, note 58.  

This document memorialized the location of the railroad’s already existing right-of-way easement 

across a strip of land the railway had already entered, surveyed and across which the railroad would 

build a railway line.  The document further acknowledges that the strip of land underlying the 

railway line was “across land owned” by Sarasota Land Company.   

Like the Burton conveyance, the language of the Sarasota Land Company document 

demonstrates the parties understood and intended the interest granted Seaboard to be an easement 

to operate a railway line “across” a strip of land “owned by” Sarasota Land Co.  Exhibit 14.  

Furthermore, the fact that the conveyance’s language is identical to the Clough deed indicates 

Seaboard or its agents likely drafted the deed or used a pre-printed form.  Thus, any ambiguity is 

construed in favor of these landowners.  See, supra, note 66. 
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5. Allen and Flora Clough signed an instrument acknowledging Seaboard 
had an easement across their land for operation of a railway line. 

The railroad gained its right-of-way over and across three landowners’ properties by means 

of the Clough instrument.  See Statement of Facts ¶19; Exhibit 1.  On July 27, 1910, Allen and 

Flora signed a document describing “a strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, being fifty (50) 

feet on each side of the center line of the Seaboard Air Line Railway as located across lands owned 

by the [Cloughs].”  See Exhibit 15, p. 1 (Clough conveyance) (emphasis added).  The strip of land 

described in this document was 1.9 acres, and the document states Seaboard paid the Cloughs 

nominal consideration of $50.00.  See id.  Like the documents Sarasota Land Company and the 

Burtons signed, the Clough document described the strip of land as encumbered by Seaboard’s 

existing railway line.  See id.  The Clough document is a voluntary grant that recognizes the 

railroad’s existing right-of-way to operate a railway line over and “across the lands” that Allen and 

Flora Clough “owned” in 1910.  Id.  This document did not give Seaboard title to the fee estate in 

the Cloughs’ land.   

6. The Florida Mortgage & Investment Company documents recognize 
Seaboard had only a “right-of-way” easement for railroad purposes. 

The Florida Mortgage & Investment Company executed two form documents in 1905 

describing strips of land in what was then Manatee County, Florida.  See Exhibit 16 (conveyance 

recorded at Book 10, Page 532) and Exhibit 16-A (conveyance recorded at Book 10, Page 536).67  

The other party to these instruments was the Florida West Shore Railway, a subsidiary of Seaboard.  

These two documents contain identical wording with regard to everything except the specific 

dimensions of the strips of land.  The Florida Mortgage & Investment Company was the 

predecessor-in-title to thirty-one landowners.  See Statement of Facts ¶20; Exhibit 1. 

 
67 See also Exhibit 16-B (transcript of conveyance recorded at Book 10, Page 532) and Exhibit 
16-C (transcript of conveyance recorded at Book 10, Page 536). 
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The Florida Mortgage & Investment Company instrument describes itself as an “indenture” 

and states Florida West Shore Railway paid “One Dollar” for the purpose of obtaining a “right-of-

way.”  Exhibit 16, p. 1.  The indenture describes the interest obtained by the railroad as “part of 

the right-of-way to be obtained from Col. J. H. Gillespie.”  Id. (emphasis added).  The right-of-

way across Florida Mortgage & Investment Company’s land is described as a strip of land “more 

clearly shown in red on the attached blue-print dated February 13th, 1905, and made in the office 

of the Assistant Engineer, Savannah, Ga., which blue-print is hereby made a part of this 

description.”  Exhibit 16-A, p. 2.  See also Exhibit 16-A, p. 5 (blueprint of railroad titled, “RIGHT 

OF WAY ON PART OF FRUITVILLE EXTENSION”).  This reference to the blueprints in the “office of 

the Assistant Engineer in Savannah, Georgia” tells us two additional important points.  First, the 

railroad had already surveyed and located the railroad right-of-way.  Second, the railroad drafted 

the instruments because the Florida Mortgage Co. did not have an “Assistant Engineer” with an 

“office in Savannah,” but the railroad did.  The only rational conclusion from the text of these 

documents is that these documents were prepared by the railroad in order that the Florida Mortgage 

& Investment Co. could acknowledge a railroad “right of way” easement the Florida West Shore 

Railway had already established across the land owned by Florida Mortgage and Investment. 

The conveyance of a “right-of-way” to a railroad means that the railroad was granted only 

an easement for railroad purposes.  As we explain above at pp. 20-22, the grant of a “right-of-way” 

is an easement for railroad purposes.  See Mills, 147 Fed. Cl. at 347.  In Mills, Judge Bruggink 

explained that under Florida law, “[i]t is incorrect...to assume that a grant to a railroad of a right-

of-way in Florida is necessarily a fee.  We think the better view is that a ‘right-of-way’ for railroad 
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purposes should be construed according to its natural meaning, i.e. ‘[t]he right to pass through 

property owned by another.’”68 

7. Moses Neihardt signed a document acknowledging the railroad’s 
existing easement for a railway line across his land. 

In January 1905, Moses Neihardt, then a widower living in rural Missouri, signed a 

document describing a fifty-foot by fifty-foot tract of land across which he granted an interest in 

to the Florida West Shore Railways Company.  See Exhibit 17 (Neihardt conveyance), p. 1.  Moses 

Neihardt was the predecessor-in-title to seven landowners.  See Statement of Facts ¶21; Exhibit 

1.  The railroad paid Moses Neihardt “One Dollar” for the fifty-foot strip of land.  As such, this is 

a voluntary conveyance under Florida’s §2241.  See, supra, p. 39.  See also Behrens, 59 F.4th at 

1345.  According to the government’s valuation maps, Moses Neihardt’s tract of land was used by 

the railroad for a railway line.  Why would Moses Neihardt, a Missouri widower, intend to convey 

the railroad title to the fee estate in a fifty-foot-by-fifty-foot strip of land, and why would the 

railroad desire any greater interest than an easement across this strip of Moses Neihardt’s land?  

Once abandoned as part of a railroad corridor, the fifty-by-fifty-foot strip of land would have no 

commercial value unless it could be developed with the adjoining land.  The Neihardt instrument 

must be interpreted according to the intent of the parties, which was to convey an easement for 

operation of a railway.  See RESTATEMENT (THIRD): SERVITUDES §2.2, Comment g; Rogers IV, 184 

So.3d at 1095 (citing Reid, 112 So. at 852, and Saltzman, 306 So.2d at 539. 

 
68 Quoting “Right-of-Way” in BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY (11th ed. 2019).  See also Bruce & Ely, 
THE LAW OF EASEMENTS & LICENSES IN LAND §1:22 (“Generally, courts conclude that a 
conveyance of a “right-of-way” creates only an easement whether the grantee is an individual, a 
railroad, or another entity.”); Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 428-433; Nerbonne, 692 So.2d at 928 n.1; 
Brandt, 572 U.S. at 93; Cowpasture, 140 S.Ct. at 1845. 
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8. The document with Oscar Pendley’s name gave the railroad no interest 
in the strip of land described in the document. 

The government alleges that the source of the railroad’s interest in the land upon which the 

railroad built its railway line across two plaintiffs’ properties was the unexecuted “Pendley 

document.”  See Exhibit 4; Exhibit 1; Statement of Facts ¶26.  The Pendley document is a 

preprinted form with blanks. “Tampa Southern Railroad Company” is typed into the blank for the 

“party of the second part” and the name “Oscar H. Pendley” is handwritten into the blank for “party 

of the first part” but without completing the blanks for Oscar Pendley’s state and county of 

residence.  See Exhibit 4, p. 1.  The signature blocks are blank, as are the notary blocks.  See id. 

at 1-2.  A typewritten description of a strip of land is included on the preprinted form.  See id. at 

1.  Three blueprints of the railway line are attached to the form.  See id. at 3, 5-6.  A typewritten 

“declaration” by W.G. Forlong, a “Real Estate Agent of the Tampa Southern Railroad Company” 

made August 28, 1923, in New Hanover County, North Carolina, is attached.  See id. at 4.  Mr. 

Forlong states on “August 26, 1923, I received a deed executed by O.H. Pendley, dated July 17th, 

1923, conveying to Tampa Southern Railroad Company,” a strip of land....”  Id.  Mr. Forlong also 

states, “[t]his deed was not signed by the wife of O.H. Pendley, and was sent out for her signature 

but has never been returned.”  Id.   

The preprinted form has a handwritten name “Oscar H. Pendley,” but there is no signature 

by any party to the document – not even Oscar H. Pendley’s – and the document has no executed 

notarization attesting to the authenticity of the document.  See Exhibit 4, pp. 1-2, 4.  The 

typewritten description of the property to be conveyed states “a strip of land fifty (50) feet wide, 

being twenty-five (25) feet on each side of the center line of the Tampa Southern Railroad, as 

located and to be constructed thru…and adjoining the right of way of the S.A.L. Railway.”  Id. at 

1.  Three partial copies of blueprints prepared by railroad are attached to the document.  Id. at 3, 
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5-6.  The blueprints note the right-of-way across and adjoining a tract of land owned by “Oscar H. 

Pendley & Wife.”  Id. at 5-6. 

The Pendley document provides a perfect illustration of how railroad rights-of-way were 

established or memorialized in the early 1900s.  Railroad companies’ surveyors would locate a 

route for the railway line.  See, supra, pp. 15-16.  See also Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1536-37.69  

The railroad’s agent would then identify the landowner and then obtain the landowner’s signature 

on a preprinted document providing nominal consideration to acknowledge the railroad’s right-of-

way. 

Here, the unsigned Pendley document granted the railroad nothing.  The document is a 

nullity as a conveyance of any interest in real property.  The Pendley document does not satisfy or 

conform to any of Florida’s requirement for conveyance of an interest in real property.  See Fla. 

Stat. §689.01 (“No estate or interest...shall be created, made, granted, transferred, or released in 

any manner other than by instrument in writing, signed in the presence of two subscribing 

witnesses by the party creating, making, granting, conveying, transferring, or releasing such estate, 

interest, or term....”).  Thus, the greatest interest Florida Southern Railroad could have acquired in 

the property Oscar Pendley and his wife owned was a prescriptive easement to operate a railway 

line across the strip of land, and that is only if the government or railroad could first satisfy the 

elements required to obtain a prescriptive easement.  See discussion, infra, pp. 73-75. 

 
69 The Federal Circuit in Preseault II explained, “Here, the evidence is that the Railroad had 
obtained a survey and location of its right-of-way, after which the Manwell deed was executed 
confirming and memorializing the Railroad’s action.  On balance it would seem that, consistent 
with the view expressed in Hill, [where there was some dispute over whether a conveying 
document had been properly executed and recorded,] the proceeding retained its eminent domain 
flavor, and the railroad acquired only that which it needed, an easement for its roadway.”  100 F.3d 
at 1536-37. 
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9. The Charles Ringling Company granted Tampa Southern Railroad 
Company an easement across a strip of land for a railway line. 

The railroad obtained its right-of-way over and across the properties of six landowners by 

means of the Ringling indenture.  See Statement of Facts ¶22; Exhibit 1.  On May 18, 1925 John 

Ringling and Louis Lancaster (as secretary of the Charles Ringling Company) signed an 

“Indenture” dated April 30, 1925 on behalf of Charles Ringling Company as the grantor.  Exhibit 

18 (Ringling conveyance).  The Tampa Southern Railroad Company paid nominal consideration 

of “One Dollar.”  Id. at 1.  The property is described as “a strip of land fifty (50) feet wide through 

Lots Numbered” 14, 16, 10, 12 of “Lord’s Second Addition to Sarasota Florida” and “also a Strip 

of land fifty (50) feet wide, being twenty-five feet on each side of the centerline of the Tampa 

Southern Railroad, as located and to be constructed….”  Id. at 1-2.  The land “through” the lots of 

Lord’s Second addition also describe the interest granted the railroad as “a strip of land fifty (50) 

feet wide, being twenty-five (25) feet on each side of the centerline of the Tampa Southern 

Railroad, as located and to be constructed.”70  Id.  The description of the strip of land through the 

platted lots in Lord’s Second Addition describe the interest as “said strip of land being bounded 

on the south by north line of the right of way of the Seaboard Air Line Railway.”  Id. 

The Ringling conveyance contains the following features: (a) it is for consideration of “One 

Dollar;” (b) it was for a “strip of land;” (c) the interest was described as “through” platted lots; (d) 

the strip of land was described by reference to the existing…right of way of the Seaboard Air Line 

Railway; and (e) the interest conveyed to Tampa Southern Railroad Company was described as 

twenty-five feet “or each side of the centerline of the Tampa Southern Railroad, as located and to 

be constructed through” the land described.  Exhibit 18, pp. 1-2 (emphasis added).  These features 

 
70 The reference to “Lord’s Second Addition” is to a plat J.H. Lord caused to be recorded in the 
development of Sarasota. 
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mean this is a voluntary grant of a railroad right-of-way for nominal consideration.  The boilerplate 

language “fee simple forever” does not change this conclusion.  See Preseault II, 100 F.3d at 1535-

36.  The word “fee” means the interest is inheritable and must be read in light of the entire 

document.  A servitude, such as an easement, can be inheritable.  See, supra, pp. 28-29.  Thus, 

even though the Ringling instrument “appears to be the standard form used to convey a fee simple 

title,” as the Federal Circuit held in Preseault II, “despite the apparent terms of the deed indicating 

a transfer in fee, the legal effect was to convey only an easement.”  100 F.3d at 1535-36 

The valuation maps demonstrate that, when the Ringling Company granted this right-of-

way in 1925, Seaboard had already built its railway line between Sarasota and Venice.  Tampa 

Southern Railroad was extending a railway line from Tampa into downtown Sarasota, and Tampa 

Southern’s new railway line paralleled a segment of the existing Seaboard Air Line Railway’s line.  

See Exhibit 6 (valuation maps).  The Charles Ringling Company did not intend to give Tampa 

Southern title to the fee estate in the strip of land “through” the Charles Ringling Company’s land. 

C. Group Three – The Prescriptive Easement Properties. 

For a group of properties, the government agrees there is no recorded document granting 

the railroad any interest in the land across which the railway line was built.  See Exhibit 5 (joint 

title stipulations regarding source conveyances); Exhibit 1; Statement of Facts ¶¶24-25.  The 

government’s valuation maps describe the railroad’s interest in these segments of the railway line 

as acquired “By Possession.”  See Exhibit 6 (valuation maps).  See also Exhibit 5 (joint title 

stipulations) (stating “By Possession”); Exhibit 21 (Appendix A to government interrogatory 

answers) (stating “No recorded conveyance”).71   

 
71 For the reasons explained above, the railroad only gained an easement by prescription over and 
across the properties relevant to the Pendley document.  See, supra, pp. 70-71. 
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When a railroad enters an owner’s land, builds a railway line across a strip of the owner’s 

land and runs trains across this strip of land for one hundred years without ever obtaining any 

recorded deed from the owner, the railroad has only an easement to use the owner’s land for 

railroad purposes.  See Rogers I, 90 Fed. Cl. at 429 (“Under Florida Law, and easement by 

prescription is created by methods substantially similar to those by which title is obtained through 

adverse possession.”) (citing Downing v. Bird, 100 So.2d 57, 64 (Fla. 1958)).  As this Court held 

with regard to this same rail-trail corridor, “the rights obtained from a prescriptive easement are 

akin to an ordinary easement, in which title to the land remains with the owner of the servient 

estate.”  Id. (citing Downing, 100 So.2d at 64).  In Mills, Judge Bruggink held, 

The best distillation of the law in Florida is that, when a railroad company takes 
land under color of its statutory charter but without an agreement and without a 
condemnation proceeding, it does not divest the landowners of title and that the 
railroad merely obtains perpetual use of the land for the purposes of its 
incorporation, i.e. an easement for railroad purposes.72 

These prescriptive easement properties do not present a close question.  The government 

admits there is no recorded document granting the railroad any interest in the strip of land.  See 

Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations regarding source conveyances).  The government’s own valuation 

maps state the railroad’s interest was only acquired “by possession.”  As such, the railroad’s 

interest in the strip of land across which the railroad operated a railway line was an easement 

limited to the use of the strip of land for operation of a railway line.  As Professors Bruce and Ely 

explain in THE LAW OF EASEMENTS & LICENSES IN LAND §5.1, 

[e]asements may arise by adverse use of another’s land.  Prescriptive easements are 
based on the notion that if one uses the property of another for a certain period 
without permission and the owner fails to prevent such use, the prolonged usage 
should be treated as conclusive evidence that the use is by right.  The process of 

 
72 147 Fed. Cl. at 349-50 (citing Florida Southern R. Co. v. Hill, 23 So. 566 (Fla. 1898), and 
Pensacola & Atl. R.R., 21 Fla. at 152).  Judge Bruggink in Mills further stated that it is not 
necessary to consider “the issue of whether plaintiffs have established the elements of adverse 
possession or right of use by prescription.”  Id. at 350. 
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obtaining an easement by prescription is closely analogous to that of securing title 
to land by adverse possession. 

Furthermore, the government (as the party in the position of the railroad claiming an interest in 

property by longstanding use of the land) has the burden of establishing the existence of a 

prescriptive easement.  See id. §5.3 (“courts carefully scrutinize claims of easement by prescription 

because the recognition of such a servitude is inconsistent with the right of the servient owner to 

fully utilize the servient land”).  Bruce and Ely continue, “it follows that the burden of providing 

the existence of a prescriptive easement rests on the claimant, and doubt will be resolved in favor 

of the landowner.”  Id.  See also Downing, 100 So.2d at 65.  To establish its claim to this property 

the government must establish the railroad’s use of the property was (a) adverse to the interest of 

the owner of the land, (b) open and notorious, (c) continuous and uninterrupted.  See generally 

Bruce & Ely §5:3. 

The government has not established these elements.  And, even if the government can 

establish these elements, the greatest interest the government could claim is a prescriptive 

easement not title to the fee estate in the strip of land.   

D. Group Four – the Platted Properties. 

Thirteen plaintiffs acquired title to their property by deeds describing the property they 

acquired by reference to a platted lot adjoining the railway line. These lots are in four platted 

subdivisions, including Oakwood Manor, Hagar Park, the Oaks at Woodland Park, and Old Forest 

Lakes.  According to the Valuation Maps and stipulations, the railroad’s interest in the strip of land 

across these owners’ properties was established by the Pendley document (which, as discussed 

above, is a prescriptive easement), the Palmer conveyance (executed in 1923), the Florida 

Mortgage Co. conveyance (executed in 1905), and the Sarasota Land Company conveyance 

(executed in 1910).  See Exhibit 1; Statement of Facts ¶¶28-30.  The government contends these 

thirteen landowners’ properties are not adjacent to the abandoned railroad corridor because a third 
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party owns an intervening strip of land.  See Exhibit 19 (Appendix B to government interrogatory 

answers). 

The land was platted as platted subdivisions with individual lots identified by lot numbers 

referencing the recorded plat rather than individual metes and bounds descriptions of the 

boundaries of each lot.  See discussion of centerline presumption and the Federal Circuit’s decision 

in Castillo, supra, pp. 31-35.  Robert Cunningham and other experts of the Stantec civil 

engineering firm mapped these owners properties and overlaid the government’s valuation maps 

onto aerial photographs and Global Information System (GIS) property boundaries obtained from 

the Sarasota County records.  Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) ¶¶2-5 and exhibits A-1, A-2, and A-3. 

Some of these owner’s property parallels the former railroad right-of-way easement and a 

drainage easement.  Under Florida’s centerline presumption, the owners of these platted lots own 

the land extending to the centerline of the former railroad right-of-way.  See Castillo, 952 F.3d at 

1321-22.  The subsequent creation of a right-of-way easement for a drainage canal did not 

overcome the centerline presumption. 

These thirteen plaintiffs whose title references recorded plats owned the fee estate in the 

land extending to the centerline of the former railroad right-of-way.  When the federal government 

encumbered these owners’ land with a new easement for a rail-trail corridor the government took 

these owners’ private property for which the government must pay the owners just compensation. 

1. Oakwood Manor, Hagar Park, and the Drainage Easement. 

The railroad’s interest in the land platted and developed as Oakwood Manor was, at most, 

a prescriptive easement.  See, supra, pp. 24-25, 70-71 (discussion of the Pendley document).  A 

portion of this land is also encumbered for a drainage canal.  The drainage canal easement was 

established after and paralleled the railway line.  Sarasota County and its predecessor drainage 

district never held title to the fee estate in the land encumbered with the drainage easement. 
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The development of land in Florida required canals to drain swamp land for cultivation and 

development and to provide stormwater drainage to ameliorate flooding from hurricanes.73  

Section 1099 of Florida’s statutes created drainage districts to establish drainage canals.   

The Sarasota-Fruitville Drainage District was formed in 1921.  See Exhibit 20 ¶6 and 

attached Exhibit B.  In July 1961, the Sarasota Fruitville Drainage District was dissolved with all 

of the drainage district’s assets including, “all right-of-ways described in [the] Chancery order … 

All right-of-ways and easements of said district gained by prescription, [and] all other right-of-

ways and easements…and all interests in land” to Sarasota County by a quit-claim indenture 

recorded at Book 315, Page 378.  Exhibit 20 (Exhibit B), p. 1 (emphasis added). 

As successor to the Sarasota-Fruitville Drainage District, Sarasota County holds a fifty-

two-foot-wide stormwater drainage easement running across the Oakwood Manor owners’ land.  

See Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) ¶6 and accompanying Exhibit B.74  These records are attached as 

an exhibit to the Stantec declaration.  These records describe the drainage easement as “a strip of 

land 75 feet wide” with “metes and bounds descriptions...taken and condemned for rights of way 

for [the Fruitville] drainage district....”  Exhibit B, p. 9 ¶470, p. 8 (emphasis added).  As depicted 

in Exhibit C to the Stantec declaration, the Sarasota County drainage easement runs adjacent to 

and across the plaintiffs’ properties and the Legacy Trail right-of-way.  See also Statement of Facts 

¶29(a).  The fifty-two-foot-wide drainage easement also encumbers the Booth property, which was 

part of the Hager Park subdivision.  See Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) ¶7 and accompanying Exhibit 

 
73 See Erin Preston, History of St. John’s River Water Management District, available at:  
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Xl6Re90qamQ. 
74 The documents relating to Sarasota County’s drainage easement are recorded at Book 315, Pages 
378 and 379 (including a court condemnation order in In the Matter of Petition for Formation of 
Sarasota Fruitville Drainage District, dated October 2, 1923), and Chancery Book 3, Pages 206 
and 240 (Paragraph 470), and the original Oakwood Manor Estates deed in Official Records Book 
2076, Page 655.  See Statement of Facts ¶29(a). 
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D and Exhibit E; Statement of Facts ¶29(b).75  The Oakwood Park and Hagar Park predecessor-

in-title was O.H. Pendley.  See Exhibit 20 ¶5.  The railroad obtained its railway right-of-way 

easement across the Hagar Park subdivision land by means of the Florida Mortgage Company 

conveyance recorded in Book 10, Page 532.  Id.   

Thus, Sarasota County does not own the fee estate in the strip of land used for the drainage 

canal easement.  The existence of a parallel easement for a drainage canal now held by Sarasota 

County does not change the boundaries of the land to which the owners of the platted lots hold 

title.  The plaintiffs own the fee estate in the land extending to the center of the former railroad 

right-of-way. 

2. The Oaks at Woodland Park. 

Six plaintiffs own land described in the Oaks at Woodland Park plat adjoining the former 

railroad right-of-way.  See Exhibit 20 ¶5.  These plaintiffs’ predecessor-in-title was the Florida 

Mortgage Company.  See id.; Statement of Facts ¶29(c).  Under Florida’s centerline presumption, 

these plaintiffs hold title to the fee estate in the land extending to the centerline of the former 

railroad right-of-way.  See Castillo, 952 F.3d at 1321-22.  The government disputes these owners’ 

title to the land under the railway line, contending a maintenance easement “intervenes” between 

the Oaks at Woodland Park owners’ property and the rail-trail corridor.  See Exhibit 19.  But, as 

the Cunningham declaration and Stantec mapping demonstrate, the owners hold title to the center 

 
75 The recorded documents relating to this parcel are the Hager Park 2 plat, recorded at Plat Book 
10, Page 68, the Sarasota-Fruitville Drainage District indenture, recorded at Book 315, Pages 378 
and 379, and the court order recorded at Chancery Order Book 3, Page 206 and Pages 241 
(Paragraph 491) and 242 (Paragraphs 492-494).  Id.  These documents are attached to the Stantec 
declaration as Exhibit D.  The plat describes the drainage canal right-of-way as an easement 
running along the northern boundary of the subdivision as the “SARASOTA – FRUITVILLE 
DRAINAGE DISTRICT CANAL” and describes an additional triangle-shaped drainage easement 
adjacent to the Booths’ property (lying between the drainage canal easement and the railroad right-
of-way) as “DRAINAGE EASE’T.”  Id. 
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of the former railroad line.  See Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) ¶8 and accompanying Exhibit F and 

Exhibit G.76  Accordingly, the plaintiffs own the fee estate in the land extending to the center of 

the former railroad right-of-way. 

3. The Old Forest Lakes subdivision. 

Sarasota Land Company was the predecessor in title to the present-day owners of property 

in the Old Forest Lakes subdivision.  Exhibit 20 ¶5.  In 1910 Sarasota Land Company 

memorialized the easement the railroad was granted for a railway line across a strip of land 

Sarasota Land Company owned.  See Exhibit 14 and discussion, supra, p. 66.  The Old Forest 

Lakes subdivision was platted in 1912.  See Exhibit 20 ¶9 and accompanying Exhibit H (plat).  

At the time, the land was owned by Bertha Palmer and Adrian Honoré, who platted and developed 

the tract of land and sold the lots to individual owners describing the property by reference to the 

recorded plat.  The Forest Lakes Association deed described a five-foot-wide drainage easement 

dedicated to the Old Forest Lakes Association.  See Exhibit 20 ¶9 and accompanying Exhibit H, 

 
76 On March 26, 1996, Woodlands Park Development, Ltd., and Atlantic Assets, Inc., granted an 
easement to Florida Power & Light Company recorded at Book 2865, Pages 2458-66, for 
construction, operation, maintenance of electric equipment, adjacent to the railroad right-of-way.  
Exhibit 20 ¶8(a).  Then, on July 29, 1996, Atlantic Assets, Inc., quitclaimed its interest in the 
property described in a quit claim deed recorded at Book 2894, Pages 2041-43, to Woodlands Park 
Development, Ltd.  Id.  On September 28, 1998, Woodlands Park Development, Ltd., quitclaimed 
its interest in the property described in Official Record Instrument No. 1998130381 to Oaks at 
Woodland Park Homeowners Association, Inc.  Id.  Woodland Park Homeowners Association is 
the plaintiff and present-day owner of this land.  Id.  The property described in the Quit Claim 
Deed between Woodlands Park Development, Ltd., and the Oaks at Woodland Park Homeowners 
Association, Inc., includes “Tract A” of the property described in the Oaks at Woodland Park 
Phase I plat, executed on June 8, 1996, recorded in Plat Book 38, Page 11D.  Id.  The Oaks at 
Woodland Park Phase I plat depicts Tract A as abutting the Seminole Gulf Railway right-of-way 
(now the Legacy Trail right-of-way).  Id. ¶8(b).  The plat also depicts Plaintiff Kimberly Dawn 
Hewitt’s property as lot 39 (the Hewitt property is also depicted as lot 39 on Page 11C of Plat 
Book 38, with the Dodson property depicted as lot 41 and the Puccio property depicted as lot 42 
on Page 11C of Plat Book 38).  Id.  The Oaks at Woodland Park Phase I plat also depicts the 
“utility and access easement” corresponding to the easement granted to Florida Power & Light 
Company as abutting the Seminole Gulf railroad right-of-way and running over and across Tract 
A (Oaks at Woodland Park Homeowner’s Assoc. property) and lot 39 (Hewitt property).  Id. 
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pp. 2, 4 and Exhibit I.  Three plaintiffs own the land under the drainage easement and the rail-

trail.  See id. ¶9 (“As depicted on Exhibit I, the five-foot-wide drainage easement runs adjacent 

to and abuts the plaintiffs’ properties and the right-of-way.”); Statement of Facts ¶¶29(d), 30. 

CONCLUSION 

This Court should grant these 214 landowners’ motion for summary judgment.  For the 

condemnation and prescriptive easement claims, the government can advance no credible 

argument that the interest the railroad obtained was anything more than an easement.  And for the 

voluntary conveyances, the interest these owners’ predecessors-in-title granted or gave the railroad 

in the strip of land across which the railroad operated a railway line for a century was an easement, 

not title to the fee simple estate.  All agree that the grantors’ intent governs the interpretation of 

these documents, and the documents manifest the grantors’ intent to grant the railroad an easement 

for railroad purposes across their land.  And the grantors’ intent to convey an easement is clear 

when the Court, as it must, considers the circumstances and context in which these documents 

were created in the early 1900s, the nominal consideration the railroad paid, and the undisputed 

understanding that the purpose for which these documents were created was to establish a railway.   

Under the Federal Circuit’s guidance in Preseault II, which has recently been further 

expounded upon by the Federal Circuit in Behrens and Castillo, and with relevant Florida law 

recently determined by this Court in Mills (analyzing this Court’s decisions and the Florida 

Supreme Court’s decision in Rogers), this Court must conclude that all of the instruments at issue 

conveyed only an easement to the railroad for operation of a railway.  Accordingly, this Court 

should grant summary judgment in favor of these plaintiffs and find the government obligated to 

pay these owners “just compensation” and proceed to determine the specific compensation the 

government must pay each plaintiff. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
/s/ Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II 
MARK F. (THOR) HEARNE, II 
Stephen S. Davis 
True North Law, LLC 
112 South Hanley Road, Suite 200 
St. Louis, MO 63105 
(314) 296-4000 
thor@truenorthlawgroup.com 
 
Counsel for the Landowners 
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF FEDERAL CLAIMS 
 
4023 SAWYER ROAD I, LLC, et al.,  
  

Plaintiffs,  
      No. 19-757L 

v.  
      Judge Edward H. Meyers 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,  
  

Defendant.  
 

PLAINTIFF-LANDOWNERS’ STATEMENT OF 
UNCONTROVERTED MATERIAL FACTS 

 
This statement of uncontroverted material facts is submitted in support of the plaintiff-

landowners’ motion for partial summary judgment under Rule 56(c). 

1. The rights-of-way Sarasota landowners granted the Seaboard Air Line Railway and 

its affiliated railroad companies in the early 1900s were for the purpose of building and operating 

a railway line between Sarasota and Venice.  The Seaboard Air Line Railway was an amalgamation 

of more than ten southeastern railroad companies created in the late 1880s.1 

2. The Seaboard Air Line Railway was chartered and incorporated on April 10, 1900, 

by the Virginia Legislature Act of January 12, 1900.2  At the turn of the last century much of the 

 
1 The development of Sarasota County, Florida, and the creation of the Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
(Seaboard) railway line from Sarasota to Venice informs the context and purpose for which the 
these plaintiff-landowners’ predecessors-in-title granted Seaboard the right-of-way that is at issue 
in this litigation.  For a fuller discussion of the relevant history of Sarasota and the details of the 
establishment and demise of the Sarasota-to-Venice railway line and creation of the Legacy Trail, 
see the Fourth Amended Complaint, ECF No. 34 ¶¶4-9.  See also the plaintiffs’ memorandum in 
support of their motion for summary judgment in the related Legacy Trail cases, Barron v. United 
States, No. 21-2181L, ECF No. 31-2, pp. 5-13.  See also this Court’s decisions in Rogers v. United 
States, 90 Fed. Cl. 418 (2009), McCann Holdings, Ltd. v. United States, 111 Fed. Cl. 608 (2013), 
and Childers v. United States, 116 Fed. Cl. 486 (2013). 
2 A 1946 district court receivership reorganized the railroad as the Seaboard Air Line Railroad. In 
1967 Seaboard merged with its rival, Atlantic Coast Line Railroad, to become the Seaboard Coast 
Line Railroad.  The Chesapeake & Ohio acquired Seaboard, and these railway lines became part 
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land in what is now Sarasota County, Florida, was owned by Bertha Palmer and members of her 

family, including her son Adrian Honoré. 

3. Under the Valuation Act of 1913, Congress required the Interstate Commerce 

Commission to create a Valuation Bureau to assess, survey, and catalog the country’s railroad 

property in order to regulate fair shipping rates.  The Valuation Bureau inventoried railroad 

company property and mapped all railroads’ interest in their rights-of-way.  These valuation maps 

are maintained by the National Archives.  Using the federal government’s valuation maps and 

recorded land title documents in Manatee and Sarasota counties, the landowners have determined 

the original conveyances by which Seaboard and its related railroad companies acquired an interest 

in the land used for the railway line between Sarasota and Venice.  Stantec, plaintiffs’ mapping 

expert, overlayed the valuation maps on Sarasota County’s GIS aerial photos and property 

information for each plaintiff that is publicly available.  See Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) ¶5 (parcels 

were digitally overlayed “on top of the valuation maps of the railroad corridor in order to determine 

the specific instrument” that “applied to each portion of the railroad corridor by which the railroad 

obtained its interest in the property then-owned by each of the plaintiffs’ predecessors-in-title”). 

4. By forcing these plaintiff-landowners to file this inverse condemnation action – 

instead of affirmatively condemning their land – the government forced upon these landowners 

the burden and expense of retrieving these government-created maps, researching more than a 

 
of what is today the CSX System.  See CORPORATE HISTORY OF THE SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILWAY 
COMPANY (1922), p. 83.  1. Seaboard was the first railroad to extend a railway line from Tampa 
to Sarasota.  Karl Grismer, THE STORY OF SARASOTA (1946), pp. 133-135.  The first Seaboard train 
reached downtown Sarasota in March 1903.  Id.  The Atlantic Coast Line (through its subsidiary 
the Tampa Southern Railroad) began extending its railway line from Tampa toward Sarasota in 
1917, eventually reaching downtown Sarasota in 1923.  The Tampa Southern Railroad was 
chartered in January 1917 and became a subsidiary of the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad.  The 
Atlantic Coast Line Railroad and Seaboard merged in 1957. 
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century of title documents, and mapping their properties to bring their claims for compensation.  

Using the valuation maps and publicly-recorded conveyances and other documents in the Sarasota 

and Manatee County court records and land title records, the government and plaintiffs agreed 

upon the original conveyance that relates to each present-day landowner’s property.  See Exhibit 

1 (listing of plaintiff-landowners by conveyance instrument or lack thereof); Exhibit 5 (joint title 

stipulations); Exhibit 9 (joint title stipulations regarding most Honoré properties); Exhibit 21 

(government discovery responses). 

5. Over a half-million people used the Legacy Trail from March 2021 to March 2022 

with nearly 100,000 people using the trail in March 2022.3 

I. The invocation of the Trails Act 4  and the taking of these plaintiff-landowners’ 
properties for the extension of the Sarasota Legacy Trail federal recreational rail-
trail. 

 
6. After acquiring its railroad right-of-way, Seaboard Air Line Railway went through 

a series of bankruptcies, and Seaboard’s assets (including its interest in the Sarasota-to-Venice 

railroad right-of-way) wound up in the hands of successor-railroads.  The right-of-way at issue in 

this case was transferred to CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSX), which leased the railway line to 

Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. (Seminole Gulf).   

7. In March 2019, Seminole Gulf requested that the Surface Transportation Board (the 

Board) authorize the railroad to abandon a 7.68-mile-long segment of rail line known as the Venice 

Branch Line between milepost SW 890.29, on the north side of Ashton Road, and milepost SW 

884.70, and between milepost AZA 930.30 and milepost AZA 928.21, on the north side of State 

Highway 780 (Fruitville Road) within the City of Sarasota, Sarasota County, Florida.  See Exhibit 

 
3 See https://www.friendsofthelegacytrail.org/trail-usage-statistics. 
4 National Trails System Act of 1968 (as amended in 1983), codified at 16 U.S.C. §1241, et seq. 
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2 to Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint, ECF No. 34-1 (Abandonment Petition, (STB Docket 

No. AB-400 (Sub-No. 7X)) March 8, 2019).  Seminole Gulf affirmed that “No local or overhead 

traffic has moved over the Subject Line since prior to 2007, a period of more than ten years.”  Id. 

at 3. 

8. Seminole Gulf told the Board the railroad wanted to abandon the railway line 

between Sarasota and Venice.  Sarasota County asked the Board to invoke section 8(d) of the 

Trails Act and authorize Seminole Gulf and CSX to transfer the otherwise-abandoned right-of-

way to Sarasota County to create the northern extension of the Legacy Trail.  See Exhibit 3 to 

Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint, ECF No. 34-1 (letter of April 22, 2019, requesting interim 

trail use (STB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub No. 7X)).5 

9. On May 14, 2019, the Board issued an order (called a Notice of Interim Trail Use 

or Abandonment (NITU)) invoking section 8(d) of the Trails Act.  See Exhibit 4 to Plaintiffs’ 

Fourth Amended Complaint, ECF No. 34-1.  The Board’s order invoked the Trails Act providing 

that “[u]se of the right-of-way for trail purposes is subject to possible future reconstruction and 

reactivation of the right-of-way for rail service.”  Id. at 2.  This same Seaboard railroad right-of-

way was also the subject of the Trails Act litigation in the Rogers series of cases.  See Rogers v. 

United States, 90 Fed. Cl. 418 (2009); Childers v. United States, 116 Fed. Cl. 486, 497 (2014); 

McCann Holdings v. United States, 111 Fed. Cl. 608, 614 (2013).  The Rogers litigation involved 

an April 2004 NITU invoking section 8(d) for a twelve-and-one-half-mile-long segment of the 

Sarasota-to-Venice Legacy Trail corridor.  The portion of the Sarasota-to-Venice right-of-way that 

was the subject of the Rogers litigation is south of the segment of abandoned railway right-of-way 

 
5 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached to 
and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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that is the subject of this litigation. 

10. Seaboard gained its railroad right-of-way across the landowners’ property by 

prescription, by condemnation, and through several written conveyance instruments.  These 

instruments included the right-of-way easement conveyed by Adrian Honoré. 

II. The 214 plaintiff-landowners’ in this case (organized for convenience into four 
groups) owned their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor on the date 
of taking, May 14, 2019. 
 
A. Group 1 Condemnation Decree Properties – for ten landowners, the railroad 

gained its right-of-way by condemnation. 
 

11. For a group of ten plaintiff-landowners listed in Exhibit 1 (Group 1 Condemnation 

Decree Properties), the railroad condemned its railroad right-of-way over and across their land as 

set forth in the Judgment of the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Florida in Tampa 

Southern Railroad v. Tankersley, et al.  See Exhibit 5 (Joint Title Stipulations, filed as ECF No. 

70, stipulating that the U.S. District Court Condemnation Judgment is the relevant source 

conveyance for these ten plaintiffs).  See also Exhibit 7 (U.S. District Court Condemnation 

Judgment). 

12. Dominic and Kathleen Booth acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2007.  See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF No. 34 ¶¶45-48 and accompanying 

exhibits 29-30.6  Sean and Darcy Byrnes acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2004.  Id. ¶¶65-68 and accompanying exhibits 41-42.  John Ermilio acquired his 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2005.  See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF 

No. 34 ¶¶141-144 and accompanying exhibits 79-80.  Steven and Linda Fineout acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶153-156 and accompanying 

 
6 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached 
to and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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exhibits 85-86.  Paul Hoerning and Courtney Joachim acquired their property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2016.  Id. ¶¶517-520 and accompanying exhibits 268-269.  Gary P. 

Hurst acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1988.  Id. ¶¶245-248 

and accompanying exhibits 131-132.  Suzanne McDonald acquired her property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2003.  Id. ¶¶357-360 and accompanying exhibits 189-190.  David 

G. Sadler acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1992.  Id. ¶¶469-

472 and accompanying exhibits 245-246.  David Stebbins acquired his property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 1997.  Id. ¶¶505-508 and accompanying exhibits 262-263.  Patricia, 

Richard, and Jonathan Varley acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2014.  Id. ¶¶537-540 and accompanying exhibits 278-279. 

13. All of the Group 1 plaintiffs owned their property abutting and underlying the 

railroad right-of-way on May 14, 2019, the date the Board issued the NITU.  See Exhibits 5 through 

452 to Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint, ECF No. 34.  See also Exhibit 6 (valuation maps); 

Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations). 

B. Group 2 Voluntary Conveyance Properties – for 199 landowners, the railroad 
gained its right-of-way by means of a written conveyance instrument, 
including the Honoré, Burton, Clough, Florida Mortgage, Neihardt, Palmer, 
Ringling, and Sarasota Land Company instruments. 
 

14. For a group of 199 plaintiff-landowners listed in Exhibit 1 (Group 2 Voluntary 

Conveyance Properties), the railroad gained its right-of-way over and across their land by means 

of a written conveyance.  See Exhibit 1; Exhibit 5 (Joint Title Stipulations); Exhibit 9 (Joint Title 

Stipulations regarding Honoré properties).7 

 
7 Exhibit 9 lists all but three of the Honoré properties.  Exhibit 5 lists, inter alia, the remaining 
three Honoré properties (the claims of John and Joanne Cisler, Kassandra Luebke and Elaine 
Luebke, and Thomas Pearson). 
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15. For forty-seven landowners, listed on Exhibit 1, the railroad gained its right-of-

way over and across their land by means of the written instrument between Adrian Honoré and the 

Seaboard Air Line Railway, executed in 1910, recorded in Book 23, Page 127, of the county 

records (Honoré conveyance).  See Exhibit 8 (Honoré conveyance); Exhibit 8-A (transcript of 

Honoré conveyance); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations); Exhibit 9 (joint title stipulations 

regarding Honoré landowners).  4023 Sawyer Road 1, LLC, acquired its property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2013.   See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF No. 34 ¶¶1-4 and 

accompanying exhibits 5-6.8  Julia Adkins and Austin Murphy acquired their property adjacent to 

the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶9-12 and accompanying exhibits 9-10.  Randal and 

Joyce Albritton acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1997.  Id. 

¶¶13-16 and accompanying exhibits 11-12.  Louis L. Alderman, Jr., as Trustee of the Louis L. 

Alderman 2013 Revocable Trust acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2016.  Id. ¶¶17-20 and accompanying exhibits 13-14.  Bradley and Susan Anderson acquired 

their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1999.  Id. ¶¶701-704 and 

accompanying exhibits 359-360.  Geoffrey L. Bolton acquired his property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2016.  Id. ¶¶37-40 and accompanying exhibits 25-26.  Nicholas and 

Danette Boris acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2012.  Id. 

¶¶813-816 and accompanying exhibits 416-417.  Endia and Gary Callahan acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2015.  Id. ¶¶73-76 and accompanying exhibits 45-

46.  Martin Carrillo-Plata acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  

Id. ¶¶77-80 and accompanying exhibits 47-48.  John and Joanne Cisler acquired their property 

 
8 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached to 
and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1977.  Id. ¶¶89-92 and accompanying exhibits 53-

54.  Steven and Virginia Courtenay acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶97-100 and accompanying exhibits 57-58.  Elise J. Duranceau acquired 

her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶129-132 and accompanying 

exhibits 73-74.  William and Brooke Grames acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 1999.  Id. ¶¶193-196 and accompanying exhibits 105-106.  Vincent and Karen 

Guglielmini acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 200.  Id. ¶¶201-

204 and accompanying exhibits 109-110.  Noel K. Harris acquired his property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶217-220 and accompanying exhibits 117-118.  Angelo 

and Sarah Hoag acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1998.  Id. 

¶¶233-236 and accompanying exhibits 125-126.  Larry E. Hudspeth acquired his property adjacent 

to the abandoned railway corridor in 2005.  Id. ¶¶241-244 and accompanying exhibits 129-130.  

Daniel and Kristin Jadush acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

1999.  Id. ¶¶265-268 and accompanying exhibits 141-142.  Judy H. Johnson acquired her property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶609-612 and accompanying exhibits 

316-317.  Kenneth and Margaret Kellner acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 1997.  Id. ¶¶281-284 and accompanying exhibits 149-150.  Joseph R. Knight acquired 

his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2016.  Id. ¶¶653-656 and accompanying 

exhibits 336-337.  Patrick and Lisa Loyet acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶317-320 and accompanying exhibits 167-168.  Kassandra Luebke 

and Elaine Luebke acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2019.  Id. 

¶¶617-620 and accompanying exhibit 320.  Thomas W. Marchese acquired his property adjacent 

to the abandoned railway corridor in 1996.  Id. ¶¶341-344 and accompanying exhibits 179-180.  
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Reuben and Kathy Martin acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2012.  Id. ¶¶353-356 and accompanying exhibits 185-186.  Jason and Karen McGuire acquired 

their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002 and 2016.  Id. ¶¶361-364 and 

accompanying exhibits 191-192.  Sue Moulton acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 1977 and 1997.  Id. ¶¶373-376 and accompanying exhibits 197-198.  Timothy 

and Mary Murphy acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2016.  Id. 

¶¶377-380 and accompanying exhibits 199-200.  James Kirt, Nicholas James, and Christopher 

Andrew Nalefski acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2007.  Id. 

¶¶381-384 and accompanying exhibits 201-202.  Perry and Pamela O’Connor acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1977.  Id. ¶¶401-404 and accompanying 

exhibits 211-212.  Sueko O’Connor acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 1981.  Id. ¶¶405-408 and accompanying exhibits 213-214.  Michele and Dorothy Ann 

Paradiso acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1993.  Id. ¶¶409-4 

and accompanying exhibits 215-216.  Thomas Pearson acquired his property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 1999.  Id. ¶¶417-420 and accompanying exhibits 219-220.  Todd 

and Carmen Perna acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. 

¶¶421-424 and accompanying exhibits 221-222.  Patricia Lynne Pitts-Hamilton acquired her 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2003.  Id. ¶¶425-428 and accompanying 

exhibits 223-224.  Pro Properties, LLC, acquired its property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2003.  Id. ¶¶429-432 and accompanying exhibits 225-226.  Justin M. Reslan acquired 

his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2016.  Id. ¶¶445-448 and accompanying 

exhibits 233-234.  Allen and Mary Ann Rieke acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 1986.  Id. ¶¶449-452 and accompanying exhibits 235-236.  Michael A. Ritchie 
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acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2005.  Id. ¶¶453-456 and 

accompanying exhibits 237-238.  Chad, Grace, and Robert Schaeffer acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶485-488 and accompanying exhibits 

252-253.  Faith H. Simolari, as Trustee of the Philip Simolari Revocable Trust acquired her 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶493-496 and accompanying 

exhibits 256-257.  Russell S. Strayer acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2012.  Id. ¶¶741-744 and accompanying exhibits 379-380.  James and Glenda Thornton 

acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1977.  Id. ¶¶525-528 and 

accompanying exhibits 272-273.  Kenneth and Susan Wells acquired their property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 1995.  Id. ¶¶541-544 and accompanying exhibits 282-283.  David 

and Anna Ruiz-Welsher acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

1990.  Id. ¶¶545-548 and accompanying exhibits 284-285.  Zbigniew and Wislawa Wrobel 

acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1995.  Id. ¶¶565-568 and 

accompanying exhibits 294-295.  Stephen and Margaret Zawacki acquired their property adjacent 

to the abandoned railway corridor in 1999.  Id. ¶¶577-580 and accompanying exhibits 300-301. 

16. For one landowner listed on Exhibit 1, the railroad gained its right-of-way over 

and across the owner’s land by means of the written instrument between Honore and Potter Palmer 

and the Tampa Southern Railroad Co., executed in 1923, recorded in Book 11, Page 524, of the 

county records.  See Exhibit 10 (Palmer conveyance); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  See also 

Exhibit 10-A (transcription of Palmer conveyance).  Thomas and Joyce Fay acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2015.  See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF 

No. 34 ¶¶145-148 and accompanying exhibits 81-82.9 

 
9 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached to 
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17. For forty-three landowners listed on Exhibit 1, the railroad gained its right-of-way 

over and across their land by means of the written instrument between Oscar and Alice Burton and 

the Seaboard Air Line Railway, executed in 1910, recorded in Book 23, Page 58, of the county 

records.  See Exhibit 13 (Burton conveyance); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  See also Exhibit 

13-A (transcription of Burton conveyance).  Lawrence and Veronica Salzman acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2004.  See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF 

No. 34 ¶¶473-476 and accompanying exhibits 247-248. Michael Bergeron and Richard Nelson 

acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶805-808 and 

accompanying exhibits 411-412.  Ray and Ella Bontrager acquired their property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶41-44 and accompanying exhibits 27-28.  Ralph and 

Dale Marie Braun acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2014.  Id. 

¶¶57-60 and accompanying exhibits 37-38.  Zsolt Csesznok and Marianna Bartus acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2013.  Id. ¶¶777-780and accompanying 

exhibits 397-398.  Joseph and Dorothy D’Angelo, as Trustees of the D’Angelo Family Revocable 

Trust acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2016.  Id. ¶¶109-112 

and accompanying exhibits 63-64.   Craig and Cynthia Dicki acquired their property adjacent to 

the abandoned railway corridor in 1978.  Id. ¶¶113-116 and accompanying exhibits 65-66.  Pamela 

Driggs acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2006.  Id. ¶¶125-128 

and accompanying exhibits 71-72.  Zoila Emanuelli, as Trustee of the Zoila Emanuelli Revocable 

Trust acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶133-136 and 

accompanying exhibits 75-76.  Cosimo Fragomeni acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶165-168 and accompanying exhibits 91-92.  Cheryl Del Pozzo 

 
and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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Gallagher acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶629-

632 and accompanying exhibits 325-326.  Michelle Garcia acquired her property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2006.  Id. ¶¶173-176 and accompanying exhibits 95-96.  Ann 

Geraghty acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1989.  Id. ¶¶181-

184 and accompanying exhibits 99-100.  GPG Limited, LLC acquired its property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶189-192 and accompanying exhibits 103-104.  Martin 

Graber, Trustee, acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2007.  Id. 

¶¶625-628 and accompanying exhibits 323-324.  Martin and Carol Frances Graber acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2012.  Id. ¶¶621-624 and accompanying 

exhibits 321-322.  Stephen A. Heard acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶225-228 and accompanying exhibits 121-122.  John A. Hobbs, Jr. and 

Mark F. Marino acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2013.  Id. 

¶¶865-868 and accompanying exhibits 442-443.  Deborah Keck acquired her property adjacent to 

the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  Id. ¶¶277-280 and accompanying exhibits 147-148.  

James and Diane Kostan acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2011.  Id. ¶¶289-292 and accompanying exhibits 153-154.  Gerald A. Lagace acquired his property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1983.  Id. ¶¶869-872 and accompanying exhibits 

444-445.  Lake Sawyer Two, LLC acquired its property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2009.  Id. ¶¶301-304 and accompanying exhibits 159-160.  Jactrace, LLC acquired its property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2013.  Id. ¶¶257-260 and accompanying exhibits 

137-138.  Keith R. and Mary M. Leeseberg acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 1978.  Id. ¶¶305-308 and accompanying exhibits 161-162.  Douglas P. and 

Maria A. Luff acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. 
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¶¶325-328 and accompanying exhibits 171-172.  Shirley Manfredo acquired her property adjacent 

to the abandoned railway corridor in 1984.  Id. ¶¶333-336 and accompanying exhibits 175-176.  

Cheryl A. Marchand and Candace A. Magiera acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2014.  Id. ¶¶337-340 and accompanying exhibits 177-178. James and Suzanne 

Naiman acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1989.  Id. ¶¶673-

676 and accompanying exhibits 346-347.  Javier Nieto and Maylen Negrin acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶385-388 and accompanying exhibits 

203-204.  Barbara A. Nikias acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2008.  Id. ¶¶389-392 and accompanying exhibits 205-206.  Elmer H. and Lena M. Nolt acquired 

their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2012.  Id. ¶¶393-396 and 

accompanying exhibits 207-208.  Donna Perkins acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2014.  Id. ¶¶705-708 and accompanying exhibits 361-362.  Phyllis Perruc 

acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1996.  Id. ¶¶873-876 and 

accompanying exhibits 446-447.  Mindy Piana acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2003.  Id. ¶¶753-756 and accompanying exhibits 385-386.  Jose Sierra Testi-

Martinez and Clara A. Myers acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2017.  Id. ¶¶597-600 and accompanying exhibits 310-311.  Vinton and Dianne Trefz, as Trustees 

of the Trefz Living Trust acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2016.  Id. ¶¶689-692 and accompanying exhibits 354-355.   James J. Tutsock and Mary J. 

McQueen acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1988.  Id. ¶¶529-

532 and accompanying exhibits 274-275.   Robert J. and Maureen C. Wilson acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1978.  Id. ¶¶557-560 and accompanying 

exhibits 290-291.   Theresa Wilson acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway 
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corridor in 2010.  Id. ¶¶561-564 and accompanying exhibits 292-293.   Jennifer Yager acquired 

her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2009.  Id. ¶¶569-572 and accompanying 

exhibits 269-297.   Travis Marc and Elizabeth Marie Yoder acquired their property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶573-756 and accompanying exhibits 298-299.  Betty 

Lou Yutzy, as Trustee of the Betty Lou Yutzy Trust acquired her property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2008.  Id. ¶¶841-844 and accompanying exhibits 430-431.  Orvie 

W. and Marie M. Zimmerman and Emery and Mary Ellen Yoder acquired their property adjacent 

to the abandoned railway corridor in 2015.  Id. ¶¶581-584 and accompanying exhibits 302-303. 

18. For sixty-one landowners listed on Exhibit 1, the railroad gained its right-of-way 

over and across their land by means of the written instrument between Sarasota Land Company 

and Seaboard Air Line Railway, executed in 1910, recorded in Book 19, Page 415, of the county 

records.  See Exhibit 14 (Sarasota Land Co. conveyance); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  See 

also Exhibit 14-A (transcription of Sarasota Land Co. conveyance).  Izmirlian Properties, LLC 

acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2003.  See Fourth Amended 

Compl., ECF No. 34 ¶¶253-256 and accompanying exhibits 135-136.10  Douglas and Cynthia 

Abbott acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1973.  Id. ¶¶5-8 and 

accompanying exhibits 7-8.   Nicole J. Altergott acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2016.  Id. ¶¶849-852 and accompanying exhibits 434-435.   Troy Alvis acquired 

his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶605-608 and accompanying 

exhibits 314-315.  Neal and Jo Atchley acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶21-24 and accompanying exhibits 15-16.   David R. and Joy S. Bailey, as 

 
10 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached 
to and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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Trustee of the Joy S. Bailey and David R. Bailey Revocable Trust acquired their property adjacent 

to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶685-688 and accompanying exhibits 352-353.   

Kerwin and Judy Baker acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1977.  

Id. ¶¶25-28 and accompanying exhibits 17-18.   James R. and Mary Ellen Bishop acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2004.  Id. ¶¶633-636 and accompanying 

exhibits 327-328.  Steve E. Bishop acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2016.11  Id. ¶¶29-32 and accompanying exhibits 21-22.   Ersila Borchert acquired her 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶49-52 and accompanying 

exhibits 31-32.   Carole M. Bowns acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2016.  Id. ¶¶697-700 and accompanying exhibits 357-358.   Karen E. Bowser acquired 

her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1997.  Id. ¶¶53-56 and accompanying 

exhibits 35-36.   Cynthia J. Burnell acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶769-772 and accompanying exhibits 393-394.   Carol Caldwell acquired 

her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2006.  Id. ¶¶69-72 and accompanying 

exhibits 43-44.   James M. and Jeneve S. Cawley acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 1980.  Id. ¶¶85-88 and accompanying exhibits 51-52.   Amy Roseann Coats 

and Darrin Lee Johnson acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2012.  Id. ¶¶93-96 and accompanying exhibits 55-56.  Frank T. Crotsley acquired his property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶105-108 and accompanying exhibits 61-

62.   Carl G. and Tobie L. DeSantis acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2012.  Id. ¶¶613-616 and accompanying exhibits 318-319.   Wanda Donner, as Trustee 

 
11 The government did not stipulate that Steve E. Bishop’s predecessor-in-title was the Sarasota 
Land Company.  The government incorrectly asserts that Steve E. Bishop’s predecessor-in-title 
was the Charles Ringling Company.  See Exhibit 21, p. 27. 
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of the Wanda Donner Living Trust acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2012.  Id. ¶¶121-124 and accompanying exhibits 69-70.   Leslie Dwyer and Barbara S. 

Hair acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2004.  Id. ¶¶817-820 

and accompanying exhibits 418-419.   Bernadette Feragola acquired her property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 1994.  Id. ¶¶149-152 and accompanying exhibits 83-84.   Michael 

R. and Editha D. Fettig acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2012.  

Id. ¶¶729-732 and accompanying exhibits 373-374.   Sharon L. Gallagher, as Trustee of the Sharon 

L. Gallagher Revocable Trust acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2005.  Id. ¶¶169-172 and accompanying exhibits 93-94.   Donald L. Geary, as Trustee of the 

Donald L. Geary Revocable Trust acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 1998.  Id. ¶¶177-180 and accompanying exhibits 97-98.   Roman T. and Carolyn F. Graber, as 

Trustees of the Roman and Carolyn Graber Revocable Trust acquired their property adjacent to 

the abandoned railway corridor in 2012.  Id. ¶¶185-188 and accompanying exhibits 101-102.   

Renate B. Harkavy acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1996.  Id. 

¶¶209-212 and accompanying exhibits 113-114.   Alvin and Michelle L. Harrell, Jr. acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶213-216 and accompanying 

exhibits 115-116.   Garnett D. and Stephanie S. Hayes acquired their property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 1979.  Id. ¶¶221-224 and accompanying exhibits 119-120.   Wayne 

A. and Joyce O. Hibbs, Jr. acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

1994.  Id. ¶¶229-232 and accompanying exhibits 123-124.   Paul K. and Daphne J. Hutchison 

acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶249-252 and 

accompanying exhibits 133-134.   Linda L. Jones acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶273-276 and accompanying exhibits 145-146.   Myrtle Krause 
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acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1967.  Id. ¶¶293-296 and 

accompanying exhibits 155-156.   Saul Alberto Lopez and Liz Janette Martinez-Ramos acquired 

their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶837-840 and 

accompanying exhibits 428-429.   Linda Lyon acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2010.  Id. ¶¶329-332 and accompanying exhibits 173-174.   Kim A. and Sheila 

E. Marshall, as Trustees of the Kim A. and Sheila E. Marshall Trust acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2014.  Id. ¶¶345-348 and accompanying exhibits 

181-182.   Mast Investments, LLC acquired its property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2016.  Id. ¶¶845-848 and accompanying exhibits 432-433.   Michael L. Morgan acquired his 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶369-372 and accompanying 

exhibits 195-196.   Julie Morris acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2008.  Id. ¶¶669-772 and accompanying exhibits 344-345.   Gregory B. Nowak acquired his 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2006.  Id. ¶¶397-400 and accompanying 

exhibits 209-210.   Robert N. O’Neill, as Trustee of the Robert N. O’Neill Living Trust and Heather 

H. Pennington, as Trustee of the Heather H. Pennington Revocable Living Trust acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶877-880 and accompanying 

exhibits 448-449.   Ryan R. Parker acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2014.  Id. ¶¶413-416 and accompanying exhibits 217-218.   Phillippi Pines, LLC 

acquired its property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2004.  Id. ¶¶885-888 and 

accompanying exhibit 452.   Barbara Sue Schrock acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2010.  Id. ¶¶853-856 and accompanying exhibits 436-437.   Leroy and Ruby 

Schrock acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1997 and 1999.  Id. 

¶¶793-796 and accompanying exhibits 405-406.   Ruby Schrock, as Trustee of the Ruby Schrock 
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Revocable Trust acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1995.  Id. 

¶¶797-800 and accompanying exhibits 407-408.   Sandra Elaine Schrock acquired her property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2004.  Id. ¶¶789-792 and accompanying exhibits 

403-404.   Brian N. Seymour acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2002.  Id. ¶¶489-492 and accompanying exhibits 254-255.   Wilbur O. Smith acquired his property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1983.  Id. ¶¶497-500 and accompanying exhibits 

258-259.   Vera Straniere acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

1989.  Id. ¶¶513-516 and accompanying exhibits 266-267.   Suzanne M. Thornburg acquired her 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2005.  Id. ¶¶521-524 and accompanying 

exhibits 270-271.   Mildred L. Tufford (Kandel) acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 1983.  Id. ¶¶825-828 and accompanying exhibits 427 and 422.  Chad Waites 

acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶721-724 and 

accompanying exhibits 369-370.   Lance and Helene Warrick acquired their property adjacent to 

the abandoned railway corridor in 2011.  Id. ¶¶857-860 and accompanying exhibits 438-439.   Paul 

Wicha acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2015.  Id. ¶¶549-552 

and accompanying exhibits 286-287.   Brad D. and Patricia T. Wilson acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1994.  Id. ¶¶553-556 and accompanying exhibits 

288-289.  Linda A. Yarbrough acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 1979.  Id. ¶¶681-684 and accompanying exhibits 350-351.   Jonathan R. and C. Joy Yutzy, as 

Trustees of the Jonathan R. Yutzy and C. Joy Yutzy Revocable Living Trust, acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2013.  Id. ¶¶801-804 and accompanying 

exhibits 409-410.   Timothy J. and Dana Zizak acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2002.  Id. ¶¶585-588 and accompanying exhibits 304-305.  Mark T. and Angela 
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D. Flaherty acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶157-

160 and accompanying exhibits 87-88.  Timothy G. And Alisa J. Herring acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶749-752 and accompanying exhibits 

383-384.  Robert E. and Michelle S. Messick acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 1985.  Id. ¶¶665-668 and accompanying exhibits 342-343. 

19. For three landowners listed on Exhibit 1, the railroad gained its right-of-way over 

and across their land by means of the written instrument between A.C. and Flora Clough and the 

Seaboard Air Line Railway, executed in 1910, recorded in Book 19, Page 481, of the county 

records.  See Exhibit 15 (Clough conveyance); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  See also 

Exhibit 15-A (transcription of Clough conveyance).  Amos and Anna S. Fisher acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2014.  See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF 

No. 34 ¶¶637-640 and accompanying exhibits 328-329.12   William B. and Debra I. Pruett acquired 

their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  Id. ¶¶709-712 and 

accompanying exhibits 363-364.   Donald and Meredith Jeanne Ruth acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1993.  Id. ¶¶465-468 and accompanying exhibits 

243-244.  

20. For thirty-one landowners listed on Exhibit 1, the railroad gained its right-of-way 

over and across their land by means of two identically-worded written instruments between Florida 

Mortgage and Investment Company and the Florida West Shore Railway, executed in 1905.  The 

first instrument was recorded in Book 10, Page 532, and the second instrument was recorded in 

Book 10, Page 536, of the county records.  See Exhibit 16 and Exhibit 16-A (Florida Mortgage 

 
12 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached 
to and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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conveyances); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  See also Exhibit 16-B and Exhibit 16-C 

(transcriptions).  John M. Alvis acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2005.  See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF No. 34 ¶¶757-760 and accompanying exhibits 387-

388.  Catherine Teresa Gray acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2016.  Id. ¶¶197-200 and accompanying exhibits 107-108.  Joshua Carroll Hackney acquired his 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2015.  Id. ¶¶205-208 and accompanying 

exhibits 111-112.  Joe R. Hembree, as Trustee of the Joe R. Hembree Revocable Trust acquired 

his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶733-736 and accompanying 

exhibits 375-376.  Michael and Vivian Kravchak acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2008.  Id. ¶¶297-300 and accompanying exhibits 157-158.  Lewma Enterprise, 

Inc. acquired its property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1986.  Id. ¶¶309-312 and 

accompanying exhibits 163-164.  Cameron W. and Carol T. McGough acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2011.  Id. ¶¶601-604 and accompanying exhibits 

312-313.  Rickey Smull acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2010.  

Id. ¶¶501-504 and accompanying exhibits 260-261.  Irvin J. and Cynthia P. Spiegel acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2011.  Id. ¶¶713-716 and accompanying 

exhibits 365-366.  William A. and Jill Booth acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2018.  See id. ¶¶765-768 and accompanying exhibits 391-392.  John and Mary 

Allgyer and Levi and Tammy Lantz, Jr. acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶725-728 and accompanying exhibits 371-372.  JB Holdings of Sarastoa, 

LLC acquired its property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2004.  Id. ¶¶261-264 and 

accompanying exhibits 139-140.  Bob Allen and Lori Ann Jefferson acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  Id. ¶¶269-272 and accompanying exhibits 
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143-144.  Bonnie A. Klein acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

2016.  Id. ¶¶649-652 and accompanying exhibits 334-335.  Ernest R. Locklear, Carolyn B. Barclay 

and Steven H. Locklear acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2016.  

Id. ¶¶313-316 and accompanying exhibits 165-166.  Shannon Lugannani and Helen Elena 

Emegbagha acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2016.  Id. ¶¶737-

740 and accompanying exhibits 377-378.  Callie Parsons acquired her property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2007.  Id. ¶¶861-864 and accompanying exhibits 440-441.  Marc 

and Leann Schlabach acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1997.  

Id. ¶¶829-832 and accompanying exhibits 423-424.  John and Jaana Avramidis acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶761-764 and accompanying 

exhibits 389-390.  David and Cynthia Gaul acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2002.  Id. ¶¶781-784 and accompanying exhibits 399-400.  Andrew and 

Jennifer Heath acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  Id. 

¶¶641-644 and accompanying exhibits 330-331.  Anna Marie Martin acquired her property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2008.  Id. ¶¶593-596 and accompanying exhibits 

308-309.  Thomas McCall and Susan Coakley acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2012.  Id. ¶¶773-776 and accompanying exhibits 395-396.  Susan Schmitt, as 

Trustee of the Schmitt Revocable Trust, acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2002.  Id. ¶¶785-788 and accompanying exhibits 401-402.  Raymond and Linda Wenck 

acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  Id. ¶¶881-884 and 

accompanying exhibits 450-451.  Thomas and Michelle M. Dodson acquired their property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  See id. ¶¶117-120 and accompanying exhibits 

67-68.  Kimberly Dawn Hewitt, as Trustee for the Kimberly Dawn Hewitt Revocable Trust 
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acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2009.  Id. ¶¶717-720 and 

accompanying exhibits 367-368.  The Oaks at Woodland Park Homeowners Assoc., Inc. acquired 

its property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶693-696 and accompanying 

exhibit 356.  Anthony and Karen Puccio acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶437-440 and accompanying exhibits 229-230.  Keith E. Rollins and Lisa 

J. Paxson-Rollins acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  Id. 

¶¶457-460 and accompanying exhibits 239-240.  Brian T. Sanborn acquired his property adjacent 

to the abandoned railway corridor in 2008.  Id. ¶¶477-480 and accompanying exhibits 249-250. 

21. For seven landowners listed on Exhibit 1, the railroad gained its right-of-way over 

and across their land by means of the written instrument between Moses Neihardt and the Florida 

West Shore Railway, executed in 1905, recorded in Book 10, Page 529, of the county records.  See 

Exhibit 17 (Neihardt conveyance); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  See also Exhibit 17-A 

(transcription of Neihardt conveyance).  3153 Novus Court, LLC acquired its property adjacent to 

the abandoned railway corridor in 2019.  See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF No. 34 ¶¶589-592 

and accompanying exhibits 306-307.13  Crabapple Enterprise, LLC acquired its property adjacent 

to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶101-104 and accompanying exhibits 59-60.  

Michael and Janel Huckleberry acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2002.  Id. ¶¶237-240 and accompanying exhibits 127-128.  Brian and Cheryl Key acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1993.  Id. ¶¶285-288 and accompanying 

exhibits 151-152.  Tammy Lynn acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2000.  Id. ¶¶321-324 and accompanying exhibits 169-170.  William Martell, III acquired his 

 
13 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached 
to and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. ¶¶349-352 and accompanying 

exhibits 183-184.  Michael McLaughlin acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 2014.  Id. ¶¶365-368 and accompanying exhibits 193-194.  

22. For six landowners listed on Exhibit 1, the railroad gained its right-of-way over 

and across their land by means of the written instrument between the Charles Ringling Company 

and the Tampa Southern Railroad Company, executed in 1925, recorded in Book 42, Page 569, of 

the county records.  See Exhibit 18 (Ringling conveyance); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  See 

also Exhibit 18-A (transcription of Ringling conveyance).  Denise Doucette Erb and Lorraine E. 

Colby acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2010.  Fourth 

Amended Compl., ECF No. 34 ¶¶137-140 and accompanying exhibits 77-78.  Joyce P. and Julie 

Gwen Hardie acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2011.  Id. 

¶¶821-824 and accompanying exhibits 420-421.  David Ivanov, as Trustee of the 2976 Poplar 

Street Land Trust acquired his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2018.  Id. 

¶¶809-812 and accompanying exhibits 414-415.  Lakewood Venture Capital, LLC acquired its 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶657-660 and accompanying 

exhibits 338-339.   Faye M. Rood acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor 

in 2009.  Id. ¶¶461-464 and accompanying exhibits 241-242.  Sarasota County Agricultural Fair 

Association acquired its property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor prior to 2019.  Id. 

¶¶481-484 and accompanying exhibit 251. 

23. All of the Group 2 plaintiffs owned their property abutting and underlying the 

railroad right-of-way on May 14, 2019, the date the Board issued the NITU.  See Exhibits 5 through 

452 to Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint, ECF No. 34.  See also Exhibit 6 (valuation maps); 

Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations); Exhibit 9 (joint title stipulations). 
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C. Group 3 Prescriptive Easement Properties – for five landowners, the railroad 
gained its right-of-way by prescription. 
 

24. The railroad acquired a prescriptive easement for railroad purposes over and across 

the property of the five plaintiffs’ land, listed in Exhibit 1 as the Group 3 Prescriptive Easement 

Properties. 

25. For three landowners listed in Exhibit 1, the I.C.C. valuation maps and schedules 

state that the railroad gained its right-of-way “By Possession.”  See Exhibit 6 (valuation maps and 

schedules), pp. US-ICC 000004, US-ICC 000005, and US-ICC 000006; Exhibit 5 (joint title 

stipulations), p. 1 (“For three claims (the claims of John W. and Christine L. Fordham, Bradley 

Blum Morrison, and Shirley P. Ramsey), the parties stipulate that I.C.C. Valuation Schedules state 

the railroad obtained the relevant parcel “By Possession” from these plaintiffs’ predecessors-in-

interest.”).  These include the claims of John and Christine Fordham, Bradley Blum Morrison, and 

Shirley P. Ramsey.  See Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  John and Christine Fordham acquired 

their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2004.  See Fourth Amended Compl., 

ECF No. 34 ¶¶161-64 and accompanying exhibits 89 and 90.14  Bradley Blum Morrison acquired 

his property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2017.  Id. ¶¶33-36 and accompanying 

exhibits 23 and 24.  Shirley P. Ramsey acquired her property adjacent to the abandoned railway 

corridor in 1992.  Id. ¶¶441-44 and accompanying exhibits 231 and 232. 

26. For two landowners listed in Exhibit 1, an unexecuted document naming Oscar H. 

Pendley purports to convey a right-of-way to the railroad over and across their land.  The document 

is unsigned, unexecuted, and does not appear to have been recorded.  See Exhibit 4 (Pendley 

document); Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations).  See also Exhibit 4-A (transcription of Pendley 

 
14 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached 
to and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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document).  Because the Pendley document is a nullity, the railroad gained its right-of-way over 

these two owners’ properties by prescription.  Jeffrey Doyle, as Trustee of the Wallace David 

Brunton Testamentary Trust, and Mabel Brunton acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned 

railway corridor in 2013.  See Fourth Amended Compl., ECF No. 34 ¶¶61-64 and accompanying 

exhibits 39-40.  Gary L. Cathey and Victoria L. Goodrich acquired their property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2013.  Id. ¶¶81-84 and accompanying exhibits 49-50. 

27. All of the Group 3 plaintiffs owned their property abutting and underlying the 

railroad right-of-way on May 14, 2019, the date the Board issued the NITU.  See Exhibits 5 through 

452 to Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint, ECF No. 34.  See also Exhibit 6 (valuation maps); 

Exhibit 5 (joint title stipulations). 

D. Group 4 Platted Properties – for thirteen landowners, the government wrongly 
disputes their land is adjacent to the Legacy Trail rail-trail corridor. 
 

28. For thirteen landowners listed in Exhibit 1 as the Platted Properties, the 

government wrongly disputes that their properties are located adjacent to and underlying the 

abandoned railway corridor.  These thirteen landowners are included in Groups 2 and 3 above and 

are set forth separately in Group 4 because the government disputes title issues for these owners.  

See Exhibit 19 (Appendix B to government interrogatory answers).  Thomas and Michelle M. 

Dodson acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  See Fourth 

Amended Compl., ECF No. 34 ¶¶117-120 and accompanying exhibits 67-68.15  Mark T. and 

Angela D. Flaherty acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  

Id. ¶¶157-160 and accompanying exhibits 87-88.  Timothy G. And Alisa J. Herring acquired their 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2001.  Id. ¶¶749-752 and accompanying 

 
15 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached 
to and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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exhibits 383-384.  Robert E. and Michelle S. Messick acquired their property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 1985.  Id. ¶¶665-668 and accompanying exhibits 342-343.  

Kimberly Dawn Hewitt, as Trustee for the Kimberly Dawn Hewitt Revocable Trust acquired her 

property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2009.  Id. ¶¶717-720 and accompanying 

exhibits 367-368.  The Oaks at Woodland Park Homeowners Assoc., Inc. acquired its property 

adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 1998.  Id. ¶¶693-696 and accompanying exhibit 356.  

Anthony and Karen Puccio acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 

1998.  Id. ¶¶437-440 and accompanying exhibits 229-230.  Keith E. Rollins and Lisa J. Paxson-

Rollins acquired their property adjacent to the abandoned railway corridor in 2002.  Id. ¶¶457-460 

and accompanying exhibits 239-240.  Brian T. Sanborn acquired his property adjacent to the 

abandoned railway corridor in 2008.  Id. ¶¶477-480 and accompanying exhibits 249-250. 

29. These thirteen plaintiffs owned their properties in the Oakwood Manor, Hagar Park, 

Oaks at Woodland Park, and Old Forest Lakes subdivisions on the date of taking, May 14, 2019, 

and their properties are adjacent to and underlie the Legacy Trail rail-trail corridor. 

a. Three plaintiffs own land in the Oakwood Manor subdivision, including:  1) 

Jeffrey Doyle, as Trustee of the Wallace David Brunton Trust, and Mabel Brunton; 2) Gary 

Cathey and Victoria Goodrich; and 3) Thomas and Joyce Fay.  These plaintiffs’ properties 

are adjacent to and underlie the Legacy Trail rail-trail corridor.  Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) 

¶¶5-6.   

b. One landowner, William and Jill Booth, owns land in the Hagar Park 

subdivision.  The Booths’ property is adjacent to and underlies the Legacy Trail rail-trail 

corridor.  See Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) ¶¶5, 7. 
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c. Six plaintiffs own land in the Oaks at Woodland Park subdivision, 

including:  1) Thomas and Michelle Dodson; 2) Anthony and Karen Puccio; 3) Keith 

Rollins and Lisa Paxson-Rollins; 4) Brian Sanborn; 5) Kimberly Dawn Hewitt, as Trustee 

for the Kimberly Dawn Hewitt Revocable Trust; and 6) The Oaks at Woodland Park 

Homeowners Association.  See Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) ¶¶5, 8.  These six plaintiffs’ 

properties are adjacent to and underlie the Legacy Trail rail-trail corridor.  See id. ¶8.   

d. Three plaintiffs own land in the Old Forest Lakes subdivision, including:  

1) Mark and Angela Flaherty; 2) Robert and Michelle Messick; and 3) Timothy and Alisa 

Herring.  These three plaintiffs’ properties are adjacent to and underlie the Legacy Trail 

rail-trail corridor.  Exhibit 19 (Stantec decl.) ¶¶5, 9. 

30. All of the Group 4 plaintiffs owned their property abutting and underlying the 

railroad right-of-way on May 14, 2019, the date the Board issued the NITU.  See Exhibits 5 through 

452 to Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint.16  See also Exhibit 6 (valuation maps); Exhibit 5 

(joint title stipulations); Exhibit 20 (Stantec decl.) ¶¶5-9. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II 
MARK F. (THOR) HEARNE, II 
Stephen S. Davis 
True North Law, LLC 
112 South Hanley, Suite 200 
St. Louis, MO 63105 
(314) 296-4000 
(314) 296-4001 (fax) 
thor@truenorthlawgroup.com 
 
Counsel for the Landowners

 

 
16 For the Court’s convenience and for clarity of organization of the record, the exhibits attached 
to and filed with Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amended Complaint are attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
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TABLE OF LANDOWNER GROUPS 

GROUPED BY STIPULATION OF SOURCE CONVEYANCE INSTRUMENT/CONDEMNATION 
DECREE, PRESCRIPTION, AND GOVERNMENT’S ALLEGATION OF NON-ADJACENCY 

GROUP ONE 

1926 Condemnation Decree Properties 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. Dominic D. and
Kathleen M. Booth

2488 South Milmar 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-15-0046 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

2. Sean and Darcy Byrnes 2490 S. Milmar Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-15-0045 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

3. John Ermilio 2510 South Milmar 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-15-0035 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

4. Steven P. and Linda A.
Finehout

2512 South Milmar 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-15-0034 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

5. Paul W. Hoerning and
Courtney Joachim

446 South Pelican 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-14-0014 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

6. Gary P. Hurst 526 South Pelican 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-14-0011 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

7. Suzanne McDonald 574 South Pelican 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-14-0006 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

8. David G. Sadler 2494 Milmar Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-15-0043 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

9. David Stebbins 2500 South Milmar 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-15-0040 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

10. Patricia E., Richard E.,
and Jonathan L. Varley

414 South Pelican 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-14-0017 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. U.S. Court 
Judgment 

GROUP TWO 

Voluntary Grant Properties 

1. Honoré Conveyance Properties

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. 4023 Sawyer Road 1,
LLC

4023 Sawyer Road 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0059 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

2. Julia R. Adkins and
Austin C. Murphy

4760 Theodore Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0052 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 
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3. Randal S. and Joyce S. 
Albritton 

4241 Proctor Rd 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0076 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

4. Louis L. Alderman, Jr., 
as Trustee of the Louis L. 
Alderman 2013 Revocable 
Trust 

4690 Woodward Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-09-0002 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

5. Bradley S. and Susan B. 
Anderson 

4456 Golden Lake 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-08-0027 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

6. Geoffrey L. Bolton 4042 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0019 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

7. Nicholas J. and Danette 
L. Boris 

4454 Golden Lake 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-08-0028 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

8. Endia K. and Gary 
Callahan 

4707 Woodward Pl. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0068 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

9. Martin Carrillo-Plata 4018 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-02-0021 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

10. John and Joanne 
Cisler 

4219 Pine Meadow 
Ter., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-10-0039 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

11. Steven R. and Virginia 
M. Courtenay 

4303 Pine Meadow 
Ter., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0070-15-0018 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

12. Elise J. Duranceau 4050 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0018 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

13. William and Brooke 
Grames 

4834 Harris Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0055 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

14. Vincent and Karen 
Guglielmini 

4030 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-02-0019 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

15. Noel K. Harris 4074 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0014 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

16. Angelo and Sarah J. 
Hoag 

4844 Harris Ave., 
Sarasota, FL  34233  

0089-01-0057 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

17. Larry E. Hudspeth 4034 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-02-0018 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

18. Daniel L. and Kristin 
Jadush 

4460 Golden Lake 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-08-0026 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

19. Judy H. Johnson 5250 S. McIntosh Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-16-0006 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

20. Kenneth J. and 
Margaret A. Kellner 

4372 Meadowland 
Cir., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0070-15-0040 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

21. Joseph R. Knight 4080 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0013 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

22. Patrick J. and Lisa A. 
Loyet 

4376 Meadowland Cir. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-15-0037 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

23. Kassandra Luebke and 
Elaine Luebke 

4830 Harris Ave., 
Sarasota, FL, 34233 

0089-01-0054 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

24. Thomas W. Marchese 4450 Golden Lake Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-08-0029 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

25. Reuben S. and Kathy 
J. Martin 

4378 Meadowland 
Cir., Sarasota, FL, 
34233 

0070-15-0036 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 
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26. Jason J. and Karen 
McGuire 

4374 & 4370 
Meadowland Cir. 
Sarasota, FL  34233 

0070-15-0038     
0070-15-0039 

Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

27. Sue Moulton Theodore Avenue, 
Sarasota, FL 34233; 
4234 Sunniland St., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0064     
0071-16-0061 

Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

28. Timothy and Mary 
Murphy 

4460 Meadow Creek 
Cir. Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-02-0007 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

29. James Kirt, Nicholas 
James, and Christopher 
Andrew Nalefski 

4444 Meadow Creek 
Cir., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-07-0027 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

30. Perry M. and Pamela 
S. O'Connor 

4885 Andrew Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0070 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

31. Sueko O'Connor 4807 Andrew Avenue, 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0064 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

32. Michele and Dorothy 
Ann Paradiso 

4227 Pine Meadow 
Terrace 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-15-0017 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

33. Thomas Pearson 4436 Golden Lake Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-01-0042 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

34. Todd A. and Carmen 
Perna 

4420 Golden Lake 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-01-0046 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

35. Patricia Lynne Pitts-
Hamilton 

4857 Andrew Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0069 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

36. Pro Properties, LLC 5230 McIntosh Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-16-0005 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

37. Justin M. Reslan 4014 Radnor Place 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-02-0022 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

38. Allen B. and Mary Ann 
E. Rieke 

4747 Woodward Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0072 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

39. Michael A. Ritchie 4715 Woodward Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0070 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

40. Chad, Grace, and 
Robert Schaeffer 

4450 Meadow Creek 
Cir., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-07-0024 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

41. Faith H. Simolari, As 
Trustee of the Philip 
Simolari Revocable Trust 

4041 Sawyer Ct, 
Sarasota, FL, 34233 

0070-07-0039 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

42. Russell S. Strayer 4813 Andrew Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0066 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

43. James H. and Glenda 
G. Thornton 

4276 Proctor Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0051 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

44. Kenneth D. and Susan 
K. Wells 

4448 Meadow Creek 
Cir., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-07-0025 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

45. David A. and Anna I. 
Ruiz-Welsher 

4723 Woodward 
Place Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-16-0071 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

46. Zbigniew and Wislawa 
Wrobel 

4432 Golden Lake Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-01-0043 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

47. Stephen and Margaret 
Zawacki 

4115 Pine Meadow 
Ter., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0070-10-0037 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 
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2. Palmer Conveyance Property 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

Thomas M. and Joyce R. 
Fay 

3422 Oakwood 
Boulevard S, Sarasota, 
FL 34237 

2031-02-1337 Palmer, Book 11, Page 524 

 

3. Burton Conveyance Properties 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. Lawrence D. and 
Veronica D. Salzman 

1762 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0038 Burton, Book 23 Page, 58 

2. Michael J. Bergeron and 
Richard K. Nelson 

1812 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0033 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

3. Ray and Ella Bontrager  1429 Ingram Ave, 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0010 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

4. Ralph R. and Dale Marie 
Braun 

1804 Springwood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0035 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

5. Zsolt Csesznok and 
Marianna Bartus 

1620 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0057 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

6. Joseph and Dorothy 
D'Angelo, as Trustees of 
the D'Angelo Family 
Revocable Trust 

1808 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0034 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

7. Craig B. and Cynthia D. 
Dickie 

1331 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0006 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

8. Pamela Driggs 1782 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0037 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

9. Zoila Emanuelli, As 
Trustee of the Zoila 
Emanuelli Revocable Trust 

1548 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0035 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

10. Cosimo A. Fragomeni 3845 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-03-0034 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

11. Cheryl A. Del Pozzo 
Gallagher 

1712 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0054 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

12. Michelle Garcia 1539 Ingram Ave.,  
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0003 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

13. Ann T. Geraghty 3837 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0046 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

14. GPG Limited LLC 1551 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0004 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

15. Martin Graber, Trustee 1319 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0005 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

16. Martin and Carol 
Frances Graber 

1307 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0004 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

17. Stephen A. Heard 3841 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-03-0033 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

18. John A. Hobbs, Jr. and 
Mark F. Marino 

1563 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 

0053-06-0005 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

19. Deborah Keck 1742 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0052 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

20. James and Diane 
Kostan 

1829 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0002 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 
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21. Gerald A. Lagace 1841 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 

0053-14-0003 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

22. Lake Sawyer Two LLC 1722 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0053            Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

23. Jactrace, LLC 1640 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0056          Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

24. Keith R. and Mary M. 
Leeseberg 

3825 Gatewood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0043 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

25. Douglas P. and Maria 
A. Luff 

1817 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0001 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

26. Shirley I. Manfredo 3857 Gatewood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-03-0037 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

27. Cheryl A. Marchand 
and Candace A. Magiera 

1588 Springwood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0059 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

28. James J. and Suzanne 
M. Naiman 

3833 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0045 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

29. Javier Nieto and 
Maylen Negrin 

3809 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0039 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

30. Barbara A. Nikias 3829 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0044 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

31. Elmer H. and Lena M. 
Nolt 

1925 Ingram Ave.;  
1937 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0006 
0053-14-0007 

Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

32. Donna M. Perkins 3853 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-03-0036 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

33. Phyllis H. Perruc 1610 Springwood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0058 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

34. Mindy Piana 1913 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0005 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

35. Jose Sierra Testi-
Martinez and Clara A. 
Myers 

1575 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0006 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

36. Vinton and Dianne 
Trefz, As Trustees of the 
Trefz Living Trust 

1816 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0032 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

37. James J. Tutsock and 
Mary J. McQueen 

1568 Springwood 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34232 

0053-06-0034 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

38. Robert J. and Maureen 
C. Wilson 

3805 Gatewood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0038 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

39. Theresa A. Wilson 3821 Gatewood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0042 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

40. Jennifer Yager 3817 Gatewood Drive, 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0041 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

41. Travis Marc and 
Elizabeth Marie Yoder 

1901 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0004 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

42. Betty Lou Yutzy, As 
Trustee of the Betty Lou 
Yutzy Trust 

1201 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0001 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

43. Orvie W. and Marie M. 
Zimmerman and Emery 
and Mary Ellen Yoder 

Lot 9 Bahia Vista 
Heights, Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota FL 34232 

0053-04-0009 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 
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4. Sarasota Land Co. Conveyance Properties 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. Izmirlian Properties LLC 4055 Bee Ridge Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-15-0010 Sarasota Land Co. Book 19, 
Page 415 

2. Douglas and Cynthia 
Abbott 

3328 Linden Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0039 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

3. Nicole J. Altergott 2121 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0062 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

4. Troy Alvis 3300 Linden Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0043 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

5. Neal and Jo Atchley 2334 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0086 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

6. David R. and Joy S. 
Bailey, as Trustees of the 
Joy S. Bailey and David R. 
Bailey Revocable Trust 

2346 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0084 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

7. Kerwin and Judy Baker 2019 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0035 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

8. James R. and Mary 
Ellen Bishop 

2109 Ingram Avenue, 
Sarasota, Fl, 34232 

0060-03-0040 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

9. Steve E. Bishop 2942 Poplar Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-13-0074 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

10. Ersila Borchert 2032 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0047 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

11. Carole M. Bowns 2301 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0069 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

12. Karen E. Bowser 3200 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0049 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

13. Cynthia J. Burnell 5844 Meriwether Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-15-0089 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

14. Carol Caldwell 2113 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0041 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

15. James M. and Jeneve 
S. Cawley 

2701 Greendale Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0088 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

16. Amy Roseann Coats 
and Darrin Lee Johnson 

2706 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-14-0089 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

17. Frank T. Crotsley 3460 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0032 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

18. Carl G. and Tobie L. 
Desantis 

2752 Greendale Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-14-0084 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

19. Wanda Donner, as 
Trustee of the Wanda 
Donner Living Trust 

2423 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0061 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

20. Lesley Dwyer and 
Barbara S. Hair 

2203 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0063 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

21. Bernadette Feragola 3224 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0047 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

22. Michael R. and Editha 
D. Fettig 

3664 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-15-0017 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415  

23. Sharon L. Gallagher, 
as Trustee of the Sharon 
L. Gallagher Rev. Trust 

2122 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0045 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

EXHIBIT 1

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-3   Filed 08/17/23   Page 7 of 13



 

 

24. Donald L. Geary, As 
Trustee of the Donald L. 
Geary Revocable Trust 

2026 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0048 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

25. Roman T. and Carolyn 
F. Graber, As Trustees of 
the Roman and Carolyn 
Graber Revocable Trust 

2317 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0072 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

26. Renate B. Harkavy 2223 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0068 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

27. Alvin L. and Michelle L. 
Harrell, Jr. 

2020 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0049 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

28. Garnett D. and 
Stephanie S. Hayes 

3436 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0034 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

29. Wayne A. and Joyce 
O. Hibbs, Jr. 

3236 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0046 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

30. Paul K. and Daphne J. 
Hutchison 

2128 Greendale Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0044 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

31. Linda L. Jones 2322 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0077 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

32. Myrtle Krause 3716 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0061-15-0012 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

33. Saul Alberto Lopez and 
Liz Janette Martinez-
Ramos 

3903 Linwood Street 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0052 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

34. Linda Lyon 3314 Linden Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0042 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

35. Kim A. and Sheila E. 
Marshall, As Trustees of 
the Kim A. and Sheila E. 
Marshall Trust 

2107 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0038 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

36. Mast Investments, LLC 2307 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0071 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

37. Michael L. Morgan 2772 Greendale Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-14-0080 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

38. Julie Morris 2014 Greendale Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0050 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

39. Gregory B. Nowak 3484 Linden Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0030 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

40. Robert N. O'Neill, as 
Trustee of the Robert N. 
O'Neill Living Trust, and 
Heather H. Pennington, as 
Trustee of the Heather H. 
Pennington Rev. Living Tr. 

5850 Meriwether 
Place, Sarasota, FL, 
34232 

0061-15-0090 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

41. Ryan R. Parker 3258 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL, 34232 

0061-07-0044 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

42. Phillippi Pines, LLC Meriwether Place 
Sarasosta, FL 34232 

0061-15-0096 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

43. Barbara Sue Schrock 2007 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0033 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

44. Leroy and Ruby 
Schrock 

2409, 2417, and 2607 
Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0058  
0060-11-0059  
0060-14-0077  

Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

45. Ruby Schrock, As 
Trustee of the Ruby 
Schrock Revocable Trust 

2505, 2513, and 2605 
Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0063  
0060-11-0064 
0060-11-0066  
0060-14-0075                           

Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 
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46. Sandra Elaine Schrock 2003 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0032 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

47. Brian N. Seymour 3412 Linden Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34231 

0061-10-0036 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

48. Wilbur O. Smith 3424 Linden Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0035 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

49. Vera Straniere 3212 Linden Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0048 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

50. Suzanne M. Thornburg 3472 Linden Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0031 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

51. Mildred L. Tufford 
(Kandel) 

2207 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0064 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

52. Chad Waites 2321 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0074 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

53. Lance and Helene 
Warrick 

2756 Greendale Place 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-14-0083 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

54. Paul Wicha Lot 325 Sarasota 
Springs Unit 3, Linden 
Drive, Sarasota, FL 
34232 

0061-10-0038 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

55. Brad D. and Patricia T. 
Wilson 

3215 Pony Lane 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-06-0006 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

56. Linda A. Yarbrough 3702 Radnor Place 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-15-0016 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

57. Jonathan R. and C. 
Joy Yutzy, as Trustees of 
the Jonathan R. Yutzy and 
C. Joy Yutzy Revocable 
Living Trust  

2521 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0065 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

58. Timothy J. and Dana 
Zizak 

4001 Tern St., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0050 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

59. Mark T. and Angela D. 
Flaherty 

3439 Forest Lake Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0097 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

60. Timothy G. and Alisa J. 
Herring 

3421 E. Forest Lake 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34232 

0061-07-0095 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

61. Robert E. and Michelle 
S. Messick 

3441 East Forest 
Lakes Drive, 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0098 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

 

5. Clough Conveyance Properties 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. Amos and Anna S. 
Fisher 

1030 Herndon Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-12-0018 Clough, Book 19, Page 481 

2. William B. and Debra I. 
Pruett 

1040 Herndon Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-12-0023 Clough, Book 19, Page 481 

3. Donald and Meredith 
Jeanne Ruth 

1000 Herndon Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-12-0015 Clough, Book 19, Page 481 
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6. Florida Mortgage Co. Conveyance Properties 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. John M. Alvis 2521 Novus Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0017 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

2. Catherine Teresa Gray 2881 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0007 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

3. Joshua Carroll Hackney 2869 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0006 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

4. Joe R. Hembree, As 
Trustee of the Joe R. 
Hembree Revocable Trust 

2491 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0013 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

5. Michael and Vivian 
Kravchak 

2845 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0004 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

6. Lewma Enterprise, Inc. 719 S. Shade Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 
Novus Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0001 
2034-02-0003 

Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

7. Cameron W. and Carol 
T. McGough 

2833 Novus Street, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0003 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

8. Rickey Smull 2993 Novus Street, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0017 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

9. Irvin J. and Cynthia P. 
Spiegel 

2417 Novus Street, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0004 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

10. William A. and Jill 
Booth 

2635 Novus Place 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-01-0042 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

11. John L. and Mary 
Allgyer and Levi and 
Tammy L. Lantz, Jr. 

701 Locklear Avenue, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0030 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

12. JB Holdings of 
Sarasota, LLC 

735 S. Beneva Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0001 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

13. Bob Allen and Lori Ann 
Jefferson 

3740 Teate Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-05-0009 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

14. Bonnie A. Klein 2495 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0014 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

15. Earnest R. Locklear, 
Carolyn B. Barclay and 
Steven H. Locklear 

707 Trotter Avenue, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0015 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

16. Shannon Lugannani 
and Helen Elena 
Emegbagha 

3512 Alderman St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0028 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

17. Callie Parsons 3434 Alderman St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0016 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

18. Marc and Leann 
Schlabach 

3446 Alderman Street, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0029 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

19. John and Jaana 
Avramidis 

775 Stone Crest Drive 
Sarasota, Fl 34232 

0052-04-0034 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

20. David and Cynthia 
Gaul 

743 Stonecrest Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0038 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

21. Andrew and Jennifer 
Heath 

735 Stonecrest Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0039 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

22. Anna Marie Martin 742 Autumncrest Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0041 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

23. Thomas McCall and 
Susan Coakley 

759 Stonecrest Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0036 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 
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24. Susan Schmitt, as 
Trustee of the Schmitt 
Revocable Trust 

767 Stonecrest Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0035 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

25. Raymond and Linda 
Wenck 

721 Stonecrest Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0040 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

26. Thomas and Michelle 
M. Dodson 

790 Autumncrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0026 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 STIP 

27. Kimberly Dawn Hewitt, 
As Trustee for the 
Kimberly Dawn Hewitt 
Revocable Trust 

831 Autumncrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-05-0012 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

28. The Oaks at Woodland 
Park Homeowners Assoc. 

Oaks at Woodland 
Park, Sarasota, FL 
34232 

0052-03-0062 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

29. Anthony and Karen 
Puccio 

770 Autumncrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0027 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

10. Keith E. Rollins and 
Lisa J. Paxson-Rollins 

772 Stonecrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0033 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

31. Brian T. Sanborn 766 Stonecrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0032 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

 
 

7. Neihardt Conveyance Properties 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. 3153 Novus Court, LLC 3153 Novus Court, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-03-0005 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

2. Crabapple Enterprise 
LLC 

719 South Brink Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-03-0018 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

3. Michael A. and Janel K. 
Huckleberry 

700 Wood Ln., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-02-0024 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

4. Brian J. and Cheryl A. 
Key 

703 Wood Ln., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-02-0025 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

5. Tammy Lynn 3033 Novus Court, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-03-0016 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

6. William Martell, III 3173 Novus Court, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-03-0003 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

7. Michael McLaughlin 700 Searcy Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-02-0037 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

 

8. Pendley Document Properties (see Group 3 below) 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. Jeffrey Doyle, as 
Trustee of the Wallace 
David Brunton 
Testamentary Trust, and 
Mabel Brunton 

3226 Oakwood 
Boulevard South, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-02-1366 O.H. Pendley 

2. Gary L. Cathey and 
Victoria L. Goodrich 

3218 Oakwood 
Boulevard South, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-02-1370 O.H. Pendley  
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9. Ringling Conveyance Properties 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. Denise Doucette Erb 
and Lorraine E. Colby 

2954 Poplar Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-13-0073 Ringling Book 42, Page 542 

2. Joyce P. and Julie 
Gwen Hardie 

2988 Poplar Street 
Sarasota, Fl 34237 

2031-13-0070 Ringling Book 42, Page 542 

3. David Ivanov, as 
Trustee of the 2976 Poplar 
Street Land Trust 

2976 Poplar Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-13-0071 Ringling Book 42, Page 542 

4. Lakewood Venture 
Capital LLC 

2836 Poplar Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-13-0084 Ringling Book 42, Page 542 

5. Faye M. Rood 2900 Poplar Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-13-0077 Ringling Book 42, Page 542 

6. Sarasota County 
Agricultural Fair 
Association 

2896 Ringling 
Boulevard Sarasota 
FL 34237 

2031-04-0006 Ringling Book 42, Page 542 

 

GROUP THREE 

1. Prescriptive Easement Properties – Valuation Map Designation 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. John W. and Christine L. 
Fordham 

2293 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-03-0083 By Possession 

2. Bradley Blum Morrison 2269 Novus Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-03-0080 By Possession 

3. Shirley P. Ramsey 2343 Novus Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-03-0089 By Possession 

 

2. Easement by Prescription Properties – Pendley Document (repeated from above) 

Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance to 
the Railroad 

1. Jeffrey Doyle, as 
Trustee of the Wallace 
David Brunton 
Testamentary Trust, and 
Mabel Brunton 

3226 Oakwood 
Boulevard South, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-02-1366 O.H. Pendley  

2. Gary L. Cathey and 
Victoria L. Goodrich 

3218 Oakwood 
Boulevard South, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-02-1370 O.H. Pendley  
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GROUP FOUR 

Platted Properties for which Government Disputes Adjacency (from above groups) 

Name Platted Subdivision Parcel ID Group No. 
Above 

Relevant Source 
Conveyance to the 
Railroad 

1. Jeffrey Doyle, as 
Trustee of the Wallace 
David Brunton 
Testamentary Trust, and 
Mabel Brunton 

Oakwood Manor 2031-02-
1366 

Group 2(8); 
Group 3(2) 

O.H. Pendley 

2. Gary L. Cathey and 
Victoria L. Goodrich 

Oakwood Manor 2031-02-
1370 

Group 2(8); 
Group 3(2) 

O.H. Pendley  

3. Thomas M. and Joyce 
R. Fay 

Oakwood Manor 2031-02-
1337 

Group 2(2) Palmer, Book 11, 
Page 524 

4. William A. and Jill Booth Hagar Park 2034-01-
0042 

Group 2(6) Fla. Mortgage, 
Book 10, Page 532 

5. Thomas and Michelle M. 
Dodson 

Oaks at Woodland Park 0052-04-
0026 

Group 2(6) Fla. Mortgage, 
Book 10, Page 536 

6. Anthony and Karen 
Puccio 

Oaks at Woodland Park 0052-04-
0027 

Group 2(6) Fla. Mortgage, 
Book 10, Page 536 

7. Keith E. Rollins and Lisa 
J. Paxson-Rollins 

Oaks at Woodland Park 0052-04-
0033 

Group 2(6) Fla. Mortgage, 
Book 10, Page 536 

8. Brian T. Sanborn Oaks at Woodland Park 0052-04-
0032 

Group 2(6) Fla. Mortgage, 
Book 10, Page 536 

9. Kimberly Dawn Hewitt, 
As Trustee for the 
Kimberly Dawn Hewitt 
Revocable Trust 

Oaks at Woodland Park 0052-05-
0012 

Group 2(6) Fla. Mortgage, 
Book 10, Page 536 

10. The Oaks at Woodland 
Park Homeowners Assoc., 
Inc. 

Oaks at Woodland Park 0052-03-
0062 

Group 2(6) Fla. Mortgage, 
Book 10, Page 536 

11. Mark T. and Angela D. 
Flaherty 

Old Forest Lakes 0061-07-
0097 

Group 2(4) Sarasota Land Co., 
Book 19, Page 415 

12. Robert E. and Michelle 
S. Messick 

Old Forest Lakes 0061-07-
0098 

Group 2(4) Sarasota Land Co., 
Book 19, Page 415 

13. Timothy G. and Alisa J. 
Herring 

Old Forest Lakes 0061-07-
0095 

Group 2(4) Sarasota Land Co., 
Book 19, Page 415 
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CLARK HILL 

EricM. Hocky 

T 215.640.8523 
F 215.640.8501 
Email: eh0cky@clef1<hlll.com 

VIA FEDEX 

Cynthia T. Brown 
Chief, Section of Administration 
Office of Proceedings 
Surface Transportation Board 
395 E Street SW 
Washington, DC 20024 

March 7, 2019 

Re: Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. - Exempt Abandonment -
In Sarasota County, Florida 
STB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub-No. 7X) 

Dear Ms. Brown: 

Clark Hill PLC 
One Commerce Square 
2005 Market Street 
Suite 1000 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
T 21 5.640.8500 
F 215.640.8501 

clarkhi ll.com 

Enclosed for filing are the original and 10 copies of the Notice of Exempt Abandonment 
being filed on behalf of Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. Also enclosed is our check in the amount 
of $4,200 representing the filing fee therefor. 

Please time-stamp the additional copy of the Notice enclosed with this letter and return it 
to me in the self-addressed stamped envelope provided for your convenience. 

221279719 

          247262     

         ENTERED  
Office of Proceedings 
       March 8, 2019  
            Part of  
       Public Record 

        FEE RECEIVED 
          March 8, 2019  

SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

             F I L E D 
         March 8, 2019  

SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
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Cynthia T. Brown 
March 7, 2019 
Page 2 

Please let us know if there are any questions regarding this filing. 

EMH/e 

Respectfully, 

CLARK HILL PLC 

~ Ho .y 

cc: All persons shown on the certificate of service 

221279719 EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 7 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 8 of 201



Dated: March 7, 2019 

\ 

Before the 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub No. 7X) 

SEMINOLE GULF RAILWAY, L.P. 
-EXEMPTABANDONMENT-

IN SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMENT 

Eric M. Hocky 
CLARK HILL PLC 
One Commerce Square 
2005 Market Street 
Suite 1000 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-7041 
(215) 640-8500 
ehocky@clarkhill.com 

Attorneys for Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. 
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Before the 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

SIB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub No. 7X) 

SEMINOLE GULF RAILWAY, L.P. 
- EXEMPT ABANDONMENT -

IN SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMENT 

Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. ("SGLR" or "Applicant") is seeking an exemption under 

the Board's class exemption procedures at 49 C.F.R. Part 1152, Subpart F to abandon a segment 

of its line of railroad known as the Venice Branch extending between Milepost SW 890.29 on 

the north side of Ashton Road and Milepost SW 884.70, and between Milepost AZA 930.30 and 

Milepost AZA 928.21 on the north side of State Highway 780 (Fruitville Road), partly lying 

within the City of Sarasota, Sarasota County, Florida, with the remainder lying within 

unincorporated Sarasota County (the "Subject Line"), a total distance of 7.68 miles. A map of 

the Subject Line is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

There has been no local or overhead freight service on the Subject Line for over two 

years (in fact, although the tracks have been used in connection with car storage, there has been 

no local or overhead freight service for over 10 years). Because this is a stub-ended line there is 

no overhead traffic to be rerouted over other lines. 

The Subject Line connects to two additional segments of the Venice Branch for which 

221276084 
-l-
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SGLR received abandonment authority in 2004 and in 201 ?1· and which were subsequently 

transferred for interim trail use and rail banking to Sarasota County for development into the 

"Legacy Trail." 

This Notice of Exempt Abandonment is being filed pursuant to the requirements of 49 

C.F.R. §1152.50 regarding exemptions for out of service rail lines. In accordance with such 

requirements, Applicant hereby states as follows: 

1. The exact name of Applicant is Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. 

2. Applicant is a common carrier by railroad subject to 49 U.S.C. Subtitle IV, 

chapter 105. Applicant originally acquired the Subject Line in 1987. See Seminole Gulf 

Railway, L.P. - Exemption to Acquire and Operate - CSX Transportation, Inc., ICC Finance 

Docket No. 31155 (served November 30, 1987).2 

3. The relief sought is an exemption for the abandonment of the Subject Line, being 

the line of railroad known as the Venice Branch extending between Milepost SW 890.29 on the 

north side of Ashton Road and Milepost SW 884.70, and between Milepost AZA 930.30 and 

Milepost AZA 928.21 on the north side of State Highway 780 (Fruitville Road), partly lying 

within the City of Sarasota, Sarasota County, Florida, with the remainder lying within 

unincorporated Sarasota County (the "Subject Line"), a total distance of 7.68 miles. 

See Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. - Abandonment Exemption - In Sarasota County, FL, 
STB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub-No. 3X)(served April 2, 2004); and Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. 
- Abandonment Exemption - In Sarasota County, FL, STB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub-No. 6X) 
(served November 6, 2017). 
2 SGLR acquired the full common carrier obligation when it purchased the rail lines, 
including the Subject Line. CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") as the owner of the underlying 
land is not subject to the Board's jurisdiction. See Seminole Gulf Railway, Inc. - Abandonment 
Exemption - In Lee County, FL, ICC Docket No. AB-400 (Sub-No. 2X)(served December 22, 
1994), slip op. at 5. 

221276084 
-2-
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4. A detailed map of the Subject Line is attached hereto as Exhibit A. More detailed 

topographic maps were included in the Environmental and Historic Report filed with the Board 

on February 15, 2019. 

5. The representative of Applicant to whom correspondence should be sent is: 

Eric M. Hocky, Esquire 
Clark Hill, PLC 
One Commerce Square 
2005 Market Street, Suite 1000 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
(215) 640-8500 
ehocky@clarkhill .com 

6. The Subject Line traverses through United States Postal Service ZIP Codes 

34232, 24233 and 34237. 

7. Information in Applicant's possession regarding any restrictions on title will be 

made available by Applicant on reasonable request. Applicant believes that the right of way, or 

portions thereof, may be suitable for trail use or other public purposes. SGLR, together with 

CSXT as the underlying landowner, have granted The Trust for Public Land, or its designee, an 

option to acquire the rail line for conversion to a trail that will extend the Legacy Trail. 

8. Applicant proposes to consummate the abandonment on or after April 27, 2019. 

9. Applicant certifies that: 

(a) No local or overhead traffic has moved over the Subject Line since prior 

to 2007, a period of more than ten years. Because the Subject Line is not a "through line," there 

was no overhead traffic on the Subject Line. 

(b) No formal complaint by a user of rail service on the Subject Line, or a 

state or local government entity acting on behalf of such user, regarding cessation of service over 

the Subject Line either is pending with the Board or any U.S. District Court, or has been decided 
221276084 

-3-
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in favor of the complainant within the two year period. 

10. Although no employees of the Applicant will be affected by the proposed 

abandonment, Applicant recognizes that the abandonment of the Subject Line will be made 

subject to the standard employee protective conditions as set forth in Oregon Short Subject Line 

Railroad Co .-Abandonment-- Goshen, 360 I.C.C. 91 (1979). 

11. Applicant filed an Environmental and Historic Report with the Board on February 

15, 2019, more than twenty days prior to this filing. Since the filing of the Environmental and 

Historic Report, Applicant has received two additional response from consulted agencies. A 

copy of the responses from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and from the U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency, both of which express no concerns, are attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

12. Applicant certifies that it has complied with the legal (newspaper) notice 

requirements of 49 C.F.R. §1105.11. Notice of the proposed abandonment was published in the 

Sarasota Herald Tribune on February 12, 2019. A copy of the proof of publication is attached 

hereto as Exhibit C. 

13. Applicant certifies that it has complied with the notice requirements of 49 C.F.R. 

§l 152.50(d)(l). A copy of the notice dated February 19, 2019, sent to the required governmental 

agencies is attached hereto as Exhibit D. 

221276084 
-4-

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 12 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 13 of 201



For the reasons set forth above, the Board should find that Applicant's proposed 

abandonment satisfies the exemption requirements of 49 C.F .R. § 1152, and should issue the 

appropriate notice. 

Dated: March 7, 2019 

221276084 
-5-

Respectfully submitted, 

k;,;~ EncM. oc 
CLARK.HI PLC 
One Co erce Square 
2005 Market Street 
Suite 1000 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-7041 
(215) 640-8500 
ehocky@clarkhill.com 

Attorneys for Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. 
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VERIFICATION 

I hereby verify on behalf of Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P., under penalty of perjury, that 

the foregoing is true and correct. Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this 

Verification. 

Executed on March G , 2019. 

221276084 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this date a copy of the foregoing Notice of Exempt 

Abandonment was served on the persons shown on the attached list by first class mail, postage 

prepaid. 

Dated: March 7, 2019 

221276084 

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 15 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 16 of 201



Florida State Clearinghouse 
2600 Blair Stone Rd. 
M.S.47 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000 

Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Blvd. 
M.S.49 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000 

County Administrator 
Sarasota County 
1660 Ringling Blvd. 
Sarasota, FL 34236 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Region4 
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center 
Attn: Christopher A. Militscher 
61 Forsyth Street, SW 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Southeast Region 4 
Office of the Regional Director 
1875 Century Blvd., Suite 400 
Atlanta, GA 30345-3319 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Southeast Region 4 
Attn: John W. Wrublik 
1339 20th Street 
Vero Beach, FL 32960 

221276084 

National Park Service 
Southeast Region 
100 Alabama Street, SW 
1924 Building 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

National Park Service 
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20240 

USDA,NRCS 
Office of the Chief 
1400 Independence Ave., SW 
Room 5105-A 
Washington, DC 20250 

USDA,NRCS 
2614 NW 43rd Street 
Gainesville, FL 32606 

Communications and Outreach Branch 
NOAA, N/NGS12 
National Geodetic Survey, SSMC3 #9340 
1315 East-West Highway 
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3282 

Florida Department of Transportation 
605 Suwannee Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0450 
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Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 
Commission 
620 South Meridian St. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1600 

Timothy A. Parsons, Ph.D, RPA 
Division Director and State Historic 
Preservation Officer 
Florida Division of Historic Resources 
R.A. Gray Building 
500 South Bonough Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 

Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection 
Florida Coastal Office 
3900 Commonwealth Blvd., MS 235 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000 

United States Department of the Army 
Military Surface Deployment and Distribution 
Command 

Transportation Engineering Agency 
A TIN: SDTE-SA (Railroads for National 
Defense) 
709 Ward Drive, Building 1990 
Scott AFB, IL 62225-5357 

221276084 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
South Atlantic Division 
60 Forsyth St., SW 
Atlanta, GA 30303-8801 

County Historic Resources Officer 
Sarasota County Historic Resources 
6062 Porter Way 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

Office of Chief of Forest Service 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
1400 Independence Ave., SW 
Washington, DC 20250-1111 

U.S. Department of the Interior -
National Park Service 

RTCA Program 
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
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EXHIBIT A - MAP 

221276084 
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EXHIBIT B- ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENT AL RESPONSES 

221276084 
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Hocky. Eric M. 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Militscher, Chris <Militscher.Chris@epa.gov> 
Thursday, February 21, 2019 9:47 AM 
Hocky, Eric M. 
Seminole Gulf Railway, AB 400 (Sub. No. 7X); Environmental/Historic Report 

Mr. Hocky: The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) NEPA Program Office has reviewed the subject report and 
found no environmental issues of concern regarding the proposed abandonment exemption as described. Thank you for 
the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed action. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher A. Militscher 
Chief, NEPA Program Office 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
61 Forsyth Street, SW 
Atlanta, GA 30303 
404-562-9512 
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Hocky, Eric M. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Wrublik, John <john_wrublik@fws.gov> 
Thursday, February 28, 2019 2:15 PM 
Hocky, Eric M. 
Fwd: Rec'd in RO Subject 

Attachments: Scanned from a Xerox multifunction device.pdf 

Dear. Mr. Hocky, 

I'm sorry it took me so long to respond to your request but we have been trying to catch up with our workload 
due to the recent government shutwown. The Service does not have any concerns regarding the proposed 
abandonment at this time. 

Sincerely, 

John M. Wrublik 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1339 20th Street 
Vero Beach, Florida 32960 
Office: (772) 469-4282 
Fax: (772) 562-4288 
email: John Wrublik@fws.gov 

NOTE: This email correspondence and any attachments to and from this sender is subject to the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and 
may be disclosed to third parties. 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Roxanna Hinzman <roxanna hinzman@fws.gov> 
Date: Thu, Jan 31, 2019 at 4:45 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Rec'd in RO 
To: John Wrublik <John Wrublik@fws.gov> 

FYI 

Roxanna Hinzman 
Field Supervisor 
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office 
772-469-4309 
Cell 772-532-1247 

NOTE: This email correspondence and any attachments to and from this sender are subject to FOIA and may be 
disclosed. 

Sent from my iPhone 

1 
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Begin forwarded message: 

From: 11Gonzalez, Rafael" <rafael gonzalez@fws.gov> 
Date: January 31, 2019 at 3:04:50 PM EST 
To: Roxanna Hinzman <roxanna hinzman@fws.gov>, Ashleigh Blackford 
<ashleigh blackford@fws.gov>, Constance Cassler <constance cassler@fws.gov>, 11Rivera, 
Jose" <jose rivera@fws.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: Rec'd in RO 

FYI 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Price, Nikki <nikki price@fws.gov> 
Date: Thu, Jan 31, 2019 at 2:58 PM 
Subject: Rec'd in RO 
To: Rafael Gonzalez <rafael gonzalez@fws.gov>, LeeAnn Kelso <leeann kelso@fws.gov> 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: <nikki price@fws.gov> 
Date: Thu, Jan 31, 2019 at 2:54 PM 
Subject: Scanned from a Xerox multifunction device 
To: nikki price@fws.gov <nikki price@fws.gov> 

Please open the attached document. It was sent to you using a Xerox multifunction printer. 

Attachment File Type: pelf, Multi-Page 

Multifunction Printer Location: 4th Floor - RiversR 
Device Name: IFW4RO-PR-4RNERSR 

For more information on Xerox products and solutions, please visit http://www.xerox.com 

Nikki N. Price 
Student Trainee, Pathways Intern 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Southeast Regional Office 
1875 Century Boulevard 
Atlanta, GA 30345 
(p) 404/679-7108 
(f) 404/679-7081 
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NOTE: .All email correspondence and attachments received from or sent to me are subject to the Freedom of mformation 
Act (FOIA) and may be disclosed to third parties. 

® 

Rafael Gonzalez 
ChiefofStafffor Ecological Services in Florida 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1339 20th Street 
Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559 
Ph: 772-469-4269 
Fax: 772-778-0683 
rafael gonzalez@fws.gov 

NOTE: Tliis email correspondence and any attachments to and from this sender is subject to the Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) and may be disclosed to third parties. 
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CLARKHILL 

Eric M. Hocky 
T 215.640.8523 
F ZIS.640,1501 
Emalh •hockyOc;larkhlll.com 

ALL AGENCIES PER THE AITACHED 
SERVICE LIST 

December 21, 2018 

Clarie Hill PLC 
One Commerce Square 
2005 Market Street 
suite 1000 
PhBadelphia, PA 19103 
T 215.640.8500 
F 215.640.8501 

clarkhlll.com 

Re: Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. -Abandonment Exemption - In Sarasota County, FL 
Surface Transportation Board Docket No. AB 400 (Sub. No. 7X) 

To Whom It May Concern: 

This letter is to advise you that Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. ("SGLR,.) intends to file for the 
abandonment of a segment of its line of railroad known as the Venice Branch extending between 
Milepost SW 890.29 on the north side of Ashton Road and Milepost SW 884.70, and between 
Milepost AZA 930.30 and Milepost AZA 928.21 on the north side of State Highway 780 
(Fruitville Road), partly within the City of Sarasota, and partly outside the City, in Sarasota 
County, Florida (the "Subject Line"). The Subject Line traverses through United States Postal 
Service ZIP Codes 34232, 24233 and 34237. A map of the Subject Line is enclosed herewith as 
Exhibit A. 

SGLR plans to seek Surface Transportation Board ("STB,.) authorization for its abandonment 
through a notice of exempt abandonment pursuant to the provisions of 49 CFR § 1152.50 on or 
about March 1, 2019 in Surface Transportation Board Docket No. AB 400 (Sub-No. 7X). 

Based upon information in SGLR's possession, the Subject Line does not contain federally 
granted rights of way. Any documentation in SGLR's possession will be made available 
promptly to those requesting it. SGLR, together with the underlying landowner CSX 
Transportation, Inc., has granted the Trust for Public Land an option to acquire the Subject Line, 
once authorized for abandonment, for conversion to a trail extension of the existing "Legacy 
Trail!' SGLR believes that this is a reasonable alternative public purpose for the right of way. 

No local service has been provided on the Subject Line for over ten years. SGLR does not 
believe that there are any alternatives to the proposed action. At this time, SGLR intends to 
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ALL AGENCIES PER THE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 
December 21, 2018 
Page2 

remove and reuse the track and signals. All salvage work would be done within the right of way 
of the Subject Line. SGLR believes that the abandorunent will not have a significant effect upon 
the environment. 

In advance of preparing an environmental report as required by applicable STB regulations, we 
are consulting with appropriate agencies such as yours as to any concerns which they may have 
as to environmental effects of the proposed abandonment. 

We would appreciate an expression from you by January 25, 2019 that, within the area of your 
authority, you do not perceive that the abandonment will have a significant effect upon the 
envirorunent (or expressing any concerns that you have). If you have any questions about the 
railroad's proposal or if you need assistance in this matter, please call me at (215) 640-8523. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

EMH/e 
Enclosure 
cc: Seminole Gulf Railway 

220698S49.2 

Sincerely, 

CLARK HILL PLC 
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\ 
Agency Service List 
STD Docket No. AB 400 (Sub No. 7X) 

Florida State Clearinghouse 
2600 Blair Stone Rd. 
M.S.47 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000 

Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Blvd. 
M.S.49 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000 

County Administrator 
Sarasota County 
1660 Ringling Blvd. 
Sarasota, FL 34236 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Region4 
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center 
61 Forsyth Street, SW 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

U.S. Fi.sh and Wildlife Service 
Southeast Region 4 
Office of the Regional Director 
1875 Century Blvd., Suite 400 
Atlanta, GA 30345-3319 

U.S. Fish end Wildlife Service 
Southeast Region 4 (Panama City) 
1601 Balboa Ave. 
Panama City, FL 32405-3792 

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 
Commission 
620 South Meridian St 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1600 

National Parle Service 
Southeast Region 
100 Alabama Street, SW 
1924 Building 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

National Park Service 
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20240 

USDA,NRCS 
Office of the Chief 
1400 Independence Ave., SW 
Room5105-A 
Washington, DC 20250 

USDA,NRCS 
2614 NW 43rd Street 
Gainesville,FL 32606 

Communications and Outreach Branch 
NOAA, N/NGS12 
National Geodetic Survey, SSMC3 #9340 
1315 East-West Highway 
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3282 

Florida Department of Transportation 
605 Suwannee Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0450 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
South Atlantic Division 
60 Forsyth St, SW 
Atlanta, GA 30303-8801 
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EXHIBIT C - NEWSPAPER NOTICE 

2212760&4 
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SIB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub-No. TX) 

Notice of Intent To Abandon 

Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. (SGLR) gives notice that on or about March 7, 2019, it intends to 
file with the Surface Transportation Board (Board), Washington, DC 20423, a notice of 
exemption under 49 CFR 1152 Subpart F- Exempt Abandonments, pennitting the abandonment 
of a segment of its line ofrailroad known as the Venice Branch extending between Milepost SW 
890.29 on the north side of Ashton Road and Milepost SW 884.70, and between Milepost AZA 
930.30 and Milepost AZA 928.21 on the north side of State Highway 780 (Fruitville Road), 
partly within the City of Sarasota, and partly outside the City, (the "Subject Line") that traverses 
through United States Postal Service ZIP Codes 34232, 24233 and 34237, a total distance of 7.68 
miles, entirely in Sarasota County, Florida. The proceeding will be docketed as No. AB 400 
(Sub-No. TX). 

The Board's Office of Environmental Analysis (OEA) will generally prepare an Environmental 
Assessment (EA), which will nonnally be available 25 days after the filing of the notice of 
exemption. Comments on environmental and energy matters should be filed no later than 15 
days after the EA becomes available to the public, and will be addressed in a Board decision. 
Interested persons may obtain a copy of the EA or make inquiries regarding environmental 
matters by writing to the Office of Environmental Analysis, Surface Transportation Board, 395 E 
Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20423-0001 or by calling that office at (202) 245-0291. 

Appropriate offers of financial assistance to continue rail service can be filed with the Board. 
Requests for environmental conditions, public use conditions, or rail banking/trails use also can 
be filed with the Board. An original and IO copies of any pleading that raises matters other than 
environmental issues (such as trails use, public use, and offers of financial assistance) must be 
filed directly with the Board's Office of Proceedings, Surface Transportation Board, 395 E 
Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20423-0001 [see 49 CFR 1104.l(a) and 1104.3(a)], and one copy 
must be served on SGLR's representative [see 49 CFR l 104.12(a)]. Questions regarding offers 
of financial assistance, public use or trails use may be directed to the Board's Office of Public 
Assistance, Governmental Affairs and Compliance at (202) 245-0238. Copies of any comments 
or requests for conditions should be served on the applicant's representative: Eric M. Hocky, 
Esquire, Clark Hill PLC, One Commerce Square, 2005 Market Street, Suite I 000, Philadelphia, 
PA 19103; (215) 640-8500. 

221057635 
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 
SARASOTA HERALD-TRIBUNE 

PUBLISHED DAILY 
SARASOTA, SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF SARASOTA 

BEFORE THE UNDERSIGNED AUTHORITY PERSONALLY APPEARED JM MITCHELL, WHO ON OATH 
SAID SHE IS DIRECTOR OF ADVERTISING FOR THE SARASOTA HERALD-TRIBUNE, A DAILY 
NEWSPAPER PUBLISHED AT SARASOTA, IN SARASOTA COUNTY FLORIDA; AND CIRCULATED IN 
SARASOTA COUNTY DAILY; THAT THE ATTACHED COPY OF ADVERTISEMENT BEING A NOTICE IN 
THE MATTER OF: 

Legal description documented below: 

IN THE COURT WAS PUBLISHED IN THE SARASOTA EDITION OF SAID NEWSPAPER IN THE 
ISSUES OF: 

1111 lx 

AFFIANT FURTHER SAYS THAT THE SAID SARASOTA HERALD-TRIBUNE IS A NEWSPAPER PUBLISHED 
AT SARASOTA, IN SAID SARA SOT A COUNTY, FLORIDA, AND THAT THE SAID NEWSPAPER HAS 
THERETOFORE BEEN CONTINUOUSLY PUBLISHED IN SAID SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORIDA, EACH DAY, 
AND HAS BEEN ENTERED AS SECOND CLASS MAIL MA TIER AT THE POST OFFICE IN SARASOTA, IN 
SAID SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORIDA, FOR A PERIOD OF ONE YEAR NEXT PRECEDING THE FIRST 
PUBLICATION OF THE A TT ACHED COPY OF ADVERTISEMENT; AND AFFIANT FURTHER SAYS THAT 
SHE HAS NEITHER PAID NOR PROMISED ANY PERSON, FIRM OR CORPORATION ANY DISCOUNT, 
REBATE, COMMISSION OR REFUND FOR THE PURPOSE OF SECURING THIS ADVERTISEMENT FOR 
PUBLICATION IN THE SAID NEWSPAPER. 

SIGNED __ _____.(;_lr..C.~=-------

SWORN OR AFFIRMED TO, AND.SUBSCR,lB1b/sEFORE ME THIS~ DAY OF \ f'\ J f .A --A.D., 2o_[l 
BY JM MITCHELL WHO IS PERSONALLY KNOWN TO ME. 

Notary Public 

r. .......... . 
/J /~m··~: ~~~;;:-°' SHARON ETURNER 
)! f, : 1:\ ·, 1 Notary Public. - State of Ftorrde 1,,,. , . / Comm,ss,on#GGCJ689BJ 

·-.;~c, ,._1f..,· My Comm. fapires Apr 18 2021 
e ,_,,... 8cod<dthrou9hN,~.r .. ~lll: / I.>•• 

~ 14t;i- .... 
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STB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub-No. 7X) 

Matice of tnt.nt To Abandoll 

S8minole Gull Rallway, LP. (SGLR) gives 
notice that on Of about March 7, 2019, it 
Intends to file with the Surface 
Transl)Ortatlon Board (Board), 
Washington, DC 20423, a notice ol 
exempllon under 49 CFR 1152 Subpart F 
- Exempt Abandonments, permitling the 
abandonment of a segment ol its line ol 
railroad known as !he Venice Branch 
extending between Milepost SW 890.29 
on the north side of Ashton Road and 
Milepost SW 884.70, and between 
Milepost AZA 930.30 and Milepost AZA 
928.21 on !he nor1h side of State 
Highway 780 (Fnritvllle Road), perUy 
within Iha City ol Sarasota. and partly 
outside the City. (the "Subject Line") that 
1raverses through United States Postal 
S8rvice ZIP Codes 34232. 24233 and 
34237. a total distance ol 7.88 miles. 
entirely In Sarasota County, Florida. The 
proceeding will be docketed as No. AB 
400 (Sub-No. 7X). 

The Board's Office 01 Environmental 
Analysis (OEA) Will generally l)(epare an 
Environmental Assessmenl (EA), which 
will nOfmally be available 25 days alter 
the filing o1 the notice o1 exemption, 
Comments on environmental and energy 
matters should be fifed no later 1han 15 
days after lhe EA becomes available to 
the public, and will be addressed in a 
Board decision. lntetasted parsons may 
obtain a copy 01 the EA or make inQuirias 
regarding environmental matters by 
writing to the Office of Envirorvnental 
Analysis. Surface Transl)Ortation Board, 
395 E Street. s.w .. Washington, DC 
20423-0001 or by calfing that office at 
(2021 245-0291. 

Appropriale offers ol financial assistance 
to continua rail service can be filed wilh 
the Board. ReQuests !or environmental 
conditions. public use conditions, or rail 
bankin!l/lrails use also can be filed wilh 
1he Board. An original and 10 copies of 
any pleading that raises matters olher 
1han environmental Issues (such as lrails 
use. public use. and offers ol financial 
assistance) must be filed directly wilh the 
Board's Office 01 Proceedings, Surface 
Transponation Board. 395 E Streat, s.w .. 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 [see 49 CFR 
1104.l(a) and 1104.3(8)1, and one copy 
must be served on SGLR's representative 
(see 49 CFR 1104.12(8)]. Ouesuons 
regarding offers ol linenciel assistance. 
publie use or trails use may be directed 
to the Board's Office of Public 
AsSistance. Governmental Affairs and 
Compliance Ill (2021 245-0238. Coples ol 
any comments or reQuasts for condiUons 
should be served on the applicant's 
representative: Eric M. Hocky. Esquire, 
Clark Hill PLC. One Commerce SQuare. 
2005 Market Streat, Suite 1000, 
Philadelphia, PA 19103; (215) 840-8500. 

Data of pub; February 12. 2019 
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EXHIBIT D-10 DAY NOTICE 

221276084 

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 33 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 34 of 201



CLARK HILL 

Eric M. Hocky 
T 215.640.8523 
F 215.640.85Q\ 
Emen, ehocky@clanchlll,C0111 

To: All Persons on the Attached Service List 

February 19, 2019 

Re: STB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub~No. 7X) 
Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. -
- Abandonment Exemption -
In Sarasota County, FL 

Dear Sir or Madrun: 

Clark Hill PLC 
One Commerce Square 
2005 Market Street 
Suite 1000 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
T 2 I S.640.8500 
F 215.640.8501 

clarkhill.com 

This letter is being sent to you pursuant to the requirements of 49 C.F.R. §l 152.50(d), to 
advise you that Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. ("SGLR,,) intends to file a notice of exemption 
under 49 CFR 1152 Subpart F - Exempt Abandonments, pennitting the abandonment of a 
segment of its line of railroad known as the Venice Branch extending between Milepost SW 
890.29 on the north side of Ashton Road and Milepost SW 884.70, and between Milepost AZA 
930.30 and Milepost AZA 928.21 located at the north side of State Highway 780 (Fruitville 
Road), partly within the City of Sarasota, and partly outside the City (the "Subject Line"). The 
Subject Line traverses through United States Postal Service ZIP Codes 34232, 24233 and 34237, 
a total distance of 7.68 miles, entirely in Sarasota County, Florida. A map of the Subject Line is 
enclosed with this letter. 

Based upon information in SGLR's possession, the Subject Line does not contain 
federally granted rights of way. Any documentation in SGLR's possession will be made 
available promptly to those requesting it. SGLR, together with the underlying landowners CSX 
Transportation, Inc. and its affiliate The Atlantic Land and Improvement Company, have granted 
the Trust for Public Land an option to acquire the Subject Line, once approved for abandonment, 
for conversion to a trail extension of the existing "Legacy Trail." SGLR believes that this is a 
reasonable alternative public purpose for the right of way. 

221174313 
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To: All Persons on the Attached Service List 
February 19, 2019 
Page2 

SGLR intends to salvage and reuse the track and track materials elsewhere on its system 
to the extent possible. All salvage activities will take place within the right of way of the Subject 
Line. 

SGLR expects to file its notice of exemption with the STB on or about March 7, 2019. 

EMH/e 
Enclosure 

221174313 

Respectfully, 

CLARK HILL, PLC 

~tJky 
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Advance Notice Service List for 
ST8 Oocket No. AB 400 (Sub-No. 7X) 

Florida Department of Transportation 
605 Suwannee Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0450 

United States Department of the Army 
Military Surface Deployment and Distribution Command 

Transportation Engineering Agency 
ATTN: SDTE-SA (Railroads for National Defense) 
709 Ward Drive, Building 1990 
Scott AFB, IL 62225-5357 

U.S. Department of the Interior -
National Park Service 

RTCA Program 
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20240 

Office of Chief of Forest Service 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
1400 Independence Ave., SW 
Washington, DC 20250-1111 

221174313 
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SARASOTA COUNTY BOARD Of COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
‘Dedicated to Quality Service” 1660 Ringling Blvd., Sarasota, FL 34236

I phone: 941-861-5344 lax: 941-861-5987

March 12, 2019

Cynthia I. Brown
Chief, Section of Administration Office of Proceedings
Surface Transportation Board
395 E. Street, SW Washington, DC 20024

Re: Seminole GulfRailway, L.P. - Exempt Abandonment - In Sarasota County,
Florida, STB Docket No. AB 400 (Sub No. 7X)

Dear Ms. Brown:

This request is filed on behalf of Sarasota County, which is apolitical subdivision of
the State of Florida, hereinafter referred to as “proponent.” Proponent understands
that in accordance with the Board’s policy as set forth in 49 C.F.R. 1002.2(e)(l), any
applicable filing fees will be waived by the Board for filings made by a local
government entity such as Sarasota County.

Proponent requests issuance of a Public Use Condition as well as an Interim Trail Use
Condition rather than an outright abandonment authorization for the rail line between
Milepost SW 890.29 on the north side of Ashton Road and Milepost SW 884.70, and
between Milepost AZA 930.30 and Milepost AZA 928.21 on the north side of State
Highway 780 (Fruitville Road), partly lying within the City of Sarasota, Sarasota
County, Florida, with the remainder lying within unincorporated Sarasota County,
Florida, identified on Exhibit “A” attached.

A. Request for Public Use Condition

Proponent asks the STB to find that this property is suitable for other public use,
specifically trail use, and to place the following conditions on the abandonment:

1. An order prohibiting the carrier from disposing of the corridor, other than
the tracks, ties and signal equipment, except for public use on reasonable
terms. Justification for this condition is the corridor would make an
excellent recreational trail and conversion of the property to trail use is in
accordance with local plans. In addition, the corridor provides open space

Michael A. Moran, District I • Christian Ziegler, District 2 Nancy C. Detert, District 3 • Alan Maio, District 4 • Charles D. Hines, District 5
mmoran@scgov.net cziegIer@scgov.net ncdetert@scgov.net amao©scgov.net chines©scgovnet

247549 

ENTERED 
Office of Proceedings 

April 22, 2019 
Part of  

Public Record 

FILING FEE WAIVED
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Cynthia T. Brown Page 2 of 3
March 12, 2019

and its preservation as a recreational trail is consistent with those
purposes. further, the proposed trail would extend an inter regional trail
network from the City of Sarasota, to the City of Venice as part of an
existing 14.14 mile rails-to-trails facility to the south (The Legacy Trail).
The time period sought is 180 days from the effective date of the
abandonment authorization in order to allow time to consummate a trail
use agreement with Seminole Gulf Railway on this rail corridor.

2. An order barring removal or destruction of potential trail-related structures such as
bridges, trestles, culverts and tunnels. The justification for this condition is that
these structures have considerable value for recreational trail purposes. The time
period requested is 180 days from the effective date of the abandonment
authorization for the same reason as indicated above.

B. Request for Interim TrailUse.

The railroad right-of-way in this proceeding is suitable for rail banking. In addition to the
public use conditions sought above, proponent also makes the following request:

STATEMENT OF WILLINGNESS TO ASSUME FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY

In order to establish interim trail use and rail banking under Section 8(d) of the National
Trails System Act, 16 U.S.C. § 1247(d), and 49 CFR 1152.29, Sarasota County is willing to
assume full responsibility for management of, for any legal liability arising out of the transfer
of use of “unless the user is immune from liability, in which case it need only indemnj5’ the
railroad against anypotential liability), and for payment of any and all taxes that may be
levied or assessed against the right-of-way leased and operated by Seminole Gulf Railway,
L.P. (and owned by CSX Transportation, Inc. and its affiliate The Atlantic Land and
Improvement Company).

The property, known as the North Legacy Trail Extension, Phase 2, extends between railroad
Milepost SW $90.29 on the north side of Ashton Road and Milepost SW 884.70, and
between Milepost AZA 930.30 and Milepost AZA 928.21 on the north side of State Highway
780 (Fruitville Road), partly lying within the City of Sarasota, Sarasota County, Florida, with
the remainder lying within unincorporated Sarasota County, Florida, a total distance of 7.6$
miles. The right-of-way is all of the line of railroad proposed for abandonment in STB
Docket No. AB- 400 (Sub No. 7X).

A map depicting the right-if-way is attached as Exhibit A.

Sarasota County acknowledges that use of the right-of-way is subject to the user’s
continuing to meet its responsibilities described above and subject to possible future
reconstruction and reactivation of the right-of-way for rail service.

EXHIBIT 3
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Page 3 of3Cynthia T. Brown
March 12, 2019

By my signature below, I certify service of a copy of this request upon:

Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P.
4110 Center Pointe Drive, Suite2O7 Ft. Myers, F1or1da33916

CSX Transportation, Inc. 500 Water Street, 1915
Jacksonville, Florida 32202

c: Seminole Gulf Railway, LP.
CSX Transportation, Inc.
Sarasota County Commissioner
Jonathan R. Lewis, County Administrator
Brad E. Johnson, Assistant County Administrator
Hayley A. Baldinelli, Manager, Property Management

Chair
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Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $373.69 

Total Assessments $510.11 

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/9/2019 4:43:59 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/9/2019 4:43:51 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0061100039 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address  
ABBOTT DOUGLAS 
ABBOTT CYNTHIA G 
3328 LINDEN DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-4938 

Property Address  
3328 LINDEN DR 001 

Old Account Number  
0061-10-0039 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
H2 8982

HX 25000

0100

Legal Description 
3328 LINDEN DR LOT 324 SARASOTA SPRINGS UNIT 3

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 58,982 33,982 $25,000 $80.35 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 58,982 33,982 $25,000 $3.06 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 58,982 33,982 $25,000 $1.38 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 58,982 33,982 $25,000 $26.05 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 58,982 33,982 $25,000 $7.39 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 58,982 33,982 $25,000 $0.99 
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 58,982 25,000 $33,982 $187.00 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 58,982 25,000 $33,982 $50.97 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 58,982 33,982 $25,000 $16.50 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $103.73 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

Taxes & Assessments $883.80 

EXHIBIT 8
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 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/8/2018 PAYMENT 9012913.0001 2018 $848.45 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,596.14

Total Assessments $320.03

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:19:50 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:19:34 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0071160052 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

ADKINS JULIA R
MURPHY AUSTIN C
4760 THEODORE AVE
SARASOTA FL 34233

Property Address

4760 THEODORE AVE 001

Old Account Number

0071-16-0052

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

NO EXEMPTIONS 0100 N
Legal Description

4760 THEODORE AVE LOTS 9 & 16 & PORTION OF VACATED QUINCY AVE LYING
BETWEEN SAID LOTS, BLK 3 TOWN OF BEE RIDGE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 128,400 0 $128,400 $412.68
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 128,400 0 $128,400 $15.69
Mosquito Control 0.0550 128,400 0 $128,400 $7.06
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 128,400 0 $128,400 $133.79
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 128,400 0 $128,400 $37.94
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 128,400 0 $128,400 $5.06
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 128,400 0 $128,400 $706.58
School Capital Impr 1.5000 128,400 0 $128,400 $192.60
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 128,400 0 $128,400 $84.74

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $69.90
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $1,916.17

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
10/30/2018 PAYMENT 9000350.0001 2018 $1,839.52 

EXHIBIT 10
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&reset=True&sid=D… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,484.31

Total Assessments $496.10

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 12:33:04 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 12:32:48 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0071160076 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

ALBRITTON RANDAL
ALBRITTON JOYCE S
4241 PROCTOR RD
SARASOTA FL 34233-4005

Property Address

4241 PROCTOR RD 001

Old Account Number

0071-16-0076

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940182

Legal Description

4241 PROCTOR RD LOTS 10 11 & 12 LESS PROCTOR RD R/W IN OR 2714/1807 TOWN
OF BEE RIDGE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 155,320 50,000 $105,320 $338.50
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 155,320 50,000 $105,320 $12.87
Mosquito Control 0.0550 155,320 50,000 $105,320 $5.79
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 155,320 50,000 $105,320 $109.74
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 155,320 50,000 $105,320 $31.12
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 155,320 50,000 $105,320 $4.15
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 155,320 25,000 $130,320 $717.15
School Capital Impr 1.5000 155,320 25,000 $130,320 $195.48
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 155,320 50,000 $105,320 $69.51

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $184.68
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $151.94

Taxes & Assessments $1,980.41

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid EXHIBIT 12

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 70 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 71 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&reset=True&sid=D… 2/2

11/27/2018 PAYMENT 7226922.0001 2018 $1,901.19 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 
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EXHIBIT 14 
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,189.62

Total Assessments $367.78

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 12:35:10 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 12:34:55 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0071090002 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

LOUIS L ALDERMAN 2013 REVOCABL
ALDERMAN LOUIS L JR (F/B/O)
4690 WOODWARD PL
SARASOTA FL 34233-1800

Property Address

4690 WOODWARD AVE 001

Old Account Number

0071-09-0002

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

NO EXEMPTIONS 0100
Legal Description

4690 WOODWARD AVE THE NW 1/4 OF SE 1/4 OF SE 1/4 LYING W OF SCL RR ROW
LESS THE W 165 FT OF THE S 211 FT THEREOF DOC-83

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 92,470 0 $92,470 $297.20
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 92,470 0 $92,470 $11.30
Mosquito Control 0.0550 92,470 0 $92,470 $5.09
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 92,470 0 $92,470 $96.35
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 92,470 0 $92,470 $27.32
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 92,470 0 $92,470 $3.64
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 98,200 0 $98,200 $540.39
School Capital Impr 1.5000 98,200 0 $98,200 $147.30
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 92,470 0 $92,470 $61.03

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $149.17
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $59.13

Taxes & Assessments $1,557.40

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/30/2018 PAYMENT 9075901.0001 2018 $1,495.10 

EXHIBIT 14

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 76 of 127
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES

EXHIBIT 14
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EXHIBIT 15

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 79 of 127
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EXHIBIT 16 
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $359.16

Total Assessments $491.38

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 1:05:29 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 1:05:13 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060110086 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

ATCHLEY NEAL
ATCHLEY JO A
2334 GREENDALE DR
SARASOTA FL 34232-3718

Property Address

2334 GREENDALE DR 001

Old Account Number

0060-11-0086

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 6906

0100 940184

Legal Description

2334 GREENDALE DR LOT 961 SARASOTA SPRINGS UNIT 9

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 56,906 31,906 $25,000 $80.35
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 56,906 31,906 $25,000 $3.06
Mosquito Control 0.0550 56,906 31,906 $25,000 $1.38
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 56,906 31,906 $25,000 $26.05
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 56,906 31,906 $25,000 $7.39
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 56,906 31,906 $25,000 $0.99
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 56,906 25,000 $31,906 $175.58
School Capital Impr 1.5000 56,906 25,000 $31,906 $47.86
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 56,906 31,906 $25,000 $16.50

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $85.00
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $850.54

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7241612.0001 2018 $816.52 EXHIBIT 16

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 81 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 82 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 16

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 82 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 83 of 201



EXHIBIT 17 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 83 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 84 of 201



EXHIBIT 17

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 84 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 85 of 201



EXHIBIT 18 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 85 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 86 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,179.68

Total Assessments $567.93

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 1:10:56 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 1:10:40 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060030035 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

BAKER KERWIN
BAKER JUDY
2019 INGRAM AVE
SARASOTA FL 34232-3248

Property Address

2019 INGRAM AVE 001

Old Account Number

0060-03-0035

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100

Legal Description

2019 INGRAM AVE LOTS 39 & 40 N 30 FT OF LOT 38 & S 5 FT OF LOT 41 BLK E
ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 130,814 50,000 $80,814 $259.74
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 130,814 50,000 $80,814 $9.88
Mosquito Control 0.0550 130,814 50,000 $80,814 $4.44
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 130,814 50,000 $80,814 $84.21
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 130,814 50,000 $80,814 $23.88
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 130,814 50,000 $80,814 $3.18
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 130,814 25,000 $105,814 $582.29
School Capital Impr 1.5000 130,814 25,000 $105,814 $158.72
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 130,814 50,000 $80,814 $53.34

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $152.80
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $1,747.61

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid EXHIBIT 18

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 86 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 87 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

11/6/2018 PAYMENT 9001592.0001 2018 $1,677.71 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 18

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 87 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 88 of 201



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 19 
INTENTIONALLY OMITTED 

  

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 88 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 89 of 201



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT  
INTENTIONALLY OMITTED 

 
  

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 89 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 90 of 201



EXHIBIT 21 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 90 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 91 of 201



EXHIBIT 21

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 91 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 92 of 201



EXHIBIT 21

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 92 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 93 of 201



EXHIBIT 22 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 93 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 94 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $455.12

Total Assessments $155.71

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:05:29 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:05:15 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031130074 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

BISHOP STEVE E
2942 POPLAR ST
SARASOTA FL 34237-7324

Property Address

2942 POPLAR ST 002

Old Account Number

2031-13-0074

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 9202

WX 500

0200

Legal Description

2942 POPLAR ST LOT 13 BLK C GLEN RIDGE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $78.74
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $2.99
Mosquito Control 0.0550 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $1.35
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $25.53
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $7.24
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $0.97
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 59,202 25,500 $33,702 $185.46
School Capital Impr 1.5000 59,202 25,500 $33,702 $50.55
City of Sarasota 3.2632 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $79.95
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $6.17
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 59,202 34,702 $24,500 $16.17

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $73.81
W156 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $610.83

EXHIBIT 22

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 94 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 95 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/21/2018 PAYMENT 9048917.0001 2018 $586.40

Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES

EXHIBIT 22

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 95 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 96 of 201



EXHIBIT 23 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 96 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 97 of 201



EXHIBIT 23

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 97 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 98 of 201



EXHIBIT 23

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 98 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 99 of 201



EXHIBIT 24 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 99 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 100 of 201



EXHIBIT 24

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 100 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 101 of 201



EXHIBIT 24

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 101 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 102 of 201



EXHIBIT 25 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 102 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 103 of 201



EXHIBIT 25

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 103 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 104 of 201



EXHIBIT 25

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 104 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 105 of 201



EXHIBIT 26 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 105 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 106 of 201



EXHIBIT 26

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 106 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 107 of 201



EXHIBIT 26

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 107 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 108 of 201



EXHIBIT 27 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 108 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 109 of 201



EXHIBIT 27

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 109 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 110 of 201



EXHIBIT 28 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 110 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 111 of 201



EXHIBIT 28

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 111 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 112 of 201



EXHIBIT 28

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 112 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 113 of 201



EXHIBIT 29 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 113 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 114 of 201



EXHIBIT 29

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 114 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 115 of 201



EXHIBIT 30 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 115 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 116 of 201



EXHIBIT 30

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 116 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 117 of 201



EXHIBIT 30

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 117 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 118 of 201



EXHIBIT 31 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 118 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 119 of 201



EXHIBIT 31

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 119 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 120 of 201



EXHIBIT 31

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 120 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 121 of 201



EXHIBIT 32 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 121 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 122 of 201



EXHIBIT 32

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 122 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 123 of 201



EXHIBIT 32

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 123 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 124 of 201



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT  
INTENTIONALLY OMITTED 

 
  

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 124 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 125 of 201



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT  
INTENTIONALLY OMITTED 

 
  

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 125 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 126 of 201



EXHIBIT 35 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 126 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 127 of 201



EXHIBIT 35

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-1   Filed 08/05/20   Page 127 of 127

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 128 of 201



EXHIBIT 36 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 1 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 129 of 201



EXHIBIT 36

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 2 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 130 of 201



EXHIBIT 36

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 3 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 131 of 201



EXHIBIT 37 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 4 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 132 of 201



EXHIBIT 37

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 5 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 133 of 201



EXHIBIT 37

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 6 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 134 of 201



EXHIBIT 38 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 7 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 135 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,673.64

Total Assessments $370.36

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:06:30 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:06:15 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053140035 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

BRAUN RALPH R
BRAUN DALE MARIE
1804 SPRINGWOOD DR
SARASOTA FL 34232-3353

Property Address

1804 SPRINGWOOD DR 001

Old Account Number

0053-14-0035

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

DX 5000

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940147

Legal Description

1804 SPRINGWOOD DR LOT 63 BLK 3 TAMARON UNIT 3

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 175,551 55,000 $120,551 $387.45
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 175,551 55,000 $120,551 $14.73
Mosquito Control 0.0550 175,551 55,000 $120,551 $6.63
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 175,551 55,000 $120,551 $125.61
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 175,551 55,000 $120,551 $35.62
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 175,551 55,000 $120,551 $4.75
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 175,551 30,000 $145,551 $800.96
School Capital Impr 1.5000 175,551 30,000 $145,551 $218.33
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 175,551 55,000 $120,551 $79.56

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $120.23
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $2,044.00

EXHIBIT 38

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 8 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 136 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7236672.0001 2018 $1,962.24 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 38

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 9 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 137 of 201



EXHIBIT 39 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 10 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 138 of 201



EXHIBIT 39

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 11 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 139 of 201



 

EXHIBIT 39

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 12 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 140 of 201



EXHIBIT 40 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 13 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 141 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $0.00

Total Assessments $216.21

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:12:06 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:11:51 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031021366 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

WALLACE DAVID BRUNTON TESTAMEN
BRUNTON MABEL ( LIFE EST)
3226 OAKWOOD BLVD S
SARASOTA FL 34237-6413

Property Address

3226 OAKWOOD BLVD 002

Old Account Number

2031-02-1366

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

WH 33534

0200

Legal Description

3226 OAKWOOD BLVD UNIT 48 BLK N OAKWOOD MANOR MOBILE EST

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
Mosquito Control 0.0550 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
School Capital Impr 1.5000 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
City of Sarasota 3.2632 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 58,534 58,534 $0 $0.00

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $151.82
W156 Stormwater Utility $64.39

Taxes & Assessments $216.21

EXHIBIT 40

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 14 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 142 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/9/2018 PAYMENT 9018260.0001 2018 $207.56 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 40

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 15 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 143 of 201



EXHIBIT 41 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 16 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 144 of 201



EXHIBIT 41

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 17 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 145 of 201



EXHIBIT 42 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 18 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 146 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $1,096.87

Total Assessments $252.68

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:17:53 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:17:38 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2029150045 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

BYRNES SEAN
BYRNES DARCY
2490 S MILMAR DR
SARASOTA FL 34237-7211

Property Address

2490 MILMAR DR S 002

Old Account Number

2029-15-0045

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0200 940166

Legal Description

2490 MILMAR DR S LOT 25 PAVER PARK ESTATES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $185.79
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $7.06
Mosquito Control 0.0550 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $3.18
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $60.23
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $17.08
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $2.28
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 107,807 25,000 $82,807 $455.69
School Capital Impr 1.5000 107,807 25,000 $82,807 $124.21
City of Sarasota 3.2632 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $188.64
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $14.56
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 107,807 50,000 $57,807 $38.15

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $162.03
W156 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $1,349.55

EXHIBIT 42

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 19 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 147 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7266961.0001 2018 $1,295.57 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 42

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 20 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 148 of 201



EXHIBIT 43 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 21 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 149 of 201



EXHIBIT 43

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 22 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 150 of 201



EXHIBIT 44 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 23 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 151 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $419.59

Total Assessments $508.22

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:19:23 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:19:07 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060030041 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

CALDWELL CAROL
2113 INGRAM AVE
SARASOTA FL 34232-3250

Property Address

2113 INGRAM AVE 001

Old Account Number

0060-03-0041

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 15535

0100

Legal Description

2113 INGRAM AVE LOT 34 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 65,535 40,535 $25,000 $80.35
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 65,535 40,535 $25,000 $3.06
Mosquito Control 0.0550 65,535 40,535 $25,000 $1.38
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 65,535 40,535 $25,000 $26.05
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 65,535 40,535 $25,000 $7.39
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 65,535 40,535 $25,000 $0.99
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 65,535 25,000 $40,535 $223.07
School Capital Impr 1.5000 65,535 25,000 $40,535 $60.80
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 65,535 40,535 $25,000 $16.50

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $101.84
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $927.81

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/7/2018 PAYMENT 9004630.0001 2018 $890.70 EXHIBIT 44

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 24 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 152 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 44

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 25 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 153 of 201



EXHIBIT 45 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 26 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 154 of 201



EXHIBIT 45

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 27 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 155 of 201



EXHIBIT 45

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 28 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 156 of 201



EXHIBIT 46 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 29 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 157 of 201



EXHIBIT 46

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 30 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 158 of 201



EXHIBIT 46

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 31 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 159 of 201



EXHIBIT 47 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 32 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 160 of 201



EXHIBIT 47

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 33 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 161 of 201



EXHIBIT 48 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 34 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 162 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $353.81

Total Assessments $332.05

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:21:48 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:21:33 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0070020021 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

CARRILLO-PLATA MARTIN
4018 RADNOR PL
SARASOTA FL 34233-1304

Property Address

4018 RADNOR PL 001

Old Account Number

0070-02-0021

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 6142

0100 940143

Legal Description

4018 RADNOR PL LOT 38 SPRING LAKE SUB ADD 1

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 56,142 31,142 $25,000 $80.35
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 56,142 31,142 $25,000 $3.06
Mosquito Control 0.0550 56,142 31,142 $25,000 $1.38
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 56,142 31,142 $25,000 $26.05
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 56,142 31,142 $25,000 $7.39
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 56,142 31,142 $25,000 $0.99
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 56,142 25,000 $31,142 $171.38
School Capital Impr 1.5000 56,142 25,000 $31,142 $46.71
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 56,142 31,142 $25,000 $16.50

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $81.92
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $685.86

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
EXHIBIT 48

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 35 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 163 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7235249.0001 2018 $658.43 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 48

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 36 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 164 of 201



EXHIBIT 49 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 37 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 165 of 201



EXHIBIT 49

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 38 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 166 of 201



 

EXHIBIT 49

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 39 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 167 of 201



EXHIBIT 50 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 40 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 168 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $550.78

Total Assessments $195.66

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:31:04 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:30:48 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031021370 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

CATHEY GARY L
GOODRICH VICTORIA L
3218 OAKWOOD BLVD S
SARASOTA FL 34237-6413

Property Address

3218 OAKWOOD BLVD 002

Old Account Number

2031-02-1370

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 21720

0200

Legal Description

3218 OAKWOOD BLVD UNIT 52 BLK N OAKWOOD MANOR MOBILE EST

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $80.35
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $3.06
Mosquito Control 0.0550 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $1.38
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $26.05
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $7.39
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $0.99
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 71,720 25,000 $46,720 $257.10
School Capital Impr 1.5000 71,720 25,000 $46,720 $70.08
City of Sarasota 3.2632 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $81.58
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $6.30
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 71,720 46,720 $25,000 $16.50

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $131.27
W156 Stormwater Utility $64.39

Taxes & Assessments $746.44

EXHIBIT 50

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 41 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 169 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/13/2018 PAYMENT 9026670.0001 2018 $716.58 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 50

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 42 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 170 of 201



EXHIBIT 51 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 43 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 171 of 201



EXHIBIT 51

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 44 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 172 of 201



EXHIBIT 52 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 45 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 173 of 201



EXHIBIT 52

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 46 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 174 of 201



EXHIBIT 52

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 47 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 175 of 201



EXHIBIT 53 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 48 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 176 of 201



EXHIBIT 53

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 49 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 177 of 201



EXHIBIT 54 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 50 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 178 of 201



EXHIBIT 54

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 51 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 179 of 201



EXHIBIT 54

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 52 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 180 of 201



EXHIBIT 55 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 53 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 181 of 201



EXHIBIT 55

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 54 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 182 of 201



 

EXHIBIT 55

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 55 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 183 of 201



EXHIBIT 56 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 56 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 184 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,795.76

Total Assessments $615.25

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:35:36 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:35:22 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060140089 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

COATS AMY R
JOHNSON DARRIN L
5012 WILLOW LEAF WAY
SARASOTA FL 34241

Property Address

2706 GREENDALE DR 001

Old Account Number

0060-14-0089

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

NO EXEMPTIONS 0100
Legal Description

2706 GREENDALE DR LOT 12 CATHEDRAL OAKS ESTATES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 224,900 0 $224,900 $722.83
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 224,900 0 $224,900 $27.48
Mosquito Control 0.0550 224,900 0 $224,900 $12.37
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 224,900 0 $224,900 $234.35
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 224,900 0 $224,900 $66.46
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 224,900 0 $224,900 $8.86
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 224,900 0 $224,900 $1,237.63
School Capital Impr 1.5000 224,900 0 $224,900 $337.35
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 224,900 0 $224,900 $148.43

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $200.12
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $3,411.01

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
12/5/2018 PAYMENT 5530582.0001 2018 $3,308.68

EXHIBIT 56

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 57 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 185 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 56

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 58 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 186 of 201



EXHIBIT 57 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 59 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 187 of 201



EXHIBIT 57

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 60 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 188 of 201



EXHIBIT 58 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 61 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 189 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,804.11

Total Assessments $508.89

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:39:48 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:39:31 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0070150018 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

COURTENAY STEVEN R
COURTENAY VIRGINIA M
4303 PINE MEADOW TER
SARASOTA FL 34233-3644

Property Address

4303 PINE MEADOW TER 001

Old Account Number

0070-15-0018

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100

Legal Description

4303 PINE MEADOW TER LOT 20 PINE MEADOW 03-37-18-15-00/ 20

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 181,046 50,000 $131,046 $421.18
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 181,046 50,000 $131,046 $16.01
Mosquito Control 0.0550 181,046 50,000 $131,046 $7.21
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 181,046 50,000 $131,046 $136.55
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 181,046 50,000 $131,046 $38.72
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 181,046 50,000 $131,046 $5.16
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 181,046 25,000 $156,046 $858.72
School Capital Impr 1.5000 181,046 25,000 $156,046 $234.07
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 181,046 50,000 $131,046 $86.49

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $197.47
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $151.94

Taxes & Assessments $2,313.00

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
EXHIBIT 58

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 62 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 190 of 201



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

11/26/2018 PAYMENT 7222441.0001 2018 $2,220.48 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 58

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 63 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 191 of 201



EXHIBIT 59 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 64 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 192 of 201



EXHIBIT 59

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 65 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 193 of 201



EXHIBIT 59

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 66 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 194 of 201



EXHIBIT 60 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 67 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 195 of 201



EXHIBIT 60

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 68 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 196 of 201



EXHIBIT 60

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 69 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 197 of 201



EXHIBIT 61 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 70 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 198 of 201



EXHIBIT 61

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 71 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 199 of 201



EXHIBIT 62 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 72 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 200 of 201



EXHIBIT 62

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 73 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-4   Filed 08/17/23   Page 201 of 201



EXHIBIT 62

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 74 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 1 of 200



EXHIBIT 63 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 75 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 2 of 200



EXHIBIT 63

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 76 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 3 of 200



EXHIBIT 63

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 77 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 4 of 200



EXHIBIT 63

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 78 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 5 of 200



EXHIBIT 64 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 79 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 6 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,911.37

Total Assessments $388.11

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:40:45 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:40:28 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053140034 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

D ANGELO FAMILY REVOCABLE TRUS
44 HARRIET RD
GLOUCESTER MA 01930

Property Address

1808 SPRINGWOOD DR 001

Old Account Number

0053-14-0034

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

NO EXEMPTIONS 0100 380000
Legal Description

1808 SPRINGWOOD DR LOT 64 BLK 3 TAMARON UNIT 3

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 234,200 0 $234,200 $752.72
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 234,200 0 $234,200 $28.62
Mosquito Control 0.0550 234,200 0 $234,200 $12.88
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 234,200 0 $234,200 $244.04
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 234,200 0 $234,200 $69.21
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 234,200 0 $234,200 $9.23
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 234,200 0 $234,200 $1,288.80
School Capital Impr 1.5000 234,200 0 $234,200 $351.30
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 234,200 0 $234,200 $154.57

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $137.98
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $3,299.48

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/21/2018 PAYMENT 7209274.0001 2018 $3,167.50

EXHIBIT 64

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 80 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 7 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 64

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 81 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 8 of 200



EXHIBIT 65 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 82 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 9 of 200



EXHIBIT 65

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 83 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 10 of 200



EXHIBIT 66 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 84 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 11 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $613.95

Total Assessments $359.02

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:54:18 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:54:02 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053040006 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

DICKIE CRAIG B
DICKIE CYNTHIA D
1331 INGRAM AVE
SARASOTA FL 34232-3223

Property Address

1331 INGRAM AVE 001

Old Account Number

0053-04-0006

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100

Legal Description

1331 INGRAM AVE LOT 6 BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS OR 548-458 QC

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 85,306 50,000 $35,306 $113.47
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 85,306 50,000 $35,306 $4.31
Mosquito Control 0.0550 85,306 50,000 $35,306 $1.94
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 85,306 50,000 $35,306 $36.79
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 85,306 50,000 $35,306 $10.43
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 85,306 50,000 $35,306 $1.39
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 85,306 25,000 $60,306 $331.86
School Capital Impr 1.5000 85,306 25,000 $60,306 $90.46
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 85,306 50,000 $35,306 $23.30

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $117.64
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $972.97

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
EXHIBIT 66

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 85 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 12 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7240268.0001 2018 $934.05 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 66

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 86 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 13 of 200



EXHIBIT 67 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 87 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 14 of 200



EXHIBIT 67

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 88 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 15 of 200



EXHIBIT 68 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 89 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 16 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,565.14

Total Assessments $468.90

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:55:42 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:55:26 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040026 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

DODSON THOMAS A
DODSON MICHELLE M
790 AUTUMNCREST DR
SARASOTA FL 34232-2484

Property Address

790 AUTUMNCREST DR 001

Old Account Number

0052-04-0026

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940143

Legal Description

790 AUTUMNCREST DR LOT 41 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 1

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 242,266 50,000 $192,266 $617.94
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 242,266 50,000 $192,266 $23.49
Mosquito Control 0.0550 242,266 50,000 $192,266 $10.57
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 242,266 50,000 $192,266 $200.34
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 242,266 50,000 $192,266 $56.81
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 242,266 50,000 $192,266 $7.58
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 242,266 25,000 $217,266 $1,195.61
School Capital Impr 1.5000 242,266 25,000 $217,266 $325.90
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 242,266 50,000 $192,266 $126.90

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $262.54
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88

Taxes & Assessments $3,034.04

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
EXHIBIT 68

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 90 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 17 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7235040.0001 2018 $2,912.68 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 68

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 91 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 18 of 200



EXHIBIT 69 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 92 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 19 of 200



EXHIBIT 69

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 93 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 20 of 200



EXHIBIT 70 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 94 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 21 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,008.43

Total Assessments $587.29

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:58:13 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:57:58 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060110061 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

DONNER WANDA L (TTEE)
2423 INGRAM AVE
SARASOTA FL 34232-3755

Property Address

2423 INGRAM AVE 001

Old Account Number

0060-11-0061

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

WX 500

S1 5000

0100

Legal Description

2423 INGRAM AVE LOTS 12 & 13 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 119,167 55,500 $63,667 $204.63
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 119,167 55,500 $63,667 $7.78
Mosquito Control 0.0550 119,167 55,500 $63,667 $3.50
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 119,167 50,500 $68,667 $71.55
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 119,167 50,500 $68,667 $20.29
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 119,167 50,500 $68,667 $2.71
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 119,167 25,500 $93,667 $515.45
School Capital Impr 1.5000 119,167 25,500 $93,667 $140.50
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 119,167 55,500 $63,667 $42.02

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $172.16
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $1,595.72

EXHIBIT 70

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 95 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 22 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 
Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/13/2018 PAYMENT 9019807.0001 2018 $1,531.89 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 70

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-2   Filed 08/05/20   Page 96 of 96

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 23 of 200



EXHIBIT 71 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 1 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 24 of 200



EXHIBIT 71

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 2 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 25 of 200



EXHIBIT 72 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 3 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 26 of 200



EXHIBIT 72

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 4 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 27 of 200



EXHIBIT 72

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 5 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 28 of 200



EXHIBIT 73 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 6 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 29 of 200



EXHIBIT 73

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 7 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 30 of 200



EXHIBIT 74 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 8 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 31 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $379.83

Total Assessments $322.83

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:59:45 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:59:29 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0070070018 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

DURANCEAU ELISE J
4050 RADNOR PL
SARASOTA FL 34233-1304

Property Address

4050 RADNOR PL 001

Old Account Number

0070-07-0018

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 9857

0100

Legal Description

4050 RADNOR PL LOT 33 SPRING LAKE SUB ADD 1

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 59,857 34,857 $25,000 $80.35
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 59,857 34,857 $25,000 $3.06
Mosquito Control 0.0550 59,857 34,857 $25,000 $1.38
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 59,857 34,857 $25,000 $26.05
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 59,857 34,857 $25,000 $7.39
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 59,857 34,857 $25,000 $0.99
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 59,857 25,000 $34,857 $191.82
School Capital Impr 1.5000 59,857 25,000 $34,857 $52.29
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 59,857 34,857 $25,000 $16.50

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $72.70
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $702.66

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
EXHIBIT 74

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 9 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 32 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

11/7/2018 PAYMENT 9008032.0001 2018 $674.55 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 74

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 10 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 33 of 200



EXHIBIT 75 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 11 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 34 of 200



EXHIBIT 75

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 12 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 35 of 200



EXHIBIT 75

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 13 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 36 of 200



EXHIBIT 75

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 14 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 37 of 200



EXHIBIT 76 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 15 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 38 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,236.52

Total Assessments $420.55

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:02:24 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:02:08 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053060035 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

ZOILA EMANUELLI REVOCABLE TRUS
EMANUELLI ZOILA (TTEE)
1548 SPRINGWOOD DR
SARASOTA FL 34232-3347

Property Address

1548 SPRINGWOOD DR 001

Old Account Number

0053-06-0035

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

WX 500

S1 5000

0100 999999

Legal Description

1548 SPRINGWOOD DR LOT 50 BLK 3 TAMARON UNIT 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 137,516 55,500 $82,016 $263.60
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 137,516 55,500 $82,016 $10.02
Mosquito Control 0.0550 137,516 55,500 $82,016 $4.51
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 137,516 50,500 $87,016 $90.67
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 137,516 50,500 $87,016 $25.71
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 137,516 50,500 $87,016 $3.43
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 137,516 25,500 $112,016 $616.43
School Capital Impr 1.5000 137,516 25,500 $112,016 $168.02
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 137,516 55,500 $82,016 $54.13

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $170.42
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $1,657.07

EXHIBIT 76

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 16 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 39 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 
Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
1/7/2019 PAYMENT 5006073.0001 2018 $417.00 

12/17/2018 PAYMENT 9088415.0001 2018 $404.56 

9/18/2018 PAYMENT 9118885.0001 2018 $392.98 

6/18/2018 PAYMENT 9115450.0001 2018 $386.81 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 76

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 17 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 40 of 200



EXHIBIT 77 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 18 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 41 of 200



EXHIBIT 77

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 19 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 42 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 77

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 20 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 43 of 200



EXHIBIT 78 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 21 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 44 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $1,069.00

Total Assessments $230.72

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:03:16 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:03:01 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031130073 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

ERB DENISE D
COLBY LORRAINE E
2954 POPLAR ST
SARASOTA FL 34237-7324

Property Address

2954 POPLAR ST 002

Old Account Number

2031-13-0073

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

H2 25000

HX 25000

0200

Legal Description

2954 POPLAR ST LOT 14 BLK C GLEN RIDGE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $180.17
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $6.85
Mosquito Control 0.0550 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $3.08
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $58.41
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $16.57
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $2.21
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 106,059 25,000 $81,059 $446.07
School Capital Impr 1.5000 106,059 25,000 $81,059 $121.59
City of Sarasota 3.2632 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $182.93
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $14.12
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 106,059 50,000 $56,059 $37.00

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $148.82
W156 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $1,299.72

EXHIBIT 78

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 22 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 45 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/13/2018 PAYMENT 9020122.0001 2018 $1,247.73 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 78

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 23 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 46 of 200



EXHIBIT 79 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 24 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 47 of 200



EXHIBIT 79

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 25 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 48 of 200



EXHIBIT 80 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 26 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 49 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $946.54

Total Assessments $193.19

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:04:15 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:03:59 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2029150035 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

ERMILIO JOHN
2510 S MILMAR DR
SARASOTA FL 34237-7211

Property Address

2510 MILMAR DR S 002

Old Account Number

2029-15-0035

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

H2 25000

HX 25000

0200 380000

Legal Description

2510 MILMAR DR S LOT 35 & W 1 FT OF LOT 36 PAVER PARK ESTATES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $155.49
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $5.91
Mosquito Control 0.0550 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $2.66
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $50.41
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $14.30
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $1.91
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 98,379 25,000 $73,379 $403.81
School Capital Impr 1.5000 98,379 25,000 $73,379 $110.07
City of Sarasota 3.2632 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $157.87
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $12.18
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 98,379 50,000 $48,379 $31.93

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $102.54
W156 Stormwater Utility $90.65

Taxes & Assessments $1,139.73

EXHIBIT 80

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 27 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 50 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/21/2018 PAYMENT 7217725.0001 2018 $1,094.14 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 80

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 28 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 51 of 200



EXHIBIT 81 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 29 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 52 of 200



EXHIBIT 81

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 30 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 53 of 200



EXHIBIT 81

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 31 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 54 of 200



EXHIBIT 82 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 32 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 55 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $0.00

Total Assessments $33.99

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:05:13 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:04:57 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031021337 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

FAY THOMAS M
FAY JOYCE R
3422 OAKWOOD BLVD S
SARASOTA FL 34237-7416

Property Address

3422 OAKWOOD BLVD 002

Old Account Number

2031-02-1337

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

WH 33670

HX 25000

0200

Legal Description

3422 OAKWOOD BLVD UNIT 19 BLK N OAKWOOD MANOR MOBILE EST

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
Mosquito Control 0.0550 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
School Capital Impr 1.5000 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
City of Sarasota 3.2632 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 58,670 58,670 $0 $0.00

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

W156 Stormwater Utility $33.99

Taxes & Assessments $33.99

EXHIBIT 82

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 33 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 56 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
12/11/2018 PAYMENT 5531326.0001 2018 $32.97 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 82

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 34 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 57 of 200



EXHIBIT 83 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 35 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 58 of 200



EXHIBIT 83

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 36 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 59 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 83

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 37 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 60 of 200



EXHIBIT 84 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 38 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 61 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $527.09

Total Assessments $530.10

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:07:58 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:07:43 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0061070047 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

FERAGOLA BERNADETTE
3224 LINDEN DR
SARASOTA FL 34232-4936

Property Address

3224 LINDEN DR 001

Old Account Number

0061-07-0047

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 380000

Legal Description

3224 LINDEN DR LOT 318 SARASOTA SPRINGS UNIT 3

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 78,316 50,000 $28,316 $91.01
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 78,316 50,000 $28,316 $3.46
Mosquito Control 0.0550 78,316 50,000 $28,316 $1.56
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 78,316 50,000 $28,316 $29.51
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 78,316 50,000 $28,316 $8.37
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 78,316 50,000 $28,316 $1.12
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 78,316 25,000 $53,316 $293.40
School Capital Impr 1.5000 78,316 25,000 $53,316 $79.97
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 78,316 50,000 $28,316 $18.69

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $123.72
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $1,057.19

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/21/2018 PAYMENT 7209681.0001 2018 $1,014.90 EXHIBIT 84

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 39 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 62 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 84

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 40 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 63 of 200



EXHIBIT 85 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 41 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 64 of 200



EXHIBIT 85

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 42 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 65 of 200



EXHIBIT 86 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 43 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 66 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $4,635.81

Total Assessments $433.08

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:17:15 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:17:01 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2029150034 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

FINEHOUT MARGARET E
FINEHOUT STEVEN P
FINEHOUT LINDA A
2512 S MILMAR DR
SARASOTA FL 34237-7211

Property Address

2512 MILMAR DR S 002

Old Account Number

2029-15-0034

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0200 940223

Legal Description

2512 MILMAR DR S LOT 36 LESS W 1 FT THEREOF PAVER PARK ESTATES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $899.08
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $34.18
Mosquito Control 0.0550 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $15.39
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $291.49
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $82.66
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $11.02
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 329,739 25,000 $304,739 $1,676.97
School Capital Impr 1.5000 329,739 25,000 $304,739 $457.11
City of Sarasota 3.2632 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $912.84
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $70.44
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 329,739 50,000 $279,739 $184.63

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $281.14
W156 Stormwater Utility $151.94

Taxes & Assessments $5,068.89

EXHIBIT 86

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 44 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 67 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 
Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7253974.0001 2018 $4,866.13 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 86

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 45 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 68 of 200



EXHIBIT 87 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 46 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 69 of 200



EXHIBIT 87

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 47 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 70 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 87

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 48 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 71 of 200



EXHIBIT 88 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 49 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 72 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $3,763.14

Total Assessments $759.87

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:18:09 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:17:54 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0061070097 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

FLAHERTY MARK T
FLAHERTY ANGELA D
3439 E FOREST LAKE DR
SARASOTA FL 34232-4711

Property Address

3439 FOREST LAKE DR E 001

Old Account Number

0061-07-0097

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100

Legal Description

3439 FOREST LAKE DR E THE S 142.6 FT TRACT 7 BLK 4 LYING W OF RR R/W
LESS ELY 5 FT THEREOF & 5 FT STRIP OF LAND LYING BETWEEN SAID TRACT &
FOREST LAKES DR ALSO COM NW COR TRACT 10 BLK 4 TH E 264.4 FT M/L TO A PT
5 FT W OF RR R/W TH S-12 -07-49-E 21.04 FT TH W Additional Legal

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 338,636 50,000 $288,636 $927.68
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 338,636 50,000 $288,636 $35.27
Mosquito Control 0.0550 338,636 50,000 $288,636 $15.88
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 338,636 50,000 $288,636 $300.76
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 338,636 50,000 $288,636 $85.29
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 338,636 50,000 $288,636 $11.37
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 338,636 25,000 $313,636 $1,725.94
School Capital Impr 1.5000 338,636 25,000 $313,636 $470.45
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 338,636 50,000 $288,636 $190.50

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $236.96
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00
L065 Lighting-Old Forest Lakes $46.49
W056 Stormwater Utility $151.94

Taxes & Assessments $4,523.01

EXHIBIT 88

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 50 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 73 of 200

http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvplgl.asp?t_nm=collect_mvplgl&SID=205962FE88104CB0A7AD621B687A85D4


4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

 $0.00 

 
Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
12/31/2018 PAYMENT 5535187.0001 2018 $4,387.32 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 88

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 51 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 74 of 200



EXHIBIT 89 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 52 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 75 of 200



EXHIBIT 89

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 53 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 76 of 200



EXHIBIT 90 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 54 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 77 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $2,391.92

Total Assessments $188.43

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 3:18:59 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 3:18:44 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2034030083 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

FORDHAM JOHN W
FORDHAM CHRISTINE L
2293 NOVUS ST
SARASOTA FL 34237-8003

Property Address

2293 NOVUS ST 002

Old Account Number

2034-03-0083

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

NO EXEMPTIONS 0200 531557
Legal Description

2293 NOVUS ST LOT 12 BLK A POMS PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 150,000 0 $150,000 $482.10
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 150,000 0 $150,000 $18.33
Mosquito Control 0.0550 150,000 0 $150,000 $8.25
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 150,000 0 $150,000 $156.30
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 150,000 0 $150,000 $44.33
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 150,000 0 $150,000 $5.91
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 150,000 0 $150,000 $825.45
School Capital Impr 1.5000 150,000 0 $150,000 $225.00
City of Sarasota 3.2632 150,000 0 $150,000 $489.48
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 150,000 0 $150,000 $37.77
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 150,000 0 $150,000 $99.00

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $106.53
W156 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $2,580.35

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
EXHIBIT 90

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 55 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 78 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

11/30/2018 PAYMENT 7276236.0001 2018 $2,477.14 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

 

EXHIBIT 90

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 56 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 79 of 200



EXHIBIT 91 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 57 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 80 of 200



EXHIBIT 91

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 58 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 81 of 200



EXHIBIT 92 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 59 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 82 of 200



EXHIBIT 92

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 60 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 83 of 200



EXHIBIT 92

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 61 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 84 of 200



EXHIBIT 93 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 62 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 85 of 200



EXHIBIT 93

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 63 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 86 of 200



EXHIBIT 94 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 64 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 87 of 200



EXHIBIT 94

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 65 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 88 of 200



EXHIBIT 94

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 66 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 89 of 200



EXHIBIT 95 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 67 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 90 of 200



EXHIBIT 95

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 68 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 91 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 95

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 69 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 92 of 200



EXHIBIT 96 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 70 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 93 of 200



EXHIBIT 96

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 71 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 94 of 200



EXHIBIT 96

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 72 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 95 of 200



EXHIBIT 97 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 73 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 96 of 200



EXHIBIT 97

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 74 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 97 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 97

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 75 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 98 of 200



EXHIBIT 98 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 76 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 99 of 200



EXHIBIT 98

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 77 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 100 of 200



EXHIBIT 98

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 78 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 101 of 200



EXHIBIT 99 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 79 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 102 of 200



EXHIBIT 99

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 80 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 103 of 200



EXHIBIT 100 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 81 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 104 of 200



EXHIBIT 100

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 82 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 105 of 200



EXHIBIT 100

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 83 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 106 of 200



EXHIBIT 101 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 84 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 107 of 200



EXHIBIT 101

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 85 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 108 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 101

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 86 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 109 of 200



EXHIBIT 102 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 87 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 110 of 200



EXHIBIT 102

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 88 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 111 of 200



EXHIBIT 102

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 89 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 112 of 200



EXHIBIT 103 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 90 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 113 of 200



EXHIBIT 103

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 91 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 114 of 200



EXHIBIT 103

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 92 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 115 of 200



EXHIBIT 103

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 93 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 116 of 200



EXHIBIT 103

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 94 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 117 of 200



EXHIBIT 104 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 95 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 118 of 200



EXHIBIT 104

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 96 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 119 of 200



EXHIBIT 104

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 97 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 120 of 200



EXHIBIT 105 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 98 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 121 of 200



EXHIBIT 105

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 99 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 122 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 105

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 100 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 123 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 105

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-3   Filed 08/05/20   Page 101 of 101

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 124 of 200



EXHIBIT 106 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-4   Filed 08/05/20   Page 1 of 92

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 125 of 200



EXHIBIT 106

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-4   Filed 08/05/20   Page 2 of 92

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 126 of 200



EXHIBIT 106

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-4   Filed 08/05/20   Page 3 of 92

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 127 of 200



EXHIBIT 107 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-4   Filed 08/05/20   Page 4 of 92

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 128 of 200



EXHIBIT 107

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-4   Filed 08/05/20   Page 5 of 92

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-5   Filed 08/17/23   Page 129 of 200



EXHIBIT 107
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,828.41

Total Assessments $403.76

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 2:34:37 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 2:34:23 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053140001 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

LUFF DOUGLAS P
LUFF MARIA A
1817 INGRAM AVE
SARASOTA FL 34232

Property Address

1817 INGRAM AVE 001

Old Account Number

0053-14-0001

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100

Legal Description

1817 INGRAM AVE LOT 27 BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 183,000 50,000 $133,000 $427.46
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 183,000 50,000 $133,000 $16.25
Mosquito Control 0.0550 183,000 50,000 $133,000 $7.32
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 183,000 50,000 $133,000 $138.59
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 183,000 50,000 $133,000 $39.30
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 183,000 50,000 $133,000 $5.24
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 183,000 25,000 $158,000 $869.47
School Capital Impr 1.5000 183,000 25,000 $158,000 $237.00
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 183,000 50,000 $133,000 $87.78

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $162.38
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $2,232.17

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
EXHIBIT 172

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-5   Filed 08/05/20   Page 87 of 154

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-6   Filed 08/17/23   Page 103 of 200



4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

3/29/2019 PAYMENT 5546715.0001 2018 $2,232.17 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 
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Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,343.82 

Total Assessments $388.17 

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/8/2019 1:23:08 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/8/2019 1:23:01 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0071010042 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address  
PEARSON THOMAS 
4436 GOLDEN LAKE DR 
SARASOTA FL 34233-1978 

Property Address  
4436 GOLDEN LAKE DR 001 

Old Account Number  
0071-01-0042 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100

Legal Description 
4436 GOLDEN LAKE DR LOT 23 MCINTOSH LAKE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 224,462 50,000 $174,462 $560.72 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 224,462 50,000 $174,462 $21.32 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 224,462 50,000 $174,462 $9.60 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 224,462 50,000 $174,462 $181.79 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 224,462 50,000 $174,462 $51.55 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 224,462 50,000 $174,462 $6.87 
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 224,462 25,000 $199,462 $1,097.64 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 224,462 25,000 $199,462 $299.19 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 224,462 50,000 $174,462 $115.14 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $181.81 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

Taxes & Assessments $2,731.99 
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 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/7/2018 PAYMENT 9005747.0001 2018 $2,622.71 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 1/2

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $757.65

Total Assessments $354.76

If Paid By Amount Due 
$0.00

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/15/2019 1:03:28 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/15/2019 1:03:12 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053140004 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address

YODER TRAVIS MARC
YODER ELIZABETH MARIE
1901 INGRAM AVE
SARASOTA FL 34232

Property Address

1901 INGRAM AVE 001

Old Account Number

0053-14-0004

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code

HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 N

Legal Description

1901 INGRAM AVE LOT 30 BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate
Assessed

Value

Exemption

Amount

Taxable

Value

Taxes

Levied

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 96,863 50,000 $46,863 $150.62
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 96,863 50,000 $46,863 $5.73
Mosquito Control 0.0550 96,863 50,000 $46,863 $2.58
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 96,863 50,000 $46,863 $48.83
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 96,863 50,000 $46,863 $13.85
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 96,863 50,000 $46,863 $1.85
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 96,863 25,000 $71,863 $395.46
School Capital Impr 1.5000 96,863 25,000 $71,863 $107.80
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 96,863 50,000 $46,863 $30.93

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount

F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $113.38
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90

Taxes & Assessments $1,112.41

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
EXHIBIT 299
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4/15/2019 Sarasota County Tax Collector

sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvptaxV7.120617.asp?PrintView=True&r_nm=tab_report&wait=done&t_wc=%7Cparcelid… 2/2

11/13/2018 PAYMENT 9020933.0001 2018 $1,067.91 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 
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Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,443.59 

Total Assessments $485.89 

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 4/8/2019 1:19:45 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 4/8/2019 1:19:37 PM EDT

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0070100037 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address  
ZAWACKI STEPHEN 
ZAWACKI MARGARET 
4115 PINE MEADOW TER 
SARASOTA FL 34233-3640 

Property Address  
4115 PINE MEADOW TER 001 

Old Account Number  
0070-10-0037 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100

Legal Description 
4115 PINE MEADOW TER LOT 16 PINE MEADOW

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 152,043 50,000 $102,043 $327.97 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 152,043 50,000 $102,043 $12.47 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 152,043 50,000 $102,043 $5.61 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 152,043 50,000 $102,043 $106.33 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 152,043 50,000 $102,043 $30.15 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 152,043 50,000 $102,043 $4.02 
Sarasota School Board
School District Fund 5.5030 152,043 25,000 $127,043 $699.12 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 152,043 25,000 $127,043 $190.57 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 152,043 50,000 $102,043 $67.35 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $174.47 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $151.94 

Taxes & Assessments $1,929.48 
EXHIBIT 301
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 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
12/31/2018 PAYMENT 5005704.0001 2018 $1,871.60 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 
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Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 5 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 85 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 378 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 6 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 86 of 200



EXHIBIT 378

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 7 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 87 of 200



EXHIBIT 378

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 8 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 88 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 379 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 9 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 89 of 200



EXHIBIT 379

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 10 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 90 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 380 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 11 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 91 of 200



EXHIBIT 380

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 12 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 92 of 200



EXHIBIT 380

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 13 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 93 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 381 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 14 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 94 of 200



EXHIBIT 381

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 15 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 95 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 382 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 16 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 96 of 200



EXHIBIT 382

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 17 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 97 of 200



EXHIBIT 382

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 18 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 98 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 383 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 19 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 99 of 200



EXHIBIT 383

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 20 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 100 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 384 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 21 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 101 of 200



EXHIBIT 384

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 22 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 102 of 200



EXHIBIT 384

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 23 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 103 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 385 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 24 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 104 of 200



EXHIBIT 385

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 25 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 105 of 200



EXHIBIT 385

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 26 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 106 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 386 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 27 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 107 of 200



EXHIBIT 386

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 28 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 108 of 200



EXHIBIT 386

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 29 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 109 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 387 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 30 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 110 of 200



EXHIBIT 387

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 31 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 111 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 387

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 32 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 112 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 388 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 33 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 113 of 200



EXHIBIT 388

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 34 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 114 of 200



EXHIBIT 388

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 35 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 115 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 389 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 36 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 116 of 200



EXHIBIT 389

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 37 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 117 of 200



EXHIBIT 389

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 38 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 118 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 390 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 39 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 119 of 200



10/16/19, 11(15 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0052040034&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $4,459.04 

Total Assessments $445.14 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 10/16/2019 12:14:48 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 10/12/2019 10:00:06 AM EDT

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040034 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
AVRAMIDIS JOHN 
AVRAMIDIS JAANA 
775 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232 

Property Address    
775 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0034 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
775 STONECREST DR LOT 49 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 358,700 0 $358,700 $1,152.86 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 358,700 0 $358,700 $43.83 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 358,700 0 $358,700 $19.73 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 358,700 0 $358,700 $373.77 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 358,700 0 $358,700 $106.00 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 358,700 0 $358,700 $14.13 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 358,700 0 $358,700 $1,973.93 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 358,700 0 $358,700 $538.05 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 358,700 0 $358,700 $236.74 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $238.78 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

EXHIBIT 390

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 40 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 120 of 200

http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp_registerEbillsV1-3.asp?t_nm=collect_mvp_register&l_wc=%7Cacct=0052040034++++++++++%7Cownr01=AVRAMIDIS+JOHN+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++%7Cownr02=AVRAMIDIS+JAANA++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++%7Cownr03=775+STONECREST+DR++++++++++++++++++++++++++++%7Cownr04=SARASOTA++FL+34232+++++++++++++++++++++++++++%7Cownr05=+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++%7Cownr06=+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++%7Cownr07=+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++%7CSitusAddr=775+STONECREST+DR+001+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++&sid=6E6ED83CF453409E837B9E7EDDC0348C


10/16/19, 11(15 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0052040034&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $4,904.18 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/9/2018 PAYMENT 9016552.0001 2018 $4,708.01 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 390

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 41 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 121 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 391 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 42 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 122 of 200



EXHIBIT 391

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 43 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 123 of 200



EXHIBIT 391

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 44 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 124 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 392 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 45 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 125 of 200



12/20/19, 2(14 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ect%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=1BB1D1256263411A80ACF26E51E5DD11

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $2,305.80 

Total Assessments $207.80 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/20/2019 3:13:57 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/20/2019 3:13:56 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2034010042 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
BOOTH WILLIAM A 
BOOTH JILL 
2635 NOVUS ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237 

Property Address    
2635 NOVUS PL 002 

Old Account Number    
2034-01-0042 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0200 940063
Legal Description 
2635 NOVUS PL LOT 40 HAGER PARK UNIT 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 144,600 0 $144,600 $464.74 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 144,600 0 $144,600 $17.67 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 144,600 0 $144,600 $7.95 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 144,600 0 $144,600 $150.67 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 144,600 0 $144,600 $42.73 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 144,600 0 $144,600 $5.70 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 144,600 0 $144,600 $795.73 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 144,600 0 $144,600 $216.90 
City of Sarasota 3.2632 144,600 0 $144,600 $471.86 
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 144,600 0 $144,600 $36.41 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 144,600 0 $144,600 $95.44 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $117.15 
W156 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,513.60 

EXHIBIT 392

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 46 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 126 of 200



12/20/19, 2(14 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ect%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=1BB1D1256263411A80ACF26E51E5DD11

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/30/2018 PAYMENT 9075201.0081 2018 $2,413.06 

 

EXHIBIT 392

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 47 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 127 of 200



12/20/19, 2(13 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=2034010042&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 15.8947 Total Taxes $2,930.98 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/20/2019 3:13:14 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/20/2019 3:13:13 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2034010042 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
BOOTH WILLIAM A 
BOOTH JILL 
2635 NOVUS ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237 

Property Address    
2635 NOVUS PL 002 

Old Account Number    
2034-01-0042 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0200 940063
Legal Description 
2635 NOVUS PL LOT 40 HAGER PARK UNIT 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 184,400 0 $184,400 $591.46 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 184,400 0 $184,400 $7.73 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 184,400 0 $184,400 $24.29 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 184,400 0 $184,400 $9.59 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 184,400 0 $184,400 $192.14 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 184,400 0 $184,400 $51.65 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 184,400 0 $184,400 $7.27 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 184,400 0 $184,400 $1,003.69 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 184,400 0 $184,400 $276.60 
City of Sarasota 3.2632 184,400 0 $184,400 $601.73 
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2339 184,400 0 $184,400 $43.13 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 184,400 0 $184,400 $121.70 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $118.49 
W156 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 

EXHIBIT 392

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 48 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 128 of 200



12/20/19, 2(13 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=2034010042&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $209.14 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,140.12 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/26/2019 PAYMENT 8048995.0001 2019 $3,014.52 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 392

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 49 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 129 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 393 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 50 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 130 of 200



EXHIBIT 393

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 51 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 131 of 200



EXHIBIT 393

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 52 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 132 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 394 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 53 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 133 of 200



12/18/19, 9(25 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0061150089&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $6,260.79 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/18/2019 10:24:54 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/18/2019 10:24:55 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0061150089 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
BURNELL CYNTHIA J 
5844 MERIWETHER PL 
SARASOTA FL 34232-5000 

Property Address    
5844 MERIWETHER PL 001 

Old Account Number    
0061-15-0089 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
H2 25000

HX 25000

0100 940119

Legal Description 
5844 MERIWETHER PL LOT 7, PHILLIPPI PINES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 541,000 50,000 $491,000 $1,574.88 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 541,000 50,000 $491,000 $64.66 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 541,000 50,000 $491,000 $20.57 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 541,000 50,000 $491,000 $25.53 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 541,000 50,000 $491,000 $511.62 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 541,000 50,000 $491,000 $137.53 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 541,000 50,000 $491,000 $19.35 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 541,000 25,000 $516,000 $2,808.59 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 541,000 25,000 $516,000 $774.00 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 541,000 50,000 $491,000 $324.06 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $230.20 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

EXHIBIT 394

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 54 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 134 of 200



12/18/19, 9(25 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0061150089&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $463.67 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $6,724.46 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/26/2019 PAYMENT 8051031.0001 2019 $6,455.48 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 394

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 55 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 135 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 395 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 56 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 136 of 200



EXHIBIT 395

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 57 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 137 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 396 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 58 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 138 of 200



12/20/19, 2(09 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…t%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=6A8B4448B8D4438F8EA46BD8BB988B3E

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,614.92 

Total Assessments $416.55 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/20/2019 3:09:29 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/20/2019 3:09:29 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040036 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
MC CALL THOMAS R 
COAKLEY SUSAN 
759 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-7402 

Property Address    
759 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0036 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
759 STONECREST DR LOT 51 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 246,270 50,000 $196,270 $630.81 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 246,270 50,000 $196,270 $23.98 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 246,270 50,000 $196,270 $10.79 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 246,270 50,000 $196,270 $204.51 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 246,270 50,000 $196,270 $58.00 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 246,270 50,000 $196,270 $7.73 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 246,270 25,000 $221,270 $1,217.65 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 246,270 25,000 $221,270 $331.91 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 246,270 50,000 $196,270 $129.54 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $210.19 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,031.47 

EXHIBIT 396

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 59 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 139 of 200



12/20/19, 2(09 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…t%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=6A8B4448B8D4438F8EA46BD8BB988B3E

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/9/2018 PAYMENT 5509150.0001 2018 $2,910.21 

 

EXHIBIT 396

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 60 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 140 of 200



12/20/19, 2(08 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0052040036&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,664.87 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/20/2019 3:08:26 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/20/2019 3:08:26 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040036 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
MC CALL THOMAS R 
COAKLEY SUSAN 
759 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-7402 

Property Address    
759 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0036 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
759 STONECREST DR LOT 51 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 250,949 50,000 $200,949 $644.54 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 250,949 50,000 $200,949 $26.47 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 250,949 50,000 $200,949 $8.42 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 250,949 50,000 $200,949 $10.45 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 250,949 50,000 $200,949 $209.39 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 250,949 50,000 $200,949 $56.29 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 250,949 50,000 $200,949 $7.92 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 250,949 25,000 $225,949 $1,229.84 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 250,949 25,000 $225,949 $338.92 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 250,949 50,000 $200,949 $132.63 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $212.59 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

EXHIBIT 396

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 61 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 141 of 200



12/20/19, 2(08 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0052040036&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $446.06 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,110.93 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/18/2019 PAYMENT 5516802.0001 2019 $2,986.49 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 396

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 62 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 142 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 397 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 63 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 143 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 397

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 64 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 144 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 397

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 65 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 145 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 398 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 66 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 146 of 200



11/4/19, 10(15 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053110057&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $3,027.22 

Total Assessments $456.61 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 11/4/2019 11:14:42 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 11/4/2019 11:14:41 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053110057 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
CSESZNOK ZSOLT 
BARTUS MARIANNA 
5001 BARALDI CIR #201 
SARASOTA FL 34235 

Property Address    
1620 SPRINGWOOD DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-11-0057 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
1620 SPRINGWOOD DR LOT 54 BLK 3 TAMARON UNIT 3

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 244,023 0 $244,023 $782.70 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 244,023 0 $244,023 $32.14 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 244,023 0 $244,023 $10.22 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 244,023 0 $244,023 $12.69 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 244,023 0 $244,023 $254.27 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 244,023 0 $244,023 $68.35 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 244,023 0 $244,023 $9.61 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 244,300 0 $244,300 $1,329.73 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 244,300 0 $244,300 $366.45 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 244,023 0 $244,023 $161.06 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $179.37 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 

EXHIBIT 398

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 67 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 147 of 200



11/4/19, 10(15 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053110057&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

If Paid By Amount Due 
11/30/2019 $3,344.48
12/31/2019 $3,379.32

1/31/2020 $3,414.15

2/29/2020 $3,448.99

3/31/2020 $3,483.83

  Taxes & Assessments $3,483.83 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
 

Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

Pay Now

 

EXHIBIT 398

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 68 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 148 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 399 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 69 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 149 of 200



EXHIBIT 399

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 70 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 150 of 200



AFDOCS/17194174.1 

EXHIBIT 400 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 71 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 151 of 200



12/20/19, 2(17 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=8CB17C41688244869F45B7FC84F7D061

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,265.04 

Total Assessments $390.76 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/20/2019 3:17:41 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/20/2019 3:17:40 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040038 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
GAUL CYNTHIA L 
GAUL DAVID W 
743 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-7402 

Property Address    
743 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0038 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
H2 25000

HX 25000

0100 940141

Legal Description 
743 STONECREST DR LOT 53 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 218,125 50,000 $168,125 $540.35 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 218,125 50,000 $168,125 $20.54 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 218,125 50,000 $168,125 $9.25 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 218,125 50,000 $168,125 $175.19 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 218,125 50,000 $168,125 $49.68 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 218,125 50,000 $168,125 $6.62 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 218,125 25,000 $193,125 $1,062.76 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 218,125 25,000 $193,125 $289.69 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 218,125 50,000 $168,125 $110.96 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $184.40 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,655.80 

EXHIBIT 400

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 72 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 152 of 200



12/20/19, 2(17 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=8CB17C41688244869F45B7FC84F7D061

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/27/2018 PAYMENT 7229308.0001 2018 $2,549.57 

 

EXHIBIT 400

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 73 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 153 of 200



12/20/19, 2(17 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0052040038&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,309.30 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/20/2019 3:17:09 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/20/2019 3:17:08 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040038 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
GAUL CYNTHIA L 
GAUL DAVID W 
743 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-7402 

Property Address    
743 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0038 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940141

Legal Description 
743 STONECREST DR LOT 53 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 222,269 50,000 $172,269 $552.55 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 222,269 50,000 $172,269 $22.69 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 222,269 50,000 $172,269 $7.22 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 222,269 50,000 $172,269 $8.96 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 222,269 50,000 $172,269 $179.50 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 222,269 50,000 $172,269 $48.25 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 222,269 50,000 $172,269 $6.79 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 222,269 25,000 $197,269 $1,073.74 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 222,269 25,000 $197,269 $295.90 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 222,269 50,000 $172,269 $113.70 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $186.51 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

EXHIBIT 400

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 74 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 154 of 200



12/20/19, 2(17 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0052040038&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $419.98 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,729.28 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/26/2019 PAYMENT 8028514.0001 2019 $2,620.11 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 400

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 75 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 155 of 200



EXHIBIT 401 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 76 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 156 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 401

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 77 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 157 of 200



 

EXHIBIT 401

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 78 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 158 of 200



EXHIBIT 402 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 79 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 159 of 200



12/20/19, 2(20 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=6A47F03E62E042309C1379FDFBA1DE37

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,270.25 

Total Assessments $397.05 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/20/2019 3:20:26 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/20/2019 3:20:25 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040035 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
SCHMITT SUSAN M (TTEE) 
767 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-7402 

Property Address    
767 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0035 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
767 STONECREST DR LOT 50 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 218,543 50,000 $168,543 $541.70 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 218,543 50,000 $168,543 $20.60 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 218,543 50,000 $168,543 $9.27 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 218,543 50,000 $168,543 $175.62 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 218,543 50,000 $168,543 $49.80 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 218,543 50,000 $168,543 $6.64 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 218,543 25,000 $193,543 $1,065.07 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 218,543 25,000 $193,543 $290.31 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 218,543 50,000 $168,543 $111.24 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $190.69 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,667.30 

EXHIBIT 402

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 80 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 160 of 200



12/20/19, 2(20 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=6A47F03E62E042309C1379FDFBA1DE37

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/13/2018 PAYMENT 9019091.0001 2018 $2,560.61 

 

EXHIBIT 402

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 81 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 161 of 200



12/20/19, 2(20 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0052040035&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,314.57 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/20/2019 3:19:52 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/20/2019 3:19:51 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040035 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
SCHMITT SUSAN M (TTEE) 
767 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-7402 

Property Address    
767 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0035 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
767 STONECREST DR LOT 50 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 222,695 50,000 $172,695 $553.92 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 222,695 50,000 $172,695 $22.74 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 222,695 50,000 $172,695 $7.24 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 222,695 50,000 $172,695 $8.98 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 222,695 50,000 $172,695 $179.95 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 222,695 50,000 $172,695 $48.37 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 222,695 50,000 $172,695 $6.80 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 222,695 25,000 $197,695 $1,076.05 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 222,695 25,000 $197,695 $296.54 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 222,695 50,000 $172,695 $113.98 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $183.54 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

EXHIBIT 402

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 82 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 162 of 200



12/20/19, 2(20 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0052040035&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $417.01 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,731.58 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/12/2019 PAYMENT 9020714.0001 2019 $2,622.32 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 402

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 83 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 163 of 200



EXHIBIT 403 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 84 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 164 of 200



EXHIBIT 403

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 85 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 165 of 200



EXHIBIT 404 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 86 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 166 of 200



12/23/19, 10)04 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=ED3F38DF87674193B4E15820C9656409

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,142.20 

Total Assessments $675.72 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/23/2019 11:04:39 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/23/2019 11:04:38 AM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060030032 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
SCHROCK SANDRA E 
2003 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3248 

Property Address    
2003 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-03-0032 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
2003 INGRAM AVE LOT 43 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 208,243 50,000 $158,243 $508.59 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 208,243 50,000 $158,243 $19.34 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 208,243 50,000 $158,243 $8.70 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 208,243 50,000 $158,243 $164.89 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 208,243 50,000 $158,243 $46.76 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 208,243 50,000 $158,243 $6.23 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 208,243 25,000 $183,243 $1,008.39 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 208,243 25,000 $183,243 $274.86 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 208,243 50,000 $158,243 $104.44 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $260.59 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,817.92 

EXHIBIT 404

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 87 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 167 of 200



12/23/19, 10)04 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=ED3F38DF87674193B4E15820C9656409

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/27/2018 PAYMENT 9064729.0001 2018 $2,705.20 

 

EXHIBIT 404

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 88 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 168 of 200



12/23/19, 10)04 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060030032&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,184.46 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 12/23/2019 11:04:04 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 12/23/2019 11:04:02 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060030032 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
SCHROCK SANDRA E 
2003 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3248 

Property Address    
2003 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-03-0032 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
2003 INGRAM AVE LOT 43 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 212,200 50,000 $162,200 $520.26 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 212,200 50,000 $162,200 $21.36 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 212,200 50,000 $162,200 $6.80 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 212,200 50,000 $162,200 $8.43 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 212,200 50,000 $162,200 $169.01 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 212,200 50,000 $162,200 $45.43 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 212,200 50,000 $162,200 $6.39 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 212,200 25,000 $187,200 $1,018.93 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 212,200 25,000 $187,200 $280.80 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 212,200 50,000 $162,200 $107.05 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $263.57 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 

EXHIBIT 404

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 89 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 169 of 200



12/23/19, 10)04 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060030032&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $705.81 

If Paid By Amount Due 
11/30/2019 $2,774.66

12/31/2019 $2,803.56
1/31/2020 $2,832.46

2/29/2020 $2,861.37

3/31/2020 $2,890.27

  Taxes & Assessments $2,890.27 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
 

Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

Pay Now

 

EXHIBIT 404

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 90 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 170 of 200



EXHIBIT 405 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 91 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 171 of 200



EXHIBIT 405

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 92 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 172 of 200



EXHIBIT 405

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 93 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 173 of 200



EXHIBIT 405

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 94 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 174 of 200



EXHIBIT 406 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 95 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 175 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 96 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 176 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 97 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 177 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 98 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 178 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 99 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 179 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 100 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 180 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 101 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 181 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 102 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 182 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 103 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 183 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 104 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 184 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 105 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 185 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 106 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 186 of 200



EXHIBIT 406

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 107 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 187 of 200



EXHIBIT 407 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 108 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 188 of 200



EXHIBIT 407

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 109 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 189 of 200



EXHIBIT 407

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 110 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 190 of 200



EXHIBIT 407

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 111 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 191 of 200



EXHIBIT 407

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 112 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 192 of 200



EXHIBIT 407

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 113 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 193 of 200



EXHIBIT 407

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 114 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 194 of 200



EXHIBIT 408 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 115 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 195 of 200



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 116 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 196 of 200



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 117 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 197 of 200



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 118 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 198 of 200



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 119 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 199 of 200



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 120 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-9   Filed 08/17/23   Page 200 of 200



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 121 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 1 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 122 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 2 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 123 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 3 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 124 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 4 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 125 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 5 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 126 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 6 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 127 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 7 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 128 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 8 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 129 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 9 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 130 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 10 of 165



EXHIBIT 408

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 131 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 11 of 165



EXHIBIT 411 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 132 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 12 of 165



EXHIBIT 411

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 133 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 13 of 165



EXHIBIT 411

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 134 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 14 of 165



EXHIBIT 412 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 135 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 15 of 165



1/2/20, 9(58 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=22E4AD59852E41909ACBF2932514CA72

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,239.93 

Total Assessments $388.95 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/2/2020 10:58:01 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/2/2020 10:58:00 AM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053140033 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
BERGERON MICHAEL J 
NELSON RICHARD K 
1812 SPRINGWOOD DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232 

Property Address    
1812 SPRINGWOOD DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-14-0033 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940184

Legal Description 
1812 SPRINGWOOD DR LOT 65 BLK 3 TAMARON UNIT 3

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 135,660 50,000 $85,660 $275.31 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 135,660 50,000 $85,660 $10.47 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 135,660 50,000 $85,660 $4.71 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 135,660 50,000 $85,660 $89.26 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 135,660 50,000 $85,660 $25.31 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 135,660 50,000 $85,660 $3.38 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 135,660 25,000 $110,660 $608.96 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 135,660 25,000 $110,660 $165.99 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 135,660 50,000 $85,660 $56.54 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $138.82 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,628.88 

EXHIBIT 412

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 136 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 16 of 165



1/2/20, 9(58 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=22E4AD59852E41909ACBF2932514CA72

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/29/2018 PAYMENT 9073174.0001 2018 $1,563.72 

 

EXHIBIT 412

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 137 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 17 of 165



1/2/20, 9(57 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053140033&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $1,267.52 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/2/2020 10:57:11 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/2/2020 10:57:10 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053140033 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
BERGERON MICHAEL J 
NELSON RICHARD K 
1812 SPRINGWOOD DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232 

Property Address    
1812 SPRINGWOOD DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-14-0033 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940184

Legal Description 
1812 SPRINGWOOD DR LOT 65 BLK 3 TAMARON UNIT 3

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 138,238 50,000 $88,238 $283.02 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 138,238 50,000 $88,238 $11.62 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 138,238 50,000 $88,238 $3.70 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 138,238 50,000 $88,238 $4.59 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 138,238 50,000 $88,238 $91.94 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 138,238 50,000 $88,238 $24.72 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 138,238 50,000 $88,238 $3.48 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 138,238 25,000 $113,238 $616.35 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 138,238 25,000 $113,238 $169.86 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 138,238 50,000 $88,238 $58.24 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $140.41 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 

EXHIBIT 412

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 138 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 18 of 165



Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 139 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 19 of 165



EXHIBIT 413 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 140 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 20 of 165



EXHIBIT 413

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 141 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 21 of 165



Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 142 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 22 of 165



EXHIBIT 414 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 143 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 23 of 165



EXHIBIT 414

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 144 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 24 of 165



EXHIBIT 414

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 145 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 25 of 165



EXHIBIT 415 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 146 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 26 of 165



1/10/20, 9(12 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=70448944C24E413AABAD6FFEA701F2E3

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $1,799.65 

Total Assessments $181.58 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/10/2020 10:12:32 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/10/2020 10:12:31 AM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031130071 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
2976 POPLAR STREET LAND TRUST 
1245 FRASER PINE BLVD 
SARASOTA FL 34239 

Property Address    
2976 POPLAR ST 002 

Old Account Number    
2031-13-0071 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0200 940053
Legal Description 
2976 POPLAR ST LOT 16 BLK C GLEN RIDGE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 94,424 0 $94,424 $303.48 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 94,424 0 $94,424 $11.54 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 94,424 0 $94,424 $5.19 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 94,424 0 $94,424 $98.39 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 94,424 0 $94,424 $27.90 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 94,424 0 $94,424 $3.72 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 136,400 0 $136,400 $750.61 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 136,400 0 $136,400 $204.60 
City of Sarasota 3.2632 94,424 0 $94,424 $308.12 
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 94,424 0 $94,424 $23.78 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 94,424 0 $94,424 $62.32 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $99.68 
W156 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 
 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,981.23 

EXHIBIT 415

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 147 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 27 of 165



1/10/20, 9(12 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=70448944C24E413AABAD6FFEA701F2E3

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7257575.0001 2018 $1,901.98 

 

EXHIBIT 415

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 148 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 28 of 165



1/10/20, 9(12 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…ation=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=2031130071&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 15.8947 Total Taxes $2,074.26 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/10/2020 10:11:43 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/10/2020 10:11:42 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031130071 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
2976 POPLAR STREET LAND TRUST 
1245 FRASER PINE BLVD 
SARASOTA FL 34239 

Property Address    
2976 POPLAR ST 002 

Old Account Number    
2031-13-0071 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0200 940053
Legal Description 
2976 POPLAR ST LOT 16 BLK C GLEN RIDGE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 130,500 0 $130,500 $418.58 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 130,500 0 $130,500 $5.47 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 130,500 0 $130,500 $17.19 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 130,500 0 $130,500 $6.79 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 130,500 0 $130,500 $135.98 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 130,500 0 $130,500 $36.55 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 130,500 0 $130,500 $5.14 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 130,500 0 $130,500 $710.31 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 130,500 0 $130,500 $195.75 
City of Sarasota 3.2632 130,500 0 $130,500 $425.85 
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2339 130,500 0 $130,500 $30.52 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 130,500 0 $130,500 $86.13 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $100.82 
W156 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 
 

EXHIBIT 415

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 149 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 29 of 165



1/10/20, 9(12 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=2031130071&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $182.72 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,256.98 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/26/2019 PAYMENT 8020046.0001 2019 $2,166.70 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 415

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 150 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 30 of 165



EXHIBIT 416 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 151 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 31 of 165



EXHIBIT 416

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 152 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 32 of 165



EXHIBIT 417 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 153 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 33 of 165



Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,845.64 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/9/2020 12:04:43 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/9/2020 12:04:42 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0071080028 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
BORIS NICHOLAS J 
BORIS DANETTE L 
4454 GOLDEN LAKE DR 
SARASOTA FL 34233-1978 

Property Address    
4454 GOLDEN LAKE DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0071-08-0028 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940603

Legal Description 
4454 GOLDEN LAKE DR LOT 17 MCINTOSH LAKE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 264,830 50,000 $214,830 $690.46 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 264,830 50,000 $214,830 $26.25 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 264,830 50,000 $214,830 $11.82 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 264,830 50,000 $214,830 $223.85 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 264,830 50,000 $214,830 $63.48 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 264,830 50,000 $214,830 $8.46 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 264,830 25,000 $239,830 $1,319.78 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 264,830 25,000 $239,830 $359.75 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 264,830 50,000 $214,830 $141.79 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $198.38 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 EXHIBIT 417

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 154 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 34 of 165



Total Assessments $404.74 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,250.38 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/28/2018 PAYMENT 7261505.0001 2018 $3,120.36 

 

EXHIBIT 417

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 155 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 35 of 165



Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,899.34 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/9/2020 12:03:57 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/9/2020 12:03:57 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0071080028 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
BORIS NICHOLAS J 
BORIS DANETTE L 
4454 GOLDEN LAKE DR 
SARASOTA FL 34233-1978 

Property Address    
4454 GOLDEN LAKE DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0071-08-0028 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940603

Legal Description 
4454 GOLDEN LAKE DR LOT 17 MCINTOSH LAKE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 269,862 50,000 $219,862 $705.21 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 269,862 50,000 $219,862 $28.96 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 269,862 50,000 $219,862 $9.21 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 269,862 50,000 $219,862 $11.43 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 269,862 50,000 $219,862 $229.10 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 269,862 50,000 $219,862 $61.58 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 269,862 50,000 $219,862 $8.66 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 269,862 25,000 $244,862 $1,332.79 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 269,862 25,000 $244,862 $367.29 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 269,862 50,000 $219,862 $145.11 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $200.65 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 EXHIBIT 417

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 156 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 36 of 165



Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 157 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 37 of 165



EXHIBIT 418 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 158 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 38 of 165



EXHIBIT 418

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 159 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 39 of 165



EXHIBIT 418

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 160 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 40 of 165



EXHIBIT 419 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 161 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 41 of 165



1/14/20, 3)40 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=90F26AD2D884485FA41B99B2264F2D33

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $893.83 

Total Assessments $486.77 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/14/2020 4:40:09 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/14/2020 4:40:08 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060060063 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
DWYER LESLEY 
HAIR BARBARA S 
2203 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3252 

Property Address    
2203 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-06-0063 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940141

Legal Description 
2203 INGRAM AVE LOT 31 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 107,818 50,000 $57,818 $185.83 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 107,818 50,000 $57,818 $7.07 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 107,818 50,000 $57,818 $3.18 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 107,818 50,000 $57,818 $60.25 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 107,818 50,000 $57,818 $17.09 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 107,818 50,000 $57,818 $2.28 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 107,818 25,000 $82,818 $455.74 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 107,818 25,000 $82,818 $124.23 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 107,818 50,000 $57,818 $38.16 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $80.39 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,380.60 

EXHIBIT 419

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 162 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 42 of 165



1/14/20, 3)40 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=90F26AD2D884485FA41B99B2264F2D33

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/27/2018 PAYMENT 7229420.0001 2018 $1,325.38 

 

EXHIBIT 419

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 163 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 43 of 165



1/14/20, 3)39 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060060063&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $915.77 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/14/2020 4:39:34 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/14/2020 4:39:34 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060060063 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
DWYER LESLEY 
HAIR BARBARA S 
2203 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3252 

Property Address    
2203 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-06-0063 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 940141

Legal Description 
2203 INGRAM AVE LOT 31 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 109,867 50,000 $59,867 $192.02 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 109,867 50,000 $59,867 $7.88 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 109,867 50,000 $59,867 $2.51 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 109,867 50,000 $59,867 $3.11 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 109,867 50,000 $59,867 $62.38 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 109,867 50,000 $59,867 $16.77 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 109,867 50,000 $59,867 $2.36 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 109,867 25,000 $84,867 $461.93 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 109,867 25,000 $84,867 $127.30 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 109,867 50,000 $59,867 $39.51 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $81.31 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

EXHIBIT 419

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 164 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 44 of 165



Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 165 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 45 of 165



EXHIBIT 420 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 166 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 46 of 165



EXHIBIT 420

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 167 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 47 of 165



EXHIBIT 421 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 168 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 48 of 165



1/14/20, 3)39 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=4CFBF9CFDC274D718DA9B7E29E646A02

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $544.19 

Total Assessments $179.69 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/14/2020 4:38:46 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/14/2020 4:38:46 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031130070 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
HARDIE JULIE G 
HARDIE JOYCE P 
2988 POPLAR ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237-7324 

Property Address    
2988 POPLAR ST 002 

Old Account Number    
2031-13-0070 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 20780

0200  

Legal Description 
2988 POPLAR ST LOT 17 BLK C GLEN RIDGE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $80.35 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $3.06 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $1.38 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $26.05 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $7.39 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $0.99 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 70,780 25,000 $45,780 $251.92 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 70,780 25,000 $45,780 $68.67 
City of Sarasota 3.2632 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $81.58 
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $6.30 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 70,780 45,780 $25,000 $16.50 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $97.79 
W156 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT 421

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 169 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 49 of 165



1/14/20, 3)39 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=4CFBF9CFDC274D718DA9B7E29E646A02

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $723.88 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/26/2018 PAYMENT 9051359.0001 2018 $694.92 

 

EXHIBIT 421

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 170 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 50 of 165



1/14/20, 3)38 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=2031130070&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 15.8947 Total Taxes $550.99 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/14/2020 4:38:07 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/14/2020 4:38:07 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2031130070 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
HARDIE JULIE G 
HARDIE JOYCE P 
2988 POPLAR ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237-7324 

Property Address    
2988 POPLAR ST 002 

Old Account Number    
2031-13-0070 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 22125

0200  

Legal Description 
2988 POPLAR ST LOT 17 BLK C GLEN RIDGE

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $80.19 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $1.05 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $3.29 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $1.30 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $26.05 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $7.00 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $0.99 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 72,125 25,000 $47,125 $256.50 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 72,125 25,000 $47,125 $70.69 
City of Sarasota 3.2632 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $81.58 
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2339 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $5.85 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 72,125 47,125 $25,000 $16.50 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $98.91 
W156 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

EXHIBIT 421

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 171 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 51 of 165



1/14/20, 3)38 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=2031130070&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $180.81 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $731.80 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/19/2019 PAYMENT 9043572.0001 2019 $702.53 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 421

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 172 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 52 of 165



EXHIBIT 422 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 173 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 53 of 165



1/16/20, 3)00 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=ABF0F2BE6F1F49CAB28148174B546808

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $418.83 

Total Assessments $508.22 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/16/2020 3:59:57 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/16/2020 3:59:57 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060060064 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
KANDEL MILDRED L 
2207 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3252 

Property Address    
2207 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-06-0064 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 15427

0100  

Legal Description 
2207 INGRAM AVE LOT 30 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 65,427 40,427 $25,000 $80.35 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 65,427 40,427 $25,000 $3.06 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 65,427 40,427 $25,000 $1.38 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 65,427 40,427 $25,000 $26.05 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 65,427 40,427 $25,000 $7.39 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 65,427 40,427 $25,000 $0.99 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 65,427 25,000 $40,427 $222.47 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 65,427 25,000 $40,427 $60.64 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 65,427 40,427 $25,000 $16.50 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $101.84 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $927.05 

EXHIBIT 422

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 174 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 54 of 165



1/16/20, 3)00 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=ABF0F2BE6F1F49CAB28148174B546808

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/5/2018 PAYMENT 5506329.0001 2018 $889.97 

 

EXHIBIT 422

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 175 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 55 of 165



1/16/20, 2(59 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060060064&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $425.68 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/16/2020 3:58:52 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/16/2020 3:58:51 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060060064 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
KANDEL MILDRED L 
2207 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3252 

Property Address    
2207 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-06-0064 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 16670

0100  

Legal Description 
2207 INGRAM AVE LOT 30 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 66,670 41,670 $25,000 $80.19 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 66,670 41,670 $25,000 $3.29 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 66,670 41,670 $25,000 $1.05 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 66,670 41,670 $25,000 $1.30 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 66,670 41,670 $25,000 $26.05 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 66,670 41,670 $25,000 $7.00 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 66,670 41,670 $25,000 $0.99 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 66,670 25,000 $41,670 $226.81 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 66,670 25,000 $41,670 $62.50 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 66,670 41,670 $25,000 $16.50 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $103.01 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

EXHIBIT 422

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 176 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 56 of 165



1/16/20, 2(59 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060060064&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $536.50 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $962.18 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/19/2019 PAYMENT 5517524.0001 2019 $923.69 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 422

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 177 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 57 of 165



EXHIBIT 423 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 178 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 58 of 165



EXHIBIT 423

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 179 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 59 of 165



EXHIBIT 423

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 180 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 60 of 165



EXHIBIT 424 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 181 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 61 of 165



1/21/20, 11'25 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=1F811B831BCD4836B4CFE3ECBECAACDC

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $905.89 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/21/2020 12:24:50 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/21/2020 12:24:50 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0054010029 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
SCHLABACH MARC 
SCHLABACH LEANN 
3446 ALDERMAN ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237-8301 

Property Address    
3446 ALDERMAN ST 001 

Old Account Number    
0054-01-0029 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 531557

Legal Description 
3446 ALDERMAN ST BEG AT NW COR OF NE 1/4 OF NE 1/4 OF SEC 28 TH E 610 FT
FOR POB TH S 260 FT TH E 105 FT TH N 260 FT TH W 105 FT TO POB LESS RR
ROW

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 108,789 50,000 $58,789 $188.95 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 108,789 50,000 $58,789 $7.18 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 108,789 50,000 $58,789 $3.23 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 108,789 50,000 $58,789 $61.26 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 108,789 50,000 $58,789 $17.37 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 108,789 50,000 $58,789 $2.32 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 108,789 25,000 $83,789 $461.10 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 108,789 25,000 $83,789 $125.68 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 108,789 50,000 $58,789 $38.80 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $171.19 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $151.94 

 
 

EXHIBIT 424

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 182 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 62 of 165



1/21/20, 11'25 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=1F811B831BCD4836B4CFE3ECBECAACDC

Total Assessments $482.61 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,388.50 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/30/2018 PAYMENT 7270825.0001 2018 $1,332.96 

 

EXHIBIT 424

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 183 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 63 of 165



1/21/20, 11'24 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0054010029&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $928.05 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/21/2020 12:24:16 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/21/2020 12:24:15 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0054010029 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
SCHLABACH MARC 
SCHLABACH LEANN 
3446 ALDERMAN ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237-8301 

Property Address    
3446 ALDERMAN ST 001 

Old Account Number    
0054-01-0029 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 531557

Legal Description 
3446 ALDERMAN ST BEG AT NW COR OF NE 1/4 OF NE 1/4 OF SEC 28 TH E 610 FT
FOR POB TH S 260 FT TH E 105 FT TH N 260 FT TH W 105 FT TO POB LESS RR
ROW

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 110,856 50,000 $60,856 $195.20 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 110,856 50,000 $60,856 $8.01 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 110,856 50,000 $60,856 $2.55 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 110,856 50,000 $60,856 $3.16 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 110,856 50,000 $60,856 $63.41 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 110,856 50,000 $60,856 $17.05 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 110,856 50,000 $60,856 $2.40 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 110,856 25,000 $85,856 $467.32 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 110,856 25,000 $85,856 $128.78 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 110,856 50,000 $60,856 $40.17 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $173.14 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $151.94 

EXHIBIT 424

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 184 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 64 of 165



1/21/20, 11'24 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0054010029&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $511.67 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,439.72 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/27/2019 PAYMENT 8060506.0001 2019 $1,382.13 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 424

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 185 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 65 of 165



EXHIBIT 425 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 186 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 66 of 165



EXHIBIT 425

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 187 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 67 of 165



EXHIBIT 425

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 188 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 68 of 165



EXHIBIT 426 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 189 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 69 of 165



1/22/20, 10'00 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=2F676D186E5848F185C0C10C78E59700

Total Millage 15.9461 Total Taxes $2,729.18 

Total Assessments $322.02 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/22/2020 11:00:36 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/22/2020 11:00:35 AM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2029160071 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
BATISTA CARLY ELIZABETH 
FRANCO JOAQUIN ENRIQUE BATISTA 
2712 NANCY ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237-7622 

Property Address    
2712 NANCY ST 002 

Old Account Number    
2029-16-0071 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0200  

Legal Description 
2712 NANCY ST LOT 108 PAVER PARK ESTATES SECOND ADD

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $514.79 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $19.57 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $8.81 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $166.90 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $47.33 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $6.31 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 210,171 25,000 $185,171 $1,019.00 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 210,171 25,000 $185,171 $277.76 
City of Sarasota 3.2632 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $522.67 
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2518 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $40.33 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 210,171 50,000 $160,171 $105.71 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $231.37 
W156 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT 426

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 190 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 70 of 165



1/22/20, 10'00 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=2F676D186E5848F185C0C10C78E59700

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,051.20 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
3/29/2019 PAYMENT 5546703.0001 2018 $3,051.20 

 

EXHIBIT 426

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 191 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 71 of 165



1/22/20, 10'00 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=2029160071&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 15.8947 Total Taxes $2,782.92 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/22/2020 10:59:47 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/22/2020 10:59:46 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
2029160071 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
BATISTA CARLY ELIZABETH 
FRANCO JOAQUIN ENRIQUE BATISTA 
2712 NANCY ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237-7622 

Property Address    
2712 NANCY ST 002 

Old Account Number    
2029-16-0071 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0200  

Legal Description 
2712 NANCY ST LOT 108 PAVER PARK ESTATES SECOND ADD

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $526.56 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $6.88 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $21.62 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $8.54 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $171.06 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $45.98 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $6.47 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 214,164 25,000 $189,164 $1,029.62 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 214,164 25,000 $189,164 $283.74 
City of Sarasota 3.2632 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $535.70 
City of Sarasota Debt Service 0.2339 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $38.40 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 214,164 50,000 $164,164 $108.35 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F152 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $234.02 
W156 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 

EXHIBIT 426

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 192 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 72 of 165



1/22/20, 10'00 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=2029160071&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $324.67 

If Paid By Amount Due 
11/30/2019 $2,983.29

12/31/2019 $3,014.36

1/31/2020 $3,045.44
2/29/2020 $3,076.51

3/31/2020 $3,107.59

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,107.59 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
 

Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

Pay Now

 

EXHIBIT 426

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 193 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 73 of 165



EXHIBIT 427 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 194 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 74 of 165



EXHIBIT 427

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-10   Filed 08/05/20   Page 195 of 195

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 75 of 165



EXHIBIT 428 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 1 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 76 of 165



EXHIBIT 428

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 2 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 77 of 165



EXHIBIT 428

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 3 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 78 of 165



EXHIBIT 429 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 4 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 79 of 165



1/28/20, 9)27 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=E6E578F1B9534377A42B25B76F50BFBB

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,479.36 

Total Assessments $595.26 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/28/2020 10:26:51 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/28/2020 10:26:51 AM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060030052 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
LOPEZ SAUL ALBERTO 
MARTINEZ-RAMOS LIZ JANNETTE 
3903 LINWOOD ST 
SARASOTA FL 34232 

Property Address    
3903 LINWOOD ST 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-03-0052 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100 940771
Legal Description 
3903 LINWOOD ST PART OF LOTS 978 & 979 DESC AS BEG SW COR LOT 979 TH E
33.12 FT TH N 108 FT TH S-89-24-40-W 168.37 FT TH S-12-02-09-E 97.48 FT
TH N-77-57-51-E 108 FT TH S- 12-02-09-E 37 FT TO POB SARASOTA SPRINGS
UNIT 9

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 199,122 0 $199,122 $639.98 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 199,122 0 $199,122 $24.33 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 199,122 0 $199,122 $10.95 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 199,122 0 $199,122 $207.49 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 199,122 0 $199,122 $58.84 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 199,122 0 $199,122 $7.85 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 199,700 0 $199,700 $1,098.95 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 199,700 0 $199,700 $299.55 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 199,122 0 $199,122 $131.42 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $180.13 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 

EXHIBIT 429

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 5 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 80 of 165



1/28/20, 9)27 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=E6E578F1B9534377A42B25B76F50BFBB

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,074.62 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
7/26/2019 PAYMENT 5018928.0001 2018 $936.32 

11/8/2018 PAYMENT 9012133.0001 2018 $1,513.42 

5/31/2018 PAYMENT 9113933.0001 2018 $695.64 

 

EXHIBIT 429

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 6 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 81 of 165



1/28/20, 9)26 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060030052&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,319.59 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/28/2020 10:26:13 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/28/2020 10:26:12 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060030052 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
LOPEZ SAUL ALBERTO 
MARTINEZ-RAMOS LIZ JANNETTE 
3903 LINWOOD ST 
SARASOTA FL 34232 

Property Address    
3903 LINWOOD ST 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-03-0052 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100 940771
Legal Description 
3903 LINWOOD ST PART OF LOTS 978 & 979 DESC AS BEG SW COR LOT 979 TH E
33.12 FT TH N 108 FT TH S-89-24-40-W 168.37 FT TH S-12-02-09-E 97.48 FT
TH N-77-57-51-E 108 FT TH S- 12-02-09-E 37 FT TO POB SARASOTA SPRINGS
UNIT 9

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 187,100 0 $187,100 $600.12 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 187,100 0 $187,100 $24.64 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 187,100 0 $187,100 $7.84 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 187,100 0 $187,100 $9.73 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 187,100 0 $187,100 $194.96 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 187,100 0 $187,100 $52.41 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 187,100 0 $187,100 $7.37 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 187,100 0 $187,100 $1,018.38 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 187,100 0 $187,100 $280.65 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 187,100 0 $187,100 $123.49 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $182.19 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 

EXHIBIT 429

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 7 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 82 of 165



1/28/20, 9)26 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060030052&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $624.43 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,944.02 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/26/2019 PAYMENT 8042214.0001 2019 $2,826.26 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 429

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 8 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 83 of 165



EXHIBIT 430 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 9 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 84 of 165



 

EXHIBIT 430

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 10 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 85 of 165



 

EXHIBIT 430

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 11 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 86 of 165



EXHIBIT 431 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 12 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 87 of 165



1/31/20, 9)54 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=8E7687A8CC7C45D18C4CB27E2E6CED1A

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,405.29 

Total Assessments $409.36 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/31/2020 10:54:06 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/31/2020 10:54:07 AM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053040001 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
YUTZY BETTY L TTEE 
3370 MIDDLE PIKE 
WEST JEFFERSON OH 43162-9710 

Property Address    
1201 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-04-0001 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
1201 INGRAM AVE LOT 1, LESS N 3 FT THEREOF FOR BAHIA VISTA R/W, SUBJ TO
16 SF STREET LIGHT ESMT TO SARASOTA COUNTY AS DESC IN ORI 2005243886,
BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS OR 2589/209

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 190,120 0 $190,120 $611.05 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 190,120 0 $190,120 $23.23 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 190,120 0 $190,120 $10.46 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 190,120 0 $190,120 $198.11 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 190,120 0 $190,120 $56.18 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 190,120 0 $190,120 $7.49 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 196,100 0 $196,100 $1,079.14 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 196,100 0 $196,100 $294.15 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 190,120 0 $190,120 $125.48 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $159.23 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,814.65 

EXHIBIT 431

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 13 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 88 of 165



1/31/20, 9)54 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=8E7687A8CC7C45D18C4CB27E2E6CED1A

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/30/2018 PAYMENT 9076412.0001 2018 $2,702.06 

 

EXHIBIT 431

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 14 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 89 of 165



1/31/20, 9)53 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053040001&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,382.81 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 1/31/2020 10:53:34 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 1/31/2020 10:53:35 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053040001 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
YUTZY BETTY L TTEE 
3370 MIDDLE PIKE 
WEST JEFFERSON OH 43162-9710 

Property Address    
1201 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-04-0001 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
1201 INGRAM AVE LOT 1, LESS N 3 FT THEREOF FOR BAHIA VISTA R/W, SUBJ TO
16 SF STREET LIGHT ESMT TO SARASOTA COUNTY AS DESC IN ORI 2005243886,
BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS OR 2589/209

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 192,200 0 $192,200 $616.48 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 192,200 0 $192,200 $25.31 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 192,200 0 $192,200 $8.05 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 192,200 0 $192,200 $9.99 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 192,200 0 $192,200 $200.27 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 192,200 0 $192,200 $53.84 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 192,200 0 $192,200 $7.57 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 192,200 0 $192,200 $1,046.15 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 192,200 0 $192,200 $288.30 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 192,200 0 $192,200 $126.85 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $161.05 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 

EXHIBIT 431

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 15 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 90 of 165



1/31/20, 9)53 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053040001&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $438.29 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,821.10 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/21/2019 PAYMENT 9049685.0001 2019 $2,708.26 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 431

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 16 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 91 of 165



EXHIBIT 432 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 17 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 92 of 165



EXHIBIT 432

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 18 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 93 of 165



EXHIBIT 432

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 19 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 94 of 165



EXHIBIT 433 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 20 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 95 of 165



2/10/20, 3(19 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=5B8936CB116E4AACA45E383418E4A5CD

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,432.75 

Total Assessments $565.47 

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/10/2020 4:19:32 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/10/2020 4:19:31 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060060071 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
MAST INVESTMENTS LLC 
1449 WAGON WHEEL DR 
SARASOTA FL 34240 

Property Address    
2307 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-06-0071 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
2307 INGRAM AVE LOT 23 & TH S 1/2 OF 24 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 195,700 0 $195,700 $628.98 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 195,700 0 $195,700 $23.91 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 195,700 0 $195,700 $10.76 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 195,700 0 $195,700 $203.92 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 195,700 0 $195,700 $57.83 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 195,700 0 $195,700 $7.71 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 195,700 0 $195,700 $1,076.93 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 195,700 0 $195,700 $293.55 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 195,700 0 $195,700 $129.16 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $159.09 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,998.22 

EXHIBIT 433

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 21 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 96 of 165



2/10/20, 3(19 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=5B8936CB116E4AACA45E383418E4A5CD

 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/29/2018 PAYMENT 9072776.0001 2018 $2,878.29 

 

EXHIBIT 433

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 22 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 97 of 165



2/10/20, 3(18 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060060071&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,380.33 

Total Assessments $594.40 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/10/2020 4:18:19 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/10/2020 4:18:19 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060060071 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
MAST INVESTMENTS LLC 
1449 WAGON WHEEL DR 
SARASOTA FL 34240 

Property Address    
2307 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-06-0071 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
2307 INGRAM AVE LOT 23 & TH S 1/2 OF 24 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 192,000 0 $192,000 $615.84 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 192,000 0 $192,000 $25.29 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 192,000 0 $192,000 $8.04 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 192,000 0 $192,000 $9.98 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 192,000 0 $192,000 $200.06 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 192,000 0 $192,000 $53.78 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 192,000 0 $192,000 $7.56 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 192,000 0 $192,000 $1,045.06 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 192,000 0 $192,000 $288.00 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 192,000 0 $192,000 $126.72 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $160.91 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

EXHIBIT 433

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 23 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 98 of 165



2/10/20, 3(18 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060060071&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,974.73 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/27/2019 PAYMENT 9068051.0003 2019 $2,855.74 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 433

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 24 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 99 of 165



EXHIBIT 434 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 25 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 100 of 165



EXHIBIT 434

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 26 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 101 of 165



EXHIBIT 434

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 27 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 102 of 165



EXHIBIT 435 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 28 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 103 of 165



2/10/20, 3(16 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=2CC62CC0C8CF44F4B10FB2F7C961C06C

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $669.17 

Total Assessments $494.73 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/10/2020 4:15:47 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/10/2020 4:15:47 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060060062 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
ALTERGOTT NICOLE J 
2121 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3250 

Property Address    
2121 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-06-0062 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
H2 25000

HX 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
2121 INGRAM AVE LOT 32 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 89,746 50,000 $39,746 $127.74 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 89,746 50,000 $39,746 $4.86 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 89,746 50,000 $39,746 $2.19 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 89,746 50,000 $39,746 $41.42 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 89,746 50,000 $39,746 $11.74 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 89,746 50,000 $39,746 $1.57 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 89,746 25,000 $64,746 $356.30 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 89,746 25,000 $64,746 $97.12 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 89,746 50,000 $39,746 $26.23 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $88.35 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,163.90 

EXHIBIT 435

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 29 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 104 of 165



2/10/20, 3(16 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…t%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=2CC62CC0C8CF44F4B10FB2F7C961C06C

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
3/13/2019 PAYMENT 9104855.0001 2018 $1,163.90 

 

EXHIBIT 435

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 30 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 105 of 165



2/10/20, 3(15 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060060062&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $687.47 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/10/2020 4:15:07 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/10/2020 4:15:07 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060060062 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
ALTERGOTT NICOLE J 
2121 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3250 

Property Address    
2121 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-06-0062 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
2121 INGRAM AVE LOT 32 BLK E ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 91,451 50,000 $41,451 $132.95 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 91,451 50,000 $41,451 $5.46 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 91,451 50,000 $41,451 $1.74 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 91,451 50,000 $41,451 $2.16 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 91,451 50,000 $41,451 $43.19 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 91,451 50,000 $41,451 $11.61 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 91,451 50,000 $41,451 $1.63 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 91,451 25,000 $66,451 $361.69 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 91,451 25,000 $66,451 $99.68 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 91,451 50,000 $41,451 $27.36 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $89.36 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 

EXHIBIT 435

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 31 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 106 of 165



2/10/20, 3(15 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060060062&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $522.85 

If Paid By Amount Due 
11/30/2019 $1,161.91

12/31/2019 $1,174.01

1/31/2020 $1,186.11

2/29/2020 $1,198.22
3/31/2020 $1,210.32

  Taxes & Assessments $1,210.32 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
 

Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

Pay Now

 

EXHIBIT 435

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 32 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 107 of 165



EXHIBIT 436 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 33 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 108 of 165



EXHIBIT 436

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 34 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 109 of 165



EXHIBIT 437 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 35 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 110 of 165



2/21/20, 9:12 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=7C92CF9B9EEB437390158627C24A191D

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,201.78 

Total Assessments $596.87 

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/21/2020 10:12:38 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/21/2020 10:12:38 AM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060030033 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
SCHROCK BARBARA S 
6735 E US HWY 50 
MONTGOMERY IN 47558 

Property Address    
2007 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-03-0033 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
2007 INGRAM AVE NLY 45 FT OF LOT 41 & ALL LOT 42 ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 173,272 0 $173,272 $556.90 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 173,272 0 $173,272 $21.17 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 173,272 0 $173,272 $9.53 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 173,272 0 $173,272 $180.55 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 173,272 0 $173,272 $51.20 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 173,272 0 $173,272 $6.83 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 180,100 0 $180,100 $991.09 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 180,100 0 $180,100 $270.15 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 173,272 0 $173,272 $114.36 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $181.74 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,798.65 

EXHIBIT 437

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 36 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 111 of 165



2/21/20, 9:12 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=7C92CF9B9EEB437390158627C24A191D

 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/30/2018 PAYMENT 9075058.0001 2018 $2,686.70 

 

EXHIBIT 437

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 37 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 112 of 165



2/21/20, 9:12 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060030033&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,278.68 

Total Assessments $626.06 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/21/2020 10:12:02 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/21/2020 10:12:02 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060030033 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
SCHROCK BARBARA S 
6735 E US HWY 50 
MONTGOMERY IN 47558 

Property Address    
2007 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-03-0033 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
2007 INGRAM AVE NLY 45 FT OF LOT 41 & ALL LOT 42 ORANGE GROVE PARK

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 183,800 0 $183,800 $589.54 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 183,800 0 $183,800 $24.21 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 183,800 0 $183,800 $7.70 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 183,800 0 $183,800 $9.56 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 183,800 0 $183,800 $191.52 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 183,800 0 $183,800 $51.48 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 183,800 0 $183,800 $7.24 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 183,800 0 $183,800 $1,000.42 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 183,800 0 $183,800 $275.70 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 183,800 0 $183,800 $121.31 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $183.82 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 

EXHIBIT 437

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 38 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 113 of 165



2/21/20, 9:12 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060030033&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,904.74 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
1/28/2020 PAYMENT 9098081.0001 2019 $2,846.65 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 437

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 39 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 114 of 165



EXHIBIT 438 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 40 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 115 of 165



EXHIBIT 439 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 41 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 116 of 165



2/26/20, 2:09 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=69E2616E3B2341E1BBFE62E7079AC49E

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,549.61 

Total Assessments $618.53 

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/26/2020 3:09:17 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/26/2020 3:09:17 PM EST
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060140083 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
WARRICK HELENE 
WARRICK LANCE 
201 W 70TH ST #21H 
NEW YORK NY 10023-4380 

Property Address    
2756 GREENDALE PL 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-14-0083 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
2756 GREENDALE PL LOT 6 CATHEDRAL OAKS ESTATES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 205,100 0 $205,100 $659.19 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 205,100 0 $205,100 $25.06 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 205,100 0 $205,100 $11.28 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 205,100 0 $205,100 $213.71 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 205,100 0 $205,100 $60.61 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 205,100 0 $205,100 $8.08 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 205,100 0 $205,100 $1,128.66 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 205,100 0 $205,100 $307.65 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 205,100 0 $205,100 $135.37 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $142.11 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $151.94 

 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,168.14 

EXHIBIT 439

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 42 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 117 of 165



2/26/20, 2:09 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=69E2616E3B2341E1BBFE62E7079AC49E

 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/16/2018 PAYMENT 9036186.0001 2018 $3,041.41 

 

EXHIBIT 439

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 43 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 118 of 165



2/26/20, 2:09 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060140083&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,882.34 

Total Assessments $647.26 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/26/2020 3:08:34 PM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/26/2020 3:08:34 PM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0060140083 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
WARRICK HELENE 
WARRICK LANCE 
201 W 70TH ST #21H 
NEW YORK NY 10023-4380 

Property Address    
2756 GREENDALE PL 001 

Old Account Number    
0060-14-0083 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
2756 GREENDALE PL LOT 6 CATHEDRAL OAKS ESTATES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 225,610 0 $225,610 $723.64 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 225,610 0 $225,610 $29.71 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 225,610 0 $225,610 $9.45 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 225,610 0 $225,610 $11.73 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 225,610 0 $225,610 $235.09 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 225,610 0 $225,610 $63.19 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 225,610 0 $225,610 $8.89 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 237,900 0 $237,900 $1,294.89 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 237,900 0 $237,900 $356.85 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 225,610 0 $225,610 $148.90 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $143.73 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
I006 Sewer-Phillippi Creek K $165.00 
W056 Stormwater Utility $151.94 

 

EXHIBIT 439

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 44 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 119 of 165



2/26/20, 2:09 PMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0060140083&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,529.60 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/15/2019 PAYMENT 9031046.0001 2019 $3,388.42 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 439

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 45 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 120 of 165



EXHIBIT 440 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 46 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 121 of 165



2/28/20, 8:28 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0054010016&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $787.29 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 2/28/2020 9:27:58 AM EST

Tax Record

Last Update: 2/28/2020 9:27:57 AM EST

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0054010016 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
PARSONS CALLIE 
3434 ALDERMAN ST 
SARASOTA FL 34237-8301 

Property Address    
3434 ALDERMAN ST 001 

Old Account Number    
0054-01-0016 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100 531557

Legal Description 
3434 ALDERMAN ST E 80 FT OF FOLLOWING DESC PROPERTY BEG AT A POINT WHERE
E LINE OF TROTTER AVE INTRS S LINE OF SAL RR R/W AS A POB TH ELY ALG S
LINE OF SAL RR R/W 184 FT TH SLY 156 FT TO A POINT TH WLY PARALLEL TO S
LINE OF SAL RR R/W 184 FT TH NLY ALG E Additional Legal

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 99,503 50,000 $49,503 $158.78 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 99,503 50,000 $49,503 $6.52 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 99,503 50,000 $49,503 $2.07 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 99,503 50,000 $49,503 $2.57 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 99,503 50,000 $49,503 $51.58 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 99,503 50,000 $49,503 $13.87 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 99,503 50,000 $49,503 $1.95 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 99,503 25,000 $74,503 $405.52 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 99,503 25,000 $74,503 $111.76 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 99,503 50,000 $49,503 $32.67 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $168.97 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 

EXHIBIT 441

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-11   Filed 08/05/20   Page 47 of 47

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 122 of 165



EXHIBIT 442 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 1 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 123 of 165



EXHIBIT 442

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 2 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 124 of 165



EXHIBIT 442

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 3 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 125 of 165



EXHIBIT 442

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 4 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 126 of 165



EXHIBIT 443 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 5 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 127 of 165



7/8/20, 8:54 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=3FA13BEDF5F04C01AEA006904F57F5C6

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $753.47 

Total Assessments $365.10 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 7/8/2020 9:53:44 AM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 7/8/2020 9:53:44 AM EDT
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053060005 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
HOBBS JOHN A JR 
MARINO MARK F 
1563 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3227 

Property Address    
1563 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-06-0005 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
1563 INGRAM AVE LOT 16 BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 96,528 50,000 $46,528 $149.54 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 96,528 50,000 $46,528 $5.69 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 96,528 50,000 $46,528 $2.56 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 96,528 50,000 $46,528 $48.48 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 96,528 50,000 $46,528 $13.75 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 96,528 50,000 $46,528 $1.83 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 96,528 25,000 $71,528 $393.62 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 96,528 25,000 $71,528 $107.29 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 96,528 50,000 $46,528 $30.71 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $123.72 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,118.57 

EXHIBIT 443

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 6 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 128 of 165



7/8/20, 8:54 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=3FA13BEDF5F04C01AEA006904F57F5C6

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
10/26/2018 PAYMENT 5502289.0001 2018 $1,073.83 

 

EXHIBIT 443

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 7 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 129 of 165



7/8/20, 8:53 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053060005&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $773.15 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 7/8/2020 9:53:07 AM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 7/8/2020 9:53:06 AM EDT

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053060005 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
HOBBS JOHN A JR 
MARINO MARK F 
1563 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3227 

Property Address    
1563 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-06-0005 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
1563 INGRAM AVE LOT 16 BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 98,362 50,000 $48,362 $155.12 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 98,362 50,000 $48,362 $6.37 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 98,362 50,000 $48,362 $2.03 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 98,362 50,000 $48,362 $2.51 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 98,362 50,000 $48,362 $50.39 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 98,362 50,000 $48,362 $13.55 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 98,362 50,000 $48,362 $1.91 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 98,362 25,000 $73,362 $399.31 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 98,362 25,000 $73,362 $110.04 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 98,362 50,000 $48,362 $31.92 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $127.12 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 
 

EXHIBIT 443

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 8 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 130 of 165

http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp_registerEbillsV1-3.asp?t_nm=collect_mvp_register&l_wc=%7Cacct=0053060005%7Cownr01=HOBBS+JOHN+A+JR%7Cownr02=MARINO+MARK+F%7Cownr03=1563+INGRAM+AVE%7Cownr04=SARASOTA++FL+34232-3227%7Cownr05=+%7Cownr06=+%7Cownr07=+%7CSitusAddr=1563+INGRAM+AVE+001&sid=3FA13BEDF5F04C01AEA006904F57F5C6


7/8/20, 8:53 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mv…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053060005&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $395.61 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,168.76 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
10/26/2019 PAYMENT 5502842.0001 2019 $1,122.01 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 443

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 9 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 131 of 165



EXHIBIT 444 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 10 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 132 of 165
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EXHIBIT 444

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 11 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 133 of 165



EXHIBIT 445 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 12 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 134 of 165



7/8/20, 8:52 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=F2BD7396A3AC4E0C94475018C1E3672F

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,009.91 

Total Assessments $398.79 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 7/8/2020 9:52:08 AM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 7/8/2020 9:52:08 AM EDT
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053140003 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
LAGACE GERALD A 
1841 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3244 

Property Address    
1841 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-14-0003 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
1841 INGRAM AVE LOT 29 BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 117,157 50,000 $67,157 $215.84 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 117,157 50,000 $67,157 $8.21 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 117,157 50,000 $67,157 $3.69 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 117,157 50,000 $67,157 $69.98 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 117,157 50,000 $67,157 $19.84 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 117,157 50,000 $67,157 $2.65 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 117,157 25,000 $92,157 $507.14 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 117,157 25,000 $92,157 $138.24 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 117,157 50,000 $67,157 $44.32 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $157.41 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,408.70 

EXHIBIT 445

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 13 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 135 of 165



7/8/20, 8:52 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=F2BD7396A3AC4E0C94475018C1E3672F

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/7/2018 PAYMENT 9002670.0001 2018 $1,352.35 

 

EXHIBIT 445

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 14 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 136 of 165



7/8/20, 8:51 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053140003&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $1,033.77 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 7/8/2020 9:51:07 AM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 7/8/2020 9:51:07 AM EDT

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053140003 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
LAGACE GERALD A 
1841 INGRAM AVE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-3244 

Property Address    
1841 INGRAM AVE 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-14-0003 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
1841 INGRAM AVE LOT 29 BAHIA VISTA HEIGHTS

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 119,383 50,000 $69,383 $222.55 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 119,383 50,000 $69,383 $9.14 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 119,383 50,000 $69,383 $2.91 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 119,383 50,000 $69,383 $3.61 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 119,383 50,000 $69,383 $72.30 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 119,383 50,000 $69,383 $19.43 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 119,383 50,000 $69,383 $2.73 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 119,383 25,000 $94,383 $513.73 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 119,383 25,000 $94,383 $141.58 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 119,383 50,000 $69,383 $45.79 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $159.22 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $81.90 

 
 

EXHIBIT 445

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 15 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 137 of 165

http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp_registerEbillsV1-3.asp?t_nm=collect_mvp_register&l_wc=%7Cacct=0053140003%7Cownr01=LAGACE+GERALD+A%7Cownr02=1841+INGRAM+AVE%7Cownr03=SARASOTA++FL+34232-3244%7Cownr04=+%7Cownr05=+%7Cownr06=+%7Cownr07=+%7CSitusAddr=1841+INGRAM+AVE+001&sid=F2BD7396A3AC4E0C94475018C1E3672F


7/8/20, 8:51 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053140003&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Assessments $427.71 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,461.48 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/7/2019 PAYMENT 9002387.0001 2019 $1,403.02 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 445

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 16 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 138 of 165



EXHIBIT 446 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 17 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 139 of 165



EXHIBIT 446

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 18 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 140 of 165



EXHIBIT 447 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 19 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 141 of 165



5/14/20, 8:42 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=4B29B95B71F94EFDB542FA207402633F

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,647.69 

Total Assessments $403.56 

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 5/14/2020 9:41:38 AM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 5/14/2020 9:41:40 AM EDT
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053110058 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
PERRUC PHYLLIS H 
4146 WESTBOURNE CIR 
SARASOTA FL 34238 

Property Address    
1610 SPRINGWOOD DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-11-0058 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100 940140
Legal Description 
1610 SPRINGWOOD DR LOT 53 BLK 3 TAMARON UNIT 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 212,718 0 $212,718 $683.68 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 212,718 0 $212,718 $25.99 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 212,718 0 $212,718 $11.70 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 212,718 0 $212,718 $221.65 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 212,718 0 $212,718 $62.86 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 212,718 0 $212,718 $8.38 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 213,200 0 $213,200 $1,173.24 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 213,200 0 $213,200 $319.80 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 212,718 0 $212,718 $140.39 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $153.43 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,051.25 

EXHIBIT 447

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 20 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 142 of 165



5/14/20, 8:42 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=4B29B95B71F94EFDB542FA207402633F

 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/27/2018 PAYMENT 7226793.0001 2018 $2,929.20 

 

EXHIBIT 447

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 21 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 143 of 165



5/14/20, 8:40 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053110058&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,553.91 

Total Assessments $432.43 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 5/14/2020 9:39:48 AM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 5/14/2020 9:39:49 AM EDT

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0053110058 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
PERRUC PHYLLIS H 
4146 WESTBOURNE CIR 
SARASOTA FL 34238 

Property Address    
1610 SPRINGWOOD DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0053-11-0058 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100 940140
Legal Description 
1610 SPRINGWOOD DR LOT 53 BLK 3 TAMARON UNIT 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 206,000 0 $206,000 $660.75 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 206,000 0 $206,000 $27.13 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 206,000 0 $206,000 $8.63 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 206,000 0 $206,000 $10.71 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 206,000 0 $206,000 $214.65 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 206,000 0 $206,000 $57.70 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 206,000 0 $206,000 $8.12 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 206,000 0 $206,000 $1,121.26 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 206,000 0 $206,000 $309.00 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 206,000 0 $206,000 $135.96 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $155.19 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $90.65 

 
 

EXHIBIT 447

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 22 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 144 of 165

http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp_registerEbillsV1-3.asp?t_nm=collect_mvp_register&l_wc=%7Cacct=0053110058%7Cownr01=PERRUC+PHYLLIS+H%7Cownr02=4146+WESTBOURNE+CIR%7Cownr03=SARASOTA++FL+34238%7Cownr04=+%7Cownr05=+%7Cownr06=+%7Cownr07=+%7CSitusAddr=1610+SPRINGWOOD+DR+001&sid=02D15AE14EC646C88900B51DCEDBD3F3


5/14/20, 8:40 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect_mvp…tion=eBillingInvitation&Parcelacct=0053110058&t_nm=collect%5Fmvptax

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $2,986.34 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/26/2019 PAYMENT 8027281.0001 2019 $2,866.89 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 
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Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $1,442.01 

Total Assessments $27.54 

If Paid By Amount Due 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 7/28/2020 12:51:38 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 7/28/2020 12:51:37 PM EDT
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0061150090 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
ROBERT N O NEILL LIVING TRUST 
HEATHER H PENNINGTON REVOCABLE 
5850 MERIWETHER PLACE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-5000 

Property Address    
5850 MERIWETHER PL 001 

Old Account Number    
0061-15-0090 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
5850 MERIWETHER PL LOT 6, PHILLIPPI PINES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 116,000 0 $116,000 $372.82 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 116,000 0 $116,000 $14.18 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 116,000 0 $116,000 $6.38 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 116,000 0 $116,000 $120.87 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 116,000 0 $116,000 $34.28 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 116,000 0 $116,000 $4.57 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 116,000 0 $116,000 $638.35 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 116,000 0 $116,000 $174.00 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 116,000 0 $116,000 $76.56 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
W056 Stormwater Utility $27.54 

 
 
 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,469.55 

EXHIBIT 449

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 29 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 151 of 165



7/28/20, 11:51 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 2 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=A6AA13A7F18C463D8FF862694B90F02F

 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/19/2018 PAYMENT 9040825.0002 2018 $1,410.77 

 

EXHIBIT 449

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 30 of 43

EXHIBIT 2
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Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $1,518.71 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 7/28/2020 12:50:39 PM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 7/28/2020 12:50:39 PM EDT

 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0061150090 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
ROBERT N O NEILL LIVING TRUST 
HEATHER H PENNINGTON REVOCABLE 
5850 MERIWETHER PLACE 
SARASOTA FL 34232-5000 

Property Address    
5850 MERIWETHER PL 001 

Old Account Number    
0061-15-0090 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
NO EXEMPTIONS 0100  
Legal Description 
5850 MERIWETHER PL LOT 6, PHILLIPPI PINES

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 122,500 0 $122,500 $392.92 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 122,500 0 $122,500 $16.13 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 122,500 0 $122,500 $5.13 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 122,500 0 $122,500 $6.37 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 122,500 0 $122,500 $127.65 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 122,500 0 $122,500 $34.31 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 122,500 0 $122,500 $4.83 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 122,500 0 $122,500 $666.77 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 122,500 0 $122,500 $183.75 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 122,500 0 $122,500 $80.85 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
W056 Stormwater Utility $27.54 

 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 449

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 31 of 43
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Total Assessments $27.54 

If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $1,546.25 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/15/2019 PAYMENT 9032675.0001 2019 $1,484.40 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 449

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 32 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 154 of 165
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EXHIBIT 451 

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 35 of 43
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8/4/20, 8:50 AMSarasota County Tax Collector

Page 1 of 2http://sarasotataxcollector.governmax.com/collectmax/tab_collect…ct%5Fmvptax&priortaxyr=2018&sid=1DBDD7DEF9A648F98A46CBFF398AD410

Total Millage 12.4311 Total Taxes $2,645.23 

Total Assessments $410.75 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 8/4/2020 9:49:39 AM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 8/4/2020 9:49:39 AM EDT
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040040 REAL ESTATE 2018

Mailing Address    
WENCK LINDA 
WENCK RAYMOND 
721 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-7402 

Property Address    
721 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0040 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
721 STONECREST DR LOT 55 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2140 248,708 50,000 $198,708 $638.65 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1222 248,708 50,000 $198,708 $24.28 
Mosquito Control 0.0550 248,708 50,000 $198,708 $10.93 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 248,708 50,000 $198,708 $207.05 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2955 248,708 50,000 $198,708 $58.72 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 248,708 50,000 $198,708 $7.83 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.5030 248,708 25,000 $223,708 $1,231.06 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 248,708 25,000 $223,708 $335.56 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 248,708 50,000 $198,708 $131.15 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $204.39 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $159.48 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,055.98 

EXHIBIT 451

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 36 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 158 of 165
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If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
11/30/2018 PAYMENT 9074096.0001 2018 $2,933.74 

 

EXHIBIT 451

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 37 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 159 of 165



8/4/20, 8:49 AMSarasota County Tax Collector
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Total Millage 12.3976 Total Taxes $2,695.66 

Total Assessments $440.20 

Sarasota County Tax Collector
generated on 8/4/2020 9:48:52 AM EDT

Tax Record

Last Update: 8/4/2020 9:48:52 AM EDT
 

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 Number Type Tax Tax Year 
0052040040 REAL ESTATE 2019

Mailing Address    
WENCK LINDA 
WENCK RAYMOND 
721 STONECREST DR 
SARASOTA FL 34232-7402 

Property Address    
721 STONECREST DR 001 

Old Account Number    
0052-04-0040 

Base Exempt Amount Taxable Value 
see below see below

Exemption Detail Millage Code Escrow Code 
HX 25000

H2 25000

0100  

Legal Description 
721 STONECREST DR LOT 55 THE OAKS AT WOODLAND PARK PH 2

Ad Valorem Taxes 

Taxing Authority Rate Assessed
Value 

Exemption
Amount 

Taxable
Value 

Taxes
Levied 

Sarasota Co. General Revenue 3.2075 253,433 50,000 $203,433 $652.51 
Bonds-Debt Service 0.1317 253,433 50,000 $203,433 $26.79 
Sarasota Co. Legacy Trl 0.0419 253,433 50,000 $203,433 $8.52 
Mosquito Control 0.0520 253,433 50,000 $203,433 $10.58 
Sarasota Memorial Hospital 1.0420 253,433 50,000 $203,433 $211.98 
SW FL Water Management Dist. 0.2801 253,433 50,000 $203,433 $56.98 
West Coast Inland Navigation 0.0394 253,433 50,000 $203,433 $8.02 
Sarasota School Board  
School District Fund 5.4430 253,433 25,000 $228,433 $1,243.36 
School Capital Impr 1.5000 253,433 25,000 $228,433 $342.65 
Emergency Medical Services 0.6600 253,433 50,000 $203,433 $134.27 

 

Non-Ad Valorem Assessments 
Code Levying Authority Amount 
F052 Sarasota County Fire Rescue $206.73 
G64A Solid Waste Service District $186.59 
W056 Stormwater Utility $46.88 

 
 

EXHIBIT 451

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 38 of 43

EXHIBIT 2

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-10   Filed 08/17/23   Page 160 of 165
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If Paid By Amount Due 
 $0.00 

  Taxes & Assessments $3,135.86 

Date Paid Transaction Receipt Item Amount Paid 
12/2/2019 PAYMENT 5532207.0001 2019 $3,041.78 

 
Prior Year Taxes Due 

NO DELINQUENT TAXES 

 

EXHIBIT 451

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 34-12   Filed 08/05/20   Page 39 of 43
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THE TRAILS ACT: RAILROADING PROPERTY 
OWNERS AND TAXPAYERS FOR MORE THAN A 

QUARTER CENTURY 

Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II∗ 
Lindsay Brinton 
Meghan Largent 

Editors’ Synopsis: In this Article, the Authors present a practitioner’s 
view of the conflict between the worthy objective the Trails Act was 
intended to achieve and the realities of how the Act serves to take property 
from landowners without providing the just compensation the Fifth 
Amendment requires. The authors argue that several recommended 
changes to the Trails Act can reduce the inequities that result from its 
implementation. 

I. PUBLIC RECREATIONAL TRAILS AND PRESERVATION OF
RAILROAD CORRIDORS ARE WORTHY OBJECTIVES ........ 118

II. A TRAILS ACT PARABLE ...................................................... 119
III. IN REALITY, THE TRAILS ACT IS ALL ABOUT CREATING

NEW PUBLIC RECREATIONAL TRAILS, NOT PRESERVING
RAILROADS ............................................................................ 125

IV. THE TRAILS ACT PROVIDES PRIVATE “TRAIL GROUPS”
A MECHANISM TO TAKE LAND AND SELL THAT
INTEREST TO A THIRD PARTY FOR PROFIT ........................ 131

∗ Thor Hearne is a litigation and political law partner in the Washington office of Arent 
Fox with more than fifteen years of experience successfully representing local government, 
businesses, and individuals in Fifth Amendment taking cases and other constitutional and 
civil rights litigation. He has represented more than 1,000 property owners nationwide in 
cases involving eminent domain claims against the federal government and has served as 
lead counsel for property owners in several landmark Trails Act taking cases. Mr. Hearne 
currently represents property owners in Trails Act taking cases in Missouri, Kansas, Florida, 
Michigan, Arizona, South Carolina and other states. 

Thor Hearne gratefully acknowledges the invaluable assistance and support of Lindsay 
Brinton and Meghan Largent, two colleagues and associates at Arent Fox whose contribution 
made this Article possible. The author also made many of the same comments in this Article 
in the author’s testimony to the Surface Transportation Board (“Twenty-Five Years of 
Railbanking: A Review and Look Ahead,” July 8, 2009). For further details or to contact the 
author contact thor@arentfox.com. 
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116 45 REAL PROPERTY, TRUST AND ESTATE LAW JOURNAL 

V. THE TRAILS ACT CREATES A LEGAL PURGATORY FOR 
PROPERTY OWNERS WHEN A NITU IS ISSUED BUT A TRAIL 
USE AGREEMENT HAS NOT BEEN REACHED WITH A 
RESPONSIBLE TRAIL GROUP ............................................... 133

VI. ALMOST EVERY TIME IT IS INVOKED, THE TRAILS ACT 
TAKES A CITIZEN’S LAND .................................................... 135
A. Railroads Typically Hold Only An Easement In Land 

Used For A Rail Line ......................................................... 135
B. An Easement Granted a Railroad for the Operation of a 

Railway Does Not Include the Right of a Non-Railroad to 
Use the Land for Public Recreation .................................... 139

C. Railbanking Is Not a Railroad Purpose ............................... 144
D. The 1983 Amendments to the Trails Act Were Adopted 

Precisely Because Railbanking Is Not a Railroad Purpose 
Under State Law ................................................................ 147

VII. THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT MAY NOT ESCAPE ITS 
CONSTITUTIONAL OBLIGATION TO PAY JUST 
COMPENSATION BY REDEFINING OR SHIFTING THE 
DEFINITION OF PROPERTY ................................................... 148

VIII. THE FIFTH AMENDMENT REQUIRES THE FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT TO PAY THE LANDOWNER JUST 
COMPENSATION FOR THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
TAKEN BY THE TRAILS ACT ................................................. 151

IX. THE COMPENSABLE TAKING OCCURS WHEN THE STB 
ISSUES THE NITU EVEN IF THE RAILROAD HAS NOT YET 
CONSUMMATED ABANDONMENT AND EVEN IF A TRAIL 
GROUP HAS NOT YET ACQUIRED THE RIGHT TO BUILD 
A TRAIL ACROSS THE LAND ................................................. 153
A. A Taking Occurs When the NITU Is Issued, Even If the 

Railroad Has Not Yet Consummated Abandonment of the 
Rail Line ............................................................................ 153

B. The Trails Act Is a Per Se Physical Taking of the Owner’s 
Property, Not a Regulatory Taking ..................................... 156
1. Because the Trails Act Redefines and Effectively 

Eliminates the Landowner’s Reversionary Interest It 
is a Per Se Taking ........................................................ 161

2. The NITU Takes a Landowner’s Interest in Land and 
Gives It to a Railroad................................................... 162
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SPRING 2010 The Trails Act   117 

3. The Trails Act Takes a Landowner’s Right to Exclude 
Others From His or Her Property ................................ 163

4. The Trails Act Takes a Landowner’s State Law Right 
To A Quiet Title Action ................................................ 163

5. The Trails Act Is Not a Regulation of the Landowners’ 
Interest in Their Land .................................................. 164

6. The Government Agrees Trails Act Takings Are Per Se, 
Not Regulatory, Takings .............................................. 164

C. A Trails Act Taking May Be Only Temporary .................... 166
X. THE TRAILS ACT FAILS TO PROVIDE A FAIR AND COST 

EFFICIENT METHOD FOR LANDOWNERS TO BE PAID THE 
COMPENSATION THEY ARE CONSTITUTIONALLY ENTITLED 
TO RECEIVE. THIS FAILURE SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASES 
THE COST OF THE TRAILS ACT TO TAXPAYERS................. 169
A. Landowners Never Receive Actual Notice Their Lands 

Have Been Taken ............................................................... 169
B. There Is No Fair and Cost-Efficient Method for Landowners 

to Be Paid Compensation ................................................... 170
C. The Costly Nature of Tucker Act Claims Is Compounded 

By the Justice Department’s Scorched Earth Litigation 
Strategy ............................................................................. 170

XI. RECOMMENDATIONS TO IMPROVE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
THE TRAILS ACT ................................................................... 175
A. Property Owners Should Be Provided Timely Notice of a 

NITU (or CITU) that Affects Their Property ...................... 175
B. The Trail Use Agreement Should Be Filed With the STB ... 176
C. More Timely and Cost-Efficient Resolution of Fifth 

Amendment Takings Claims .............................................. 176
D. Independent Review of the Trail Operator’s Capacity and 

Ability to Develop the Abandoned Rail Line As a 
Recreational Trail of Public Value...................................... 176

XII. CONCLUSION ......................................................................... 177
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118 45 REAL PROPERTY, TRUST AND ESTATE LAW JOURNAL 

I. PUBLIC RECREATIONAL TRAILS AND PRESERVATION OF 
RAILROAD CORRIDORS ARE WORTHY OBJECTIVES 

Add our voices to the choir. A well-administered public recreational 
trail can be a valuable and appreciated public amenity. 

The National Trails System Act Amendments of 1983 (1983 Amend-
ments)1 were adopted for the purpose of converting abandoned rail lines 
into public recreational trails and preserving the otherwise abandoned 
easements by allowing the federal Surface Transportation Board (STB) to 
grant any railroad the ability to build a new rail line across this land at some 
indefinite date in the future. 

However, the fact that the object of legislation benefits the public does 
not excuse the government from its constitutional obligation to compensate 
a landowner whose land the government takes in pursuit of this objective. 
The Fifth Amendment to our Constitution requires the government to pay 
“just compensation” to a citizen whose property it takes for the benefit of 
the public.2 

Justice Holmes noted this point in Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon,3 
writing, “We are in danger of forgetting that a strong public desire to im-
prove the public condition is not enough to warrant achieving the desire by 
a shorter cut than the constitutional way of paying for the change.”4 

Currently, more than fifty Trails Act Fifth Amendment takings cases are 
pending in the U.S. Court of Federal Claims (CFC) and federal district 
courts. These pending cases involve title to more than 780 miles of aban-
doned rail lines and more than 85,400 acres of land5 owned by thousands of 
American citizens. 

The Trails Act is legislation with a worthy objective, but the Trails Act 
is seriously flawed in the means by which it seeks to accomplish this objec-

                                                   
1 Pub. L. No. 98-11, 97 Stat. 42, National Trails System Act of 1968, Pub. L. No. 98-11, 

Title II, § 201, 97 Stat. 42 (codified, as amended) at 16 U.S.C.S. § 1241 et seq. (2006). 
2 U.S. CONST. amend. V (“nor shall private property be taken for public use, without 

just compensation”); see also David A. Thomas, Why the Public Plundering of Private 
Property Rights is Still a Very Bad Idea, 41 REAL PROP. PROB. & TR. J. 25 (2006). 

3 260 U.S. 393 (1922). 
4 Id. at 416. 
5 Railroad easements typically vary in width from 50 feet to 200 feet. In eastern states 

and urban areas, the easement is normally 50 to 100 feet wide, while in western states and 
rural communities, the easements are typically 200 feet wide. The most common width is 
100 feet. Assuming a uniform 100-foot width, more than 780 miles of abandoned rail line are 
currently the subject of pending Trails Act taking cases, and 85,400 acres of land are 
involved in this litigation. Because many of the pending cases involve abandoned rail lines in 
the Western United States, the actual acreage likely is greater. 
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SPRING 2010 The Trails Act   119 

tive. The flaws in the Trails Act, combined with the STB’s implementation 
of the Act and the Department of Justice’s (DOJ) legal strategy defending 
against claims arising under the Trails Act, have made the Trails Act mas-
sively and needlessly more costly for American taxpayers. 

Defenders of the Trails Act respond to criticisms of the law in its 
current form by extolling the virtues of public recreation. This response is 
like recommending we take an ocean voyage from Liverpool to New York 
because New York offers such fine entertainment. All true. But, accepting 
that premise does not mean we should make the voyage aboard the R.M.S. 
Titanic. So too the Trails Act. Granting the premise that creating public 
recreational trails and preserving otherwise abandoned rail corridors for 
possible future use are worthy objectives, it does not follow that the Trails 
Act in its current form is the most effective vehicle to achieve this objective. 

Fortunately, the legitimate objectives of the Trails Act—establishing 
public recreational trails and preserving railroad corridors—may be 
achieved fairly and cost-effectively. But this can only be accomplished if 
Congress, the STB, and the DOJ change how the Trails Act is written, ad-
ministered, and defended. If these changes are made, it will result in an act 
that treats landowners fairly, establishes more and better trails, and spends 
less of the taxpayers’ money. 

II. A TRAILS ACT PARABLE 

Suppose you own a home. This home has been in your family for gen-
erations and is of cultural and historic interest—legend is that George 
Washington once spent the night and wrote his farewell address in this 
house. This home is on land your family has owned for generations and is 
next door to the house in which you live. You are not currently using this 
home, and a businessman would like to buy it. But you don’t want to sell 
and would prefer to keep the home in your family. You do think it would be 
good for the neighborhood to have someone living in the home, and this 
businessman is a nice fellow—he is a retired railroad executive and would 
be a responsible neighbor who would maintain the home while he lives in it. 
So you agree to sell him a life estate in the home. The businessman can live 
in the home for the rest of his life; when the businessman dies—whether in 
a week or in thirty years—you (or your heirs) get the home back. 

Several decades later, Congress passes a “historic preservation” law, 
which says a federal agency may authorize those living in historic homes to 
sell them to private groups or to local governments that will operate the 
homes as public museums. This law further allows the person living in the 
home to sell it, notwithstanding any principle of state property law (such as 
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a life estate) that would otherwise prevent that person from selling the 
home. 

The businessman who bought your home has become quite sick and 
fallen on hard times. So he tells the federal agency that he is terminally ill 
and soon will no longer need the home. The federal agency, without ever 
telling you, issues an edict authorizing the businessman to sell the home to a 
private group that wants to operate a public museum in it. Under this ar-
rangement the private group gets the home when the businessman dies, 
notwithstanding state law that says the businessman has only a life estate 
and that you receive the home back upon his death. The businessman’s only 
heirs are some estranged third cousins. A provision of this federal historic 
preservation law allows these estranged third cousins to move into the 
house in the future if the federal agency grants them permission to do so. 

You, as the owner of this home, don’t know anything about any of these 
arrangements. No one—not the businessman, not the private group, and not 
the federal government—ever told you about this scheme to sell your home 
and convert it to a museum, with the possibility of the businessman’s third 
cousins moving in at some future date. 

Fortunately for the businessman, he survives for several more years. 
When he finally does succumb, sad as you are at his passing, you go to rec-
laim your home. But when you do so, a private group comes to the door and 
tells you that they now own the land by reason of this federal historic pre-
servation law and the order of the federal agency. This private group plans 
to operate a public museum in the home. It will charge admission and have 
a concession stand and bookstore in the home. 

You protest. This is your home. The businessman had only a life estate. 
You argue that this law is unconstitutional. The U.S. Supreme Court hears 
your case and rules that Congress may constitutionally convert your home 
into a museum because Congress has the power of eminent domain. But the 
Supreme Court rules that the Fifth Amendment requires the federal gov-
ernment to pay you just compensation for the home it has taken from you. 

We all agree—you most of all—that the home is of great historic and 
cultural importance. This importance is why you wanted to keep it in your 
family. Remembering where our first president slept and displaying dio-
ramas portraying the event and books recounting his life are all of great na-
tional importance. After all, where would we be without George Washing-
ton? But none of these considerations change the fact that you owned the 
home until the federal law preempted your state law title to the home. 

You would rather have your home back. Lacking that possibility, you 
would like to receive the just compensation that you are constitutionally 
entitled to receive. So you file a claim in the CFC seeking compensation. 
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The DOJ (funded by your tax payments) appears in court to prevent you 
from being paid compensation. The DOJ argues, “It may be true that the 
businessman only had a life estate in your home, but we have decided that a 
life estate in a historic home has been ‘redefined’ or has ‘shifted’ to include 
the right of a private museum group to operate the home as a public mu-
seum—including a concession stand and bookstore.” 

After five years of litigation with the federal government, you and the 
DOJ reach a settlement specifying the amount of compensation you are to 
receive for this home. A federal judge reviews this settlement and approves 
the compensation. But just two days before this order approving the settle-
ment is final, the court of appeals issues a ruling in a different case involv-
ing a house the federal government has taken from a famous general in 
Georgia. (The federal government also took this Army general’s home 
without paying him.) Under the court of appeals’ new rule, a homeowner 
must file a claim for compensation within six years of when the federal 
agency issued its edict authorizing the sale of the house to the businessman. 
You protest, “This is not fair. No one ever told me about the federal agen-
cy’s order. I didn’t know anyone had taken my home until I heard about the 
deal between the businessman and the museum group, and even then I only 
heard about it because it was in the newspaper. Plus, I filed my claim before 
this new rule was announced and under the old rule I couldn’t even file a 
claim until the businessman had died, and I had the right to my home under 
state law.” 

“Too bad,” the DOJ says. In effect, “Gotcha. You’re out of luck. The 
museum group gets your home, and we get out of our settlement agreement 
so the federal government doesn’t have to pay you. Sometimes life is just 
not fair.”6 

                                                   
6 The DOJ argued before the CFC that although the government had admitted liability 

for taking the land of more than 100 Missouri property owners, the decision in an unrelated 
case retroactively changed the statute of limitations and the government was no longer bound 
to honor the settlement nor pay these citizens. The DOJ argued: 

[T]he extent that some of this discussion is really turning on the perceived 
equities, or inequities, of the government raising the statute of limitations’ 
[sic] issue again after having litigated the case for a number of years, we 
have quoted in one or both of our brief [sic]. . . . It states: that age-old rule 
that a court may not, in any case, even in the interest of justice, extend its 
jurisdiction where none exists has always worked injustice in particular 
cases. 

Transcript of Record at 33–34, Biery v. United States, 86 Fed. Cl. 516 (2009) (Nos. 07-693L, 
07-675L) (on file with Real Property, Trust & Estate Law Journal). 
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You cannot believe this result. So you ask if any other citizens have had 
the same thing happen to their homes. You learn that a lot of other citizens 
have also lost their homes under this federal program and very few have 
been paid. 

One homeowner tells you that he lost his home under this program 
when the federal agency granted a county government the right to take the 
family home for a museum, but the county has never used the home as a 
museum. Rather, the home has been neglected and vandalized and the 
grounds are littered with trash. The county government that received the 
right to use this home had said it wanted the home for a museum, but the 
county really had no interest in opening a museum. Rather, the county 
wanted to use the federal law to acquire title to the land so the county could 
make money by leasing the home to a cell tower company and digging a 
sewage lagoon in the back yard for a community septic system.7 The prop-
erty owners complained to the federal agency about this abuse of the federal 
historic preservation law. But, the federal agency told them it had no statu-
tory authority to regulate how a “museum group” used the land.8 The DOJ 
says the museum group can use the land for anything it wants—it does not 
have to be a museum.9 The only requirement is that the museum group not 
do something that would make it impossible for the estranged third cousins 
to move back to the land and build a new home. No one really knows what 
would make it “impossible” for the third cousins to do so. In one case the 
museum group tore down the home and built a heliport.10 

                                                   
7 See Letter from Cecile B. Kellenbarger, Treasurer, Prairie Travelers, Inc., to Vernon 

A. Williams, Secretary, Surface Transportation Board (July 28, 2004) (on file with Real 
Property, Trust & Estate Law Journal). (“The County only intends to railbank the line for 
possible use as a corridor for underground utilities.”) 

8 See Citizens Against Rails to Trails v. Surface Transp. Bd., 267 F.3d 1144 (D.C. Cir. 
2001) (finding that STB’s role granting trail use application is merely ministerial and STB 
has no authority to review fitness of trail group or desirability of trail). 

9 When the DOJ was asked whether the government would allow “concessionaires set 
up along the strip and sell things to these hikers,” the DOJ responded, “I don’t believe that 
they could be prevented from putting up a concession stand.” Transcript of Record at 91, 
Biery v. United States, 86 Fed. Cl. 516 (2009) (Nos. 1:07cv00693, 1:07cv00675) (on file 
with Real Property, Trust & Estate Law Journal). A concession stand has been built on the 
High Line Trail in New York City, and parking lots and other facilities have been built in 
Florida on the Legacy Trail. 

10 See Twenty-Five Years of Railbanking: A Review and Look Ahead, Hearing Before 
the Surface Transp. Bd., Ex Parte No. 690, 51–55 (July 8, 2009) (testimony of Marianne 
Wesley Fowler, Senior V.P. of Fed. Relations, Rails-to-Trails Conservancy) (mentioning 
Texas mayor who had heliport built on land supposed to be used as trail under authority of 
Trails Act), available at http://www.stb.dot.gov/TransAndStatements.nsf/transcriptsand 
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In yet another case, the heirs of the deceased life estate tenant are using 
this program to try and get money for the home in a scheme to sell it to a 
Mexican corporation.11 In the meantime, the home has fallen into disrepair, 
the pool has overflowed and flooded the owner’s adjoining home, and a 
group of illegal aliens are using what is left of the home as a meth lab. 
Every few days, the police are called to break into the house and arrest 
them, but the house continues to be used as a meth lab and a shelter for il-
legal aliens. Whenever the owners try and lock the home and prevent it 
from being used for illegal activity, the police run them off, saying that un-
der this federal program, the owners have no right to go onto the land, not 
even to protect their adjoining land from being flooded.12 

For those fortunate enough to learn that the federal agency has issued an 
edict authorizing their home to be converted into a museum in time to file a 
claim for compensation, the DOJ will claim the government does not need 
to pay them for taking their ancestral home. In its defense of these “Mu-
seum-Act taking cases,” the DOJ has pursued a litigation strategy that is 
both very expensive and greatly delays a homeowner being paid compensa-
tion. The DOJ makes three arguments: 

Argument 1: The businessman still lives in the home and, therefore, the 
life estate is still in force. True enough, the DOJ concedes, the businessman 
is dead and buried, and he only had a life estate to use the property; but, 
because the federal agency may grant his estranged third cousins the right to 
move into the house sometime in the future, the businessman is really still 
living in the house. 

If you don’t buy Argument 1, the DOJ offers Argument 2 as justifica-
tion for taking your home without having to pay you. 

Argument 2: Your home is really a museum and was a museum all 
along. The original owners of the home allowed George Washington to 
sleep there because George Washington was a public figure. Therefore, a 
public museum commemorating George Washington’s slumber in the home 
is a use of the property consistent with the original owner’s invitation to 

                                                   
statements?openview (follow “07/08/2009 Full Transcript” hyperlink; then select “Ex Parte 
No. 690 Transcript.pdf). 

11 See Environmental Assessment, San Pedro R.R., No. AB-1081X (Sub-No. 4X) 
(Surface Transp. Bd. Nov. 9, 2005) (abandonment exemption in Cochise County, AZ) (San 
Pedro Railroad attempted to use the Trails Act as a means to hold an abandoned rail line 
easement as part of a deal with Ferromex, a Mexican railroad, to operate a cross-border 
railroad). 

12 See Affidavit of John Ladd, et al. at 2–3, Ladd v. United States, 90 Fed. Cl. 221 
(2009) (No. 07-271L) (ranchers describing how illegal immigrants and suspected drug 
smugglers use abandoned and neglected rail line to cross border). 
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George Washington to spend the night. George Washington was a public 
figure so a public museum commemorating this event are both similarly 
permitted public uses of this home within the scope of the original invita-
tion to George Washington. Additionally, because you granted the busi-
nessman the right to use this home for a single-family residence as long as 
he lived, you cannot complain about the use of your land as a public mu-
seum because, if the businessman had not died, he still could be living in 
the home. Therefore, the public museum imposes no “greater burden” on 
your ownership of the reversionary right to this home than was the case 
when the businessman used it. 

Okay, okay. So that argument is an invalid syllogism on the order of: 
“God is love, love is blind; therefore, Stevie Wonder is God.” But the DOJ 
has one last argument it marshals in its effort to avoid compensating proper-
ty owners in Museum-Act taking cases. 

Argument 3: The federal government still can take your property with-
out having to pay compensation because the government—or a judge sym-
pathetic to the government—can “redefine” or “shift” your property interest 
in your home. The argument goes like this: When you and the businessman 
negotiated the original agreement, he obtained a life estate to use your 
home. The life estate did not allow him to sell your home to a museum—
nor did it allow his estranged third cousins to use the home after he died. 
“But,” the DOJ argues, “Times have changed. It was several decades ago 
that you and the businessman negotiated the life estate. Since then, we have 
all come to share a much greater appreciation of George Washington and 
the importance of preserving our historical connection with our first presi-
dent.” It is, therefore, appropriate for the federal government—or a judge 
sympathetic to the federal government—to redefine the life estate granted 
the businessman in light of the current reality of our appreciation of George 
Washington. Thus, a life estate granted for the life of the businessman who 
lived in a home in which George Washington once slept should be redefined 
or “shifted” to be a life estate that endures so long as we remember the life 
of George Washington. 

The preceding parable of a private home taken for a public museum is 
precisely analogous to the situation that property owners experience in 
“rails-to-trails” takings of their land under the federal Trails Act. If you 
substitute railroad for businessman, recreational trail for museum, easement 
for life estate and reversionary interest13 for original landowner, you have 
an accurate statement of how the Trails Act functions. 

                                                   
13 Throughout this Article, we use the term reversionary in the generic sense used by 

the Federal Circuit: “We note in passing that as a matter of traditional property law 
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III.   IN REALITY, THE TRAILS ACT IS ALL ABOUT CREATING NEW 
PUBLIC RECREATIONAL TRAILS, NOT PRESERVING 

RAILROADS 

The Trails Act is not, in reality, about preserving railroad corridors. 
This ostensible purpose is a fiction. The Trails Act is, in practice, about 
converting land the site of a now abandoned rail line to a new and different 
use as a public recreational trail.  And, as the Federal Circuit and other 
courts have made clear, public recreational use is quite different from oper-
ating a railroad.14 

                                                   
terminology, a termination of the easements would not cause anything to ‘revert’ to the 
landowner. Rather, the burden of the easement would simply be extinguished, and the 
landowner’s property would be held free and clear of any such burden.” Toews v. United 
States, 376 F.3d 1371, 1376 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 

Judge Plager made some interesting comments on this topic: 
There is an alternative way, frequently used today . . . to describe 

property transactions involving easements. Instead of calling the property 
owner’s retained interest a fee simple burdened by the easement, this 
alternative labels the property owner’s retained interest following the creation 
of an easement as a “reversion” in fee. Upon the termination, however 
achieved, of the easement, the “reversion” is said to become fully possessory; 
it is sometimes loosely said that the estate “reverts” to the owner. 

Under traditional common law estates terminology, a “reversion” is a 
future interest remaining in the transferor following the conveyance of certain 
lesser estates to a transferee, typically when the transferee takes a possessory 
estate of freehold, for example a life estate. An easement is not such a 
possessory estate of freehold. Traditional characterization describes an 
easement as a “use” interest, sometimes an “incorporeal hereditament,” but 
not a “possessory” interest in the land. Therefore labeling the retained interest 
a “reversion” is not consistent with the traditional classification scheme, 
which views the retained interest as a present estate in fee simple, subject to 
the burden of the easement. 

Be that as it may, whether the property owner’s retained interest 
following the conveyance of an easement is denominated a fee simple estate 
or a reversion, it is uniformly treated at common law as a vested estate in fee. 
Under either characterization the result upon termination of the easement is 
the same. For consistency we use the traditional terminology which 
recognizes that the transferor remains seized of the freehold estate, and thus 
labels the owner’s estate as a fee simple, burdened, during the life of the 
easement, by the easement-holder’s rights. 

Preseault v. United States, 100 F.3d 1525, 1533–34 (Fed. Cir. 1996) [hereinafter Preseault III]. 
14 In Toews, the Federal Circuit noted: 

And it appears beyond cavil that use of these easements for a 
recreational trail—for walking, hiking, biking, picnicking, frisbee 
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In National Wildlife Federation v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n,15 the 
D.C. Circuit described the history and purpose of the 1983 Amendments to 
the Trails Act:16 “As originally enacted, the Trails Act made no specific 
provision for the conversion of abandoned railroad rights-of-way to trails. 
Congress’s first effort to encourage this type of adaptive re-use appeared in 
section 809 of the Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory Reform [(4-R)] 
Act of 1976.”17 Section 809 of the 4-R Act authorized the Interstate Com-
merce Commission (ICC) to delay disposition of abandoned railroad corri-
dors for up to 180 days after an effective abandonment order “unless the 
property at issue had been first offered on reasonable terms for sale for pub-
lic purposes.”18 This section is referred to as a “Public Use Condition.”19 

This section did not, however, achieve Congress’s desired result. As the 
D.C. Circuit noted, “Section [10905] has no railbanking provision that 

                                                   
playing, with newly-added tarmac pavement, park benches, occasional 
billboards, and fences to enclose the trailway—is not the same use made 
by a railroad, involving tracks, depots, and the running of trains. The 
different uses create different burdens. In the one case there was an 
occasional train passing through (no depots or turntables or other 
appurtenances are involved on these rights of way). In the other, 
individuals or groups use the property, some passing along the trail, 
others pausing to engage in activities for short or long periods of time. In 
the one case, the landowner could make such uses of the property as were 
not inconsistent with the railroad’s use, crossing over the tracks, putting a 
fruit stand on one edge of the property, or whatever. In the other, the 
government fenced the trail in such a way as to deny access. 

Some might think it better to have people strolling on one’s property 
than to have a freight train rumbling through. But that is not the point. 
The landowner’s grant authorized one set of uses, not the other. Under 
the law, it is the landowner’s intention as expressed in the grant that 
defines the burden to which the land will be subject. 

376 F.3d at 1376–77. 
15 850 F.2d 694 (D.C. Cir. 1988). 
16 See National Trails System Act Amendments of 1983, Pub. L. No. 98-11, 97 Stat. 42 

(codified as amended at 16 U.S.C. §§ 1241 to 1247, 1249 (2009). 
17 Id. at 697; see also Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory Reform Act of 1976, Pub. 

L. No. 94-210, tit. VIII, 90 Stat. 144 (current version at 49 U.S.C. § 10905 (2009). 
18 Nat’l Wildlife Fed’n, 850 F.2d at 697. 
19 Section 809 was originally codified as 49 U.S.C. section 10906, but was 

subsequently renumbered, and is now at 49 U.S.C. section 10905. See I.C.C. Termination 
Act of 1995, P.L. No. 104-88, 109 Stat 803. 
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would preempt state laws that could otherwise result in reversion of rights-
of-way to abutting landowners upon a cessation of rail service.”20 

The lack of a railbanking provision preempting state laws created a 
problem in that the railroad would lose its rights of way under state law 
when the railroad abandoned the line. For this reason, “Congress renewed 
its effort to promote the conversion of railroad rights-of-way to trail use 
when it enacted the current [section] 8(d) as part of the 1983 Trails Act 
Amendments.”21 Section 8(d) was…. added to: 

reflect[] the concern that previous congressional efforts 
have not been successful in establishing a process through 
which railroad rights-of-way which are not immediately 
necessary for active service can be utilized for trail 
purposes . . . . [This provision] should eliminate many of 
the problems with this program. The concept of attempting 
to establish trails only after the formal abandonment of a 
railroad right-of-way is self-defeating; once a right-of-way 
is abandoned for railroad purposes there may be nothing 
left for trail use.22 

The Eighth Circuit noted: 

One of the major impediments to preserving these 
rights-of-way existed in state property laws which 
prescribed that once rail service is discontinued after the 
ICC’s approval of abandonment, such easements would 
automatically expire and the rights-of-way would revert to 
adjacent property owners. In response to this problem, 
Congress enacted the Trails Act Amendments of 1983.23 

                                                   
20 Nat’l Wildlife Fed’n, 850 F.2d at 701. For an explanation of the term “railbanking,” 

see infra note 119 and accompanying text. 
21 Id. 
22 H.R. Rep. No. 98-28, at 8–9 (1983), as reprinted in 1983 U.S.C.C.A.N. 112, 119–20. 

Congress adopted the Trails Act and the 4-R Act to address the loss of railroad rights of way. 
Congress was not alone in noting the decline of railroads in the 1970’s. See STEVE 

GOODMAN, The City of New Orleans (1970) (“And the steel rails still ain’t heard the 
news/The conductor sings his song again/The passengers will please refrain/This train’s got 
the disappearing railroad blues.” (Sung most famously by Arlo Guthrie on the album HOBO’S 

LULLABY (Rising Son 1972)). 
23 Town of Grantwood Vill. v. Mo. Pac. R.R. Co., 95 F.3d 654, 658 (8th Cir. 1996) 

(citation omitted). 
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As the D.C. Circuit explained, “By deeming interim trail use to be like 
discontinuance rather than abandonment, Congress sought to prevent prop-
erty interests from reverting to the landowners under state law.”24 

Section 8(d) of the 1983 Trails Act Amendments provides: 

Consistent with the purposes of that Act, and in 
furtherance of the national policy to preserve established 
railroad rights-of-way for future reactivation of rail 
service, to protect rail transportation corridors, and to 
encourage energy efficient transportation use, in the case 
of interim use of any established railroad rights-of-way 
pursuant to donation, transfer, lease, sale, or otherwise in a 
manner consistent with this chapter, if such interim use is 
subject to restoration or reconstruction for railroad 
purposes, such interim use shall not be treated, for 
purposes of any law or rule of law, as an abandonment of 
the use of such rights-of-way for railroad purposes.25 

The Trails Act was codified at Title 16.26 This section of the United 
States Code concerns “conservation.” The provisions before and after the 
Trails Act concern estuaries and rivers.27 By contrast, regulation of railroads 
and the STB’s authority and procedures are codified under Title 49, which 
concerns “transportation.”28 

The Trails Act does not even come into play until the railroad and the 
STB first have concluded the property has no current or foreseeable future 
use as a rail line.29 After a railroad has sought authority to abandon a rail 
line and the STB has determined that no current or foreseeable future use of 
the land for a rail line exists, a private or public group may request the au-
thority to negotiate with the railroad to acquire the easement pursuant to the 
Trails Act.30 If such a trail group requests the opportunity to negotiate a 

                                                   
24 Citizens Against Rails-to-Trails v. Surface Transp. Bd., 267 F.3d 1144, 1149 (D.C. 

Cir. 2001) (citing Preseault v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 494 U.S. 1, 8 (1990)); see also 
Nat’l Wildlife Fed’n, 850 F.2d at 702. 

25 16 U.S.C. § 1247 (2006) (codifying the National Trails System Act Amendments of 
1983, Pub. L. No. 98-11, 97 Stat. 42). 

26 See id. §§ 1241–1251. 
27 See id. §§ 1221, 1271. 
28 See 49 U.S.C. §§ 10101, 10502 (2006). 
29 Before the Trails Act can be invoked, section 10905 of the 4-R Act requires that the 

STB find there is no public interest in the current or future use of the rail line for 
transportation. 

30 See 49 C.F.R. 1152, 29. 
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Trail Use Agreement with the railroad and if the railroad agrees to these 
negotiations, the STB will issue a Notice of Interim Trail Use or Aban-
donment (NITU).31 The STB has no discretion over whether or not to issue 
a NITU.32 If the railroad agrees to negotiate, the STB must issue a NITU. 

The Legacy Trail running between Sarasota and Venice, Florida is a 
typical example. Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. (SGLR) sought to abandon a 
twelve-mile long decrepit and unused segment of rail line it had acquired 
from CSX Transportation in 1987.33 SGLR noted, “there has been no traffic 
on the line [for over two years] and there have been no rail movements over 
the last three miles of the line for over 10 years.”34 SGLR told the STB 
“there is little likelihood of traffic returning to the line.”35 The railroad and 
the STB agreed that: 

All of the former shippers have moved elsewhere or use 
other arrangements for their traffic. . . . Because of 
residential and recreational development of the land along 
the right-of-way there are few, if any, parcels available for 
industrial development for new rail shippers. . . . It is clear 
that the lack of traffic, and the development of the area 
around the Subject Line that there is little likelihood of 
there ever being a future demand for local rail service over 

                                                   
31 See id. The typical Trails Act arises in the course of an exempt abandonment under 

49 U.S.C. section 10502. A parallel provision for non-exempt abandonments is found under 
49 U.S.C. section 10903. The order of the STB authorizing Trails Use in a non-exempt 
abandonment is called a Certificate of Interim Trail Use or Abandonment (CITU). See 49 
C.F.R. § 1011.7(a). We refer throughout to a NITU; however, the terms CITU and NITU can 
be used interchangeably, as used in this Article. 

32 See Jost v. Surface Transp. Bd. 194 F.3d 79 (D.C. Cir. 1999) (stating that the STB 
“‘shall’ impose a trail condition, and not permit abandonment of a line, whenever a railroad 
is prepared to convey the right-of-way” to a trail sponsor, and that the statute gives the STB 
“little, if any, discretion to forestall a voluntary agreement to effect a conversion to trail 
use.”); see also Citizens Against Rails-to-Trails v. Surface Transp. Bd., 267 F.3d 1144, 1152 
(D.C. Cir. 2001) (STB’s issuance of NITU is ministerial and is not subject to National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)); Goos v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 911 F.2d 1283, 
1295–96 (8th Cir. 1990) (STB’s issuance of NITU is ministerial and is not subject to 
NEPA.). 

33 See Seminole Gulf Ry., No. AB-400 (Surface Transp. Bd. Apr. 1, 2004) (decision in 
abandonment exemption in Sarasota County, Fla.). 

34 Id. at *1. 
35 Id. at *2. 

EXHIBIT 3

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-11   Filed 08/17/23   Page 16 of 65



130 45 REAL PROPERTY, TRUST AND ESTATE LAW JOURNAL 

the Subject Line . . . there are no shippers remaining on the 
Subject Line, and no prospects of future shippers.36 

The STB approved the abandonment of the rail line and issued a NITU. 
The Trust for Public Land, a 501(c)(3) public charity and land conservation 
group, negotiated with the railroad and acquired the easement under the 
Trails Act. The Trust for Public Land then assigned the trail to Sarasota 
County. The Legacy Trail is now a mostly paved public recreational trail 
with parking, rest room facilities, and a museum in the old depot. 

Thus, while the Trails Act preserves the hypothetical possibility that the 
STB at some future time may grant some as-yet unidentified railroad the 
authority to build a new rail line across the land, the reality is that this grant 
rarely happens. In the vast majority of cases, the land has been converted 
permanently to public recreational use and never has or will be the site of a 
future railroad. 

According to testimony submitted to the STB, out of 5,079 miles of 
track subject to a NITU, only 2,764 have been converted to trail use.37 Of 
these 2,764 miles of trails, a rail line has been rebuilt on the land only nine 
times.38 And, often only a small segment of the former rail line has been 
reactivated.39 Many of the abandoned rail lines converted to public recrea-
tional use are spur lines or dead-end lines40 that do not run anywhere any 
railroad will ever be needed again.41 Most of these abandoned rail lines are 
not of significant value as a rail corridor. 

Notably, the NITU does not guarantee there will be a trail or that a Trail 
Use Agreement will be reached within the six-month initial negotiating pe-
riod. The NITU merely authorizes the railroad and trail group to negotiate 
for a possible Trail Use Agreement. The initial negotiating period is for six 

                                                   
36 See Petition of Seminole Gulf Railway, L.P. for Exemption of Abandonment at 4–6, 

No. AB-400 (Sub-No. 3X) (Surface Transp. Bd. Dec. 12, 2003) (on file with Real Property, 
Trust & Estate Law Journal). 

37 See Twenty-Five Years of Railbanking, supra note 10, (written statement of Marianne 
Wesley Fowler, Senior V.P. of Fed. Relations, Rails-to-Trails Conservancy). 

38 See id. 
39 See e.g., Glosemeyer v. United States, 45 Fed. Cl. 771, 774 (2000) (reactivation of 

1,100 feet of 6.2 miles of abandoned line). 
40 See Burlington N. & Santa Fe Ry. Co., No. AB-6 (Sub-No. 406X) (Surface Transp. 

Bd. Apr. 5, 2004) (notice of interim trail use or abandonment in Reno County, Kan.); see 
also Butler County, Kan., No. AB-870X (Surface Transp. Bd. July 2, 2004) (notice of 
interim trail use or abandonment). 

41 See Seminole Gulf Ry., L.P., No. AB-870X (Surface Transp. Bd. Apr. 1, 2004) 
(notice of interim trail use or abandonment in Sarasota County, Fla.). 
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months, but this period often is extended repeatedly. In some cases the ne-
gotiating period has been extended for more than eleven years.42 

IV.   THE TRAILS ACT PROVIDES PRIVATE “TRAIL GROUPS” 
A MECHANISM TO TAKE LAND 

AND SELL THAT INTEREST TO A THIRD PARTY FOR PROFIT 

All too often the Trails Act serves, not to build trails, but as a tool for a 
private or public “trail group” to acquire the rights to profit from the land. 
This use is especially outrageous because while landowners are not paid 
unless they pursue long and expensive litigation against the federal govern-
ment, the trail group is able to sell the landowners’ property for substantial 
profit.43 

Consider the economics of a single two-mile long segment of aban-
doned rail line converted to trail use under the Trails Act. The STB issued a 
NITU on April 18, 1999. A not-for-profit, privately controlled trail group 
negotiated with the railroad to acquire the easement pursuant to the Trails 
Act. The Missouri Pacific Railroad appraised the easement as worth $3.5 
million for tax purposes.44 The private trail group paid the railroad only 
$330,000.45 The railroad received a tax deduction worth more than $1.1 mil-
                                                   

42 See, e.g., Wisconsin Cent. Ltd., No. AB-303 (Sub-No. 18X) (Surface Transp. Bd. 
July 28, 2009) (final extension of negotiation for abandonment exemption in Polk County, 
Wis.; NITU issued Mar. 1998 ultimately extended until Jan. 2010). 

43 “[I]n an abandonment proceeding the STB determines whether an abandonment is 
appropriate by weighing the potential harm to affected shippers and communities against the 
burden of continued operation of the railroad in interstate commerce. By contrast, under 
section 1247(d), the STB must issue a NITU or CITU when a private party files a statement 
of willingness to assume financial responsibility and the railroad agrees to negotiate.” Goos 
v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 911 F.2d 1283 (8th Cir. 1990). 

44 See Ken Leiser, Park District Ditches Offer to Buy Trail: Officials Discover 
Nonprofit Had Paid Much Less, ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH, Dec. 4, 2003, at C1. The 
appraised interest in the corridor is not the value of the land but the value of the railroad’s 
easement interest in the corridor that it was able to sell by reason of the Trails Act. Id. Under 
Missouri law, the Missouri Pacific Railroad had no interest in the land and had nothing it 
could sell. The only “interest” the Missouri Pacific Railroad had to sell was the interest 
created by operation of the federal Trails Act. See Town of Grantwood Vill. v. Mo. Pac. R.R. 
Co., 95 F.3d 654 (8th Cir. 1996). Essentially, the Trails Act created an easement interest that 
the Missouri Pacific could sell and donate for which it received a tax deduction. This same 
interest was then resold and leased by the private trail group for a substantial profit. The 
proposed $1.6 million sale did not go through. When the park department learned that the 
trail group was trying to reap a $1.3 million windfall from the sale, the sale was canceled. 
See Leiser, supra. However, the private trail group still received substantial funds from 
utilities for use of the corridor. See Illig. v. United States, 58 Fed. Cl. 619, 623–24 (2003). 

45 See Leiser, supra note 44. 
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lion for the difference.46 The private trail group also received at least 
$200,000 from a utility company in payment for licensing a high-power 
electric line built on the property.47 The private trail group then leased (for 
an undisclosed amount) the trail to the county park department.48 The pri-
vate trail group also tried to sell the two-mile segment of the rail line to the 
park department for $1.6 million.49 The park department and private trail 
group received funds from the state transportation department (a part of 
which are from the federal government) to develop a trail across this two-
mile long segment. Seven years after the NITU was issued, and three years 
after the lawsuit was filed in the CFC, the property owners were paid almost 
$4.7 million for the value of their land, $2.7 million in interest, and 
$800,000 in reimbursed attorney fees and litigation expenses.50 The amount 
the DOJ paid in costs and expenses in this case is unknown. 

So, this two-mile segment of recreational trail cost the federal govern-
ment more than $10 million.51 Additionally, the DOJ paid its own attorneys 
salaries and overhead, and it paid the government’s litigation expenses, in-
cluding appraisal fees and any federal funds appropriated to build the trail. 
The cost to the taxpayers is more than $5 million per mile. 

The economics of this single two-mile segment illustrate how miserably 
inefficient and costly the Trails Act is in its current form. Had the federal 
government, directly or through the county park department, acquired the 
land, paid the landowners upfront, and built the trail, it could have been ac-
complished more quickly and at one-half the expense to taxpayers. This 
case also illustrates how private trail groups are able to use the Trails Act to 
make millions in profits by selling trail corridors to county or state parks 
departments and granting utility easements over the land, all at the expense 
of the American taxpayer and property owners. 

                                                   
46 The railroad never disclosed the amount of the deduction it took for this contribution. 

We estimate the cost of the tax deduction to the government using the 35% corporate tax 
rate. 

47 See Illig, 58 Fed. Cl. at 623–24 (The record is unclear whether this sum is a one-time 
payment or an annual payment.). 

48 Letter from Buzz Westfall, Saint Louis County Executive to members of Saint Louis 
County Council (Sept. 3, 1998) (on file with Real Property, Trust & Estate Law Journal). 

49 See Leiser, supra note 44. 
50 See Miller v. United States, 67 Fed. Cl. 542 (2005). 
51 $4,691,244 for the land, $1,109,500 in tax deduction to the railroad, $2,690,439 in 

interest and $770,000 in litigation expenses reimbursed the property owners. See Miller v. 
United States, No. 03-2489L (Fed. Cl. Nov. 17, 2006) (order adopting proposed settlement) 
(on file with Real Property, Trust & Estate Law Journal). 
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V. THE TRAILS ACT CREATES A LEGAL PURGATORY FOR 
PROPERTY OWNERS WHEN A NITU IS ISSUED BUT A TRAIL USE 
AGREEMENT HAS NOT BEEN REACHED WITH A RESPONSIBLE 

TRAIL GROUP 

In some cases the Trails Act results in a well-managed, attractive recre-
ational trail that is maintained and managed by a responsible trail group. 
Unfortunately, in many cases the results are different. For many landown-
ers, the STB’s issuance of a NITU is the beginning of a nightmare that rele-
gates their land to a legal purgatory. 

The Trails Act has created a nightmare for the Ladd family and their 
neighboring ranchers in southern Arizona.52 The Ladd family has owned a 
ranch on the Arizona-Mexico border since Teddy Roosevelt originally 
granted their family a land patent.53 An abandoned eighty-mile long rail 
spur the El Paso & Southwestern Railroad Company once used to haul 
freight crosses their ranch.54 Years ago, monsoon floods washed out the rail 
line, and the STB authorized the railroad to abandon the rail line and the 
rails and ties were removed. The now-abandoned rail line parallels the 
U.S.–Mexican border for forty miles and then turns north and runs forty 
miles toward Tucson.55 Trail groups have expressed, and continue to ex-
press, interest in a possible trail on the forty-mile north-south segment.56 
However, more than three years after the NITU was issued, no trail has 
been built.57 The abandoned railroad ballast provides an easy route for drug 
smugglers and illegal immigrants to enter the United States. The Ladds have 
tried to fence and build barriers across the abandoned rail line, but the bor-
der patrol and smugglers continue to cut the fence and remove the barriers.58 
The neglected railroad bed also has caused flooding of the Ladds’ adjoining 
ranch property.59 Because the Trails Act perpetuates an otherwise aban-
doned easement, the Ladds lack the ability to exclude others from this land. 

National Public Radio reported in April 2010 on the murder of Robert 
Krentz, the Ladd’s neighbor and fellow rancher. Mr. Krentz was “shot and 
killed along with his dog—presumably by a drug smuggler.” NPR described 

                                                   
52 See Ladd v. United States, 90 Fed. Cl. 221 (2009), appeal filed, No. 2010-5010, 2010 

WL 464245 (Fed. Cir. Jan. 20, 2010). 
53 See Apellants’ Opening Brief at 4, Ladd, No. 2010-5010, 2010 WL 464245. 
54 See id. 
55 See id. at 6. 
56 See id. at 6–7. 
57 See id. at 8, 18–19. 
58 See id. at 9. 
59 See id. 
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how trails in this border community are now used by drug smugglers and 
illegal immigrants. “A century and a half ago, the Apache warrior Geroni-
mo used the area’s trails to elude the U.S. cavalry for decades. Now, the 
same trails are corridors for drug cartels using illegal immigrants who can’t 
afford to pay for a guide.”60 NPR reported, “Ladd says he has counted 47 
groups crossing onto his land in just the past three weeks—more than 300 
people.” 

The Ladd family is not alone. Jerramy Pankratz is a Kansas landowner 
near Wichita.61 The Trails Act was invoked to convert an abandoned ten-
mile long rail spur to a recreational trail.62 Butler County, Kansas used the 
Trails Act to acquire the easement from the railroad.63 Trains have not run 
over the land in more than a decade and the rails and ties have been re-
moved.64 Since it reached a Trail Use Agreement on June 3, 2005, the 
County has done nothing to the land other than post several signs saying it 
is a “trail.”65 The STB filings suggest that the real reason the County was 
interested in acquiring the easement was not to develop a trail, but rather to 
profit from selling an easement across the land to a fiber-optic firm.66 

The abandoned rail line has been neglected and is now used by motor-
cycles and other recreational off-road vehicles. The adjoining landowners 
complained about litter and wanted to restrict access to this strip of land. 
The county sent the property owners a letter denying them any use of the 
land over which the county now claimed an easement under the Trails Act. 
The county wrote, “[Y]ou do not have the right to make any improvements 
to the land within the right of way (including fencing, erecting structures, or 
grading out the rail bed). . . . [Y]ou can clean out the right of way of weeds, 
debris, etc.; however, no further improvements can be made.”67 

Totally apart from taking these landowners’ state law ownership of this 
strip of land, the Trails Act has created a situation in which their remaining 

                                                   
60 NRP: Ariz. Ranchers Caught Up In Mexican Drug Violence (Apr. 12, 2010), 

Transcript and audio recording available at http://www.http://www.npr.org/templates/ 
story/story.php?storyId=125844450; last visited May 10, 2010. 

61 See Plaintiff’s Proposed Findings of Uncontroverted Fact, Biery v. United States, 86 
Fed. Cl. 516, No. 07-675L (April 14, 2008) (on file with Real Property, Trust & Estate Law 
Journal) (filed by co-plaintiffs Jerramy and Erin Pankratz). 

62 See id. 
63 See id. 
64 See id. 
65 See id. 
66 See Kellenbarger Letter, supra note 7. 
67 Letter from Rod Compton, AICP, Director, Butler County Planning & Development, 

to Jerramy Pankratz (April 2, 2008) (on file with Real Property, Trust & Estate Law Journal). 
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adjoining property is devalued by the neglected condition of the abandoned 
rail line. 

VI.   ALMOST EVERY TIME IT IS INVOKED, THE TRAILS ACT 
TAKES A CITIZEN’S LAND 

It is now settled law that in the great majority of cases, the Trails Act 
operates to take a compensable interest in land. 

A. Railroads Typically Hold Only An Easement In Land Used For A Rail 
Line 

Justice Brennan observed in Preseault v. United States (Preseault II)68 
that “many railroads do not own their rights-of-way outright but rather hold 
them under easements or similar property interests . . . [and] frequently the 
easements provide that the property reverts to the abutting landowner upon 
abandonment of rail operations.”69 As noted by the Florida court in Davis v. 
MCI Telecommunications Corp.,70 “Except to site a station house or similar 
land use here and there, the railroads had no need or desire for any interest 
except ‘right-of-way.’”71 Likewise, in Dean v. MOD Properties, Ltd.,72 
another Florida court noted, “[O]nly an easement is needed to lawfully con-
struct and maintain a road right-of-way on and over land.”73 
                                                   

68 494 U.S. 1 (1990) (Brennan, J.) [hereinafter Preseault II]. 
69 Id. at 9. 
70 606 So. 2d 734 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 1992). 
71 Id. at 738. 
72 528 So. 2d 432 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 1988). 
73 Id. at 434. Danaya C. Wright, an expert hired by the government to argue against 

landowners’ right to be paid compensation in Trails Act cases, testified before the STB: 
I have examined over probably 3,000 and my students and I have 

examined over 7,000 railroad deeds from the 19th century, and I can 
attest that over 80 percent of those from states like Pennsylvania, New 
York, Ohio, Indiana, Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, Idaho, and Washington are 
clear, unambiguous fee simple absolute deeds in the railroads. Most of 
the remaining 20 percent were intended to be fee simple deeds, but 
contain what would later become in this later period of case law 
ambiguous elements, like use of the term “right-of-way.” 

Twenty-Five Years of Railbanking (testimony of Danaya C. Wright, Univ. of Fla. Levin 
School of Law), supra note 10, at 170–71. 

Ms. Wright bases this statement on her research involving law students reviewing deeds 
and opining whether the instrument granted a fee simple interest or an easement. Any 
conclusion based upon this method of reviewing railroad conveyances is of dubious value. 
The more appropriate method would be to review cases in which the conveyance instruments 
by which a rail line was established actually were litigated. Whether a judge interprets an 
instrument as conveying an easement or fee simple, absolute title is more meaningful than 
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The Federal Circuit has construed instruments conveying a “right of 
way” to a railroad as granting the railroad only an easement to use the land 
for the construction and operation of a rail line, even when the instrument 
otherwise purported to convey a fee simple estate in the land and did not use 
the term right of way.74 In Preseault v. United States (Preseault III), the 
court considered the “Manwell deed.” The Federal Circuit ruled, “The deed 
appears to be the standard form used to convey a fee simple title from gran-
tor to grantee. But did it? . . . [D]espite the apparent terms of the deed indi-
cating a transfer in fee, the legal effect was to convey only an easement.”75 

Despite more than a century of settled law in almost every state holding 
that an instrument granting a right-of-way to a railroad grants the railroad 
only an easement, the government still frequently argues that such an in-
strument conveyed the railroad a fee simple estate in the land. Courts rightly 
reject such an interpretation. For example, in Rogers v. United States,76 the 
court properly applied this principle and rejected the government’s argu-
ment. “[T]he conveyance does not refer to the outright transfer of land; it 
refers to a ‘right of way for railroad purposes over and across the . . . parcels 
of land,’ thereby indicating that the grantor retained an interest in the land 
referenced in the conveyance and granted an easement to [the railroad].”77 

Many states have provisions in their state constitutions or statutes that 
specify that a railroad corporation obtains only an easement to use the land, 
even when the document purported to be a conveyance in fee simple abso-
lute.78 For example, the Kansas Supreme Court repeatedly has held a rail-

                                                   
what a first-year law school student might think. When we consult a judge’s view of these 
instruments, we find Justice Brennan’s observation validated. For example, in Miller v. 
United States, 67 Fed. Cl. 542 (2005), the rail line involved more than 100 separate parcels 
of land. In only two of these properties did the court find that the railroad had acquired fee 
simple absolute title. In Hash v. United States, 403 F.3d 1308 (Fed. Cir. 2005), the court 
found the vast majority of an 83.1 mile-long right of way to be only an easement. Thus, Ms. 
Wright’s conclusion that railroads acquire fee simple estate in the land upon which they 
build a rail line is wrong in practice and is based upon faulty research. Further, Ms. Wright’s 
statement that the term right-of-way is ambiguous is incorrect. Most courts, including the 
U.S. Supreme Court, when confronted with the term right-of-way, rule that it is the grant of 
an easement, not a conveyance of a fee simple estate in the land itself. 

74 See Preseault v. United States, 100 F.3d 1525 (Fed. Cir. 1996) (en banc) [ hereinafter 
Preseault III]. 

75 Id. at 1535–36. 
76 90 Fed. Cl. 418 (2009). 
77 Id. at 429. 
78 See, e.g., Brown v. Weare, 152 S.W.2d 649 (Mo. 1941); Boyles v. Missouri Friends 

of the Wabash Trace Nature Trail, Inc., 981 S.W.2d 644 (Mo. Ct. App. 1998). 
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road obtains only an easement in a strip of land used for a rail line, no mat-
ter what the conveyance document states.79 

In Penn Central Corp. v. U.S.R.R. Vest Corp.,80 Judge Posner referred 
to the fundamental presumption (recognized in almost every state) that a 
railroad’s interest in land used for a rail line is only an easement granting 
the railroad use of the land, not a fee simple estate in the land itself. Judge 
Posner explained the public policy underlying this presumption: 

The presumption is that a deed to a railroad or other right 
of way company (pipeline company, telephone company, 
etc.) conveys a right of way, that is, an easement, 
terminable when the acquirer’s use terminates, rather than 
a fee simple. . . Transaction costs are minimized by 
undivided ownership of a parcel of land, and such 
ownership is facilitated by the automatic reuniting of 
divided land once the reason for the division has ceased. If 
the railroad holds title in fee simple to a multitude of 
skinny strips of land now usable only by the owner of the 
surrounding or adjacent land, then before the strips can be 
put to their best use there must be expensive and time-
consuming negotiation between the railroad and its 

                                                   
79 The Kansas Supreme Court has written: 

[W]hen land is devoted to railroad purposes it is immaterial whether 
the railroad company acquired it by virtue of an easement, by 
condemnation, right-of-way, deed or other conveyance. If or when it 
ceases to be used for railway purposes, the land concerned returns to its 
prior status as an integral part of the freehold to which it belonged prior 
to its subjection to use for railway purposes [citation omitted]. This court 
has uniformly held that railroads do not own fee titles to narrow strips 
taken as right-of-way, regardless of whether they are taken by 
condemnation or right-of-way deed. The rule is in conformity with this 
state’s long-standing public policy and gives full effect to the intent of the 
parties who execute right-of-way deeds rather than going through lengthy 
and expensive condemnation proceedings. 

Harvest Queen Mill & Elevator Co. v. Sanders, 370 P.2d 419 (Kan. 1962) (citing 
Abercrombie v. Simmons, 81 P. 208 (Kan. 1905); Bowers v. Atchinson, T. & S. Ry. Co., 
237 P. 913 (Kan. 1925); Federal Farm Mortgage, 89 P.2d 858 (Kan. 1939); Disney v. Lang, 
133 P. 572 (Kan. 1913)). It is important to distinguish between a strip of land upon which a 
railroad corporation builds a rail line and a parcel of land a railroad acquires for other uses. 
For example, a railroad may acquire fee simple title to parcels of land purchases for depots, 
grain elevators, stations, and similar improvements. (The railroad’s interest in land used for 
these can also be an easement.). 

80 955 F.2d 1158 (7th Cir. 1992). 
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neighbor—that or the gradual extinction of the railroad’s 
interest through the operation of adverse possession. It is 
cleaner if the railroad’s interest simply terminates upon the 
abandonment of railroad service. A further consideration is 
that railroads and other right of way companies have 
eminent domain powers, and they should not be 
encouraged to use those powers to take more than they 
need of another person’s property—more, that is, than a 
right of way.81 

The public policy identified by Judge Posner is an extension of the poli-
cy disfavoring creation of “strips” or “gores” of land identified by Judge 
Taft. Judge Taft noted this in his decision in Paine v. Consumers Freight 
Forwarding & Storage Co:82 

“The existence of ‘strips or gores’ of land along the margin 
of non-navigable lakes, to which the title may be held in 
abeyance for indefinite periods of time, is as great an evil 
as are ‘strips and gores’ of land along highways or running 
streams. The litigation that may arise therefrom after long 
years, or the happening of some unexpected event, is 
equally probable, and alike vexatious in each of the cases, 
and that public policy which would seek to prevent this by 
a construction that would carry the title to the center of a 
highway, running stream, or non-navigable lake that may 
be made a boundary of the lands conveyed applies 
indifferently, and with equal force, to all of them. It would 
seem, also, that whatever inference might arise from the 
presumed intention of the parties against the reservation of 
the land underlying the water would be as strong in one 
case as in either of the others.” 

 . . .  

The evils resulting from the retention in remote dedicators 
of the fee in gores and strips, which for many years are 
valueless because of the public easement in them, and 

                                                   
81 Id. at 1160 (citing Highland Realty Co. v. City of San Rafael, 298 P.2d 15, 20 (Cal. 

1956); Johnson v. Ocean Shore R.R., 94 Cal. Rptr. 68 (Cal. Ct. App. 1971); Brown v. Penn 
Cent. Corp., 510 N.E.2d 641, 644 (Ind. 1987); Ross, Inc. v. Legler, 199 N.E.2d 346 (Ind. 
1964); Sherman v. Petroleum Exploration, 132 S.W.2d 768 (Ky. Ct. App. 1939); Henry v. 
Columbus Depot Co., 20 N.E.2d 921 (Ohio 1939)). 

82 71 F. 626 (6th Cir. 1895). 
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which then become valuable by reason of an abandonment 
of the public use, have led courts to strained constructions 
to include the fee of such gores and strips in deeds of the 
abutting lots. And modern decisions are even more radical 
in this regard than the older cases.83 

The Trails Act exacerbates this concern about legally “orphaned” strips 
and gores of land. As the Arizona ranchers in Ladd, the Kansas farmers in 
Biery, and many landowners in other Trails Act taking cases can attest, per-
petuating an easement across their land can be an evil. 

B. An Easement Granted a Railroad for the Operation of a Railway Does 
Not Include the Right of a Non-Railroad to Use the Land for Public 
Recreation 

When a railroad stops using a rail line and removes the tracks and ties, 
the easement is abandoned according to the law in essentially every state.84 
Literally hundreds of decisions of the various state supreme courts and 
courts of appeal hold that a railroad has abandoned an easement when the 
railroad no longer runs trains across the land and removes the tracks and 
ties.85 

                                                   
83 Id. at 629–30, 632 (quoting Lembeck v. Nye, 24 N.E. 686, 689 (Ohio 1890)). 
84 See Cannco Contractors, Inc. v. Livingston, 669 S.W.2d 457 (Ark. 1984); Harvest 

Queen Mill & Elevator Co. v. Sanders, 370 P.2d 419 (Kan. 1962); Abercrombie v. Simmons, 
81 P. 208 (Kan. 1905). 

85 See, e.g., Preseault III, 100 F.3d 1525, 1547–48 (Fed. Cir. 1996) (holding, under the 
law of Vermont, that the railroad had abandoned the railroad easement when the railroad 
“ceased using the easement for active transport operations and used the tracks solely to store 
railroad cars . . . [and] removed the rails and other track materials from the segment of line 
crossing the Preseaults’ property”. The concurring opinion noted that “[w]hile it is not 
disputed that an easement will not be extinguished through mere non-use, removing the 
tracks and switches from a railway cannot be termed non-use. Non-use of the easement 
began in 1970; abandonment occurred, as evidenced by the more permanent lack of 
operability, in 1975 [upon removal of the tracks].” Id. at 1553 (J. Rader, concurring); Cannco 
Contractors, Inc., 669 S.W.2d 457 (holding that the railroad had abandoned the easement 
when it deeded all of its interest in the easement to a private company—even though track 
remained and trains continued to use the line to service a private business); Loveland v. CSX 
Transp., Inc., 622 So. 2d 1120, 1121–23 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 1993) (holding that the 
railroad’s sale of its easement to a non-railroad constituted abandonment of the easement); 
Michigan Dep’t of Natural Res. v. Carmody-Lahti Real Estate, 699 N.W.2d 272 (Mich. 
2005) (railroad’s conveyance of railroad easement to state department of natural resources 
for a snowmobile trail was an abandonment of the easement); Seventy-Ninth St. 
Improvement Corp. v. Ashley, 509 S.W.2d 121, 123 (Mo. 1974) (“An offer to sell [a right of 
way for use other than that for which is granted] is totally inconsistent with any position 
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Other states have passed statutes expressly providing that a railroad is 
abandoned when the railroad is authorized to cease rail service over the line 
and removes the rails and ties.86 

The DOJ often cites Chevy Chase Land Co. v. United States,87 Wash-
ington Wildlife Preservation, Inc. v. State,88 and Moody v. Allegheny Valley 
Land Trust89 for the proposition that a railroad easement includes the right 
to use the land for a public recreational trail or that a railroad easement is 
not abandoned when the land is converted to a public recreational trail. 
These cases do not so hold. In Chevy Chase Land, Washington Wildlife, and 
Moody, each court specifically held that the easements in those cases—
which were acquired by voluntary conveyance and not condemnation—
were not limited to use of the land for a railroad. In Washington Wildlife, 
the court premised its holding upon the finding that: 

                                                   
other than the use of the strip for railroad purposes has been abandoned.”); Lawson v. State, 
730 P.2d 1308, 1312 (Wash. 1986) (holding that the “change in use of railroad right of way 
to recreation trail or nature trail is a change of use evidencing abandonment of the right of 
way,” where easement was granted for railroad purposes only); Marthens v. B & O R.R. Co., 
289 S.E.2d 706, 710 (W.Va. 1982) (noting that the property was abandoned or no longer 
used for railroad purposes because “the property [has] actually been alienated by sale or 
lease”); Pollnow v. State Dep’t of Natural Res., 276 N.W.2d 738 (Wis. 1979) (railroad had 
abandoned the rail line when it removed the tracks and applied to the governing authority for 
permission to abandon, and as a result, the railroad could not subsequently transfer title to 
the state for use as a recreational trail); see also Boyles v. Missouri Friends of the Wabash 
Trace Nature Trail, Inc., 981 S.W.2d 644, 648–49 (Mo. 1998). The Boyles court held that 
“‘[a]bandonment is complete when the privilege of use authorized by the easement wholly 
and permanently ceases.’ ‘Abandonment is proven by evidence of an intention to abandon 
without an intention to again possess it.’ ‘An easement for a railroad right-of-way is 
extinguished or abandoned when the railroad ceases to run trains over the land.’ ‘An 
intention to abandon is inferred by the discontinuance of rail service with no prospect for 
resumption.’” (citing Kansas City Area Transp. Auth. v. 4550 Main Assoc., Inc., 742 S.W.2d 
182, 189 (Mo. Ct. App. 1986); Schuermann Enter., Inc. v. St. Louis County, 436 S.W.2d 
666, 668 (Mo. 1969); Quinn v. St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. Co., 439 S.W.2d 533, 535 (Mo. 
1969) (en banc)); Brown v. Weare, 152 S.W.2d 649, 652 (Mo. 1941). The Boyles court 
further held that use of the right-of-way as “a hiking, biking, cross-country skiing, and nature 
trail” was not a “use of the land for the purpose of operating a railroad” under Article I, 
section 26, of the Missouri Constitution and was “consistent only with an intent to wholly 
and permanently cease railway operations.” Id. at 649–50. 

86 See, e.g., KAN. STAT. ANN. §§ 66-525(a)(1) (2002). 
87 733 A.2d 1055 (Md. 1999) (answering certified questions from 158 F.3d 574 (Fed. 

Cir. 1998)). 
88 329 N.W.2d 543 (Minn. 1983). 
89 976 A.2d 484 (Pa. 2009). 
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It is assumed that the deeds conveyed only an easement. 
Significantly, however, none of the deeds expressly limit 
the easement to railroad purposes, provide that the interest 
conveyed terminates if use for railroad purposes ceases, or 
provide that the easement would exist only for so long as 
the right-of-way was used for railroad purposes. While the 
grantors were undoubtedly aware that a railroad would be 
constructed on the land, none of the deeds limit the use to 
railroad purposes.90 

Moody involved landowners suing a railroad and a private trail group 
for trespass.91 This case was not a Fifth Amendment takings case against the 
federal government; instead the plaintiffs’ objective was to prevent the fed-
eral Trails Act from preempting their reversionary interest in their land. The 
Moody plaintiffs wanted their land returned, and they wanted a state court to 
issue an order barring a federally authorized trail group from using their 
property.92 

As an initial matter, we note that the Moody appellants were in the 
wrong court. Because the Trails Act preempts state law, a state court does 
not possess the authority to hear a trespass action against a trail group.93 The 
Moody plaintiffs should have addressed their taking claim to the federal 
courts.94 

The four-judge majority in Moody held that the “plain language” of the 
easement was for a “Road” across the land, which was a broadly stated 
right-of-way across the land.95 The majority held that the “broad terms” of 
the easement did not limit it to use of the land for a rail line.96 On this basis, 
the majority held use of the land for a public trail was within the broadly 
stated grant of an easement for a road.97 

                                                   
90 329 N.W.2d at 546 (emphasis added). 
91 See Moody, 976 A.2d at 484. 
92 See id. 
93 See, e.g., Town of Grantwood Vill. v. Missouri Pac. R.R. Co., 95 F.3d 654, 658 (8th 

Cir. 1996) (only federal circuit courts have jurisdiction to review ICC decisions involving 
rail lines). 

94 See Preseault III, 100 F.3d at 1531 (although challenge was to actions of state 
government concerning state property rights, these actions derived from federal law, and thus 
“[t]he taking that resulted from the establishment of the recreational trail is properly laid at 
the doorstep of the federal government”). 

95 Moody, 976 A.2d at 491. 
96 See id. 
97 See id. at 492. 
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Given its finding that the easement was granted for a road, the Moody 
majority held that interim trail use was “not a departure from the broadly-
stated terms of the easement.”98 In so holding, the majority reached the 
same unremarkable conclusion that was reached in Chevy Chase Land and 
Washington Wildlife: an easement that is not limited to use of the land for 
the operation of a railroad may be used for purposes other than operating a 
railroad across the land.99 

The Federal Circuit had certified several questions for decision by the 
Court of Appeals of Maryland,100 that state’s highest court. The Federal Cir-
cuit read the response of the Court of Appeals of Maryland, in Chevy Chase 
Land, as: 

The court unanimously held that the 1911 conveyance was 
an easement, and held that the terms of the original 
conveyance were sufficiently broad to embrace its use as a 
recreational trail. . . . Citing its law, the court held that 
since the easement is not limited in scope to railroad 
purposes, and embraces the current trail use, “a party 
alleging abandonment must show more than an intent to 
abandon railroad service.”101 

Public recreational use of land by a non-railroad (or even by a railroad) 
is not a “railroad purpose.” The Oxford English Dictionary defines 
recreation as “an activity or pastime pursued”102 and trail as “a beaten track 
or path or track, esp. in a wild or uninhabited region. Also, a marked route 
through countryside, around a town, etc., indicating points of interest or his-
torical significance.”103 Hiking is defined as “to walk vigorously,”104 and 
biking is described as “ride on a bike.”105 Concessionaire is defined as 
“[t]he holder of a concession or grant, esp. of the use of land or trading 

                                                   
98 Id. 
99 See Chevy Chase Land, 733 A.2d 1055; Washington Wildlife, 329 N.W.2d 543. 
100 See Chevy Chase Land Co. v. United States, 158 F.3d 574 (Fed. Cir. 1998), 

certifying questions to Chevy Chase Land, 733 A.2d 1055. 
101 Chevy Chase Land Co. v. United States, Nos. 97-5079, 97-5083, 1999 U.S. App. 

Lexis 32838, at *5–6 (Fed. Cir. Dec. 17, 1999) (emphasis added) (quoting Chevy Chase 
Land, 733 A.2d at 1059); see also Toews v. United States, 376 F.3d 1371, 1380 (Fed. Cir. 
2004) (noting that the easement in Chevy Chase Land was not limited to railroad purposes). 

102 The New Shorter Oxford English Dictionary 2508 (1993). 
103 Id. at 3361. 
104 Id. at 1234. 
105 Id. at 226. 
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rights.”106 None of these terms includes or references anything that can be 
remotely characterized as relating to the operation of a railroad. 

Congress has defined a railroad as follows: “The term ‘railroad’ means 
common carrier by railroad engaged in the transportation of individuals or 
property or owner of trackage facilities leased by such a common carri-
er.”107 State law also defines railroad in similar manner.108 

The Federal Circuit, in Toews v. United States,109 recognized that recre-
ational activities are very different from those of a railroad: 

[I]t appears beyond cavil that use of these easements for a 
recreational trail—for walking, hiking, biking, picnicking, 
frisbee playing, with newly-added tarmac pavement, park 
benches, occasional billboards, and fences to enclose the 
trailway—is not the same use made by a railroad, 
involving tracks, depots, and the running of trains.110 

No court—state or federal—has ever accepted the DOJ’s argument that 
public recreational use of land by a non-railroad is within the limited rail-
road purposes allowed under an easement granted to a railroad for the con-
struction and operation of a rail line. 

                                                   
106 Id. at 468. 
107 11 U.S.C. § 101(44) (2006). 
108 For example, in Kansas, the state statute defines railroad train to “mean a steam 

engine, electric or other motor, with or without cars coupled thereto, operated upon rails.” 
KAN. STAT. ANN. § 8-1454 (2002). “‘Railroad’ means a carrier of persons or property upon 
cars operated upon stationary rails.” Id. § 8-1452. Kansas provides a specific criminal statute, 
section 21-3761, prohibiting trespass upon or damage to “railroad property.” That statute 
defines railroad property as: 

includ[ing] but not limited to, any train, locomotive, railroad car, 
caboose, rail-mounted work equipment, rolling stock, work equipment, safety 
device, switch, electronic signal, microwave communication equipment, 
connection, railroad track, rail, bridge, trestle, right of way or other property 
that is owned, leased, operated or possessed by a railroad company. 

Florida law defines a Railroad as “[a] carrier of persons or property upon cars operated upon 
stationary rails.” FLA. STAT. ANN. § 316.003 (35) (West 2006). A Railroad Train is defined 
as “[a] steam engine, electric or other motor, with or without cars coupled thereto, operated 
upon rails, except a streetcar.” FLA. STAT. ANN. § 316.003 (37) (West Supp. 2009). 

109 376 F.3d 1371 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 
110 Id. at 1376. 
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C. Railbanking Is Not a Railroad Purpose 

The government argued in Preseault III111 that “railbanking” and recre-
ational trail use were railroad purposes within the scope of the easement 
granted for the operation of a railroad under state law (in that case, Vermont 
law). The Federal Circuit rejected this argument, stating, “We find no sup-
port in Vermont law for the proposition . . . that the scope of an easement 
limited to railroad purposes should be read to include public recreational 
hiking and biking trails.”112 

In Glosemeyer v. United States113 the government argued railbanking 
and recreational trail use were railroad purposes under Missouri law. The 
Court of Federal Claims rejected this argument, noting that “trail use, by 
itself, would not constitute a railroad purpose. The transportation use con-
templated by a railroad purpose would clearly be the movement of trains 
over rails. Recreational hiking, jogging and cycling are not connected with 
railroad use in any meaningful way.”114 The court also stated: 

The term ‘railroad purposes’ . . . does not encompass other 
forms of transportation, such as walking or bicycling. . . . 
The proposed development of a hiking, biking, cross-
country skiing, and nature trail is completely unrelated to 
the operation of a railway and consistent only with an 
intent to wholly and permanently cease railway 
operations.115 

The concurrence in Preseault III116 likewise stated: 

Realistically, nature trails are for recreation, not 
transportation. Thus, when the State sought to convert the 
easement into a recreational trail, it exceeded the scope of 
the original easement and caused a reversion. 
 . . . [T]he State’s transparent attempt to retain property 
condemned for a narrow transportation use crumbled when 
it converted that property to a recreational use. . . . [T]he 
United States and Vermont have converted a right to use 

                                                   
111 100 F.3d 1525 (Fed. Cir. 1996). 
112 Id. at 1530 (citing Pollnow v. State Dep’t of Natural Res., 276 N.W.2d 738 (Wis. 

1979) and Lawson v. State, 730 P.2d 1308 (Wash. 1986) as also rejecting this argument). 
113 45 Fed. Cl. 771 (2000). 
114 Id. at 779. 
115 Id. at 779 (quoting Boyle v. Missouri Friends of the Nobosh Trace Nature Trail, 

Inc., 981 S.W.2d 644, 649–50 (Mo. App. 1998). 
116 100 F.3d at 1554 (Rader, J., concurring). 
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the [landowners’] land for a railroad into a right to hold the 
land in perpetuity. The vague notion that the State may at 
some time in the future return the property to the use for 
which it was originally granted, does not override its 
present use of that property inconsistent with the easement. 
That conversion demands compensation.117 

The Oxford English Dictionary does not define railbanking. The term 
does not even appear in the text of the Trails Act.118 Railbanking is the 
shorthand term that describes the operation of section 1247(d) of the 1983 
Amendments to the Trails Act.119 

Railbanking is “the conversion and use of the right of way for non-
railroad purposes.”120 Railbanking does not refer to situations in which the 
railroad that had been using the rail line (or some other railroad corporation) 
continues to hold an interest in the land but simply chooses not to run trains 
over the railway. Railbanking also does not refer to the situation where a 
railroad company is holding a railroad easement over property with plans to 
build or construct a railway over the easement at some time in the future. 
Railbanking is not even the situation in which a non-railroad is holding the 
easement with a plan or hope of restoring railroad service across the land. 
By definition, railbanking is the use of a former rail line by a non-railroad 
for public recreational purposes with the possibility that at some indefinite 
time in the future, the STB may authorize some unidentified railroad to 
build a new rail line on that land.121 

Before any rail line may be railbanked and converted to recreational 
trail use, railroad use over the rail line first must be abandoned. Abandon-
ments are governed by 49 U.S.C., sections 10903 through 10904, which 
allow a rail carrier to abandon an existing line only if the STB finds “that 
the present or future public convenience and necessity require or permit the 
abandonment or discontinuance.”122 To assess “the present or future public 
convenience, the [STB] weighs the potential harm to affected shippers and 

                                                   
117 Id. 
118 See National Trails System Act of 1968, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1241–51 (2006). 
119 See National Trails System Act Amendments of 1983, Pub. L. No. 98-11, 97 Stat. 

42 (codified as amended, at 16 U.S.C. 1241 et seq.) (2006). See generally Goos v. Interstate 
Commerce Comm’n, 911 F.2d 1283 (8th Cir. 1990); Nat’l Wildlife Fed’n v. Interstate 
Commerce Comm’n, 850 F.2d 694 (D.C. Cir. 1988). 

120 Goos, 911 F.2d at 1295. 
121 See, e.g., 65 Am. Jur. 20 Railroads § 63 (2001). 
122 49 U.S.C. § 10903. 
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communities against the burden of continued operation on the railroad and 
on interstate commerce.”123 

“The [STB] views abandonment and conversion as separate proceed-
ings.”124 As a matter of federal law, railbanking can occur only after both 
the railroad and the STB first have determined that the easement is no long-
er needed for railroad service,125 more than two years have passed since the 
easement was last used for railroad service,126 and a non-railroad agrees to 
use the land for a public recreational purpose. 

Although the term rail is used in the word railbanking, the use of the 
land during the time it is railbanked has absolutely nothing to do with a rail-
road. No railroad has an interest in the land.127 The railroad tracks and ties 
are removed from the land.128 A nonrailroad is using it for a purpose that 
has nothing to do with trains. At most there is a vague existential notion that 
perhaps someday a railroad will return. 

“[The government] contends that holding out the possibility of a reacti-
vation, even if remote and indefinite, is a railroad purpose in and of itself. 
This future potentiality thus becomes a present railroad purpose in the view 
of the [g]overnment.”129 The CFC rejected this contention: “In sum, neither 
component of railbanking—the preservation of the rail line for future use 
nor the ‘interim’ use of the easement as a recreational trail—constitutes a 
railroad purpose under Missouri law.”130 To contend “railbanking” is a 
railroad purpose recalls Alice’s conversation in Wonderland. 

“When I use a word,” Humpty Dumpty said, in rather a 
scornful tone, “it means just what I choose it to mean—
neither more nor less.” 

“The question is,” said Alice, “whether you can make 
words mean so many different things.” 

“The question is,” said Humpty Dumpty, “which is to 
be master—that’s all.”131 

                                                   
123 Goos, 911 F.2d at 1293; see also Colorado v. United States, 271 U.S. 153 (1926). 
124 Goos, 911 F.2d at 1293. 
125 See 49 U.S.C. § 10903. 
126 See 49 C.F.R. § 1132.50(b) (2009). 
127 See RLTD Ry. Corp v. Surface Transp. Bd., 166 F.3d 808, 811 (6th Cir. 1999). 
128 See 49 C.F.R. § 1152.29(d)(i). 
129 Glosemeyer v. United States, 45 Fed. Cl. 771, 780 (2000). 
130 Id. at 781. 
131 LEWIS CARROLL, THROUGH THE LOOKING GLASS AND WHAT ALICE FOUND THERE 66 

(Selwyn H. Goodcare ed., Univ. of Cal. Press 1983 (1871)). 
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The parody, Lawyers Handbook, teaches that “[w]ith regard to 
definitions, do not hesitate to define things in improbable ways. A good 
lawyer feels no compunction about defining ‘person’ to mean ‘corporations, 
partnerships, and livestock’; ‘automobile’ to mean ‘airplanes, submarines, 
and bicycles’; and ‘cash’ to mean ‘stocks, bonds, and whiskey.’”132 

Were we to follow the counsel of Humpty Dumpty or the Lawyers 
Handbook it might be possible to contend that a locomotive is a “bike,” a 
railroad is a “hiking trail,” and railbanking—the non-use of an abandoned 
right of way by a non-railroad—is a “railroad purpose.” 

Such use of language, however, empties words of their meaning and is 
an attempt to do precisely that which the Supreme Court has said the 
sovereign cannot do—redefine state property interests by ipse dixit in an 
effort to avoid paying compensation. The sovereign may indeed redefine 
state property interests. But, when doing so destroys a citizen’s property 
interest, it must pay just compensation. 

D. The 1983 Amendments to the Trails Act Were Adopted Precisely 
Because Railbanking Is Not a Railroad Purpose Under State Law 

When the DOJ (or others) argue that both railbanking and recreational 
trail use are railroad purposes, the government is attempting to bootstrap 
into state law a concept invented by Congress in the 1983 Amendments to 
the Trails Act. This effort fails for the additional reason that it misinterprets 
the intent and meaning of the 1983 Trails Act Amendments. Congress 
adopted the 1983 Amendments precisely because it understood that rail-
banking and recreational trail use were not railroad purposes under state 
law. If railbanking and recreational trail use were railroad purposes under 
state law, the 1983 Amendments to the Trails Act would have been unnec-
essary. 

The Supreme Court and the courts of appeal have detailed at length the 
intent and operation of the 1983 Amendments and how the Trails Act oper-
ates to work a taking of landowners’ reversionary rights in their property.133 

Congress itself has made clear that it intended the 1983 Amendments to 
the Trails Act to preempt state law and that, when the Trails Act operated to 
preempt property rights enjoyed by landowners under state law, just com-
pensation would be paid to the landowners. Congressman Barr, then Chair-

                                                   
132 D. ROBERT WHITE, ESQ., THE OFFICIAL LAWYER’S HANDBOOK 185–86 (Simon & 

Schuster 1983). 
133 For a discussion of Congress’s intent, see supra notes 15–23 and accompanying 

text. 

EXHIBIT 3

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-11   Filed 08/17/23   Page 34 of 65



148 45 REAL PROPERTY, TRUST AND ESTATE LAW JOURNAL 

man of the House Judiciary subcommittee holding hearings into the Trails 
Act, noted: 

At first glance, it may appear Congress did not consider the 
fact that if the railroad land was not transferred in fee 
simple it may belong to the property owner, and not the 
railroad. However, Congress intended the railbanking 
aspect of this Federal law would preempt State law and 
hold the land essentially in perpetuity, until possible rail 
reactivation. 

In the 1996 en banc decision in Preseault v. United 
States, involving the same plaintiffs as in the Supreme 
Court case I just mentioned, the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Federal Circuit held that railroad abandonment 
constituted a per se taking, and therefore would require 
payment of just compensation to the affected landowners, 
under the Fifth Amendment.134 

Here is the point: It is beyond dispute that Congress, the U.S. Supreme 
Court, and the various courts of appeal all understand that the railbanking 
provision of the 1983 Trails Act amendments was intended to preempt con-
trary state law and, in so doing, to take a property owner’s reversionary in-
terest in their land. If railbanking and interim recreational trail use were 
understood to be railroad purposes under existing state law, there would 
have been no “problem” Congress needed to fix with the 1983 Amend-
ments. 

VII. THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT MAY NOT ESCAPE ITS 
CONSTITUTIONAL OBLIGATION TO PAY JUST COMPENSATION 
BY REDEFINING OR SHIFTING THE DEFINITION OF PROPERTY 

The government argued in Preseault I that the Trails Act did not take a 
compensable interest in the land because the government had redefined rail-
road to include “trail use” as a matter of federal regulatory law.135 The 
Second Circuit accepted this argument,136 but the Supreme Court, Preseault 
II, unanimously rejected this view.137 Justice O’Connor concurred separate-
                                                   

134 Litigation and Its Effect on the Rails-to-Trails Program: Hearing Before the 
Subcomm. on Commercial and Administrative Law of the H. Comm. on the Judiciary, 107th 
Cong. 2 (2002) (statement of Bob Barr, Chairman, H. Subcomm. on Commercial and 
Administrative Law of the H. Comm. on the Judiciary). 

135 See Preseault v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 853 F.2d 145, 150 (2nd Cir. 1988). 
136 See id. at 151. 
137 See Preseault v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 494 U.S. 1, 15–16 (1990). 
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ly, joined by Justice Scalia and Justice Kennedy, to emphasize the point that 
property interests are created by state law. Justice O’Connor wrote: 

In determining whether a taking has occurred, “we are 
mindful of the basic axiom that ‘[p]roperty interests . . . are 
not created by the Constitution. Rather, they are created 
and their dimensions are defined by existing rules or 
understandings that stem from an independent source such 
as state law.’” . . . Determining what interest petitioners 
would have enjoyed under Vermont law, in the absence of 
the ICC’s recent actions, will establish whether petitioners 
possess the predicate property interest that must underlie 
any takings claim.138 

The Supreme Court has rejected the notion that either Congress or a 
state may redefine existing property interests without violating the Fifth 
Amendment’s obligation to pay just compensation for the taking of proper-
ty.139 

The government also argued that because the railroad held a perpetual 
easement, landowners are “not deprived of a property interest by [the Trails 
Act]. . . [it] takes nothing and changes nothing. [The Trails Act] leaves the 
landowners where they would be if the ICC had ordered the railroad to keep 
running.”140 

The courtroom broke into laughter when, in response to this argument, 
Chief Justice Rehnquist commented, “That is like saying if my aunt were a 
man she would be my uncle.”141 Justice Scalia similarly responded: 

The ICC didn’t order the railroad to keep running. Saying 
the railroad could have continued using [the land] for rail 
purposes so you really haven’t lost anything. In fact, they 

                                                   
138 Id. at 23 (O’Connor, J., concurring) (citations omitted); see also Board of Regents v. 

Roth, 408 U.S. 564, 577 (1972) (stating “[p]roperty interests, of course, are not created by 
the Constitution. Rather, they are created and their dimensions are defined by existing rules 
or understandings that stem from an independent source such as state law . . .”). 

139 See Leo Sheep Co. v. United States, 440 U.S. 668, 687–88 (1979) (“This Court has 
traditionally recognized the special need for certainty and predictability where land titles are 
concerned, and we are unwilling to upset settled expectations to accommodate some ill-
defined power to construct public thoroughfares without compensation.”); see also Hastings 
v. Whitney, 132 U.S. 357 (1889); Preseault III, 100 F.3d 1525, 1539 n. 13 (1996) 
(“[property] interests were fixed at the time of their creation”). 

140 Oral Argument, Preseault II, 494 U.S. 1 (No. 88-1076) (statements of John 
Dunleavy), available at http://www.oyez.org/cases/1980-1989/1989/1989_88_1076/argument. 

141 Id. (statements of Chief Justice William Rehnquist). 
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didn’t, but they might have. Even though you have a deed 
that says if we stop using it for rail purposes it’s yours, you 
say, well you haven’t lost anything because, yeah, they 
have stopped using it for rail purposes, but they might not 
have . . . . that’s not very appealing to me.142 

Yet, the DOJ, in its defense of the government taking citizens’ land 
without paying compensation, continues to make variations of this argu-
ment and invite courts to engage in such a judicial taking for the benefit of 
the federal government. The Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments prohibit this 
attempted end-run around the constitutional obligation to pay compensation. 

Justice Stewart’s concurrence in Hughes v. Washington143 provides 
clear authority against the so-called “shifting public use” argument the gov-
ernment advocates. Justice Stewart emphasized that a property owner has a 
valid Fifth Amendment claim when a state court departs from settled law to 
redefine property interests: 

[T]o the extent that [the Washington Supreme Court’s 
decision] constitutes a sudden change in state law, 
unpredictable in terms of the relevant precedents, no such 
deference would be appropriate. For a State cannot be 
permitted to defeat the constitutional prohibition against 
taking property without due process of law by the simple 
device of asserting retroactively that the property it has 
taken never existed at all.144 

Webb’s Fabulous Pharmacies v. Beckwith145 is also instructive. In 
Webb, the Supreme Court’s analysis focused more on the Florida Supreme 
Court’s opinion than on the action of the Florida legislature. The Court held 
“[n]either the Florida [l]egislature by statute, nor the Florida courts by judi-
cial decree, may accomplish the result the county seeks simply by recharac-
terizing the principal [private funds paid into court pending settlement of 
litigation] as ‘public money’ because it is held temporarily by the court.”146 
The Court concluded with the rule (affirmed in Preseault II in the context of 

                                                   
142 Id. (statements of Justice Antonin Scalia). 
143 389 U.S. 290 (1967). 
144 Id. at 296–97. 
145 449 U.S. 155 (1980) (Stewart, J., concurring). 
146 Id. at 164. 
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the Trails Act) that “a State, by ipse dixit, may not transform private proper-
ty into public property without compensation.”147 

VIII. THE FIFTH AMENDMENT REQUIRES THE FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT TO PAY THE LANDOWNER JUST 

COMPENSATION FOR THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
TAKEN BY THE TRAILS ACT 

Originally, the ICC argued the Trails Act did not take the reversionary 
owners’ interest in land upon which the abandoned rail line had once been 
located.148 The ICC was, of course, wrong on this point.149 The U.S. Su-
preme Court and the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit and Federal 
Circuit each have rejected the ICC’s original position and ruled that the 
Trails Act can and does operate to take a landowner’s reversionary interest 
in their land.150 A taking caused by the Trails Act is a per se physical taking 

                                                   
147 Id. The Supreme Court heard oral arguments Dec. 2, 2009 in another judicial taking 

case, Stop the Beach Renourishment, Inc. v. Florida Dept. of Envtl. Prot., 129 S. Ct. 2792 
(2009), granting cert. to Walton County v. Stop the Beach Renourishment, Inc., 998 So. 2d 
1102 (Fla. 2008) (The Florida Supreme Court redefined Florida property law concerning 
littoral rights in oceanfront property.). 

148 See Nat’l Wildlife Fed’n v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 850 F.2d 694 (D.C. Cir. 
1988). That court stated the ICC’s position: 

[T]he Commission suggests that the Trail Act Rules do not authorize 
a taking of that property, because, “[i]n contrast to the railroad, which has 
a vested (i.e., present) right to dispose of its interest in the right-of-
way . . ., the holder of a reversionary interest has nothing more than a 
future interest which might never mature and which is simply postponed 
in the event of a trail use arrangement.” 

Id. at 704 (citation omitted). 
149 See id. at 708. 
150 See Preseault II, 494 U.S. 1 (1990); Preseault v. United States, 100 F.3d 1525 (Fed. 

Cir. 1996) (Preseault III). The advocacy group Rails-to-Trails Conservancy is fond of 
characterizing the Preseault II and Preseault III decisions as “non-precedential.” For 
example, in her written testimony presented to the STB, Marianne Wesley Fowler, Senior 
Vice President of Federal Relations for the Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, testified: 

There has been much sound and fury over the purported impact of 
railbanking orders on the putative “property rights” of adjacent 
landowners, or so-called “reversionary property owners.” These adjacent 
landowners point to a questionable, and, most importantly, non-
precedential decision rendered by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit [in Preseault III]. 

See Written Testimony of M. Fowler, at STB hearing, supra note 10, at 7. 
This statement is, frankly, absurd. To characterize the decisions of a unanimous U.S. 

Supreme Court and a majority of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit sitting en 
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for which the Fifth Amendment requires compensation.151 (The distinction 
between a per se physical taking and a regulatory taking is discussed in Part 
IX.B.) 

In Preseault II, Justice Brennan, writing for a unanimous Supreme 
Court, explained the nature of the taking that resulted from the Trails Act: 

This language [of 16 U.S.C. section 1247(d)] gives rise to 
a takings question in the typical rails-to-trails case because 
many railroads do not own their rights-of-way outright but 
rather hold them under easements or similar property 
interests. While the terms of these easements and 
applicable state law vary, frequently the easements provide 
that the property reverts to the abutting landowner upon 
abandonment of rail operations.152 

This compensable taking occurs when the STB issues a Notice of Inter-
im Trail Use. This event is what triggers the taking.153 Solicitor General 
Kagen affirmed that a compensable Trails Act taking occurs when a NITU 

                                                   
banc as “non precedential” is to make a statement that is jurisprudentially illiterate. Whether 
one agrees or disagrees with the decisions in Preseault II and Preseault III, they are settled 
law. The Federal Circuit itself has dismissed this mischaracterization of its decision in 
Preseault III: 

Since there was a written concurrence by two of the majority judges, 
the Government throughout its brief insists on referring to the opinion of 
the en banc court in Preseault as a “plurality” opinion, presumably to 
weaken its precedential value. Even a cursory reading of the concurrence 
shows that there was no disagreement on any of the issues, as well as on 
the result. Whether denominated as a “concurrence” or as “additional 
views,” an appellation used in other cases under similar circumstances, 
the holding of the case reflects the considered view of a substantial 
majority of the court. 

Toews v. United States, 376 F.3d 1371, 1380, n.6 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 
151 See Barclay v. United States, 443 F.3d 1368 (Fed. Cir. 2006) (rejecting the argument 

that the STB’s issuance of a NITU is a regulatory taking); Caldwell v. United States, 391 
F.3d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 2004). A Trails Act taking is a physical taking as in Loretto v. 
Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp., 458 U.S. 419 (1982) (stating permanent physical 
occupation authorized by government is a taking regardless of the public interest it may 
serve); Kaiser-Aetna v. United States, 444 U.S. 164 (1979) (stating government attempt to 
create public right of access to dredged private pond exceeded regular necessity so as to 
amount to a taking requiring just compensation). 

152 Preseault II, 494 U.S. at 8. 
153 See Caldwell, 391 F.3d 1226; Barclay, 443 F.3d 1368. 
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is issued, not when—or if—a trail is actually built.154 The taking is of the 
property owner’s reversionary interest in the land. This taking occurs when 
the STB “preempts” and “appropriates” the owner’s reversionary interest by 
issuing a NITU—whether or not a trail subsequently is built on their land.155 

IX.   THE COMPENSABLE TAKING OCCURS WHEN THE STB 
ISSUES THE NITU EVEN IF THE RAILROAD HAS NOT YET 

CONSUMMATED ABANDONMENT AND EVEN IF A TRAIL GROUP 
HAS NOT YET ACQUIRED THE RIGHT TO BUILD 

A TRAIL ACROSS THE LAND 

A. A Taking Occurs When the NITU Is Issued, Even If the Railroad Has 
Not Yet Consummated Abandonment of the Rail Line 

The date of taking is important because it is the date when the claim ac-
crues.156 The date of claim accrual determines several important issues in 
any Trails Act taking case. The date of claim accrual is: (1) the date when 
the statute of limitations begins to run,157 (2) the date when a party must be 
the owner of the land that has been taken—that is a property owner who 
sold the land prior to the date of taking or acquired title to the land after the 
date of taking is not eligible to make a claim for compensation;158 (3) the 
date when the government’s obligation to pay interest begins to accrue;159 

                                                   
154 Brief for the United States in Opposition to Petition for Writ of Certiorari at *12–13, 

Illig v. United States, 129 S. Ct. 2860 (May 29, 2009) (No. 08-852), 2009 WL 1526939 
[hereinafter Brief for the United States]. Solicitor General Kagen wrote: 

The issuance of the NITU thus “marks the ‘finite start’ to either 
temporary or permanent takings claims.” Caldwell, 391 F.3d at 1235. 
When the NITU is issued, all the events have occurred that entitle the 
claimant to institute an action based on federal-law interference with 
reversionary interests, and any takings claim. 

Id. 
155 See id. 
156 See, e.g., Barclay, 443 F.3d at 1379 (“[A] takings claim accrues when ‘all events 

which fix the government’s alleged liability have occurred. . . .’” (quoting Boling v. United 
States, 220 F.3d 1365, 1370 (Fed. Cir. 2000))). 

157 See Barclay, 443 F.3d 1368; Renewal 64 F. Cl. 609; Caldwell v. United States, 391 
F.3d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 

158 See United States v. Dow, 357 U.S. 17, 20–21 (“For it is undisputed that ‘[since] 
compensation is due at the time of taking, the owner at that time, not the owner at an earlier 
or later date, receives the payment.’” (quoting Danforth v. United States, 308 U.S. 271, 284 
(1939))). 

159 See Order, Miller v. United States, No. 03-2489L (Fed. Cl. Aug. 22, 2006) 
(Bruggink, J.) (granting in part and denying in part plaintiffs’ motion for summary 
judgment). 
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and, (4) the date when property value is determined for the purpose of es-
tablishing just compensation.160 In his opinion in Palazzolo, Justice Stevens 
noted that “[p]recise specification of the moment a taking occurred and of 
the nature of the property interest taken is necessary in order to determine 
an appropriately compensatory remedy.”161 

The Federal Circuit wrote in Preseault III, “[W]e find the question of 
abandonment is not the defining issue, since whether abandoned or not the 
government’s use of the property for a public trail constitutes a new, unau-
thorized use.”162 The Federal Circuit reiterated this point in Toews: 

Further, it is the government’s view that, under California 
law, there was no abandonment or extinguishment of the 
easements caused by the federal actions under section 8(d) 
of the [Trails Act]. [T]he trial court concluded that, as a 
factual matter, the railroad’s management had acted in an 
unequivocal and decisive manner clearly showing an 
intention to abandon that section of the line . . . However, 
just as the trial court itself indicated that its conclusion on 
this matter was not necessary to the result reached, for the 
reasons that follow we need not definitively decide this 
issue either.163 

The Federal Circuit expressly held the landowners’ taking claims arose 
upon issuance of the NITU, even though “the railroad continued to use the 
right-of-way for railroad purposes after the NITU was issued” and the rail-
road had not abandoned the right of way.164 The court stated: 

But even if under Kansas law, the reversion would not 
occur until after federal authorization of abandonment, that 
state law reversion was still delayed by the issuance of the 
NITU, and the claim still accrued with the issuance of the 
NITU. It similarly makes no difference that the railroad 
use may have continued after the NITU issued. The 

                                                   
160 See id. 
161 Palazzolo v. Rhode Island, 533 U.S. 606, 639 (2001) (Stevens, J., concurring in part 

and dissenting in part). 
162 Preseault III, 100 F.3d at 1549. 
163 Toews v. United States, 376 F.3d 1371, 1375–76 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 
164 Barclay v. United States, 443 F.3d 1368, 1374 (Fed. Cir. 2006), aff’g sub nom. 

Renewal Body Works v. United States, 64 Fed. Cl. 69 (Fed. Cl. 2005), aff’g, 351 F. Supp (D. 
Kan. 2004). These consolidated cases involved trails in both California and Kansas. 
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termination of railroad use was still delayed by the 
NITU.165 

In both the main case in Barclay and the second, Renewal Body Works 
Inc. v. United States,166 the landowners argued that a Trails Act taking does 
not occur until the railroad easement has been abandoned and the property 
converted to recreational trail use. The Renewal landowners argued their 
“claim did not accrue until [they were] physically ousted from the property 
when trail use began.”167 The Federal Circuit rejected this argument, writ-
ing, “The barrier to reversion [of the Renewal landowners’ property] is the 
NITU, not physical ouster from possession.”168 Similarly, the court held: 

[The Barclay landowners] insist that the NITU would not 
itself block a reversion if the railroad continued to use the 
right-of-way for railroad purposes after the NITU was 
issued. They argue that . . . the taking can occur only after 
federal law authorized abandonment—that is, when the 
railroad ceases operations and the trail operator assumes 
physical possession. They thus urge that the trail operator’s 
physical occupation, and not the Meadowlark trail NITU, 
blocked reversion.169 

The Federal Circuit wrote that “state law reversion was still delayed by 
the issuance of the NITU, and the claim still accrued with the issuance of 
the NITU.”170 The Federal Circuit held thusly even though the railroad had 
not yet consummated its abandonment of the rail line.171 

In Barclay the Federal Circuit relied on its holding in Caldwell that a 
Trails Act taking “occurs when state law reversionary property interests that 
would otherwise vest in the adjacent landowners are blocked from so vest-
ing.”172 The court in that case held “the appropriate triggering event for any 
takings claim under the Trails Act occurs when the NITU is issued.”173 

In Caldwell, the Federal Circuit held the Trails Act works only a single 
taking and this taking occurs when the original NITU is issued—not when 
                                                   

165 Id. 
166 64 Fed. Cl. 609 (2005), aff’d sub nom. Barclay 443 F.3d 1368. 
167 Barclay, 443 F.3d at 1372. 
168 Id. 
169 Id. at 1374. 
170 Id. 
171 See id. 
172 Id. at 1373 (quoting Caldwell v. United States, 391 F.3d 1226, 1233 (Fed. Cir. 

2004)). 
173 Caldwell, 391 F.3d at 1235. 
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the Trail Use Agreement is reached or a trail is subsequently constructed.174 
The Federal Circuit reaffirmed in Bright v. United States that the taking 
claim arose upon the STB’s issuance of the NITU.175 “A further effect of 
the NITU was to accrue an action for compensation by any affected land-
owners based on a Fifth Amendment taking.”176 

Solicitor General Kagen has embraced Caldwell as adopting a single 
“bright line one size fits all” role that the Trails Act taking occurs when the 
NITU is issued, even if no trail is yet established.177 “It is true that, under 
Caldwell, landowners may seek compensation for an alleged taking imme-
diately upon issuance of the NITU, even though no trail use agreement is 
reached, and any taking that may later be found would only have been tem-
porary.”178 

B. The Trails Act Is a Per Se Physical Taking of the Owner’s Property, Not 
a Regulatory Taking 

In Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon,179 Justice Holmes wrote that “if 
regulation goes too far it will be recognized as a taking.”180 As Justice Sca-
lia has noted, “[P]rior to Justice Holmes’s exposition in [Mahon], it was 
generally thought that the Takings Clause reached only a ‘direct appropria-
tion’ of property . . . or the functional equivalent of a ‘practical ouster of 
[the owner’s] possession.’”181 

Since Mahon, taking jurisprudence has fallen into one of two catego-
ries. The first category—per se takings—involves government “acquisition” 

                                                   
174 See id. 
175 See Bright v. United States, No. 2009-5048, 2010 WL 1740825 (Fed. Cir. May 3, 

2010). On the Federal Circuit’s website, http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/dailylog.html, the 
case is styled as Fauvergue v. United States. 

176 Id. at *5. 
177 See Brief for the United States, supra note 154. 
178 Brief for the United States in Opposition, Illig v. United States, 129 S.Ct. 2860 (U.S. 

May 29, 2009) (No. 08-852), 2009 WL 1526939. 
179 260 U.S. 393 (1922). 
180 Id. at 415. Holmes also authored the majority opinion in Portsmouth Harbor Land & 

Hotel Co. v. United States, 260 U.S. 327 (1922). In Portsmouth, Holmes wrote the 
government had taken the owner’s land (a summer resort) when the government established 
a naval gun battery at a nearby fort and could fire the guns “over and across” the land. Id. at 
329. There was no allegation the government ever had—or would—fire a projectile onto the 
land. Nonetheless this government action was a taking even though there was no physical 
invasion of the land itself. 

181 Lucas v. South Carolina Coastal Council, 505 U.S. 1003, 1014 (1992) (citations 
omitted). 
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of property or “practical ouster” of the owner. The second category involves 
government “regulation ban[ning] certain private uses of a portion of an 
owner’s property.”182 

Per se takings are occasionally labeled physical. But, we need to be 
careful to not let the label define the category. Per se takings are not limited 
only to cases in which government physically invades an owner’s land. Jus-
tice Holmes included the circumstance when an owner is “practically 
ousted” from possession in the category of “traditional” (what we now call 
per se) takings. 

In Tahoe, the majority described per se takings as “when the govern-
ment appropriates”183 or obtains “an interest in property,”184 and—of partic-
ular note—when the government “redefine[s] the range of interests included 
in the ownership of property.”185 All of these events can happen without any 
physical possession or occupation of the land by the government. In other 
words, there can be a per se taking without having government “boots on 
the ground.”186 

Per se takings occur when the government requires the owner to grant a 
public easement across their land. In Nollan v. California Coastal Commis-
sion187 and Dolan v. City of Tigard,188 the taking occurred when the gov-
ernment issued orders compelling fee owners to grant public easements 
across their lands in exchange for permits allowing them to develop their 
lands. In Kaiser-Aetna v. United States,189 the taking occurred when the 

                                                   
182 Tahoe-Sierra Preservation Council v. Tahoe Reg’l Planning Agency, 535 U.S. 302, 

323 (2002). These two categories are occasionally labeled physical and regulatory. See, e.g., 
id. at 321 (“The text of the Fifth Amendment itself provides a basis for drawing a distinction 
between physical takings and regulatory takings.”) (Stevens, J.). 

183 Id. at 322 (citing Loretto v. Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp., 458 U.S. 419 
(1982)) (compensable taking “when the government appropriates part of a roof top . . . to 
provide cable TV”). 

184 Id. at 322 (citing United States v. Pewee Coal Co., 341 U.S. 114 (1951) (stating 
presidential order nationalizing mines was per se taking even though owners left with day-to-
day operations). 

185 Id. at 326 (citing Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon, 260 U.S. 393 (1922)). 
186 See, e.g., Kimball Laundry Co. v. United States, 388 U.S. 1 (1949) (stating 

government’s temporarily taking tenant’s leasehold interest in warehouses was taking); 
United States v. Causby, 328 U.S. 256 (1946) (stating that government planes flying over 
property was per se taking; although “planes never touched the surface,” the property 
owner’s “beneficial ownership . . . would be destroyed”); United States. v. Petty Motor Co., 
327 U.S. 372 (1946); United States v. General Motors Corp., 323 U.S. 373 (1945). 

187 483 U.S. 825 (1987). 
188 512 U.S. 374 (1994). 
189 444 U.S. 164 (1979). 
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government issued an order that imposed a navigational servitude upon the 
property. In these three easement cases the compensable taking occurred 
before there was any physical occupation of the owner’s land. 

Per se takings also occur when government redefines property interests. 
For example, in Webb’s Fabulous Pharmacies, Inc. v. Beckwith,190 a law 
deeming interest on funds deposited with the court to be state property was 
a Fifth Amendment taking. The Court wrote, “A State, by ipse dixit, may 
not transform private property into public property without compensa-
tion.”191 The Court later elaborated on this holding in Phillips v. Washington 
Legal Foundation,192 stating, “In other words, at least as to confiscatory 
regulations (as opposed to those regulating the use of property), a State may 
not sidestep the Takings Clause by disavowing traditional property interests 
long recognized under state law.”193 

In United States v. Security Industrial Bank,194 the Court, in dicta, rea-
soned that a federal bankruptcy law that abrogated or invalidated state lien 
rights would be an unconstitutional per se taking if “applied retrospectively 
to destroy pre-enactment property rights.”195 

The government in this case argued that the law impairing the liens was 
a regulatory taking to be evaluated under Penn Central factors and not a 
classical per se taking.196 The government further argued that in a classical 
or per se taking, “the government acquire[s] for itself the property in ques-
tion while in [Security Industrial] the government has simply imposed a 
general economic regulation which in effect transfers the property interest 
from a private creditor to a private debtor.”197 

The Court in Security Industrial rejected the government’s regulatory 
taking argument: “While the classical taking is of the sort the government 
                                                   

190 449 U.S. 155 (1980). 
191 Id. at 162. 
192 524 U.S. 156 (1998). 
193 Id. at 167 (citing Webb’s, 449 U.S. at 163–64). During the oral argument for 

Webb’s, Justice Stewart noted, “the state legislature can’t just by calling something public 
money take private property without compensation for it. He couldn’t just take somebody’s 
house in Florida and say, hereafter John Jones’ house will be public property. He’s just got to 
pay John Jones if he wants to take it, under the Constitution.” Transcript of Oral Argument, 
Webb’s, 449 U.S. 155 (Oct. 13–14, 1980) (No. 79-1033), available at http://oyez.org/cases/ 
1980-1989/1980/1980_79_1033/argument1. 

194 459 U.S. 70 (1982). 
195 Id. 
196 See Brief of the United States, supra note 154, at 10, Sec. Indus. Bank, 459 U.S. 70 

(Feb. 22, 1982) (No. 81-184), 1982 WL 608667 (citing Penn Central Transp. Co. v. New 
York City, 438 U.S. 104, 124 (1978)). 

197 Sec. Indus. Bank, 459 U.S. at 77–78. 
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describes, our cases show that takings analysis is not necessarily limited to 
outright acquisitions by the government for itself.”198 The Court noted that 
“[s]ince the government action here would result in a complete destruction 
of the property right of the secured party, the case fits but awkwardly into 
the analytical framework employed in Penn Central where government ac-
tion affected some but not all of the ‘bundle of rights.’”199 

A significant factor common to per se takings (but not present in regula-
tory takings) is the government denying a landowner the right to exclude 
others from their property. The Court in Kaiser-Aetna stated, “we hold that 
the ‘right to exclude,’ so universally held to be a fundamental element of a 
property right, falls within this category of interests that the government 
cannot take without compensation.”200 In Nollan, the Court noted that “the 
right to exclude [is] ‘one of the most essential sticks in the bundle of rights 
that are commonly characterized as property.’”201 

In Tahoe, the Court noted this distinction between per se and regulatory 
takings: “A regulatory taking . . . does [not] dispossess the owner or affect 
her right to exclude others.”202 

The court in R.J. Widen Co. v. United States,203 noted: 

[T]o constitute a taking under the Fifth Amendment it 
is not necessary that property be absolutely “taken” in the 
narrow sense of that word to come within the protection of 
this constitutional provision; it is sufficient if the action by 

                                                   
198 Id. at 78 (citing Loretto v. Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp., 458 U.S. 419 

(1982); Prune Yard Shopping Ctr. v. Robins, 447 U.S. 74 (1980); Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. 
Mahon, 260 U.S. 393 (1922).). 

199 Id. at 75–76; see also Armstrong v. United States, 364 U.S. 40, 48 (1961) (“The 
total destruction by the Government of all value in these [state law materialmen] liens, which 
constitute compensable property, has every possible element of a Fifth Amendment ‘taking’ 
and is not a mere ‘consequential incidence’ of a valid regulatory measure.”); Louisville Joint 
Stock Land Bank v. Radford, 295 U.S. 555, 590–93 (1935) (holding a federal act was an 
unconstitutional Fifth Amendment taking of a state law interest in property because the Act 
took “substantive rights in specific property” when it allowed a mortgagee to stay a 
foreclosure for five years and then negotiate to purchase the property for less than the value 
of the mortgage). 

200 Kaiser-Aetna v. United States, 444 U.S. 164, 179–80 (1979). 
201 Nollan v. California Coastal Comm’n, 483 U.S. 825, 831 (1987) (citations omitted); 

see also Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374, 393 (1994). 
202 Tahoe-Sierra Preservation Council v. Tahoe Reg’l Planning Agency, 533 U.S. 302, 

324 n.19 (2002). 
203 375 F.2d 988 (Ct. Cl. 1966). 
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the government involves a direct interference with or 
disturbance of property rights.204 

As these cases demonstrate, it is not necessary to have government 
“boots on the ground” for a per se taking to have occurred. A government 
act that destroys or impairs an owner’s state law interest in property or ef-
fects a transfer of that interest to a third party by redefining the range of 
state law property interests is a per se taking. 

In a per se taking the Fifth Amendment mandates that the government 
“has a categorical duty to compensate the former owner.”205 This duty ap-
plies 

regardless of whether the interest that is taken 
constitutes an entire parcel or merely a part thereof. Thus, 
compensation is mandated when a leasehold is taken and 
the government occupies the property for its own purposes, 
even though that use is temporary . . . [The government] is 
required to pay for that share [of property taken] no matter 
how small.206 

The second category of takings are regulatory takings—the spawn of 
Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon.207 The Supreme Court describes these 
takings as “regulations prohibiting private uses,” and as arising from a 
“public program adjusting the benefits and burdens of economic life to 
promote the common good.”208 

“A regulatory taking, by contrast [with a per se taking,] does not give 
the government any right to use the property, nor does it dispossess the 
owner or affect her right to exclude others.”209 Typically, a regulatory tak-
ing claim involves land-use regulations and a permitting process.210 As the 
Supreme Court observed, since Mahon, “neither a physical appropriation 

                                                   
204 Id. at 993 (citations omitted). 
205 United States v. Pewee Coal Co., 341 U.S. 114, 115 (1951). 
206 Tahoe-Sierra, 535 U.S. at 332. 
207 260 U.S. 393 (1922). 
208 Tahoe-Sierra, 535 U.S. at 323, 324–25 (quoting Penn Cent. Transp. Co. v New 

York City, 483 U.S. 104, 124 (1978)). 
209 Id. at 324, n.19. 
210 See, e.g., Palazzolo v. Rhode Island, 533 U.S. 606 (2001) (permitting process 

required for filling wetlands to build beach club); Lucas v. South Carolina Coastal Council, 
505 U.S. 1003 (1992) (coastal development permit process that prohibited any economically 
viable development); Penn Cent. Transp. Co. v. New York City, 438 U.S. 104 (1978) 
(zoning regulations governing expansion of buildings designated historic landmarks). 

EXHIBIT 3

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-11   Filed 08/17/23   Page 47 of 65



SPRING 2010 The Trails Act   161 

nor a public use has ever been a necessary component of a ‘regulatory tak-
ing.’”211 

The Penn Central factors are used to evaluate whether a regulatory tak-
ing is compensable. “When presented with a regulatory taking claim, [the] 
court analyzes three separate criteria: (1) the character of the governmental 
action; (2) the economic impact of the regulation on the claimant; and, (3) 
the extent that the regulation interferes with distinct investment-backed ex-
pectations of the property owner.”212 

1. Because the Trails Act Redefines and Effectively Eliminates the 
Landowner’s Reversionary Interest It is a Per Se Taking 

In Preseault I, the government argued that the Trails Act did not take a 
compensable interest in land because the government had redefined railroad 
purposes to include public trail use as a matter of federal regulatory law.213 
The Second Circuit accepted this argument.214 The Supreme Court unani-
mously rejected this view, while affirming the Second Circuit on other 
grounds.215 

The Supreme Court had previously rejected the contention that either 
Congress or a state may redefine existing property interests without violat-
ing the Fifth Amendment’s obligation to pay just compensation for the tak-
ing of property.216 

The Federal Circuit has described the fee owner’s reversionary interest 
in their land as being “effectively eliminated,”217 perpetually “precluded,”218 
or “destroyed.”219 The Supreme Court has clearly held that when the gov-

                                                   
211 Tahoe-Sierra, 533 U.S. at 326. 
212 Creppel v. United States, 41 F.3d 627, 631 (Fed. Cir. 1994) (citing Penn Central, 

438 U.S. at 124). 
213 See Preseault I, 853 F.2d 145, 150 (2d Cir. 1988). 
214 See id. at 151. 
215 See Preseault II, 494 U.S. 1, 4 (1990). 
216 See Leo Sheep Co. v. United States, 440 U.S. 668, 687–88 (1979) (“This Court has 

traditionally recognized the special need for certainty and predictability where land titles are 
concerned, and we are unwilling to upset settled expectations to accommodate some ill-
defined power to construct public thoroughfares without compensation.”); see also Hastings 
v. Whitney, 132 U.S. 357 (1889). 

217 Caldwell v. United States, 391 F.3d 1226, 1228 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 
218 Barclay v. United States, 443 F.3d 1368, 1373 (Fed. Cir. 2006). 
219 Preseault III, 100 F.3d at 1552. 
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ernment “impairs,” “redefines,” or “destroys” an owner’s interest in proper-
ty it is a per se taking.220 

The Federal Circuit has ruled Trails Act takings are physical—not regu-
latory—takings.221 The Federal Circuit (sitting en banc) rejected the gov-
ernment’s argument that the Trails Act involves a regulatory taking to be 
analyzed under Penn Central factors, stating that “[t]he trial court erred in 
accepting the government’s effort to inject into the analysis of this physical 
taking case the question of the owner’s ‘reasonable expectations.’”222 

2. The NITU Takes a Landowner’s Interest in Land and Gives It to a 
Railroad 

In United States v. General Motors Corp.,223 the Court held that proper-
ty “denote[s] the group of rights inhering in the citizen’s relation to the 
physical thing, as the right to . . . dispose of it.”224 

A NITU takes a landowner’s right to use or sell his or her reversionary 
interest and gives this right to a railroad. The railroad now has the right—by 
reason of the NITU and not state law—to sell an interest in the landowner’s 
property. 

This redistribution of wealth from landowners to railroad corporations 
is not inconsequential. In the classic property law analogy, the fee owner 
holds the full bundle of sticks, less one (an easement held by the railroad 
allowing the railroad to operate a railroad across the land). The Trails Act 
takes this entire bundle of sticks from the owner and gives them to the rail-
road to sell or donate for a tax deduction. The landowner is left with nomi-
nal title, but the railroad and trail user—by reason of this federal law—have 
gained “virtual” fee title to the land. 

The owner of land subject to a NITU issued under the Trails Act is no 
different from the owners in Nollan when “the taking occurred when the 
state agency compelled the petitioners to provide an easement of public 
access. . . . That event—a compelled transfer of an interest in property—

                                                   
220 See, e.g., United States v. Sec. Indus. Bank, 459 U.S. 70 (1982); Webb’s Fabulous 

Pharmacies, Inc. v. Beckwith, 449 U.S. 155 (1980); Armstrong v. United States, 364 U.S. 40 
(1961); Louisville Joint Stock Land Bank v. Radford, 295 U.S. 555 (1935). 

221 See Preseault III, 100 F.3d 1525, 1540 (Fed. Cir. 1996) (“The trial court erred in 
accepting the Government’s effort to inject into the analysis of this physical taking case the 
question of the owner’s reasonable expectations.”). 

222 Id. (emphasis added); see also Forest Products v. United States, 177 F.3d 1360, 
1364 (Fed. Cir. 1999) (citing Preseault III as an example of per se taking). 

223 323 U.S. 373 (1945). 
224 Id. at 377–78. 
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occurred after the petitioners had become the owner of the property and un-
questionably diminished the value of petitioner’s property.”225 

3. The Trails Act Takes a Landowner’s Right to Exclude Others From 
His or Her Property 

“[T]he right to exclude [others is] ‘one of the most essential sticks in the 
bundle of rights that are commonly characterized as property.’”226 Land-
owners whose property is subject to a NITU are in the same situation as was 
Florence Dolan, the property owner in Dolan: 

[T]he city wants to impose a permanent recreational 
easement upon petitioner’s property. . . . Petitioner would 
lose all rights to regulate the time in which the public 
entered onto the greenway, regardless of any interference it 
might pose with her retail store. Her right to exclude would 
not be regulated, it would be eviscerated.227 

The taking in Dolan occurred when the city sought to impose this bur-
den on Mrs. Dolan’s property, not when the pedestrian and bicycle pathway 
was actually created.228 In Dolan—like Nollan—there had been no physical 
invasion of the property at the time the Supreme Court found the taking to 
have occurred.229 

4. The Trails Act Takes a Landowner’s State Law Right To A Quiet 
Title Action 

When the STB issues a NITU, it perpetually extends the Trails Act’s 
preemption of the landowner’s reversionary interest until the STB’s juris-
diction over the land terminates. The STB’s jurisdiction is exclusive and 
plenary,230 and section 8(d) of the Trails Act extends this jurisdiction to the 

                                                   
225 Palazzolo v. Rhode Island, 533 U.S. 606, 642–43 (2001) (Stevens, J., concurring in 

part and dissenting in part) (citing Nollan v. California Coastal Comm’n, 483 U.S. 825 
(1987)). 

226 Nollan, 483 U.S. at 831 (quoting Kaiser-Aetna v. United States, 444 U.S. 164, 176 
(1979)). 

227 Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374, 394 (1994). 
228 See id. 
229 See id. 
230 See Hayfield N. R.R. v. Chicago & N.W. Transp. Co., 467 U.S. 622, 635 (1984); 

Chicago & N.W. Transp. Co. v. Kalo Brick & Tile Co., 450 U.S. 311, 319 (1981); Colorado 
v. United States, 271 U.S. 153 (1926). 
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land itself.231 The Trails Act specifically preempts the landowner’s right to 
pursue a quiet title action under state law.232 

5. The Trails Act Is Not a Regulation of the Landowners’ Interest in 
Their Land 

Regulatory takings involve some limitation upon owners’ use of their 
property. Regulatory taking claims arise commonly in the context of permit-
ting schemes.233 

An essential feature of these regulatory taking cases is that the owners 
retain title to their land and may make use of their property, subject to first 
obtaining a permit.234 Of course, the permit process itself may rise to the 
level of a compensable temporary or permanent taking.235 

The Trails Act, by contrast, does not regulate the owners’ use of their 
land, nor does it impose a permitting requirement on the owners. The own-
ers never receive notice that an NITU affecting their land has been issued 
and there is no opportunity for the landowners to seek a permit from the 
STB.236 The Trails Act is an unqualified preemption of the owners’ state 
law reversionary right to their property. 

6. The Government Agrees Trails Act Takings Are Per Se, Not 
Regulatory, Takings 

The government has acknowledged that Trails Act takings are per se 
physical, not regulatory takings. In Barclay, the government argued, “The 
Circuit has held that this conversion is not a regulatory taking. . . . Since the 

                                                   
231See generally supra Part III. 
232 See Town of Grantwood Vill. v. Missouri Pac. R.R. Co., 95 F.3d 654 (8th Cir. 

1996). 
233 See, e.g., Palazzolo v. Rhode Island, 533 U.S. 606 (2001); Lucas v. South Carolina 

Coastal Council, 505 U.S. 1003 (1992); Penn Cent. Transp. Co. v. New York City, 438 U.S. 
104 (1978); see also City of Monterey v. Del Monte Dunes, 526 U.S. 687 (1999); 
Williamson County Reg’l Planning Comm’n v. Hamilton Bank of Johnson City, 473 U.S. 
172 (1985). 

234 See id. 
235 See Del Monte Dunes, 526 U.S. 687; First English Evangelical Lutheran Church of 

Glendale v. Los Angeles County, 482 U.S. 687 (1987). 
236 See Nat’l Ass’n of Reversionary Prop. Owners v. Surface Transp. Bd., 158 F.3d 

135, 139 (D.C. Cir. 1998) (“The notice provisions did not (as they do not today) provide for 
individual notice to holders of reversionary interest of abandonment proceedings, or of the 
subset of abandonment proceedings involving interim trail use proposals.”). 

EXHIBIT 3

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-11   Filed 08/17/23   Page 51 of 65



SPRING 2010 The Trails Act   165 

Court’s precedent identifies this type of claim as a physical taking, the land-
owners’ lengthy discussion of regulatory takings law is irrelevant. . . .”237 

Similarly, the government noted in its Opposition to Petition for Re-
hearing en banc in Renewal Body Works: 

Unlike the usual physical occupation case, the landowner 
in a Trails Act takings case has already been deprived of 
exclusive possession. Thus, in a Trails Act taking case, the 
question is not when the owner loses the right to 
exclusively occupy the property, but rather, when the 
owner would otherwise have recovered full possession of 
the easement, were it not for operation of the Trails Act.238 

The government stated in opposition to a rehearing en banc in Barclay, 
“The landowners’ argument about the potential for a temporary regulatory 
takings claim is inapposite in the context of a rails-to-trails conversion, 
which this Court’s precedent seems to have characterized as a physical tak-
ings claim.”239 

In Tahoe, the Court wrote, “[T]his longstanding distinction between ac-
quisitions of property for public use, on the one hand, and regulations pro-
hibiting private uses, on the other, makes it inappropriate to treat cases 
involving physical takings as controlling precedents for the evaluation of a 
claim that there has been a ‘regulatory taking,’ and vice versa.”240 

Thus, when considering the Trails Act, it is important to do so in light 
of the precedent established in per se taking cases and not try to analyze a 
Trails Act taking under the Penn Central factors, which apply only to regu-
latory takings. 

                                                   
237 Corrected Brief of Appellee at 24, Barclay v. United States, 443 F.3d 1368 (Fed. 

Cir. 2006) (No. 05-1255), 2005 WL 2156907. See also “The landowners’ arguments about 
the potential for a temporary regulatory takings claim is inapposite in the context of a rails-
to-trails conversion, which this Court’s precedent seems to have characterized as a physical 
takings claim.” (citing Preseault II) id. at 10. 

238 Appellee’s Opposition to Rehearing en banc at 6, Renewal Body Works, Inc. v. 
United States, 64 F. Cl. 609 (2005) (No. 05-5109), 2006 WL 2351228. 

239 Opposition of Federal Appellee to Appellant’s Petition for Rehearing en banc at 11, 
Barclay, 443 F.3d 1368 (No. 05-1255), 2006 WL 2351315 [hereinafter Opposition to 
Rehearing]. 

240 Tahoe-Sierra Pres. Council v. Tahoe Reg’l Planning Agency, 535 U.S. 302, 323 
(2002). 
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C. A Trails Act Taking May Be Only Temporary 

In Palazzolo, Justice Stevens wrote, “A taking is a discrete event, a go-
vernmental acquisition of private property for which the State is required to 
provide just compensation. Like other transfers of property, it occurs at a 
particular time, that time being the moment when the relevant property in-
terest is alienated from its owner.”241 

Justice Stevens went on to note that the date of taking is important be-
cause “it is the person who owned the property at the time of taking that is 
entitled” to receive payment.242 The date of taking is when the property tak-
en is valued and “interest on the award runs from that date.”243 The date of 
taking is also important because it determines when the statute of limita-
tions for an owner to bring their claim begins to run. 

Prior to the Federal Circuit’s decision in Caldwell, the DOJ and counsel 
for landowners accepted the date of the Trail Use Agreement as the date of 
taking.244 As discussed in detail in Part IX.A, this date changed in Caldwell 
when the Federal Circuit announced a new rule—the date of taking for both 
permanent and temporary Trails Act takings claims was the date on which 
the STB issued the original NITU.245 The Federal Circuit emphatically reaf-
firmed this holding in the consolidated cases of Barclay and Renewal.246 

The Federal Circuit ruled that the fact that “subsequent events might 
render the NITU only temporary”247 does not change the fact that the land-

                                                   
241 Palazzolo, 533 U.S. at 638–39 (Stevens, J., concurring in part and dissenting in 

part). 
242 Id. at 639 (citing Danforth v. United States, 308 U.S. 271, 284 (1939). 
243 United States v. 50 Acres of Land, 469 U.S. 24, 29 (1984) (holding just 

compensation is “market value of the property at the time of the taking,” quoting Olson v. 
United States, 292 U.S. 246, 255 (1934)); see also Kirby Forest Industries, Inc. v. United 
States, 467 U.S. 1, 10 (1984); United States v. 564.54 Acres of Monroe and Pike County 
Land, 441 U.S. 506, 511 (1979); Almota Farmers Elevator & Warehouse Co. v. United 
States, 409 U.S. 470, 474 (1973); United States v. Commodities Trading Corp., 339 U.S. 
121, 130 (1950); United States v. New River Collieries Co., 262 U.S. 341, 344 (1923). 

244 See Brief of Appellee at 15, Caldwell v. United States, 391 F.3d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 
2004) (No. 03-5152), 2004 WL 3763407 (arguing that the date the taking claim accrued was 
the date the trail-use agreement was reached). 

245 See Caldwell, 391 F.3d at 1235. 
246 See Barclay v. United States, 443 F.3d 1368, 1373 (Fed. Cir. 2006) (en banc), aff’g 

Renewal Body Works, Inc. v. United States, 64 Fed. Cl. 609 (2005), Barclay v. United 
States, 351 F. Supp. 2d 1169 (D. Kan. 2004) (quoting Caldwell, 391 F.3d at 1233–34). 

247 Barclay, 443 F.3d at 1378. 
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owners’ reversionary rights to their land were taken upon the issuance of the 
NITU.248 

This discussion in Caldwell and Barclay is important because it affirms 
the point that a landowner’s right to be paid compensation is fully ripe upon 
the STB issuing the NITU.249 A property owner need not wait for the rail-
road to consummate its abandonment of the rail line or the trail group to 
build the trail.250 Indeed, the lesson of Caldwell and Barclay is that if a 
property owner waits until the railroad has consummated abandonment or 
until the trail group has acquired its interest (whether by quit claim deed 
from the railroad or a private Trail Use Agreement), the statute of limita-
tions may already have run and the landowner will be denied their constitu-
tional right to be paid just compensation. 

Even when the Trails Act temporarily takes a landowner’s reversionary 
interest, compensation is due. Justice O’Connor noted in Preseault II that 
“[t]he Court recently concluded that the government’s burdening of proper-
ty for a distinct period, short of a permanent taking, may nevertheless 
mandate compensation.”251 Justice O’Connor referred to First English, 
where the Court held, “‘[T]emporary’ takings which, as here, deny a land-
owner all use of his property, are not different in kind from permanent tak-
ings, for which the Constitution clearly requires compensation.”252 

The Federal Circuit ruled similarly in Yuba Natural Resources v. United 
States253 that the duration of a taking goes to the issue of damages, not 
whether a compensable taking has in fact occurred, stating: “The [Supreme] 
Court has recognized that temporary reversible takings should be analyzed 

                                                   
248 The Federal Circuit made clear that a Trails Act taking may be either permanent or 

temporary depending upon whether a Trails Use Agreement is subsequently reached between 
the railroad and the trail user. See Caldwell at 1234. However, this issue—temporary versus 
permanent taking—is a question for the damages phase of a Trails Act taking case, not the 
liability phase. As the Federal Circuit made clear in Preseault III all Trails Act takings—
whether temporary or permanent—are physical, not regulatory takings. See Preseault III, 
100 F.3d 1525, 1540 (Fed. Cir. 1996). 

249 See Barclay, 443 F.3d at 1371 (citing Caldwell, 391 F.3d at 1235). 
250 See id. 
251 Preseault II, 494 U.S. 1, 24 (1990) (O’Connor, J., concurring) (citing First English 

Evangelical Lutheran Church v. Los Angeles County, 482 U.S. 304, 318–19 (1987)). 
252 First English, 482 U.S. at 318 (citing San Diego Gas & Electric Co. v. City of San 

Diego, 450 U.S. 621, 657 (1981) (Brennan, J., dissenting) (arguing “[n]othing in the Just 
Compensation Clause suggest that ‘takings’ must be permanent and irrevocable”)); see also 
Nollan v. California Coastal Council, 483 U.S. 825, 866–67 (1987) (Stevens, J., dissenting) 
(noting that Justice Brennan’s dissenting opinion in San Diego Gas was endorsed by a 
majority in First English). 

253 821 F.2d 638 (Fed. Cir. 1987). 

EXHIBIT 3

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-11   Filed 08/17/23   Page 54 of 65



168 45 REAL PROPERTY, TRUST AND ESTATE LAW JOURNAL 

in the same constitutional framework applied to permanent irreversible tak-
ings and has fashioned appropriate remedies.”254 

In Caldwell, the Federal Circuit applied this principle to Trails Act tak-
ings: 

Thus, the NITU operates as a single trigger to several 
possible outcomes. It may, as in this case, trigger a process 
that results in a permanent taking in the event that a trail 
use agreement is reached and abandonment of the right-of-
way is effectively blocked. . . . Alternatively, negotiations 
may fail, and the NITU would then convert into a notice of 
abandonment. In these circumstances, a temporary taking 
may have occurred. . . . The NITU marks the “finite start” 
to either temporary or permanent takings claims by halting 
abandonment and the vesting of state law reversionary 
interests when issued.255 

The D.C. Circuit has agreed with this reasoning: 

Nor does the [ICC] offer support for its suggestion that 
the reversionary interests are not taken merely because 
they are postponed indefinitely rather than terminated 
outright. This proposition is similarly problematic; as the 
Supreme Court recently reminded, “Nothing in the Just 
Compensation Clause suggests that ‘takings’ must be 
permanent and irrevocable.”256 

                                                   
254 Id. at 641 (citing San Diego Gas, 450 U.S. at 657) (Brennan, J., dissenting); see also 

Hendler v. United States, 952 F.2d 1364, 1367 (Fed. Cir. 1991) (“‘[P]ermanent’ does not 
mean forever, or anything like it. A taking can be for a limited term—what is ‘taken’ is, in 
the language of real property law, an estate for years, that is, a term of finite duration as 
distinct from the infinite term of an estate in fee simple absolute. (While called an estate for 
years, the term can be for less than a year. . . .)”). 

255 Caldwell, 391 F.3d at 1234–35 (citations omitted). 
256 Nat’l Wildlife Fed’n v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 850 F.2d 694, 705 (D.C. Cir. 

1988) (citing First English, 482 U.S. at 318 (quoting San Diego Gas, 450 U.S. at 657 
(Brennan, J., dissenting))). 
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X. THE TRAILS ACT FAILS TO PROVIDE A FAIR AND COST 
EFFICIENT METHOD FOR LANDOWNERS TO BE PAID 
THE COMPENSATION THEY ARE CONSTITUTIONALLY 

ENTITLED TO RECEIVE. THIS FAILURE SUBSTANTIALLY 
INCREASES THE COST OF THE TRAILS ACT TO TAXPAYERS 

A. Landowners Never Receive Actual Notice Their Lands Have Been 
Taken 

Originally, the limitations clock in a Trails Act taking did not begin to 
run until the Trail Use Agreement had been reached. But, in December 2004 
the Federal Circuit announced a new rule that retroactively started this clock 
ticking many months, and—in some cases—years earlier, when the NITU 
was issued.257 

A landowner whose property has been taken by a NITU is never given 
actual notice that the STB has been issued.258 The NITU grants a trail group 
the right to negotiate with a railroad to acquire a new easement for a recrea-
tional trail over a property owner’s land. These negotiations may take many 
years, with the NITU being extended repeatedly. In some cases, the NITU 
has been extended for more than ten years—well past the expiration of the 
seven-year limitations period.259 

A landowner has no reason to know their land is subject to a NITU dur-
ing the time between the STB issuing a NITU and the trail group beginning 
construction of a trail. While the STB has taken the landowner’s reversion-
ary right to his or her property, the landowner is never told about this secret 
taking. When the NITU is issued, the railroad has not yet consummated the 
agreement by which it conveys the easement to the trail group. Typically, 
the railroad salvages the tracks and ties during this negotiating period but 
there is no activity on the land inconsistent with a property owner’s under-
standing that the rail line has been abandoned and the landowner’s fee inter-
est in the land now is unburdened by the former railroad easement. The trail 
group does not begin building a trail across the land until some time after 
the Trail Use Agreement has been reached. In many cases, the trail con-
struction does not begin until many years after a Trail Use Agreement has 
been reached. Even the Trail Use Agreement is a secret document. Occa-
                                                   

257 See Caldwell, 391 F.3d at 1235. 
258 See Nat’l Ass’n of Reversionary Prop. Owners v. Interstate Commerce Comm’n, 70 

F.3d 638 (D.C. Cir. 1995) (declining to review I.C.C. decision not to initiate rulemaking that 
would give reversionary interest owners actual notice of proposed trail conversions). 

259 See, e.g., Wisconsin Cent. Ltd., No. AB-303 (Sub-No. 14x) (Surface Transp. Bd. 
July 28, 2009) (final extension of negotiation for abandonment exemption in Polk County, 
Wis.) (NITU issued Mar. 1998 ultimately extended until Jan. 2010). 
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sionally, after a Trail Use Agreement is reached, the railroad will record a 
quit claim deed. Should it do so, this deed would be the first recorded public 
document evidencing the taking. And, even this recordation does not really 
put a landowner on effective notice the property has been taken because the 
quit claim deeds used in rail-to-trail conversions describe the land as a rail-
road right-of-way between two designated mileposts. 

B. There Is No Fair and Cost-Efficient Method for Landowners to Be Paid 
Compensation 

When Congress created the Trails Act, even though Congress under-
stood it would take some citizens’ reversionary interest in their land, Con-
gress did not provide a means to pay these landowners compensation when 
their land was taken. Instead, Congress left landowners with an inverse 
condemnation action under the Tucker Act260 as the only means to vindicate 
their constitutional right to be paid compensation for the land taken from 
them. Claims under the Tucker Act have proven to be time consuming and 
expensive to bring and to defend.261 

When the government takes land for a recreational trail it must pay (1) 
severance damages, which are calculated as the difference in value of the 
specific parcel of land before the taking (with no easements) and the value 
of the land after the taking (with two new easements on the property—one 
for public recreational use and a second easement held by the STB allowing 
it to authorize future building of a new rail line across the land); (2) attor-
neys fees and costs;262 and (3) interest from the date the STB issues the 
NITU until compensation is finally paid.263 

C. The Costly Nature of Tucker Act Claims Is Compounded By the Justice 
Department’s Scorched Earth Litigation Strategy 

As President Lincoln wrote, “It is as much the duty of Government to 
render prompt justice against itself, in favor of citizens, as it is to administer 
the same, between private individuals.”264 

                                                   
260 28 U.S.C. § 1491(a) (2006). 
261 See Litigation and Its Effect on the Rails-to-Trails Program, supra note 134, at 45–

54 (prepared statement of Nels Ackerson, Chairman, The Ackerson Group, Chartered). 
262 See Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 

1970, 42 U.S.C. § 4654(c) (2006). 
263 See Order, Miller v. United States, No. 03-2489L (Fed. Cl. Aug. 22, 2006) 

(Bruggink, J.) (granting in part and denying in part plaintiffs’ motion for summary 
judgment). 

264 President Abraham Lincoln, State of the Union Address (Dec. 3, 1861). 
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Congress has been critical of the DOJ’s litigation strategy in Trails Act 
taking cases. The House Judiciary Committee held hearings into the DOJ’s 
handling of Trails Act taking claims265 and the excessive cost and expense 
the government has paid to litigate Trails Act taking cases. During these 
hearings, witnesses described the DOJ’s strategy as “unrestrained litiga-
tion.”266 In other Trails Act taking cases the court has criticized the DOJ for 
trying to re-litigate the same issue repeatedly and needlessly.267 The CFC 
repeatedly has criticized the Justice Department for a similar scorched earth 
litigation strategy in the Winstar cases.268 

Chief Judge of the CFC, Loren Smith, wrote: 

It is the obligation of the United States to do right. 
Every free government can be judged by the degree to 
which it respects the life, liberty and property of its 
citizens. The United States stands tall among the Nations 
because it is a just Nation. In the instant cases the United 
States has not acted in a manner worthy of the great just 

                                                   
265 See Litigation and Its Effect on the Rails-to-Trails Program, supra note 134. 
266 See id. at 41–54 (statement and prepared statement of Nels Ackerson, Chairman, 

The Ackerson Group, Chartered). 
267 See Blendu v. United States, 75 Fed. Cl. 543 (2007), where the court stated: 

In other words, what needs to be decided—again, in defendant’s 
words—is “the nature and scope of the easement and, correspondingly, 
the nature and scope of the plaintiff’s property interest.” As the excerpt 
block-quoted above makes clear, that is exactly what the Federal Circuit 
decided in Hash II, a case that, as both parties agreed, presented the same 
legal questions as the ones posed here. 

Id. at 547 (citations omitted). 
268 See Anchor Savings Bank, FSB v. United States, 63 Fed. Cl. 199 (2004), where the 

court stated: 
[The government] has endured a host of criticisms during recent 

years for the manner in which it has defended the Winstar cases in this 
court. Its tactics have been regarded as a type of “scorched earth policy,” 
as the government concedes no ground regarding the applicability of 
established law or the implications of factual distinctions from one case 
to another. This court has at times regarded defendant’s approach with 
skepticism or even disdain. Regrettably, that trend continues with 
defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration of liability issues in this case. 
One judge of this court long ago lamented that “the government persists 
in ignoring or misrepresenting the law while failing to distinguish the 
cases factually.” Cal. Fed. Bank v. United States, 39 Fed. Cl. 753 (1997). 
As the instant motion makes clear, reform is slow to come by. 

Id. at 200. 
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Nation it is. Because the dollars at stake appear to be so 
large the government has raised legal and factual 
arguments that have little or no basis in law, fact or logic. 

While the court can appreciate the concerns of the 
government’s attorneys to protect the public treasury, and 
they are honorable people, it must severely criticize the 
tactics and approach of the government in these motions 
for summary judgment. 

. . . . 

If the arguments put forth here are the strongest the 
United States can muster against liability then the 
government has a moral obligation to seek a fair and 
equitable settlement from the parties whose contracts were 
breached. If this cannot be achieved then the court is here 
to resolve these cases. However, the court is a tool of last 
resort. Where the government has violated rights it should 
first attempt to do justice without judicial prompting. 

Maybe these ideas are old-fashioned, but they strike 
the court as particularly applicable to a department that 
bears the sacred name of Justice.269 

Taxpayers end up paying not only for the DOJ’s litigation expenses,270 
but also for the landowners’ litigation expenses responding to these argu-

                                                   
269 California Fed. Bank v. United States, 39 Fed. Cl. 753, 754–755 (1997) (L. Smith, 

C.J.). 
270 The cost of litigating Trails Act cases is a significant expense for the federal 

government. Assistant Attorney General Thomas Sansonetti told Congress: 
The defense of the rails-to-trails cases poses special challenges for the 
Environment Division. Although the total potential monetary exposure 
from these cases is only about one per cent of the total potential monetary 
exposure of the entire takings litigation docket presently being handled 
by the Environment and Natural Resources Division, three of the nine 
attorneys assigned to our ‘‘Takings Team’’ devote the majority of their 
time to these cases, along with two others who devote a considerable 
portion of their time as well. 

These cases require a deed-by-deed liability analysis and a parcel-by-
parcel valuation analysis. Therefore, while a class action of 1,000 
individuals may technically constitute just one case, they in reality must 
be defended as if they were 1,000 separate cases. 
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ments. Only the federal government is capable of devising a system in 
which taxpayers would pay more than $300,000 in attorney fees and costs 
in a dispute over a $19,000 piece of land.271 

Apart from the cost that this approach imposes on taxpayers, this strate-
gy also frustrates the citizens’ constitutional right to compensation. Con-
gress has condemned the DOJ’s use of the statute of limitations as a “gotcha 
game” to deny deserving citizens their right to compensation. During a Sen-
ate hearing, Senator Burr was harshly critical of the DOJ.272 

                                                   
See Litigation and Its Effect on the Rails-to-Trails Program, supra note 134, at 39 (prepared 
statement of Thomas L. Sansonetti, Asst. Att’y General, Environment and Natural Resources 
Division, U.S. Dept. of Justice). 

271 See Grantwood Vill., 95 F.3d 654 (1996), where the government paid $19,000 for 
the value of the land and reimbursed the property owner $300,000 in attorney fees and costs. 
This sum does not include the DOJ’s cost litigating this case, which likely equals or exceeds 
the $300,000 incurred by the landowner. 

272 See Miscellaneous National Parks Legislation: Hearing Before the Subcomm. on 
National Parks of the S. Comm. on Energy and Natural Resources, 110th Cong. 29 (2008) 
(statement of Sen. Richard Burr, Member, Subcomm. on National Parks). At this April 23, 
2008 hearing, Senator Burr rebuked the DOJ: 

Mr. Chairman, my last statement is not a question, but it is a 
statement. I understand it’s appropriate for the Park Service to come here 
and say that the issue of rails to trails and the clarification that’s needed is 
not a National Parks Service issue. I can appreciate that. 

I hope you would take back to the individuals at the Justice 
Department that made this determination, that I take very seriously of 
takings. [sic] I think that when somebody’s land is taken there has to be 
compensation for that. I’m not an expert on what statute of limitations 
we’ve got currently or what triggers the clock starting. 

I have always found regardless of what I look at, the Federal 
Government’s clock usually starts well before people on the other side. 
It’s only because we get to interpret. They have to guess. 

I truly believe that we have people that were engaged in what they 
thought was an honest negotiation. If for some reason we found a 
technical reason to run the clock out and now the position of the Justice 
[Department] is oops, so sorry. You missed out on compensation. That’s 
not the American way. 

So, you might send a message to the Justice Department. I would 
advise finding a way to settle this. If not legislatively, we will 
accommodate the needs of those property owners that have not been 
compensated. 

Id. 
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The DOJ has attempted to prevent the use of class-action procedures as 
a judicial tool to resolve Trails Act taking claims efficiently.273 The DOJ 
argued that filing a class-action lawsuit does not satisfy the statute of limita-
tions, and the “clock” continues to run until each class member individually 
and separately satisfies the limitation period. Judge Christine Miller of the 
CFC described the government’s position as “draconian” and recognized 
that the government’s theory would effectively eliminate use of class-
actions against the federal government.274 Nonetheless, Judge Miller ac-
cepted their argument. The DOJ celebrated this win as one of their “signifi-
cant litigation accomplishments” in 2009, which was a “victor[y that] will 
help to limit the bringing of future claims and protect the United States 
against millions of dollars in liability.”275 

This legal strategy, quite simply, makes no sense. The class-action pro-
cedure frequently is the most cost-efficient manner to resolve Trails Act 
taking claims.276 And, it is questionable whether the DOJ should be pur-
suing a litigation strategy intended “to limit the bringing of future claims” 
by citizens whose land the government has taken. The better course is to 
pursue the prompt, fair and cost-efficient resolution of these claims. 

Judge Miller’s decision was appealed to the Federal Circuit, which re-
jected the government’s argument and held class action-tolling does apply 
to claims against the United States.277 

In addition to the litigation expense, the delay in resolving Trails Act 
taking cases imposes substantial interest costs on the federal government. 
The Fifth Amendment requires the government to pay compensation for the 

                                                   
273 See Bright v. United States, No. 2009-5048, 2010 WL 1740825 (Fed. Cir. May 3, 

2010); see also Mike Scarcella, Big Class Actions Against the Feds May Falter, NAT’L L.J., 
June 22, 2009. 

274 See id. 
275 http://www.justice.gov/enrd/ENRDFiles/ENRD_FY2009_Accomplishments_Report

_Text_Only.pdf. 
276 In Carl Junction R-1 School Dist. v. United States (05-3L & 05-4L) (Fed. Cl. 2008) 

(Judgment and other filings available on PACER), the government paid $155,183 for the 
land, $43,000 interest, and $423,727 in attorneys’ fees. Compare these individual cases—
Carl Junction and Grantwood Village—with Miller v. United States, 67 Fed. Cl. 542 (2005), 
a class-action involving 116 parcels of land brought as a class-action. The government paid 
almost $7.4 million (including interest) for the land. The individual landowners’ claims 
ranged from $6,000 to more than $1 million. See Joint Proposed Settlement, Miller v. United 
States, No. 03-24891 (Nov. 15, 2006) (on file with Real Property, Trust & Estate Law 
Journal). Yet, the government reimbursed landowners only $770,000 in legal fees and 
expenses. The conclusion is obvious. Resolving such cases using a class action procedure is 
substantially less expensive to both landowners and, ultimately, the government. 

277 See Bright, 2010 WL 1740825 (Fed. Cir. May 3, 2010). 

EXHIBIT 3

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-11   Filed 08/17/23   Page 61 of 65



SPRING 2010 The Trails Act   175 

delay between when the government takes a citizen’s land and when it pays 
compensation. Interest begins to run when the NITU is issued, and because 
it frequently takes more than five years of litigation to resolve a Trails Act 
claim, the government’s interest obligation can be equal to or more than the 
value of the land taken.278 

Costs incurred by resolving Trails Act taking claims through bringing 
inverse condemnation claims pursuant to the Tucker Act in the CFC are 
substantial and could be avoided by reforming the Trails Act.279 

XI.   RECOMMENDATIONS TO IMPROVE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
TRAILS ACT 

Four reforms would greatly improve the Trails Act and allow it to 
achieve its objective at less expense to taxpayers, and in a constitutionally 
fair manner for landowners. 

A. Property Owners Should Be Provided Timely Notice of a NITU (or 
CITU) that Affects Their Property 

Currently, landowners receive no actual notice that their lands have 
been taken in a rail-to-trail conversion.280 This is wrong. The STB should 
provide notice to property owners whose land is subject to a NITU within 
thirty days after issuing a NITU.281 The name and mailing address of every 
affected property owner is available in every county tax assessor’s or re-
corder of deeds’ office. Moreover, the railroads and federal government 
may already have in their possession valuation maps and other documents 
that describe the conveyances or condemnation decrees by which the rail 
line was originally established and identify each parcel of land across which 
the rail line is located. The cost of mailing notices to the landowners would 
be nominal, but the benefit substantial. Fundamental fairness requires that 
landowners receive timely notice of the NITU, which is the event giving 
rise to their constitutional claims for compensation. 

                                                   
278 This delayed resolution is due in part to the DOJ’s scorched-earth strategy. 

However, this delay also is due in part to repeated extensions that the DOJ typically seeks 
and the traditionally slower resolution of cases in the CFC compared to federal district 
courts. See “United States Court of Federal Claims Termination Act of 2004.” Introduced in 
the 108th Congress as S.2293 and H.R. 4946. The Act did not pass but referenced a study on 
the efficiency of the CFC resolving claims. 

279 See 143 CONG. REC. H8950-02 (1997) (statement of Rep. Ryun). 
280 See Part X.A. supra. 
281 Reference to a “NITU” applies equally to a CITU. See supra note 31 and 

accompanying text. 
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B. The Trail Use Agreement Should Be Filed With the STB 

The Trails Act and the STB’s issuance of a NITU creates the right of a 
railroad to sell an easement across land.282 Absent the Trails Act and NITU, 
the railroad would have nothing to sell. The Trail Use Agreement is the 
event that consummates creation of a recreational trail under the Trails Act 
and defines the terms of the railroad’s interest.283 The Trail Use Agreement 
should be a public document that is available to landowners and any other 
interested parties. There is no rational reason why the Trail Use Agreement 
should be a secret document, unavailable to the landowners and interested 
public. 

C. More Timely and Cost-Efficient Resolution of Fifth Amendment 
Takings Claims 

It should never take more than two years to resolve a Fifth Amendment 
takings claim under the Trails Act. In some cases, the DOJ and counsel for 
the landowners have used alternative dispute resolution and common ap-
praisal methods to determine the value of the land taken quickly and effi-
ciently.284 However, the DOJ’s scorched-earth litigation strategy and the 
lengthy time to resolve a case in the CFC frustrates a timely and efficient 
resolution of the property owner’s claim.285 This delay also greatly increases 
the cost to the taxpayers. The government must pay both the litigation costs 
and interest. Lengthy litigation contesting every legal issue and every possi-
ble argument substantially increases this expense to taxpayers. 

D. Independent Review of the Trail Operator’s Capacity and Ability to 
Develop the Abandoned Rail Line As a Recreational Trail of Public 
Value 

The Trails Act is indiscriminate. Even when an abandoned rail line has 
no legitimate value for trail use it still can be attractive to a trail group be-
cause the organization can profit by taking control of the land under the 
Trails Act and licensing the use of the land to a utility. In a Missouri case, 
the private trail group received $200,000 from a licensing agreement with 
an electric company that otherwise would have been paid to the landowners. 
In other cases, private trail groups do not have the capacity to maintain the 
land and the land is neglected and left to become a public nuisance.286 The 

                                                   
282 See supra Part IX.B. 
283 See supra text accompanying note 31. 
284 See Litigation and Its Effects on the Rails-to-Trails Program, supra note 134. 
285 See id. at 17–19 (statement of Nels Ackerman). 
286 See Compton Letter, supra note 67 and accompanying text. 
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STB should review the abilities of each potential trail operator to develop 
responsibly and maintain a recreational trail before a NITU is issued. Trail 
sponsors should submit a proposed Trail Development Plan to the STB de-
scribing the proposed trail-related improvements and the funding needed to 
accomplish these improvements. This plan should be available for public 
comment and notice of the plan provided to all affected landowners. Should 
the trail not be developed as specified in the plan, the STB should have the 
authority to revoke the NITU. After all, if taxpayers are paying for the 
property, we should be sure that land is responsibly developed as a public 
trail consistent with the objective of the Trails Act. 

XII. CONCLUSION 

We like trails and appreciate the objective of the Trails Act—to provide 
well-maintained and well-managed public recreational trails over land once 
used for now-abandoned railroad lines. However, it is wrong to seek to ac-
complish this worthy public objective in a manner that denies landowners 
their constitutional right to be paid just compensation for the taking of their 
property. 

The government’s efforts to circumvent the Fifth Amendment are, in 
the majority of cases, not successful, and attempting to do so ends up sub-
stantially increasing cost of the Trails Act to taxpayers. Public support for 
this program is undermined when the STB issues orders which take Ameri-
can citizens’ land without notice, the DOJ repeatedly litigating the same 
meritless arguments, and the DOJ endlessly delaying resolution of land-
owners’ claims. In addition, these tactics wind up costing American taxpay-
ers millions of dollars. Americans support the creation of well-designed, 
appropriately located public recreational trails. Americans do not, however, 
like to see the Trails Act administered in a manner that (1) unfairly denies 
fellow landowners their constitutional right to compensation; (2) greatly and 
needlessly inflates legal fees and other costs of the program; and (3) allows 
some special interests to misuse the Trails Act as a pretext to obtain profit at 
the expense of our fellow citizens. 

Over the past twenty-five years, the Trails Act has accomplished some 
of its intended purpose. Some great recreational trails have been established. 
But these trails were established at substantially greater expense than neces-
sary, and the constitutional right of American citizens to be compensated for 
the government taking their lands has been trampled. 

For the Trails Act to succeed in accomplishing its objective we must 
recognize that, in its current form, the Trails Act is deeply flawed. Fortu-
nately, we can fix these flaws. Congress should consider legislation that will 
amend the Trails Act to fix those flaws. Additionally, both the STB and the 
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DOJ should adopt measures to more fairly and cost-effectively administer 
the Trails Act, especially because the constitutional right of American citi-
zens to be paid for land the government has taken is involved. 
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EXHIBIT ___ 
OSCAR H. PENDLEY and 

TAMPA SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 
Book __, Page __, Dated May 5, 1927 

[References in form deed to “party of the first part” and “party of 
the second part” replaced with Oscar H. Pendley and Tampa 

Southern Railroad Company respectively.] 

This INDENTURE, made and entered into this ______ day 
of _______ in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and 
______, between OSCAR H. PENDLEY, of the County of 
________ and the State of __________, party of the first part and the 
TAMPA SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, a corporation 
created and organized under the laws of the State of Florida, party of 
the second part: 

WITNESSETH: That said party of the first part OSCAR H. 
PENDLEY, for and in consideration of the sum of ___________ 
Dollars of lawful money of the United States of America, to 
________ in hand paid by the said party of the second part TAMPA 
SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, at or before the ensealing 
and delivery of these presents, the receipt whereof is hereby 
acknowledged, ha____ granted, bargained, sold, allened, remised, 
released, conveyed and confirm, unto the said party of the second 
part, and its successors and assigns forever, all of a certain tract or 
parcel of land situated, lying and being in the County of Sarasota, State 
of Florida, to-wit: 

A strip of land fifty (50) feet wide, being twenty-five (25) feet on each 
side of the center line of the TAMPA SOUTHERN RAILROAD, 
as located and to be constructed thru the South half of the Southwest 
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quarter of the Southeast quarter (S½ of SW¼ of SE¼) of Section 
Twenty-one (21), Township Thirty-six (36) South, of Range Eighteen 
(18) East, extending from the west line of the Southeast quarter (SE¼)
of said Section Twenty-one to the east line of the Southwest quarter
of the Southeast quarter (SW¼ of SE¼)  of said Section Twenty-one
(21), a distance of thirteen hundred and twenty (1320) feet, more or
less, containing one and fifty-two hundredths (1.52) acres, more or
less; Said strip of land being near the south boundary of the Southwest
quarter of the Southeast quarter (SW¼ of SE¼) of said Section
Twenty-one (21), and adjoining the right of way of the S.A.L. Railway:

Together with all and singular, the tenements, hereditaments, and 
appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining, and 
the reversions, remainder and remainders, rents, issues and profits 
thereof and also all the estate, right, title interest, dower and right of 
dower, property, possession, claim and demand whatsoever of the 
said part___ of the first part, both in law and in equity, of, in and to 
the above granted premises, with the hereditaments and 
appurtenances. 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same in fee simple forever. 

And the said part___ of the first part do ____ covenant with 
the said party of the second part that ___ lawfully seized of the said 
premises, that they are free from all incumbrances and that _____ 
good right and lawful authority to sell the same, and the said part___ 
of the first part do ____ hereby fully warrant the title to the said land, 
and will defend the same against the lawful claims of all persons 
whomsoever. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said part___ of the first par 
ha__ hereunto set _____hand___ and seal___ the day and year first 
above written. 
 
 
 Signed, Sealed and Delivered in the presence of, 
 
_________________________ _________________(SEAL) 
 
_________________________ _________________(SEAL) 
 
_________________________ 
 
_________________________ 
 
 
 
STATE OF _____________________ } 
      } SS 
COUNTY OF ___________________ }  
 
 I, a Notary Public in the State of __________ and County of 
__________ hereby certify that ____________ personally known to 
me to be the individuals described in and who executed the foregoing 
instrument, this day personally appeared before me and 
acknowledged before me that they executed said instrument for the 
purposes therein mentioned. 
 And I further certify that the said _______ personally known 
to me to be the wife of said _______ named in said instrument, and 
one of the grantors therein, did this day personally appear before me 
and on a private and separate examination this day taken and made 
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before me, separately and apart from her said husband, did 
acknowledge that she made herself a party to and executed said 
instrument for the purpose of relinquishing, releasing, alienating and 
conveying all her right, title, interest, property and estate whatsoever, 
whether of dower, homestead, fee simple or otherwise in and to said 
described land an appurtenances and for all the purposes in said 
instrument mentioned, and that she executed the same freely and 
voluntarily and without any compulsion, constraint, apprehension or 
fear of or from her said husband. 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
and affixed my official seal in the County of ______ and State of 
_____ this ____ day of ________, A.D. 192__, 
 
    _______________________(SEAL) 
    Notary Public, State of ___________ 
    My commission expires __________ 
 
STATE OF _______________ } 
     } SS 
COUNTY OF _____________ } 
 
 I, a Notary Public of the State of __________ and County of 
____________ hereby certify that __________________ personally 
known to me to be the individual___ described in and who executed 
the foregoing instrument, this day personally appeared before me and 
acknowledged that _______ executed the same instrument for the 
purposes therein expressed, whereupon it is prayed that the same 
may be recorded. 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
and affixed my official seal in the County of ______ and State of 
_____ this ____ day of ________, A.D. 192__,  
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    _______________________(SEAL) 
    Notary Public, State of ___________ 
    My commission expires __________ 
[DIAGRAM IN ORIGINAL]  
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA } 
     } 
COUNTY OF NEW HANOVER } 
 I, W. G. Forlong, being duly sworn, do hereby make oath that 
I am Real Estate Agent of the TAMPA SOUTHERN RAILROAD 
COMPANY, and I depose and say that on August 28th, 1923, I 
received a deed executed by O. H. PENDLEY, dated July 17th, 1923, 
conveying to TAMPA SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, a 
strip of land 50 fee in width, abutting the rifght of way of the Seaboard 
Air Line Railway Company in the Southwest Quarter of Southeast 
Quarter (SW¼ of SE¼) of Section Twenty One (21), Township 
Thirty Six (36) South of Range Eighteen (18) East, Sarasota County, 
Fla., and extending from the west line to the east line of the Southwest 
Quarter of Southeast Quarter (SW¼ of SE¼) of said Section Twenty 
One (21). 
 This deed was not signed by the wife of O.H. Pendley, and 
was sent out for her signature but has never been returned. 
 
Sworn to and subscribed before  __________________ 
me in the State and County     W.G. Forlong 
aforesaid this 5th  
day of May 1927. 
[ILLEGIBLE] NOTARY PUBLIC 
My Commission Expires February 19th, 1928 
     
 Notary Public. 
 
[DIAGRAMS FOLLOW IN ORIGINAL] 
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF FEDERAL CLAIMS 

4023 SAWYER ROAD I, LLC, et al., ) 
) 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 

v. ) No. 19-757L 
) 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) Judge Edward H. Meyers 
) 

Defendant. ) 

JOINT TITLE STIPULATIONS 

The parties submit these joint title stipulations regarding the following claims in this case.  

The parties stipulate that the listed original conveyance applies with regard to the listed claim.  For 

three claims (the claims of John W. and Christine L. Fordham, Bradley Blum Morrison, and 

Shirley P. Ramsey), the parties stipulate that I.C.C. Valuation Schedules state the railroad obtained 

the relevant parcel “By Possession” from these plaintiffs’ predecessors-in-interest. 

Last Name Property Address Parcel ID Relevant Source Conveyance 
to the Railroad 

3153 Novus Court, LLC 3153 Novus Court, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-03-0005 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

4023 Sawyer Road 1, LLC 4023 Sawyer Road 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0059 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Douglas and Cynthia 
Abbott 

3328 Linden Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0039 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Julia R. Adkins and Austin 
C. Murphy

4760 Theodore Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0052 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Randal S. and Joyce S. 
Albritton 

4241 Proctor Rd 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0076 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Louis L. Alderman, Jr., as 
Trustee of the Louis L. 
Alderman 2013 Revocable 
Trust 

4690 Woodward Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-09-0002 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

John L. and Mary Allgyer 
and Levi and Tammy L. 
Lantz, Jr. 

701 Locklear Avenue, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0030 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Nicole J. Altergott 2121 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0062 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Troy Alvis 3300 Linden Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0043 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

John M. Alvis 2521 Novus Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0017 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 
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Bradley S. and Susan B. 
Anderson 

4456 Golden Lake 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-08-0027 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Neal and Jo Atchley 2334 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0086 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

David R. and Joy S. 
Bailey, as Trustees of the 
Joy S. Bailey and David R. 
Bailey Revocable Trust 

2346 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0084 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Kerwin and Judy Baker 2019 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0035 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Joaquin Enrique Batista 
Franco and Carly Elizabeth 
Batista 

2712 Nancy St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-16-0071 Charles Ringling Co., April 30, 
1925, Book 42, Page 569 

Michael J. Bergeron and 
Richard K. Nelson 

1812 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0033 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

James R. and Mary Ellen 
Bishop 

2109 Ingram Avenue, 
Sarasota, Fl, 34232 

0060-03-0040 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Geoffrey L. Bolton 4042 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0019 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Ray and Ella Bontrager  1429 Ingram Ave, 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0010 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Dominic D. and Kathleen 
M. Booth 

2488 South Milmar 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-15-0046 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al., judgment 

Ersila Borchert 2032 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0047 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Nicholas J. and Danette L. 
Boris 

4454 Golden Lake 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-08-0028 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Carole M. Bowns 2301 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0069 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Karen E. Bowser 3200 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0049 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Ralph R. and Dale Marie 
Braun 

1804 Springwood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0035 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Mabel Brunton (subject to 
life estate of Wallace David 
Brunton) and Jeffrey 
Doyle, as Trustee of the 
Wallace David Brunton 
Testamentary Trust in 
place of Jeffrey C. Doyle 

3226 Oakwood 
Boulevard South, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-02-1366 O.H. Pendley 

Cynthia J. Burnell 5844 Meriwether Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-15-0089 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Sandra K. Butler 2635 Novus Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-16-0067 Charles Ringling Co., April 30, 
1925, Book 42, Page 569 

Sean and Darcy Byrnes 2490 S. Milmar Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-15-0045 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al., judgment 

Carol Caldwell 2113 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0041 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Endia K. and Gary 
Callahan 

4707 Woodward Pl. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0068 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Martin Carrillo-Plata 4018 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-02-0021 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 
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Gary L. Cathey and 
Victoria L. Goodrich 

3218 Oakwood 
Boulevard South, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-02-1370 O.H. Pendley 

James M. and Jeneve S. 
Cawley 

2701 Greendale Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0088 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

John and Joanne Cisler 4219 Pine Meadow 
Ter., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-10-0039 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Amy Roseann Coats and 
Darrin Lee Johnson 

2706 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-14-0089 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Steven R. and Virginia M. 
Courtenay 

4303 Pine Meadow 
Ter., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0070-15-0018 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Crabapple Enterprise LLC 719 South Brink Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-03-0018 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

Frank T. Crotsley 3460 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0032 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Zsolt Csesznok and 
Marianna Bartus 

1620 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0057 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Joseph and Dorothy 
D'Angelo, as Trustees of 
the D'Angelo Family 
Revocable Trust 

1808 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0034 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Carl G. and Tobie L. 
Desantis 

2752 Greendale Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-14-0084 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Craig B. and Cynthia D. 
Dickie 

1331 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0006 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Thomas and Michelle M. 
Dodson 

790 Autumncrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0026 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Wanda Donner, as Trustee 
of the Wanda Donner 
Living Trust 

2423 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0061 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Pamela Driggs 1782 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0037 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Elise J. Duranceau 4050 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0018 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Lesley Dwyer and Barbara 
S. Hair 

2203 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0063 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Zoila Emanuelli, As 
Trustee of the Zoila 
Emanuelli Revocable Trust 

1548 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0035 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

John Ermilio 2510 South Milmar 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-15-0035 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. judgment 

Thomas M. and Joyce R. 
Fay 

3422 Oakwood 
Boulevard South, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2031-02-1337 Palmer, Book 11, Page 524 

Bernadette Feragola 3224 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0047 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Michael R. and Editha D. 
Fettig 

3664 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-15-0017 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415  

Steven P. and Linda A. 
Finehout 

2512 South Milmar 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-15-0034 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. judgment 
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Amos and Anna S. Fisher 1030 Herndon Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-12-0018 Clough, Book 19, Page 481 

Mark T. and Angela D. 
Flaherty 

3439 Forest Lake Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0097 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

John W. and Christine L. 
Fordham 

2293 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-03-0083 By Possession 

Cosimo A. Fragomeni 3845 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-03-0034 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Sharon L. Gallagher, As 
Trustee of the Sharon L. 
Gallagher Revocable Trust 

2122 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0045 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Cheryl A. Del Pozzo 
Gallagher 

1712 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0054 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Michelle Garcia 1539 Ingram Ave.,  
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0003 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Donald L. Geary, As 
Trustee of the Donald L. 
Geary Revocable Trust 

2026 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0048 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Ann T. Geraghty 3837 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0046 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

GPG Limited LLC 1551 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0004 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Roman T. and Carolyn F. 
Graber, As Trustees of the 
Roman and Carolyn 
Graber Revocable Trust 

2317 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0072 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Martin Graber, Trustee in 
place of Martin Graber 

1319 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0005 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Martin and Carol Frances 
Graber 

1307 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0004 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Wiliam and Brooke 
Grames 

4834 Harris Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0055 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Catherine Teresa Gray 2881 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0007 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

Vincent and Karen 
Guglielmini 

4030 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-02-0019 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Joshua Carroll Hackney 2869 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0006 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

Renate B. Harkavy 2223 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0068 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Alvin L. and Michelle L. 
Harrell, Jr. 

2020 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0049 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Noel K. Harris 4074 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0014 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Garnett D. and Stephanie 
S. Hayes 

3436 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0034 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Stephen A. Heard 3841 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-03-0033 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Joe R. Hembree, As 
Trustee of the Joe R. 
Hembree Revocable Trust 

2491 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0013 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

Timothy G. and Alisa J. 
Herring 

3421 E. Forest Lake 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34232 

0061-07-0095 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 
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Kimberly Dawn Hewitt, As 
Trustee for the Kimberly 
Dawn Hewitt Revocable 
Trust 

831 Autumncrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-05-0012 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Wayne A. and Joyce O. 
Hibbs, Jr. 

3236 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0046 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Angelo and Sarah J. Hoag 4844 Harris Ave., 
Sarasota, FL  34233  

0089-01-0057 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

John A. Hobbs, Jr. and 
Mark F. Marino 

1563 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 

0053-06-0005 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Paul W. Hoerning and 
Courtney Joachim 

446 South Pelican Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-14-0014 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. judgment 

Michael A. and Janel K. 
Huckleberry 

700 Wood Ln., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-02-0024 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

Larry E. Hudspeth 4034 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-02-0018 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Gary P. Hurst 526 South Pelican Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-14-0011 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al. judgment 

Paul K. and Daphne J. 
Hutchison 

2128 Greendale Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0044 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Izmirlian Properties LLC 4055 Bee Ridge Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-15-0010 Sarasota Land Co. Book 19, 
Page 415 

JB Holdings of Sarasota, 
LLC 

735 S. Beneva Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0001 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Daniel L. and Kristin 
Jadush 

4460 Golden Lake 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-08-0026 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Bob Allen and Lori Ann 
Jefferson 

3740 Teate Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-05-0009 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Judy H. Johnson 5250 S. McIntosh Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-16-0006 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Linda L. Jones 2322 Greendale Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0077 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Deborah Keck 1742 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0052 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Kenneth J. and Margaret 
A. Kellner 

4372 Meadowland 
Cir., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0070-15-0040 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Brian J. and Cheryl A. Key 703 Wood Ln., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-02-0025 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

Bonnie A. Klein 2495 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0014 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Joseph R. Knight 4080 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-07-0013 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

James and Diane Kostan 1829 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0002 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Myrtle Krause 3716 Radnor Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0061-15-0012 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Michael and Vivian 
Kravchak 

2845 Novus St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0004 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

Gerald A. Lagace 1841 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 

0053-14-0003 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Lake Sawyer Two LLC 1722 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0053            Burton, Book 23, Page 58 
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Jactrace, LLC 1640 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0056          Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Phyllis Rose and Jeffrey 
Lloyd Lambert 

2632 Nancy St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-16-0077 Charles Ringling Co., April 30, 
1925, Book 42, Page 569 

Keith R. and Mary M. 
Leeseberg 

3825 Gatewood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0043 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Lewma Enterprise, Inc. 719 S. Shade Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34237; 
Novus Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0001 
2034-02-0003 

Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

Muriel R. Locklear 707 Trotter Avenue, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0015 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Saul Alberto Lopez and Liz 
Janette Martinez-Ramos 

3903 Linwood Street 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0052 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Patrick J. and Lisa A. 
Loyet 

4376 Meadowland 
Circle Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0070-15-0037 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Kassandra Luebke and 
Elaine Luebke 

4830 Harris Ave., 
Sarasota, FL, 34233 

0089-01-0054 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Douglas P. and Maria A. 
Luff 

1817 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0001 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Shannon Lugannani and 
Helen Elena Emegbagha 

3512 Alderman St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0028 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Tammy Lynn 3033 Novus Court, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-03-0016 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

Linda Lyon 3314 Linden Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0042 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Shirley I. Manfredo 3857 Gatewood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-03-0037 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Cheryl A. Marchand and 
Candace A. Magiera 

1588 Springwood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-11-0059 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Thomas W. Marchese 4450 Golden Lake 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-08-0029 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Kim A. and Sheila E. 
Marshall, As Trustees of 
the Kim A. and Sheila E. 
Marshall Trust 

2107 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0038 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

William Martell, III 3173 Novus Court, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-03-0003 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

Reuben S. and Kathy J. 
Martin 

4378 Meadowland 
Cir., Sarasota, FL, 
34233 

0070-15-0036 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Mast Investments, LLC 2307 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0071 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Suzanne McDonald  574 South Pelican 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-14-0006 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al., judgment 

Cameron W. and Carol T. 
McGough 

2833 Novus Street, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0003 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

Jason J. and Karen 
McGuire 

4374 Meadowland Cir. 
Sarasota, FL  34233; 
4370 Meadowland Cir. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-15-0038     
0070-15-0039 

Honore, Book 23, Page 127 
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Michael McLaughlin 700 Searcy Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-02-0037 Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 

Robert E. and Michelle S. 
Messick 

3441 East Forest 
Lakes Drive, 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0098 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Michael L. Morgan 2772 Greendale Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-14-0080 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Julie Morris 2014 Greendale Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0050 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Bradley Blum Morrison 2269 Novus Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-03-0080 By Possession 

Sue Moulton Theodore Avenue, 
Sarasota, FL 34233; 
4234 Sunniland St., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0064     
0071-16-0061 

Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Timothy and Mary Murphy 4460 Meadow Creek 
Circle Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-02-0007 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

James J. and Suzanne M. 
Naiman 

3833 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0045 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

James Kirt, Nicholas 
James, and Christopher 
Andrew Nalefski 

4444 Meadow Creek 
Cir., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-07-0027 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Javier Nieto and Maylen 
Negrin 

3809 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0039 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Barbara A. Nikias 3829 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0044 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Elmer H. and Lena M. Nolt 1925 Ingram Ave.;  
1937 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0006 
0053-14-0007 

Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Gregory B. Nowak 3484 Linden Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0030 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Perry M. and Pamela S. 
O'Connor 

4885 Andrew Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0070 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Sueko O'Connor 4807 Andrew Avenue, 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0064 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Robert N. O'Neill, as 
Trustee of the Robert N. 
O'Neill Living Trust and 
Heather H. Pennington, As 
Trustee of the Heather H. 
Pennington Revocable 
Living Trust 

5850 Meriwether 
Place, Sarasota, FL, 
34232 

0061-15-0090 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

The Oaks at Woodland 
Park Homeowners Assoc., 
Inc. 

Sarasota, FL 34232 0052-03-0062 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Michele and Dorothy Ann 
Paradiso 

4227 Pine Meadow 
Terrace 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-15-0017 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Ryan R. Parker 3258 Linden Dr., 
Sarasota, FL, 34232 

0061-07-0044 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Callie Parsons 3434 Alderman St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0016 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Thomas Pearson 4436 Golden Lake Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-01-0042 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 
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Donna M. Perkins 3853 Gatewood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-03-0036 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Todd A. and Carmen 
Perna 

4420 Golden Lake 
Dr., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-01-0046 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Phyllis H. Perruc 1610 Springwood 
Drive 

0053-11-0058 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Phillippi Pines, LLC Meriwether Place 
Sarasosta, FL 34232 

0061-15-0096 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Mindy Piana 1913 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0005 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Patricia Lynne Pitts-
Hamilton 

4857 Andrew Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0069 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Pro Properties, LLC 5230 McIntosh Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-16-0005 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

James Procopio 2622 Nancy St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-16-0078 Charles Ringling Co., April 30, 
1925, Book 42, Page 569 

William B. and Debra I. 
Pruett 

1040 Herndon Place 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-12-0023 Clough, Book 19, Page 481 

Anthony and Karen Puccio 770 Autumncrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0027 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Shirley P. Ramsey 2343 Novus Street 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-03-0089 By Possession 

Justin M. Reslan 4014 Radnor Place 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0070-02-0022 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Allen B. and Mary Ann E. 
Rieke 

4747 Woodward 
Place Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-16-0072 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Michael A. Ritchie 4715 Woodward Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-16-0070 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Keith E. Rollins and Lisa J. 
Paxson-Rollins 

772 Stonecrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0033 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Donald and Meredith 
Jeanne Ruth 

1000 Herndon Pl., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-12-0015 Clough, Book 19, Page 481 

David G. Sadler 2494 Milmar Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-15-0043 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al., judgment 

Lawrence D. and Veronica 
D. Salzman 

1762 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0038 Burton, Book 23 Page, 58 

Brian T. Sanborn 766 Stonecrest Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0052-04-0032 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Chad, Grace, and Robert 
Schaeffer 

4450 Meadow Creek 
Cir., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-07-0024 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Marc and Leann 
Schlabach 

3446 Alderman Street, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-01-0029 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
536 

Barbara Sue Schrock 2007 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0033 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Leroy and Ruby Schrock 2409 Ingram Ave.; 
2417 Ingram Ave.; 
2607 Ingram Ave.; 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0058  
0060-11-0059  
0060-14-0077  

Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Ruby Schrock, As Trustee 
of the Ruby Schrock 
Revocable Trust 

2505 Ingram Ave.; 
2513 Ingram Ave.; 
2605 Ingram Ave.; 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0063  
0060-11-0064 
0060-11-0066  
0060-14-0075                           

Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 
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Sandra Elaine Schrock 2003 Ingram Ave. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-03-0032 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Brian N. Seymour 3412 Linden Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34231 

0061-10-0036 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Faith H. Simolari, As 
Trustee of the Philip 
Simolari Revocable Trust 

4041 Sawyer Ct, 
Sarasota, FL, 34233 

0070-07-0039 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Wilbur O. Smith 3424 Linden Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0035 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Rickey Smull 2993 Novus Street, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

0054-04-0017 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

Irvin J. and Cynthia P. 
Spiegel 

2417 Novus Street, 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2034-02-0004 Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 
532 

David Stebbins 2500 South Milmar 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-15-0040 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al., judgment 

Hubert Steenbakkers and 
Monita A. Whitney 

2642 Nancy St., 
Sarasota, FL34237 

2029-16-0076 Charles Ringling Co., April 30, 
1925, Book 42, Page 569 

Vera Straniere 3212 Linden Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0048 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Russell S. Strayer 4813 Andrew Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0066 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Jose Sierra Testi-Martinez 
and Clara A. Myers 

1575 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0006 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Suzanne M. Thornburg 3472 Linden Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-10-0031 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

James H. and Glenda G. 
Thornton 

4276 Proctor Rd., 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0089-01-0051 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Vinton and Dianne Trefz, 
As Trustees of the Trefz 
Living Trust 

1816 Springwood Dr., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0032 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Mildred L. Tufford (Kandel) 2207 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0064 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

James J. Tutsock and 
Mary J. McQueen 

1568 Springwood 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34232 

0053-06-0034 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Patricia E., Richard E., and 
Jonathan L. Varley 

414 South Pelican 
Drive Sarasota, FL 
34237 

2029-14-0017 Tampa Southern RR v. 
Tankersley, et al., judgment 

Chad Waites 2321 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-06-0074 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Lance and Helene Warrick 2756 Greendale Place 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-14-0083 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Kenneth D. and Susan K. 
Wells 

4448 Meadow Creek 
Cir. Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-07-0025 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

David A. and Anna I. Ruiz-
Welsher 

4723 Woodward 
Place Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0071-16-0071 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Paul Wicha Lot 325 Sarasota 
Springs Unit 3, Linden 
Drive, Sarasota, FL 
34232 

0061-10-0038 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Brad D. and Patricia T. 
Wilson 

3215 Pony Lane 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-06-0006 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 
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Robert J. and Maureen C. 
Wilson 

3805 Gatewood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0038 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Theresa A. Wilson 3821 Gatewood Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0042 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Frank A. Wolk and Gina M. 
Bonsall 

2762 Nancy St., 
Sarasota, FL 34237 

2029-16-0066 Charles Ringling Co., April 30, 
1925, Book 42, Page 569 

Zbigniew and Wislawa 
Wrobel 

4432 Golden Lake Dr. 
Sarasota, FL 34233 

0071-01-0043 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Jennifer Yager 3817 Gatewood Drive, 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-06-0041 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Linda A. Yarbrough 3702 Radnor Place 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-15-0016 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Travis Marc and Elizabeth 
Marie Yoder 

1901 Ingram Avenue 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-14-0004 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Jonathan R. and C. Joy 
Yutzy, as Trustees of the 
Jonathan r. Yutzy and C. 
Joy Yutzy Revocable 
Living Trust  

2521 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0060-11-0065 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

Betty Lou Yutzy, As 
Trustee of the Betty Lou 
Yutzy Trust 

1201 Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0053-04-0001 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Stephen and Margaret 
Zawacki 

4115 Pine Meadow 
Ter., Sarasota, FL 
34233 

0070-10-0037 Honore, Book 23, Page 127 

Orvie W. and Marie M. 
Zimmerman and Emery 
and Mary Ellen Yoder 

Lot 9 Bahia Vista 
Heights, Ingram Ave., 
Sarasota FL 34232 

0053-04-0009 Burton, Book 23, Page 58 

Timothy J. and Dana Zizak 4001 Tern St., 
Sarasota, FL 34232 

0061-07-0050 Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, 
Page 415 

 

 The parties also stipulate that the relevant source conveyances to the railroad identified in 

the above chart are associated with the following Bates Stamp ranges: 

Instrument Bates Range 
Sarasota Land Co., Book 19, Page 415 US_0008546 

Honore, Book 23, Page 127 4023Sawyer000024-26 
Burton, Book 23, Page 58 4023Sawyer000173-74 

Clough, Book 19, Page 481 4023Sawyer000388-89 
Tampa Southern RR v. Tankersley, et al. judgment US_0000013-15 

Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 536 US_0000070-74 
Fla. Mortgage, Book 10, Page 532 US_0008526-28 

Neihardt, Book 10, Page 529 US_0008520-21 
O.H. Pendley US_0008576-81 

Charles Ringling Co., Book 42, Page 569 US_0008567-69 
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Respectfully submitted, 

TRUE NORTH LAW, LLC 
 
/s/ Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II  
MARK F. (THOR) HEARNE, II 
Stephen S. Davis 
True North Law, LLC 
112 South Hanley Road, Suite 200 
St. Louis, MO 63105 
(314) 296-4000 
thor@truenorthlawgroup.com  
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

TODD KIM 
Assistant Attorney General 
 
/s/ Zachary T. West                                               
ZACHARY T. WEST 
Trial Attorney 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
Natural Resources Section 
4 Constitution Square 
150 M Street, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
(202) 532-3105 
zachary.west@usdoj.gov 
 
Attorneys for the United States 
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United States District Zurt 

Southern District of Florida. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUhT IN AND FOR TU  SOUT ERN 

DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 

Tampa Southern hailroad Company  

ersus  CONDELN TION. 

Bonnie K. Tankersley and 

attie . Da ies. 

The Clerk of the A o e styled Court ill 

please issue itness su poenae to the follo in  named 

itnesses  to testify in ehalf of the defendant  re

turna le arch 1 th  at ten O'clock A. . in the fore

noon. 

E. . Bacon 

Sam TOmlin 

E. Ai Smith 

. . Clark 

. . Tucker 

Louis Lancaster 

.B. Phillips 

Sarasota Fia. 

 t 

ey for Defendants.  
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111 '212 . ir  I I  

STATES FOU SOUTI DISTUICT OP 

FL 2.IDA. 

TA PA Sui h 21 U ..UILROAD  
a cor oration  

. 

K. and ATTI  
. n 1  

C UDEn ATIU 

T 1E a. e enti ed Canso cc inr on to e heard upon the 

erdict o 2 t2 f ich erdict 12  in uords and ti ros fol

the jur  dul  impaneled o . .d. s orn in accordnce it 

La..  to try hat compention 1 all e to the f ndarts for 

roportj souht to he a I ropria ed in t fj.s cause  irrc srecti e 

of uly onefit from an  impro eent proposed  2 U  .etitionor  

do find

1. ha  the property sour. ht to e condenned is descri ed 

as folios

All that certain f ece  rarcol or stril  of land 
situate  1 in and ein  in the South rest Lia11ter 
of the Southeast Lua2ter and the Southeast jo.arter 
of he .jorth ost .2 1arte2 of Section 2  Toullp 
 outh of ian e 1  il .st  Sarasota 

articiljar1  r.oscrihed as follo s  

1 E I1 I n1  at an iron onurlort reputed i to e in 
the east line of t  Soth est liarter of Sortheast 
uartur of said Section 2  said iron onultent ein 

1  feet north of the center ine of the r.ain line 
track of the S.A.L.Pail a  thence este .1y parallel to 
the conter line of the ain line track of the S.A.L. 

tUl ay and 1  feet therefrom  1 1 .  feet to a point 
of cur e  thence in a eneral north et ardly direction 
fror. the Drecedin course as a tanr ent  on a c r ed 

line to the 1 t r  a rL..dius f loot  a dis
tance of 1 .  foot to a oint of ta.nort  said roirt 
of tLTI ert eir  istant 22  foot east of the est line 
of te Southeast Zularer of South est .uarter of said 
Section 2  thence north ardly tanr ont to said cur ed line 

.r. 2  or lo s2  to ar iron .onument re2mted to 
e in sc.t c. lino of  tho iortheast .i a2ter of out rmest 
uarter of said Section 2  said nonunt einr  22  
feet oast of the est Amu the Southeast .uarter 
of outL'. ost ylartor of said Section 2D  thence ost
ard1  alen tL  south line of the ort riast uartel . of 
South est ' j2 uarter of said  ' ection 2  a distance of 
1  feet to a point in t11 east line of land con eyed 
y . . .211op to the '22ama Coln.pany 

US 00000  
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y deed dated une 2nd  1 2  recorded uly th  1 2  
in Deed Book 11  pa e  records of Sarasota County  
Florida  thence south ardly alon  said east line  
feet to an iron monument distant  feet east of the 
est line of the Southeast uarter of South est uarter 

of said Section 2  thence southeast ardly on a cur ed 
line to the left concentric ith the second coarse herein 
descri ed and 2  feet therefrom  as measured radially  
1  feet  more or less  to an iron monument  said monu
ment einF  feet north of the center line of the main 
line track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  thence east ardly 
parallel to the center line of the main line track of the 
S.A.L. Rail ay and fifty  feet therefrom 2 .  feet 
to the east line of the South est ruarter of Southeast 
uarter of said Section 2  thence north ardly alon 
said eaet line  feet to the point of e innin  con
tainin  .  acres  more or less. 

2. That the compensation made therefor shall e the sum of 

the further sum of rir 1 er.  00 

reasona le attorney's fee for the defendant's attorneys in 

this cause. 

Dollars  to ether ith 

Dollars as a 

. That the amount of said compensation shall e paid. to 

Bonnie K. Tankersley and 1 1attie . Da ieelt A t.e1 1  L  

DATED T IS T  DA  OF ARC  A.D.  1 2 . 
SO SA  E ALI  

It 

F ORE LA N. 

is considered y the Court that the property therein de

scri ed e appropriated y the Tampa Southern Railroad Compa

ny for use as a ri ht of ay for said Railroad Company  upon 

the petitioner payin  or securin  y deposit of money  the 

sum of 
 

Dollars  

the compensation found y the erdict of said jury in fa or 

of the o ners  and in addition thereto.  payin  or securin  y 

deposit of aloney in the re istry of court  the sum of'l keaaask 

  Dollars  hich is determined y the jury to e 

a rea ona le attorney's fee for the defenants in this pro

Ceein  also the costs of this proceedin  to e ta ed y the 

Cleiac of this Court. 

DONE AND ORDil RED T IS DA  OF ARC  A.D.  1 2 . 
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IN TEE DISTRICT COURT OF T E UNITED STATES FOR T E SOUT ERN 
DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 

TA PA SOUT ERN RAILROAD CO PAN  
a corporation  

VS  

BONNIE K. TANKERSLE  AND ATTIE 
. DA IES 

CONDE NATION. 

NOTICE IS DER  I EN TO BONNIE K. TANKERSLE  AND 

ATTIE . DA IES  and all other persons interested in or claimin  

a lien upon or any interest inhe property hereinafter descri ed  

in Sarasota County  Florida  to it

All that certain piece  parcel or strip of land 
situ te  lyin  aid ein  in the South est uarter 
of the Southeast uarter and the Southeast uarter 
of the South est uarter of Section 2D  To nship 
 South of Ran e 1  East  Sarasota County  Florida  

Particularly descri ed as follo s  to it

BE INNIN  at an iron monument reputed to e in 
the east line of the South es  uarter of Southeast 
uarter of said Section 2  said iron monument ein  

1  feet north of the center line of the main line 
track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  thence esterly parallel to the 
center lino of the main lino track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  
and 1  feet thereform 1 1 .  feet to a point of cur e  
thence in a eneral north esterly direction from the 
precedin  course as a tan ent  on a cur ed line to the 
ri ht ha in  a radius of .  feet  a distance of 
1 .  feet to a poi t of tan ent  said point of tan ent 
ein  distant 22  feet east of the est line of the South
east uarter of South est uarter of said Section 2  
thence north ardly tan ent to said cur ed line  
feet more or less  to an iron monument reputed to e 
in the south line of the Northeast uarter of South est 
uarter of said Section 2  said iron monument einr  

22  feet east of the est line of the Southeast uarter 
of South est uarter of said Section 2  thence est
ardly alon  the south line of the Northeast uarter of 
South est uarter of said Section 2 . a distance of 
1  feet to a point in the east line of land conueyed 
y . C. Bishop to the Tampa Southern Railroad Company 
y deed dated une 2nd  1 2  recorded uly th  1 2  
in Deed Book 11  pa e  records of Sarasota County 
Florida  thence South ardly alon  said east line  
feet to an iron monument distant  feet east of the 
est line of the Southeast uarter of south est uarter 
of said Section 2  thence southeast ardly on a cur ed 
line to the left concentric ith the second course herein 
descri ed and 2  feet therefrom  as measured radially 
1  feet  more or less  to an iron monument  said monu
ment ein   feet north of the center line of the main 
line track of the S.A.L.Rail ay  thence east ardly 
parallel to the center line of the main line track of the 
S.AL. Rail ay and fifty  feet therefrom 2 .  feet 

to the east line of the South est uarter of Southeast 

US  
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uarter of said Section 2  thence North ardly alon  
said east line  feet to the point of e innin  con
tainin  .  acres  more or less. 

To appear in the District Court of the United States in 
and for the Southern District of Florida  on th 2nd ELy of 
No em erlfl. D. 1 2  the same ein  the first onday in said month  
to silo  hat interest they ha e in and to he property herein des
cri ed  and to sho  cause hy said nroperty should not e taken 
for the uses and nurposes set forth in he petition filed y the 
Tampa Southern Railroad Company herein on the 1 th day of 
Septem er  A. D. 1 2  and more particularly hy the said lands 
should not e taken for use as a ri ht of ay y the Tampa Southern 
Railroad Company  or else e arred. 

ITNESS the ONORABLE LAKE ONES  UD E OF T E DISTRICT 

COURT OF T E UNITED STATES FOR T E SOUT ERN 1 ISTRICT OF FLORIDA  

this   day of Septem er  A. D. 1 2 . 

sON. 
Clerk  District Court United 
States Southern District of 
Florida. 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 1 

COUNT  OF SARASOTA  

9  
DESCRIPTION FOR CO ELINATION OF RI T OF A  
FOR TA PA U  RAILROAD U TANDS OF 
.  BIS OP  

All that certain piece  parcel  or strip of land situate  lyin  and ein  
in the South est uarter of Southeast uarter Se  of Oil and Southeast uar
ter of South est uarter of Slk  of Section T enty 2  To nship Thirty
si   South of Ran e Ei hteen 1  East  Sarasota County  Florida  particu
larly descri ed as follo s  to it

BE INNIN  at an iron monument reputed to e in the east line of the South
est uarter of Southeast uarter S .  of S  of said section T enty 2  
said iron monument ein  one hundred feet north of the center line of the main 
line track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  thence est ardly parallel to the center 
line of the main line track of the S.A.L. Rail ay and one hundred feet there
from  fifteen hundred and nineteen and si  tenths 1 1 .  feet to a point 
of cur e  thence in a eneral north est arily direction from the precedin  
course as a tan ent  on a cur ed line to the ri ht ha in  a radius of nine 
hundred and thirty and thirty se en hundredths .  feet  a distance of 
fourteen hundred and si ty and se en tenths 1 .  feet to a point of tan ent  
said point of tan ent ein  distant t o hundred and t enty fi e 22  feet 

east of the est line of the Southeast uarter of South est uarter SE  of 
s i  of said Section T enty 2  thence north ardly tan ent to said cur ed 
line three hundred and  fi e 1 feet  more or less  to an iron monument 
reputed to e in the south line of the Northeast uarter of South est uarter 
NEt of S  of said Section T enty 2  said iron monument ein  t o hundred 

and t enty fi e 22  feet east of the est line of the Southeast paarter of 
South est uarter Sat of SUf  of said Section T enty 2  thence est ardly  
alon  the south line of the Northeast uarter of South est uarter Int of S  
of said Section T enty 2  a distance of one hundred and se enty fi e 1  
feet to a point in the east lime of land con eyed y . C. Bishop to the Tampa 
Southern Railroad Company y deed dated une 2nd  1 2  recorded uly th  1 2  
in Deed Book 11  Pa e  records of Sarasota County  Florida  thence south ard
ly alon  said east line four hundred and si ty  feet to an iron monument 
distant fifty  feet east of the est line of the Southeast uarter of South
est uarter SEi  of S  of said Section T enty 2  thence southeast ardly 
on a our ed line to the left concentric ith the second course herein descri ed 
and t o hundred 2  feet therefrom  as measured radially  ten hundred and 
thirty 1  feet  more or less  to an iron monument  said monument ein  
fifty  feet north of the center line of the main line track of the S.A.L. 
Rail ay  thence east ardly parallel to the center line of the main line track 
of the S.A.L. Rail ay and fifty  feet therefrom t enty hundred 1  si ty
nine and si  tenths 2 .  feet to the east line of the South est uarter of 
Southeast uarter S i  of S  of said Section T enty 2  thence north ardly 
alon  said east line fifty  feet to the point of e innin  containin  
ei ht and ninety ei ht hundredths .  acres  more or lesst

. . Forlon  
Real Estate A ent  
A.C.L. Rlt. Co.  
ilmin ton  N. C.  

April  1 2 yft 
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IN Thu.  DISTRICT COURT OF T E UNITED STATES FOR T E SOUT ERN 

DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 

 

TA PA SOUT ERN RAILROAD CO PAN  
a corporation created and e istin  
under the la s of the State of 
Florida  

VS 

Bonnie K. Tankersley and attie . 
Da ies. 

1 CONDE NATION. 

T E ANS ER OF BONNIE K. TANKERSLE  AND 
ATTIE . DA IES TO T E PETITION OF 
CONDE NATION OF T E TA PA SOUT ERN 
RAILROAD CO PAN  A CORPORATION CREATED 
AND E ISTIN  UNDER T E LA S OF T E STATE 
OF FLORIDA  A AINST T ESE DEFENDANTS  

For ans er to said petition  these defendants say that 

said Tampa Southern Railroad Company  petitioner in said 

cause  should not ha e or maintain its said cause a ainst 

these defendants for the reason and ecause of the fact 

that said Tampa Southern Aailroad Company has not filed in 

this cause any duly erified petition  s orn to y the 

petitioner or its president or other e ecuti e officer of 

said Tampa Southern Railroad Company  a corporation  hich 

corporation is as these defendants a er a pri ate corpora

tion entitled only to maintain an action of condemnation 

upon and hen it has filed a petition prayin  the condemna

tion of the property sou ht to e taken  duly erified y 

the oath of said petitioner  its president or some other 

e ecuti e officer of said corporation. 

These defendants further sho  unto the Court that hile 

said petitioner a ers in its petition that it is a corpora

tion duly incorporated under the la s of the State of Florida 
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as a pu lic carrier for the operation of a commercial 

railroad and is authori ed to construct  maintain and 

operate a railroad from the City of Tampa in the State 

of Florida to the To n of Sarasota in the County of 

Sarasota  State of Florida  it seeks in and y said 

petition to condemn certain land in said petition parti

cularly descri ed  hich is not essential for the con

struation of its line of railroad from said City of 

Tampa to the City of Sarasota ut eyond the destiny 

and termination of its purposes and authority and its 

po er to e tend and proceed ith its said road and 

ith condemnation for its construction or for its ri ht

of ay  to it  eyon  its terminus in the City of 

Sarasota  and these defendants so alle e and a er that 

the land in said petition descri ed is no part of the 

ri ht of ay of said railroad company from Tampa to 

Sarasota ut lies eyond the terminus of said road in 

the City of Sarasota. 

These defendants further sho  unto the Court that 

petitioners ri ht to condemn said property e ists only 

under and y irtue of the Constitution and La s of the 

State of Florida rantin  petitioner the pri ile e of 

e ercisin  the riit of condemnation to taao pri ate 

property for its use upon payment of such compensation 

as shall e to the o ners of said property allo ed and 

a arded y a jury of t el e men to e empanelled in the 

County here said. property is situated and dra n from 

the ody of said County in hich said land is located 

and upon and after a ie  of said property y the said 

jury and not other ise  all of hich can not e pro

ided  allo ed and ranted y this onora le Court y 
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reason hereof said Court is ithout jurisdiction to 

try said cause. 

These defendants further sho  unto the Court that 

they are entitled to and desire to e present and 

heard as to the amaunt due these defendants as com

pensation for the dama e y them sustained y reason 

of the appropriation and takin  of their said land if 

the tukin  thel eof e allo ed. 

Attorneys for Defendan s. 

II  tia Le.1. 1 

2 tP.  

Defendants. 
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IN T E DISTRICT COURT OF M, CNITED 

STATES FOR T E SOUT ERN DISTRICT OF 

FLORIDA. 

riiilLI A SOUT ERN RAILROAD CO PAN  
'a corporation  

CONIUM ION 

BONNE.  K. NN M E  and EATTIP  
. DA E S 

the jury  duly impaneled and s orn in accordance ith 

la  to try hat compensation shall e oid to the defendants for 

the oroperty sou ht to e appropriated in this cause  irrespecti e 

of any enefit from any impro ement proposed y the otitioner  

do find

1. hat the property sou ht to e condemned is descri e 

as follo s

All that certain piece  parcel or strip of land 
situate  lyin  and ein  in the South est o uarter 
of the Southeast olarter and the Southeast ouartor 
of the o th est Ouarter of Section 2  To nship 
 South of Ran e la tst  Sarasota County  Florida  

particularly descri ed as foUo s  

BE INNIN  at an iron monument reputed to e in 
the oast line of the South est marter of Southeast 
. arter of said Section 2  said iron monument ein  
1  feet north of the center line of the main line 
track of the S.A.L.Rail ay  thence esterly parallel to 
the center line of the oain line track of the S.A.L. 
Rail ay and 1  feet therefrom  1 1 .  feet to a point 
of cur e  thence in a eneral north est ardly direction 
from the precedin  course ac a tan ent  on a ctr ed 

line to the ri ht ha in  a radius ro .  foot  a dis
tance of 1 .  feet to a . int of tan ent  said oint 
of tan ent ein  distant 22  foot east of the est line 
of the southeast aarter of South est ' uarter of said 
Section 2  thence north ardly tan ent to said cur ed li e 

 feet more or less  to an iron monument reputed to 
e in the south line of the Northeast .2cuarter of South es 
uarter of said SectIon 2  said monument ein  22  
feet east of the est Oine f the outheast Ouarter 
of South est .Luarter of said Section OD  thence oest
ardly alon  the south line of the l'ortheast Liarter of 
South est omarter of said Section 2  a distance of 
1  foot to a point in the east line of land con eyed 
y . C. Bishop to the Tamoa oouthern Railroad Company 
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y deed dated une 2nd  1 2  recorded uly th  1 2  
in Deed Book 11  pa e  records of Sarasota County  
Florida  thence south ardly alon  said east line  
feet to an iron monumont distant  feet est of the 
est line of the Southeast uarter of Southest uarter 

of said Section 2  thence southeast ardly on a cur ed 
line to the left concentric ith the second course herein 
descri ed and 2  feet therefrom  as measured radially  
1  feet  more or less  to an iron monument  sid monu
ment ein   feet north of the center line of the main 
line track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  thence east ardly 
parallel to the center line of the main line track of the 
S.A.L. Rail ay and fifty  feet therefrom 2 .  feet 
to the east line of the South est uarter of Southeast 
uarter of Emir  Section 2  thence north ardly alon  
said east line  feet to the point of e innin  con
tainin  .  acres  more or less. 

2. That the compensation made therefor shall e the sum of 

1  

the further sum of e2C p 

reaona le attorney's fee for the defendant's attorneys in 

this cause. 

. That the amount of said compensation shall e 

Bonnie K. Tankersley and attie . Da ies pit. eit al 

DATED Tais f T  DA  OF ARC  A.D.  1 2 
SO SA  E LI1 . 

F  R E A N. 

Dollars  to ether ith 
C O 

Dollars as a 

paid to 
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IN T E DISTRICT COURT OF T E UNITED STATES FOR T E SOUT ERN 
DIS ICT OF FLORIDA. 

TA PA SOUT ERN RAILROAD CO PAN  
a corporation created and e istin  
under the la s of the State of 
Florida  

s. 

BONNIE K. TANKERSLE  and ATTIE 
. DA IES 

CONDE NATION. 

The petition of the Tampa Southern Railroad Company  a 

corporation  petitioner in he a o e entitled cause  respectfully 

sho s unto the Court that it is a corporation duly created and 

e istin  under the la s of the State of Florida and is a resident 

of the State of Florida. That the defendants  Bonnie K. Tankersley 

and attie . Da ies are residents of the State of North Carolina 

uity of reens o ooand that the contro ersy in ol ed herein is 

one solely et een citi ens of different States of the United 

states and that no person ha in  any interest in the contro ersy 

herein  sa e and e cept your petitioner Tampa Southern Railroad 

Company  is a resident or citi en of the State of Florida and 

that the amount in contro ersy in this suit e ceeds  e clusi e of 

interest and costs  the sum of Three Thousand .  Dolars 

and that the District Court of the Unite  States has jurisdiction 

y irtue of the acts of uon rees of the United States in the pre

mises. 

Petitioner further sho s unto the Court that it is 

a corporation duly incorporated under the la s of the State of 

Florida as a pu lic carrier for the operation of a conmiercial 

railroad and is authori ed to construct  maintain ana operate a 

line of railroad from the City of Tampa in the State of Florida 

to the to n of Sarasota in the uounty of Sarasota  State of 

Florida. Petitioner further says that it is authori ed  under 

the la s of the tate of Florida  to take and coniemn 'real 

estate forturposes necessary for its use as a railroad. 
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Petitioner further sho s unto the Court that it has 

duly located its line of railroad and intends in ood fifth 

to construct the same o er and throu h the property hereinafter 

descri ed. That it desires to condemn for use as a ri ht of ay 

the follo in  descri ed property in Sarasota County  Florida  

to it

All that certain piece  parcel or strip of land 
situate  lyin  and ein  in the South est uarter 
of the Southeast uarter and the Southeast uarter 
of the South est uarter of Section 2  To nship 
 South of Ran  e 1  East  Sarasota  Florida  

particularly descri ed as follo s  to it

BE INNIN  at an iron monument reputed to e in 
the east line of the South est uarter of Southeast 
uarter of said Section 2  said iron monement ein  

1  feet north of the center line of the main line 
track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  thence esterly parallel to the 
center line of the main line track of the S.A.L. Rail ay 
and 1  feet therefrom  1 1 .  feet to a point of cur e  
thence in a eneral north est ardly direction from the 
precedin  course as a tan ent  on a cur ed line to the 
ri ht ha in  a radius of .  feet  a distance of 
1 .  feet to a point of tan ent  said point of tan ent 
ein  distant 22  feet east of the est line of the South

east uarter of South est uarter of said Section 2  
thence north ardly tan ent to said cur ed line  
feet more or less  to an iron monument reputed to e 
in the south lino of the Northeast uarter of South est 
uarter of said Section 2  said iron monument ein  

22  feet east of the est line of the Southeast uarter 
of South est uarter of said Section 2  thence iest
ardly alon  the south line of the Northeast uarter of 
South est uarter of said Section 2  a distance of 
1  feet to a point in the east line of land con eyed 
 . C. Bishop to the Tampa Southern Railroad Company 

y deed dated une 2nd  1 2  recorded uly th  1 2  
in Deed Book 11  a e  records of Sarasota County  
Florida  thence South ardly alon  said east line  
feet to an iron monument distant  feet east of the 
est line of the Southeast uarter of South est uarter 
of said Section 2 i thence southeast ardly on a cur ed 
lino to the left concentric ith the second course herein 
descri ed and 2  feet therefrom  as measured radially 
1  feet  more ore less  to an iron monument  said monu
ment ein   feet north of the center line of the main 
line track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  thence east ardly 
parallel to the center line of the main line yrack of the 
S.A.L. Rail ay and fifty  feet therefrom 2 .  feet 
to the east line of the Souhh est uarter of Southeast 
uarter of said Section 2  thence north ardly alon  
said east line  feet to the point of e innin  con
tainin  .  acres  more or less. 

Petitioner further sho s unto the Court that it has 

made dili ent search to ascertain the name or names of the o ners  

2 
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mort a ees or occupants of the said property herein efore des

cri ed  their places of residence and hether or not the said 

o ners  mort a ees or occupants are under any le al disa ility. 

Petitioner further sho s unto the Court that tho o ners 

of the a o e descri ed property are Bonnie K. Tankersley and 

attie . Da ies and thnt the place of residence of the said 

Bonnie K. Tankersley and attie . Da ies is City of reens oro  

.Ste of Korth Carolina. 

Petttioner further sho s unto the Court that there 

are no mort a es appearin  of record in the records of Sarasota 

County  Florida  apon said property  nor does it kno  of any 

Iort a ees of said property. 

Petitioner further represents clad sho s unto the Court 

that accordin  to the est of its kno led e  information and elief  

the o ners of the said property  Bonnie K. Tankersley and attie 

. Da ies  are not under any le al disa ility. 

Petitioner further sho s unto the Court that the taThin  

of the said property y your petitioner is for the purpose of its 

use as a ri ht of ay for the construction of its railroad  and that 

the said property is necessary for that purpose. 

Petitioner further sho s unto the Court that it has made 

all reasona le efforts to nurchase a ri ht of ay throu htlE said 

property front he o ners thereof  ut that all ne otiations for such 

purchase ha e failed. 

therefore your petitioner prays that the said property 

aforesaid may e condemned for the uses and purposes a o e set 

out  in accordance ith the la s of the State of Florida in s uch 

case made. 

AttorAeys for Petitioner. 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNT  OF ILLSBOROU  

BEFORE 2  the undersi ned authority  personally 

appeared T. PAINE KELL  ho ein  first duly s orn  deposes and 

says that he is aftorney for the Petitioner  Tampa Southern Rail

raod Company  in the fore oin  cause  that the President of the said 

corporation and all other officers are a sent from the State of 

Florida and that affkant makes this affida it ecause of the 

a sence of the officers of the said corporation. Affiant further 

says that he has read the fore oin  petition and that the matters 

and thin s therein alle ed are true. Affiant furthersays that 

dili ent search and in uiry has een made to ascertain the names  

places of residence  le al disa ilities  if any  and interest 

of the o ners and mort a ees of the property descri ed in said 

petition  and that these  as ascertained  are set forth in the 

fore oin  petition. 

S orn to and su scri ed 

efore me this 1 th day 

of Septdm er  A. D. 1 2 . 

Notary Pu lic. 
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IN T E DISTRICT COURT OF T E UNITED STATES 

FOR T E SOUT ERN DISTRICT OF FL RIDA. 

TA 12A SOUT ERN RAILROAD CO PAN  i 

S. I CONDE NATION 

BONNIE K. TANKERSLE  ET AL. 

I  ED IN R. ILLIA S  Clerk of the District Court for 

the Southern District of Florida  do here y certify that on this 

1 th day of April  2  the Tampa Southern Railroad Company duly 

deposited in he re istry of the a o e court  the sum of SI T ONE 

T OUSAND FI E UNDRED    and 1  DOLLARS 1 .  the 

compensation allo ed y the jury in the a o e cause for the land 

sou ht to e appropriated  and do further certify that the said 

Tampa Southern Railroad Company has further deposited in the re

istry of this court  the sum of FI E T OUSAND DOLLARS .  

the amount found y the jury to e a reasona le attorney's fee 

to e allo ed to the defendant in the said cause  and has further 

deposited in the re istry of this court the sum of ONE UNDRED 

EL INEN and 1  111.  as costs of this proceedin . 

IN ITNESS EREOF I ha e hereunto set my hand and the 

seal or said Court this 1 th day of April  A.D. 1 2 . 

Clerk  District Court  United States  
Southern District of Florida  

Deputy Clk. 
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DI TA IC T COT   UN IT i ' STARES  
SOUTERN DI '..2 T OF i I Oi I DA . 

r 1. A SO iN 1ZR COP 

s. 

BONNIE K. ANKE SDi  Erj AL. 

PR AECIPE FOR TNESS 
SULU OENA. 

ILED 
ARF 1 2  
 ,0 t     

IDE   CI C   

KELL  SI    O  S W 
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IN Tfl L 1 '2  e I.A..12 1 ' Se.1.1i1  
i IS CiOF FLOI1 1. 

SOUE I  
a corporiOn created and e istin  
und .T the la' s of the ta e of 

VS  

2e1  IE K. i'n. T 11 Z and .. 12 1E 
. DA IES  

Tito ao2k c 2 1 S11  

SU AS ad teo ificand  dj.roctr d to tio follo 1r p  n ned itnesses 

on ehalf of the etitl oner in the a o e entitled cause  and ' ake 

1 1 e r2ame re r la le to til  1 th ar of Larch  A.D. 1 2  at 

 o'clock A  1 .  Lo dit  

. 

 K. Thompson  uith Pairne rust C oration  
ar.Aso a  

Louis Lancas te  ith 1U rilinp.  Ini t res1 s  
Florida. 

A. B. Al ritton  ith 1in lin  Interests  
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DISTRICT COURT  UNITED  STATES 
SOUT ERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 

TA PA SOUT ERN RAILROAD CO PAN  

VS  

BONNIE K. TANKERSLF  AND ATTIE 
. DA IES. 

KELL  SUTTON SUTTON .2c S A  
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IN T E DISTRICT COURT OF T E UNITED STATES FOR T E OUT ERN 
DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 

TA PA SOUT ERN RAILROAD CO PAN  
a coreoration  

CONDE NATION. 
VS  

BONNIE K. TAIKERSLE  AND ATTIE 
. DA IES 

TO T E UNITED STATES ARS AL  

ou are here y directed to make kno n to Bonnie K. 

Tankersley and attie . Da ies and all other persons interested 

in or claimin  any lien upon or any interest in the property 

herein descri ed  to it  

All that certain piece  parcel or strip of land 
situate lyin  and ein  in the South est uarter 
of the outheast uarter and the Souhheast uarter 
of the South est uarter of Section 2  To nship 
 South of Ran e 1  East  Sarasota County  illoridal 

particularly descri ed as follo s  to it

BE INNIN  at an iron monument reputed to e in 
the east line of the South est uarter of Southeast 
uarter of said Section 2 s  iron monument ein  
1  feee north of the menter line of the main line 
track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  thence esterly parallel to the 
center line of the main line track of the S.A.L. Rail ay 
and 1  feet therefrom  1 1 .  feet to a point of cur e  
thence in a eneral north est ardly direction from the 
precedin  course as a tan ent  on a cur ed line to the 
ri ht ha in  a radius of .  feet  a distance of 
1 .  feet to a point of tan ent  said point of tan ent 
ein  distant 22  feet east of the est line of the South
east uarter of South est uarter of said Section 2  
thence north ardly tan ent to said cur ed line  
feet  more or less  to an iron monument reputed to e 
the south line of the Northeast uarter of south est 
uarter of said Section 2  said iron monument ein  
22  feet east of the est line of the Southeast uarter 
of South est uarter of said Section 2  thence est
ardly alon  the south line of the Northeast uarter of 
South est uarter of said Section 2  A distance of 
1  feet to a point in the east line of land con eyed 
y . C. Bishop to the Tampa Souhhern Railroad Company 
y deed dated une 2nd  1 2  recorded uly th  1 2  
in Deed Book 11  pa e  records of Sarasota County  
Florida  thence South ardly alon said east line  
feet to an iron monument distant  feet east of the 
est line of the Southeast uarter of South est uarter 

of said Section 2  thence southeast ardly on a cur ed 
line to the left concentric ith the second course herein 
descri ed and 2  feet therefrom  as measured radially  
1  feet  more or less to an iron monument  said monu
ment ein   feet north of the center line of the main 

n 
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line track of the S.A.L. Rail ay  thence east ardly 
parallel to the center line of the main line track of the 
S.A.L. Rail ay and fifty  feet therefrom  2 .  feet 
to the east line of the South est uarter of Southeast 
uarter If said Section 2  thence north ardly alon  
said east line  feet to the point of e innin  con
tainin  .  acreslmore or less. 

That they  the said nn  K.Tankersley and attie 

. Da ies  are here y commanded and notified to te and to appear 

in the District Court of the United States for the Southern Dis

trict of Florida  on the 2nd day of No em er A.D. 1 2  the same 

ein  the first onday in said month  to sho  hat interest they 

ha e in the property herein descri ed  and to sho  cause hy it 

should not e taken for the uses and purposes set forth in the petition 

filed y the Tampa Southern Railroad Company on the 1 th day of 

Septem er  A. D. 1 2  and more particularly hy the said lands 

should not e taken for use as a ri ht of ay y said Tampa 

Southern Railroad Comnany  or else e arred. 

ITNESS T E ONORABLE LAKE ONES  ud e of said Court  

this  day of Septem er  A. D. 1 2 . 

Clerk  United States District Court 
Court  Southern District of Florida. 
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In t  D t  C t  t  Un t  St t  n n   t  
SOUT ERN D t   FLORIDA. 

a elAltman 

1 2 T.  Dama es .  

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Company a corporation. 

Both parties to this cause e a ain present y counsel  and the 

jury heretofore s orn in this cause ein  in their respecti e places  trial 

of this cause is Ordered resumed  

No  comes the defendant at the close of all the testimony and a ain 

mo es the Court for an instructed erdict in fa or of the defendant  hich 

motion ein  ar ued y counsel and su mitted to the Court  it is Ordered 

that said motion e a d the same here y is ranted  

hereupon  y direction of the Court the jury returns in open court 

its erdict in the ords and fi ures follo in  to it  

e the jury find for the defendant. So Say e all. 

L.E. ou hin Foreman 

Tampa Southern Railroad Company  
a corporation. 

122 T.  Condemnation. 

Bonnie K.Tankersley et al. 

Both parties to this cause ein  a ain present y counsel and the 

jury heretofore empanelled herein ein  in their respecti e places  trial of 

this cause is Ordered resumed  

To further maintain the issues herein in ehalf of the plaintiff there are 

s orn and testified as itnesses  Chas L.Le ett  I.S.Bishop  . .Lord  

and Adolf D. Al ritton. Palintiff rests. 

No  comes the defendants herein and mo es the court to dismiss 

the petition herein  hich motion ein  ar ued and su mitted to the Court  

It is Ordered that said motion e and the same here y is denied. 

To maintain the issues herein in ehalf of the defendant there are s orn 

and testified as itnesses  Chas. . Benson. 

Defendant files in e idence E hi it i o. A . 

The hour for the recess of the Court ha in  arri ed  and the jury 

a ain ein  cautioned as to their conduct are allo ed to separate for the 

ni ht. 

tomorro . 

It is Ordered that all jurors e e cused until 1  o'clock A. . 

It is ordered that Court do no  take a recess until 1  O'clock 

A.L. tomopro . hereupon Court takes a recess as ordered. 
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L1

In t  D t t C t  t  Un t  St t  n n   t  
SOUT ERN 

  t c  

D t t  FIORIDA. 

EDNESDA  ARC  1 tht  1 2 . 

PRESENT I S ONOR LAKE ONES U.S.DIS2. 1 D E PRESIDIN . 

COURT oFICIALS AND 1ELLIFFS IN A22END INCE. 

IT IS ORDER 1  TEA2'COURT E O  OPENED. 

a ER UPoN COURT IS OPENED AS ORDERED. 

Tampa Southern Railroad Company 

122 T s Condemnation 

Bonnie K. Tankersley et al. 

Both parties to this cause ein  a ain present y counsel  

and the jury heretofore empanelled herein ein  in their respecti e places. 

trial of this cause is resumed. 

To further maintain the issues herein  in ehalf of the 

defenant there are s orn and testified as itnesse  

.B. khillips E. . Bacon 

. . Tucker .B. Dickenson 

E. A. Smith N. B. K. Pettin ill. 

Defendant rests. 

To further maintain the issues herein in re uttal in ehalf 

of the plaintiff there are s orn and testified as itnesses  

C. . Black urn 

. C. Bichop 

Ro ert K. Thompson. laaintiff closes. 

Defencant closes  

The hour for the recess of the. Court ha in  arri ed  and the 

jury ein  a ain cautioned as to their conduct are allo ed to separate for 

the ni ht. 

It is ordered that all jurors e e cused until 1  O'clock 

A. . tomorro . 

United States of America 

s 

. T. o an 

ORDER  

It appearin  on report of the United States arshal that .T. 

o an  a United States prisoner heretofore confined in ills oro u h County 

ail  as remo ed from said jail on order of the attendin  physician on the 

1 th day of arch 1 2  to ordon Keller ospital  Tampa  Florida ill ith 

pneumonia  it is here y 

Ordered that the said remo al and confinement in said hospital 

e and the n  is here y appro ed  for such period of time as may  in the 

opinion of the attendin  physician e necessary  an  it is further 
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4 

KNOW ALL MIX BY MESE PRESENTS, That the undersigned, 

ADRIAN C. HONOR), a bachelor of Chicago, Illinois, for and in 

coneideration Of the mem of one dollar (41.00) and other eood 

and valuable oonsiderations this day to him in hand paid, the 

receipt whereof is hereby aeknowledged, does hereby remise, re-

lease and forever quit claim unto the SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILWAY, 

a corporation of the State of Virginia and other States, a right 

of way for railroad purposes over and acraes the following de-

scribed parcels of land, lying and being in the County of Manatee, 

and State of Ylorida: 

(1) A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, being 
fifty (50) feet on each side of the center line of the Sea-
board Air Line Railway as located across the lands owned by 
the grantor herein in Sections three (3) and ten (10), Town-
ship thirty-oeven (37) South, Range eighteen (18) East, 
Manatee County, Plorida; said oenter line being desoribed 
ae follows: 
, Beginning at a point On the north line of the northwest 
quarter of the northeast quarter of Section three (3), Town-
ship thirty-Seven (571 South, Range eighteen (18) east, 
seven hundred and twentynfour (724) feet west of the northeast 
corner thereof; runnlng thence in a straight line south 
twelve (12) degleette eleven (11) minutes east, nine thousand 
eight hundred, and fourteen (9614) feet, more or leers, tierces 
oaideSeotion three (3), and creeping the south line of geld 
seetion at a point eight hundred and eighty-eight (888) feet 
waht'of the southeast, oorner.taereof, and across the East 
one-haIf.of the northeast quarter and the northoestquarter 
of thci'sou,theuet quarter of Section ten.(10), Townehip thirty-
seven ('37). south, Range eighteen (18) East, and crossing the 
south lineYof said northeast quarter of the southeast quarter 
of Section ten (10) at a point thirty-three (33) feet west 
of the southeaet corner thereof, and across the S.E. 1/4 of the 
S:Ne1/4 of said Section ten (10) to a point on the feet line 
thereof, .The qatd strip of land contains twenty-two and 
five -tenths (22.15)  aoree,- more or lam e/ 

(2) A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, being 
t'.t-PA,PAkh side of the center line of the Sea-

(t: 'tine RittickyliS o oat se itoro is • the lands oyne a-by 
the granter herein In Section's fourteei (14), twenty-three ' 
(23), twenty-six (26) and thirty-five (36) Township thirty-
seven (37) South, Range eighteen (18) East, and Sections two 
(2),',one-(1) and tielve (12), Township thirty-eight (38) Southe 
Range 'eighteen (1)..Nas, Manatee gown , Plorida; said center 
line 13::eing deSor'Xbee an'followe; 

Beginning'at:i point on the Eorthj.ire of the northwest 
quarter of the northwest quarter of 'Se: tion fourteen (14), 
TownshiP thirty-Seven (37) south, Rang eightesn (18) East, 
two hundred and fifty-two (252) feet east of the northwest 
corner theroCti running theses in A ethight line South twelve 
(12) degree's, elaVen (11) minutes East,- -thirty-five thousand 

4 

4023SAWYER000024 

EXHIBIT 8

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-15   Filed 08/17/23   Page 2 of 31



• 

one hundred and eighty (35,180) feet, more or less, aoross 
Sections fourteen (14), twenty-three (23), twenty-six (26) 
and thirty-five (35), Township thirty-seven (37) South Range 
eighteen (18) East, and Sections two (2), one (1) and twelve 
'(12), Township thirty-eight (38) South, Range eighteen (18) 
East, crossing the South line of the southeast quarter of the 
southwest quarter of Section twelve (12) at a point six 
hundred eighty-eight (688) feet west of the southeast corner 
thereof. Said strip of land oontainu   aurae, more or less. 

(3) A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, being 
fifty (50) feet on each side of the center line of the Seaboard 
Air Line Railway as located across the lands owned by the 
grantor herein in the southeast quarter of Section thirteen 
(13), Section twenty-four (24) and tho northeast quarter of 
the northeast quarter of Section twenty-five (25), Town-
ship thirty-eight (38) neuth, Range eighteen (18) East, 
Manatee County, lorida; said center line being described 
an follows: 

Beginning at a point on the went line of the northwest 
quarter of the southeast quarter of Section thirteen (13), 
Township thirty-eight (38) South, Range eighteen (18) East, 
five hundred and sixty (560) feet, more or less, south of the 
northwest oorner thereof; running thence in a straight line 
south twelve (12) degrees, eleven Cl .) minutes east, eight 
thousand nine hundred and twenty-five (8926) feat, more or 
less, across the southeast quarter of Section thirteen (13) 
Section twenty-four (24), end the northeast quarterof the 
northeast quarter of Section twenty-five (25), Townehip 
thirty-eight (39) South, Range eighteen (18) East, to a point 
on the south line of the said northeast quarter of the north-
Sint quarter of Section twenty-five (25), distant five hundred 
eixty-five (665) feet, more or less, east of the southweet 
corner thereof. Said strip of land contains twenty and five 
tenth') (20.5) acres, more or less. 

(4). A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, being 
fifty (50) feet on each side or the Center line of the Seaboard 
Air Line Railway, as located across lands, owned by the 
grantor herein in the northeast quarter or the southeast 
quarter and the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter 
of the southeast quarter of Section twenty-rive (25), Town-
ship thirty-eight (38) South, Range eighteen (18) East, 
Manatee County, lorida; said center line being described 
as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the north line of the northeast 
quarter of the southeast quarter of Section twenty-five (25), 
Township thirty -sight (38) South, Range eighteen (18) East; 
four hundred and sixty-seven (46/Y feet weet of the northeast 
corner thereof; rmnning thence in a straight line south twelve 
(12) degrees, eleven (11) minutes east, q distance of two . 
thousand and fifteen (2015) feet, more or less, to a point 
on the south line of the northeast quarter of the southeast. 
quarter of the southeast quarter of Seotion twenty-five (25); 
distant forty-five (45) reet,moro or leapt west of the southeast 
oorner thereof. Said strip of lend contains four and six-tenths 

(4.6) acres, more or less. 
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TO ITAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises unto the said 

Seaboard Air Line Railway, it  successors and assigns and to its 

or their own proper use, benefit and behoof forever for railroad 

purposes. 

This conveyance is made upon the expreas condition, however 

that if  Seaboard Air Line Railway shall not construct upon 'laid 

land and commence the operation thereon with one year of the date 

hereof of a line of railroad, or, if at any time thereafter the 

said Seaboard Air tine Railway shall abandon said land for railroad 

purposes then  above described pieces and. parcels of land shall 

ipso facto revert to and again become the property of the under-

signed, his heirs, administrators and assians, 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREO  the undqrsignod has hereunto set 

hie hand' and oeal this 0. day of November, A.D. 1910. 

0   SEA  

WITNESSES: 

State  Illinois, ) 
))  

of Cook. 

I hereby certify that on this 1-  day of November, A.D. 

1910, before me, the undersigned authority, personally appeared 

in the State and County aforesaid, the said Adrian C, Honore, a 

bachelor, personally known to me to be the individual deacribed in 

and who executed the above written deed of conveyance, and for 

himself, acknowledged that he signed, sealed and delivered the 

said deed freely and voluntarily and for the ses and purposes 

therein stated. 

IN WITNESS WHEREO  I have, hereunto set ply hand and affixed 

my Notarial Seal the day and year 
my Notarial Commissten expires . 
on the ,e,,0(- day of 4,1,ce...1.;,,  A. D.1910. Notary Public in and r 4 

State  4 ;) 
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ADRIAN C. HONORE and 
SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILWAY 

Book 23, Pages 127-129, Dated November 5, 1910 

Know all men by these presents, That the 
undersigned, ADRIAN C. HONORE, a bachelor of Chicago, 
Illinois, for and in consideration of the sum of one dollar 
($1.00) and other good and valuable considerations this day 
to him in hand paid, the receipt whereof is herby 
acknowledged, does herby remise, release and forever quit 
claim unto the SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILWAY, a 
corporation of the State of Virginia and other States, a 
right of way for railroad purposes over and across the 
following described parcels of land, lying and being in the 
County of Manatee, and State of Florida: 

(1) A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide,
being fifty (5)) feet on each side of the center line of the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway as located across the lands 
owned by the grantor herein in Sections three (3) and ten 
(10), Township thirty-seven (37) South, Range eighteen 
(18) East, Manatee County, Florida; said center line being
described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the north line of the 
northwest quarter of the northeast quarter of Section three 
(3), Township thirty-seven (37) South, Range eighteen (18) 
east, seven hundred and twenty-four (724) feet west of the 
northeast corner thereof; running thence in a straight line 
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south twelve (12) degrees, eleven (11) minutes east, nine 
thousand eight hundred and fourteen (9814) feet, more or 
less, across said Section three (3), and crossing the south 
line of said section at a point eight hundred and eighty-
eight (888) feet west of the southeast corner thereof, and 
across the East one-half of the northeast quarter and the 
northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of Section ten 
(10), Township thirty-seven (37) south, Range eighteen (18) 
East, and crossing the south line of said northeast quarter 
of the southeast quarter of Section ten (10) at a point 
thirty-three (33) fee west of the southwest corner thereof, 
and across the S.E. ¼ of the S.E. ¼ of said Section ten (10) 
to a point on the east line thereof. The said strip of land 
contains twenty-two and five-tenths (22.5) acres, more or 
less. 

 
(2) A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, 

being fifty (50) feed on each side of the center line of the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway as located across the lands 
owned by the grantor herein in Sections fourteen (14), 
twenty-three (23), twenty-six (26) and thirty-five (35) 
Township thirty-seven (37) South, Range eighteen (19) 
East, and Sections two (2), one (1) and twelve (12), 
Township thirty-eight (38) South, Range eighteen (19) 
East, Manatee County, Florida; said center line being 
described as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the North line of the 
northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of Section 
fourteen (14), Township thirty-seven (37) South, Range 
eighteen (18) East, two hundred and fifty-two (252) feet 
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east of the northwest corner thereof; running thence in a 
straight line South twelve (12) degrees, eleven (11) minutes 
East, thirty-five thousand one hundred and eighty (35,180) 
feet, more or less, across Sections fourteen (14), twenty-
three (23), twenty-six (26) and thirty-five (35) Township 
thirty-seven (37) South, Range eighteen (18) East, and 
Sections two (2), one (1) and twelve (12), Township thirty-
eight (38) South, Range eighteen (18) East, crossing the 
South line of the southeast quarter of the southwest 
quarter of Section twelve (12) at a point six hundred eighty-
eight (688) feet west of the southeast corner thereof.  Said 
strip of land contains _____ acres, more or less. 

 
(3) A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, 

being fifty (50) feet on each side of the center line of the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway as located across the lands 
owned by the grantor herein in the southeast quarter of 
Section thirteen (13), Section twenty-four (24) and the 
northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of Section 
twenty-five (25), Township thirty-eight (38) south, Range 
eighteen (18) East, Manatee County, Florida; said center 
line being described as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the west line of the 
northwest quarter of the southeast quarter of Section 
thirteen (13), Township thirty-eight (38) South, Range 
eighteen (18) East, five hundred and sixty (560) feet, more 
or less, south of the northwest corner thereof; running 
thence in a straight line south twelve (12) degrees, eleven 
(11) minutes east, eight thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-five (8925) feet, more or less, across the southeast 
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quarter of Section thirteen (13) Section twenty-four (24), 
and the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of 
Section twenty-five (25), Township thirty-eight (38) South, 
Range eighteen (18) East, to a point on the south line of the 
said northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of Section 
twenty-five (25), distant five hundred sixty-five (565) feet, 
more or less, east of the southwest corner thereof.  Said 
strip of land contains twenty and five tenths (20.5) acres, 
more or less. 

 
(4) A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, 

being fifty (50) feet on each side of the center line of the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway, as located across lands owned 
by the grantor herein in the northeast quarter of the 
southeast quarter and the northeast quarter of the 
southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of Section 
twenty-five (25), Township thirty-eight (38) South, Range 
eighteen (18) East,  Manatee County, Florida; said center 
line being described as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the north line of the 
northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of Section 
twenty-five (25) , Township thirty-eight (38) South, Range 
eighteen (18) East, four hundred and sixty-seven (467) feet 
west of the northeast corner thereof; running thence in a 
straight line south twelve (12) degrees, eleven (11) minutes 
east, a distance of two thousand and fifteen (2015) feet, 
more or less, to a point on the south line of the northeast 
quarter of the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter 
of Section twenty-five (25), distant forty-five (45) feet, more 
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or less, west of the southeast corner thereof.  Said strip of 
land contains four and six-tenths (4.6) acres, more or less. 

 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises unto 

the said Seaboard Air Line Railway, its successors and 
assigns and to its or their own proper use, benefit and 
behoof forever for railroad purpose. 

 
This conveyance is made upon the express condition, 

however that if the Seaboard Air Line Railway shall not 
construct upon said land and commence the operation 
thereon with one year of the date hereof of a line of railroad, 
or, if at any time thereafter the said Seaboard Air Line 
Railway shall abandon said land for railroad purposes then 
the above described places and parcels of land shall ipso 
facto revert to and again become the property of the 
undersigned, his heirs, administrators and assigns. 

 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF the undersigned has 

hereunto set his hand and seal this 5th day of November, 
A.D. 1910. 

      Adrian C. 
Honore (Seal) 
Witnesses:  
Parks C. Archer 
Allen (Last name Illegible) 
State of Illinois ) 
   ) ss. 
County of Cook. 

 I hereby certify that on this 5th day of 
November, A.D. 1910, before me, the undersigned 
authority, personally appeared in the State and County 
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aforesaid, the said Adrian C. Honore, a bachelor, 
personally known to me to be the individual described in 
and who executed the above written deed of conveyance, 
and for himself, acknowledged that he signed, sealed and 
delivered the said deed freely and voluntarily and for the 
uses and purposes therein stated. 

 IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set 
my hand and affixed my Notarial Seal the day and year 
above written. 
     Frederick C. Hack 
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF FEDERAL CLAIMS 

4023 SAWYER ROAD I, LLC, et al., 

         Plaintiffs, 

v. 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

         Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No.  19-757 L 

Judge Edward H. Meyers 

JOINT TITLE STIPULATIONS AND JOINT STATUS REPORT 

Pursuant to the Court’s October 16, 2020 order, ECF No. 39, the parties submit these joint 

title stipulations and a joint status report proposing a schedule for further proceedings in the case. 

JOINT TITLE STIPULATIONS 

 These stipulations are expressly based on facts and information available and known to 

the parties at the time of this filing, and are subject to modification or revocation by either party 

should that party determine that a stipulation contains or is based on an inaccurate fact or 

application of law to fact.  These stipulations relate to the nature of the interest conveyed to or 

acquired by the railroad company in the railroad corridor at issue in this case.  These stipulations 

are not intended to be binding, and shall not be used or cited, in any other action or proceeding.  

The parties stipulate that all issues as to title are resolved for each plaintiff identified in the chart 

below: 
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Plaintiff Parcel Number 
Julia R. Adkins and Austin C. Murphy 0071-16-0052 
Randal and Joyce Albritton 0071-16-0076 
Lee Alderman 
Louis L. Alderman 2013 Revocable Trust 

0071-09-0002 

Bradley and Susan Anderson 0071-08-0027 
Geoffrey Bolton 0070-07-0019 
Nicholas J. and Danette L. Boris 0071-08-0028 
Endia K. and Gary Callahan 0071-16-0068 
Martin Carrillo-Plata 0070-02-0021 
Steven and Virginia Courtenay 0070-15-0018 
Elise J. Duranceau 0070-07-0018 
William and Brooke Grames 0089-01-0055 
Vincent and Karen Guglielmini 0070-02-0019 
Noel K. Harris 0070-07-0014 
Angelo and Sarah Hoag 0089-01-0057 
Larry Hudspeth 0070-02-0018 
Kristin and Daniel L. Jadush 0071-08-0026 
Judy Johnson 0089-16-0006 
Kenneth and Margaret Kellner 0070-15-0040 
Joseph R. Knight 0070-07-0013 
Patrick and Lisa Loyet 0070-15-0037 
Thomas W. Marchese 0071-08-0029 
Reuben S. and Kathy J. Martin 0070-15-0036 
Jason and Karen McGuire 0070-15-0038 
Jason and Karen McGuire 0070-15-0039 
Sue Moulton 0071-16-0064 
Sue Moulton 0071-16-0061 
Timothy and Mary Murphy 0071-02-0007 
James Nalefski, Nicholas J. Nalefski, and 
Christopher A. Nalefski 

0071-07-0027 

Perry and Pamela O’Connor 0089-01-0070 
Sueko O’Connor 0089-01-0064 
David Oriente 
Pro Properties, LLC 

0089-16-0005 

Michele and Dorothy Paradiso 0070-15-0017 
Todd and Carmen Perna 0071-01-0046 
Patricia Pitts-Hamilton 0089-01-0069 
Justin M. Reslan 0070-02-0022 
Allen and Mary Ann Rieke 0071-16-0072 
Michael A. Ritchie 0071-16-0070 
Bob and Beth Ryan and Steve A. Ryan 
4023 Sawyer Road I, LLC 

0070-07-0059 

Chad,  Grace, and Robert Schaeffer 0071-07-0024 
Russell S. Strayer 0089-01-0066 
James and Glenda Thornton 0089-01-0051 
Kenneth D. and Susan K. Wells 0071-07-0025 
David and Anna Welsher 0071-16-0071 
Zbigniew and Wislawa Wrobel 0071-01-0043 
Stephen and Margaret Zawacki 0070-10-0037 
Faith Simolari 
Philip Simolari Revocable Trust 

0070-07-0039 
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3 
 

JOINT STATUS REPORT 

For the remaining plaintiffs, the parties are engaged in informal discovery—commonly 

referred to as the “claims book” process—to assess what property interest the plaintiffs owned on 

the date of the alleged taking.  Pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2020 scheduling order, ECF No. 

37, Defendant provided its initial claim book objections to Plaintiffs on September 18, 2020.  

Pursuant to the Court’s October 14, 2020 scheduling order, ECF No. 39, Plaintiffs provided their 

reply and new title documents to Defendant on October 30, 2020.  In their reply, Plaintiffs stated 

they are still researching some of Defendant’s objections and will provide a further response at a 

later date.  Plaintiffs expect to be able to provide that further response by November 13, 2020.  

Defendant is reviewing Plaintiffs’ reply and new title documents, and will need time following the 

receipt of Plaintiffs’ further response before replying to Plaintiffs.  

To allow adequate time to complete the claims book process, the parties seek additional 

time to continue the claims book process and complete the tasks described above.  The parties 

propose filing a joint status report with the Court on or before December 11, 2020, that apprises 

the Court of developments and proposes a schedule for further proceedings. 

Respectfully submitted this 6th day of November 2020. 
 
TRUE NORTH LAW, LLC 
 
/s/ Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II 
MARK F. (THOR) HEARNE, II 
Stephen S. Davis 
True North Law, LLC 
112 South Hanley Road, Suite 200 
St. Louis, MO 63105 
Phone: (314) 296-4000 
Fax: (314) 296-4001 
thor@truenorthlawgroup.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

 

PAUL E. SALAMANCA 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
Environment & Natural Resources Division  
  
/s/ Zachary T. West   
ZACHARY T. WEST  
Trial Attorney  
Natural Resources Section  
PO Box 7611 
Washington, DC 20044-7611 
Telephone: (202) 532-3105  
zachary.west@usdoj.gov  
 
Attorneys for the United States 
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Mat «4.911 ilnameeerry Wert ta ennowitien therowith. 

, It la meinally ogre« tend tensteretaed‘bilent t1 11 beeline 

«eon« Ot tleda centreotoend lien ell onotenseti sin oersons'ate heseth ~helm« 

~LI War* to the benefit, of and bind the tnehlepporeenel represeilativ« and maslaw 

of the parties harete,respectively. 

~NEW, the pert'« hereto have hereunto oend to a 

duplicate hereet et like ~rend wtfeet,set thstr hie& end seeleibbe 

any mod Saer tiro% obi« aentieled$ 

Signewlideelod end delivered to presence of 

Ire. Rene 

9.8 .Priew 

JUMBO. Dillinger (Biel) 

Pre« Dillinger (~1) 

li tomes« (Feel) 

State of Kepi«, couoty of &resets: 

I hereby certify thet oe this de+oremwelIy appeared before ne,enefficer duly 

authorised to onninieter «the end %eke ecknewledgenots, Dillieger, 

Prank Dillinger, her husbend,end Mike Scalene, , ter es well kimen sad known to ew 

so be she pers.« described to end who executed the foregoing Leena,end the,' 

severelly eckrieeledged before ne that hew executed the «me for the purpose* theret 

eXpreited. 

1/1 'MESS 1123REOP~I Have hereunto oetNend off 1.•. official.sel at øresets, 

Ls said Count; end State, this 31 delY of J14.1.7$ W,X. 19E3. 

My ceeminalme 1xptr.o,Iron Roes 

notary ~lie 

lotery Public tor the State of Plevide 

et.hatge ,ixPires trah 12,1926 

I IFIRKBY C.E.1rtirr-Inerline above .end feregoing to ø true and comet co of the 

ertgloal which was riled for recora on the time day it October et 12:0  Clock 

1923, ene me recorded ew Owl 1st ,I923. 

tlerk 

349'; 

This Indenturo,~16 ond eat' ?I into ttis 15th day of Ju»..lit the yes? of lour herd 
1*.f.f, 

One Thtmeeed Wine *-tundred end twenty %re.. Retwein qewere PlIwer end Patter Planer, 

'T'ruetitee uod4r the will Bertha HOW!~ Pelmer, Coseised, tr the County of Cook 
OM It's*: of Illinois. politer it the fires pert »add tee TOffleflOPOWNOW OtILROIL 

wrwenimod WiMer the lees at the Piste if Piesids. 

P t*$f the **coed PlølglIL! 

' "'"•• • 

11, 

z 

• • 

• $ 

• 
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itilOSORM: Usti sold pertles.Ot the first pert to  end ela coaiii4oretlait ob 
, the sla Or 

st asses et the Salto* Metes Clammiest, to theft la hand paid by the sold Pert  te I* 

e ther ascend part et er Were the enseeling end delivery et these pressate,the 

reoelpt whereat is hereby ookaweledged,heve gren1ed oboorgolned,soldiellened,renised re1!e1-1 

released .oenveywd end eonfiumwd,and br.those presents do groat ,bergels416441, *Iola 

realse,release,emvey nd coating unto the mold pert, or the second part.end its a 

noceesore end sesignimpan the true sad coadittons hereinefter set out,ell et these 

certain tracts or peroels-ef lend nitueted,1ying end being Is the Comities of Manntee 

end Sereeete,Stete at Florida, as shown on a plat hereto etteshowl end nod* part hereof, 

to-wit: 

Plrst: Is Manatee County,Pleride. 

(a) So mush or e Stri.. at lend One Hundred .at Thirty feet sa width,(being Sixty-

flve(05) feet oa each $id, or the center line of the Tempi Southern Reilreed,se 

loceted-isd to be ocootructld) us may lie within the East Half of the Kash HeIr-of 

SoutheeSt (S.R.4) rter of Section thirty (30) sod within the Northeast Ossetcr 

of the Northeast uarter (1.J34 of NE. .)of Section thirty -coals (31)oll Tewp hlp 

..-rartr-tIvspi5) Seattle e E teen 15) EaSt*extending free ve north of tit* 
, . ii  4 11,1W .  a 7 • . 

Southeast uarter of Nett onThirty (30) o thy Seuth selwection Thirty -ens 

 dlit4ace of /Pour Thwasend nn Hundred and Ninety-five (4195) veet wore or less, 

containing Twelve end torty-five Hundmita (12.45) acres, more or les. 

(h) So mueh at strip of 14nd one hundred end thirty (130) feet IS width, 

(b' is' eirty-five(65; r i 6n each side of the center 'ins of the Owes Southern 

Reilreadom 'ousted end to be conetructed),e9 way lie within the South hele at the 

Southwest uarter or t.Lie Southwest quarter (si or gSki of sWor SectionThirty tee (32) 

Township Illairty-rive 05) South of Range Eighteen (Iel) E SI., Extending from the north 

line to the south line at gild pplitb itrit4tr tono rnuthwegt quertor of the Seq*Siewt 
i  i 

i   
i or SN,k or SMO of seld4hundrad snWsirty (660) feet more or less ,ontetning 

one and Ninety-seven won hun1reth.(1091) serfs ,eore or less. 

Second: /n Seres, CNinty,florlde. 
.  

(o) so much or • etrli a lead one hundred end thirty (130$ feet wide,(being tsty-

fire (654 feet en each side at the *enter line of the Tempe Southern keileed, as i 

'seated .at. eenetIvmted), as nny lie within the West Nett of the *eat Nett, 

(41,4 of the Or ) of Fieir,74 nve tS)a..64. aittlii the East half 4 the Neat hilt 

(Bi of Nro) at Pee tiee fLr (6)1 ell in lewanhip hirtrcei, (36) south, gvaies 

Eltnt*en 04) it*:,;, 4-;1.,ndgehab frimw the l!orth lines at said Sioationi Pte.() 

end Six(6) to tite 90410 IWO* or *slid neesialss rive (s) and 6106) a distimse of 

rive thoueemd ,twe huuteed end twenty -eis (5p226) feet soft or less, *imagining 
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edatealegag fifteen me tittY -lame hemøretthe (13.59) scree oers er lese; 

(1110)  strip Mt laid benofte& end thirty (33O) Om, wide*(bmble eang -r1..(65) 

tee% im each pis it the *eater lime er the Tempi Seethe  Nellesedb*e-lecated en& 

*id toile cemetrneted )thrm the ihed mest uarter it the Northwest quhrter(Sik it 

Nak) amd the Pee% heat at to. swum b uarter (% at sik) it settee' Sight 

(e) TalimM IPI ~ -fax (36) flamtket Damp itiøteee (18) leet,e tehding tram the 

merth lime it the Seuthweet uarter at the Werth~reet uarter (saw pop it mid 

Seetioa eight (er) to the SenthIllims at $aid Section eight (8),e disteme it three 

theme:2 elms hundred mod eighty (398)) toot were er loss, eentiliaing *levee sod 

hi& tI-eight hundredthe(11.8e) acres mere or lose: 

W  etrip er lend ome hundred and thirty (130) th wide,being sixty five 

(65) »et 10. each eide or the center line at the ~rye Southern IteilroadeSeiloceded 

mad be be constructed tbru the Neefth (Wit )ot 4'; southwest quarter of the 

Neetheeet quarterkSqk it amd tore the meet Ralf it the »rawest uarto*. er the 

southwest quarter( it WN4 at SW) it section. seventeen (17) Tareehip Thirtytel  

(36) South,et Renee Eighteen (16) Seet,extentlideg trma the ihorik lime to the South 

line of the Worth Halt it the ***Nhweat cleoe~r of the Yetthwee: quart r (1q of 

of IMO mnd tram the North lima it the *mot Emit et the Northwest uarter Of the 

Seuthweet uerter(% or Ilk at Silk) to the seat lime it the East Half it the north-

west uarter or the flouthweet uarter it Sectioe Seventeen (17), townahlp 

*36) South it &ma r:ighteen (18) East, a tote/ dietencei it Nine Rundred (WO) roet, 

1110,* er lee*, eentaieing Teo and Yinety-eleht(2.9g)eoreseaaro or leas . 

(4) B. much at* strip of lend ems bustred and thirty (130) feet wide ,(being 

ointr-flve(65) root gun **elk aide at thu ouster line of the Tempe Southern Reamed 

as located sad to be cometructed) %bru the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter 

(Sl/ik or SW4) es Section Seventeen (17), Towmehip litrtyøøie (36) south, of -eager 

ightøen (18) eelt is mmy lie within e strip of land two hundred end eight,' (260) 

feet wide, is and ad oining the Peet aide at the seutheaat quarter of the Southwest 

quarter (sadt- on SW at said section Nosmehteem (17) togeN ,her with the remaining 

er,le is staid tpip it 1.nd two hundred sped eighty (2K0) feet WIde Which strip er 

of lend two hundre and elght 12M1) feet in width eatonde from the forth line to 

the south ime it the Southelet'quarter or the Reuthweet quarter ( at Sh4) or 

• Fiectir:n ;fieventeen , a distance af ono thouaend ,:iree hundred end treat, 

feet mere or lesa the lend hereby convened containing eight end tarts-eight 

, (8407) acree,mors or  

(*)  strip it load fifty (s(P) feet' v1441014~ ~T Y-fly* ;i5) root ea etch 

*Ida et the center Ilea of the Went* Pouthere metiseem au   

istructed thru th* 4111010hhelie1f of  %,b4 geotaellet qrnert r at the Southeast quarter of 

Beetles ?weety-temo(21) eed titre this south Oelt of the Southweat quarter it the 

023S  ROOCK121 
EXHIBIT 10

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-15   Filed 08/17/23   Page 19 of 31



• 

Samthewo% quiertir or hoolliem Twenty-Iwo (22) all ta Thlialkilffial~ (36) SPolaole 
Reese Eighth« (1.8) goat artesidistg trim the wet Lim or the qteuth Reif et oho ~teat 

east ~tier ON the Southeast gherter of SeetteaTomety-eme to the Eon linm of the 

Southwest georter of the Seethwest, smarter or Beetle's Tweetle-lw* (221 * disk*** 

or w• ~mead *it humdred ferty feet mere «rims' osentelmieg three *ad thlrt7-

three hundredtt$,•33)nereamere er lens, 

Cr) Se numb of a etrip or len4se hundred end thirty (130) root wids,being 

sixty-flew (65) feet en sack side he master lime of  tkie Thane Southera Railroad, 

as loadted Sod to be eatstreoted along Oar seer the dividing lima betook» Seetleme 

:.Twentr -two(22) end Treaty -seven (27) of Township Th1rby4si (36)or Row Eighteea 

(IS) est oss may lie vitkis the Sewtheeet quarter at the Southwest quarter 

/5E4 of S84) ør Medid Swell« Iheniy-t..(22) and within th Northeeet qwevahe et 'the 

Northwest quetter (!W of witk) aft said Section Twenty-seven(27) end within the South 

half of  the Southeast quarter (Si of SC) at said Section Twenty-two(22) and 

within the Werth Self at the Morale% quarter (Ni of NW of  maid r-metiom Went/ Pee 

imetwi 27): 

Said cl.rip Lan art tollag try.  :ha tfact li ao ct he-s r lutheast quart ; at 

the Seethweet querter $814 at 0,0 of said Section nrionty-vwo (22) and the Wortheest 

quarter of the Ohmehmewt quarter (mko rmpla of said W5W881 111~4~~027) to 

the east liars or spell Sectiame tissety-twe(22) and Twenty -eeven(27) goeMigiaous 

distemeis of Sour theusend end toeety(4920) reet,more er le:s, centainiug tee1ve(12) 

sere* afts er lee*. 

Tegeemer with ell aid singular ,ohe tonewents,here temente,med 

eppurtenenees th;risunts beimitmg or Le anywise sppertaining,sed the ~elf-elem. 
ressindres,remts.iseues end profits thoweof end oleo all the eatete,right,title. 

let.*roet,dewerpeed right of dower,prepertyppeseession,cletm sad &mend whatsoever 

ar the 'geld pietism of the firet port ,heik tom le* ead Le teg ity ef le *Jed to the 

above greeted premleee,with the hereditsments end qppurtemanoes. 

This deed Is given ter the sole purpose of ~pries to said grantee e rit et 

~00 ir oh/ rev railroad purpoweeksi upon the «prelim provision' that mild grantee ehell 

shell eenetraist Its rellried tram Bradentown to garøsete, rleridas, moor Said right of 

env 14k 1* twilrniq tour mcishs free tale dfit( ! Of 1:1,,1* inetrumeet. '-houldkessid greet** 

met emsetruct mel4 rellreed as berm ia ipat euesr 'Weald , IMP% 0 the meld lase set 
he used ter risilreed phrpeeesker should ivim, ov. any time be mbeadended tom rellreed 

perpeseithels the Lend se shendemed fee mob purposse,or net mood for reth shIpm0409 

*hell revert te the grenteee,their hetre,succooro Or aeolgse. 

TO WO ND TO *OLD the ism Is tee staple forever . 

,ene the mu ~tie• of the fire% port de coveneet with ss said pert/ or lib* ~Mt 
en 

pet% test teey ere ',Welly seised of the said preeases.ithelt the, see fpes, tree oil 

•Me . 
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sad S.N.Smeies she ere to me sell 

iiimobrdaloo ell that %bey hewn good right ondrlawful entherity SO gall Ibiaseme 

sad the *held partial of the first pert del bereby fU11e40Prisat the title to the 

said leme,end will diefamd the as  agelaSt the lawful OloIND erica Poresom 

whensoever, 

IN WiTIBSO WWWWW0P, %be as id parties et the first pert hove hereunto 

set %heir hands and steele,se Trestees,stereseld,the day end yeer above written. 

Romero Balmer (Seel) 

Potter Belmar (Seel) 

Trustees under the will it 

Signedoseeled end delivered in %be ;resew* et : Berths Boner* Blamer :messed. 

Robert .blecatta 

M.  

not, or i i , county et cook. 1, • Notery Public mr th4 sun* or Mumble 

end County et Cook,do hereby eeatify %het Renere Belmar end Potter Balmer, 

Trustees :seder She Will of Berths Bosom Belmar deceesed,personally known to me 

is be the Individuals described in and we donotuted tho feregeleg inetrument es 

such Trustoos, this der pernempl r eppiarod bottled, op and acknowledged Unit tbor 

ex4entod the sold instrument ter the purposes therein expressed* es such 11912tillis 

Wh rtaikple it is preyed that the some may be receried. 

IN ammo NWENNOP, I Sere hereunto sat ankoed and effixed my official 

peel, is the cematy Cook and State of Illinois this 15tel day it June. .O.1923 . 

M.Merphy 

Notary Public. 

M y My commission bepiree June 2nd 19E4. 

( Neterial Seel ) 

I RUNT Minn the% the oboe* end foregoing Is e true end correct wit, of the 

original while' ewe fund ter reseed Oat let et 210'Cloek 1923.end see recorded 

the day St October 1923. ,  

Arcrwo vEltinED Clerk. 

349M. 

poet. or ,emasty at Rlehmood.Te-Wit: 

I hereby eertify the 15th der or Marie: i.p 1919 beers aw Miterf 

Palle is med for the City 4 -li1.ehmmed storeteak‘ persemelle come L.M. William* 

known to me to be the persons 

demeribed in sad ehe'exset ted -fois at4%rwe.ct eta Preside** and Seem:try, 

raelestirely,et southern : inerisest coopoopo eariirttien *rested sad ellatlag 

aster the tops sr up st Deleeere,sad sweerelly worrespeetirely seksewledged 

 
•  
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HONORÉ PALMER AND POTTER PALMER and 
TAMPA SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 
Book 11, Page 524-528, Dated June 15, 1923 

This Indenture, made and entered into this 15th day of June, 

in the year of our Lord One Thousand Nine Hundred and Twenty 

Three, Between Honore Palmer and Potter Palmer, Trustees under 

the will of Bertha Honore Palmer, deceased, of the County of Cook 

and State of Illinois, parties of the first part, and the TAMPA 

SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, a corporation created and 

organized under the laws of the State of Florida, party of the second 

part: 

WITNESSETH: that said parties of the first part [Honoré 

Palmer and Potter Palmer], for and in consideration of the sum of: 

______ of lawful money of the United States of America, to them in 

hand paid by the said party of the of the second part [Tampa 

Southern Railroad Company], at or before the ensealing and 

delivery of these presents, the receipt whereof is hereby 

acknowledged, have granted, bargained, sold, aliened, remised, 

released, conveyed, and confirmed, and by these presents do grant, 

bargain, sell, alein, remise, release, convey, and confirm unto the 

said party of the second part, and its successors and assigns, upon 

the terms and conditions hereinafter set out, all of these certain tracts 
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or parcels of land situated, lying and being in the Counties of 

Manatee and Sarasota, State of Florida, as shown on a plat hereto 

attached and made a part hereof, to-wit: 

First: In Manatee County, Florida.  

(a) So much of a Strip of land One Hundred and 

Thirty Feet in width, (being Sixty-five (65) feet on 

each Side of the center line of the Tampa Southern 

Railroad, as locate and to be constructed) as may lie 

within the East Half of the East Half of Southeast 

(S.E.4) Quarter of Section Thirty (30) and within the 

Northeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter (N.E.1/4 

of N.E.1/4) of Section Thirty-one (31) all in 

Township Thirty-five (35) South of Range Eighteen 

(18) East, extending from the north line of the 

Southeast Quarter of Section Thirty (30) to the south 

line of said Northeast Quarter of Northeast Quarter 

(N.E.1/4 of N.E.1/4) of said section Thirty-one, a 

distance of /Four Thousand One Hundred and 

Ninety-Five (4195) feet more or less, containing 

Twelve and forty-five Hundredth (12.45) acres, more 

or less. 

(b) So much of a strip of land one hundred and 

thirty (130) feet in width (being sixty-five(65) feet on 

each side of the center line of the Tampa Southern 
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Railroad, as located and to be constructed), as may 

lie within the South half of the Southwest Quarter of 

the Southwest Quarter (S1/4 of SW1/4 of SW1/4) of 

Section Thirty two (32) Township Thirty-five (35) 

South of Range Eighteen (18) East, extending from 

the north line to the south line of said South Half of 

the Southwest Corner of the Southwest (S1/2 of 

SW1/4 of SW1/4) of said Section Thirty-two (32), a 

distance of Six Hundred and Sixty (660) feet more or 

less, containing one and Ninety-seven hundredth 

(1.97) acres, more or less.  

Second: In Sarasota County, Florida 

(a) So much of a strip of land one hundred and 
thirty (130) feet wide,(being sixty-five (65) feet on 
each side of the center line of the Tampa Southern 
Railroad, as located and to be constructed), as may 
lie withing the West Half of the West Half, (W1/2 of 
W1/2) of Section Five (5) and within the East half of 
the East half (E1/2 of E1/2) of Section Six (6); all in 
Township Thirty-six (36) South, Range Eighteen 
(18) East, extending from the North lines of said 
Section Five (5) and Six (6) to the south lines of said 
sections Five (5) and Six (6) a distance of five 
thousand, two hundred and twenty six (5,226) feet 
more or less, containing fifteen and fifty-nine 
hundredths (15.59) acres more or less; 
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(b) A strip of land one hundred and thirty (130) 
feet wide, (being sixty five (65) feet on each side of 
the center line of the Tampa Southern Railroad, as 
located and is to be constructed) thru the Southwest 
Quarter of the Northwest quarter (SW1/4 of NW1/4) 
and the west half of the southwestern quarter (W1/2 
of SW1/4) of Section Eight (8) Township Thirty-Six 
(36) South, of Range Eighteen (18) East, extending 
from the north line of the Southwest Quarter of the 
North-west Quarter (SW1/4 of NW1/4) of said 
Section eight (8) to the South line of said section 
eight (8), a distance of three thousand nine hundred 
and eighty (3980) feet more or less, containing 
eleven and eighty-eight hundredths (11.88) acres 
more or less. 

(c) A strip of land one hundred and thirty (130) 
feet wide, (being sixty five (65) feet on each side of 
the center line of the Tampa Southern Railroad, as 
located and is to be constructed) thru the North half 
(N1/2) of the Southwest quarter of the Northwest 
quarter (SW1/4 of NW1/4) and thru the east Half of 
the Northwest Quarter of the Southwest quarter 
(E1/2 of NW1/4 of SW1/4) of section Seventeen (17) 
Township Thirty-six (36) south of Range Eighteen 
(18) east, a total distance of Nine Hundred (900) feet, 
more or less, containing Two and Ninety-eight 
hundredths (2.98) acres more or less. 

(d) So much of a strip of land one hundred and 
thirty (130) feet wide, (being sixty-five (65) feet on 
each side of the center line of the Tampa Southern 
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Railroad as located and to be constructed) thru the 
Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter (SE1/4 of 
SW1/4) of Section Seventeen (17) Township Thirty-
six (36) South, of Range Eighteen (18) east as may 
lie within a strip of land two hundred and eighty 
(280) feet wide, in and adjoining the West side of the 
Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter (SE1/4 of 
SW1/4) of said Section Seventeen (17) together with 
the remaining area in said strip of land two hundred 
and eighty (280) feet Wide Which strip or of land two 
hundred and eighty (280) feet in width extends from 
the North line to the South line of the Southeast 
quarter of the Southwest quarter (SE1/4 of SW1/4) 
of said section Seventeen (17), a distance of one 
thousand three hundred and twenty (1320) feet more 
or less; the hand hereby conveyed containing eight 
and forty-eight hundredths (8.48) acres, more or less. 

(e) A strip of land fifty (50) feet wide, being 
twenty-five (25) feet on each side of the center line 
of the Tampa Southern Railroad as located and to be 
constructed through the Southern half of the 
Southeast Quarter of the Southeast quarter of section 
Twenty-one (21) and thru the South Half of the 
Southwest quarter of the Southwest quarter of 
Section Twenty-Two (22) all in Township Thirty-Six 
(36) South, of Range Eighteen (18) East extending 
from the west Line of the South Half of the Southeast 
quarter of the Southeast quarter of Section Twenty-
one to the East line of the Southeast quarter of the 
southwest quarter of Section Twenty-two (22), a 
distance of two thousand six hundred and forty feet 
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more or less, containing three and thirty-three 
hundredths (3.33) acres more or less. 

(f) So much of a strip of land one hundred and 
thirty (130) feet wide, being sixty-five (65) feet on 
each side of the center line of the Tampa Southern 
Railroad, as located and to be constructed along or 
near the dividing line between Sections Twenty-Two 
(22) and Twenty-seven (27) of Township Thirty-six 
(36) of Range Eighteen (18) East, as may lie within 
the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter 
(SE1/4 of SW1/4) of said section Twenty-Two (22) 
and within the south half of the southeast quarter 
(S1/2 of SE1/4) of said Section Twenty-Seven (27) 
and within the South half of the Southeast quarter 
(S1/2 of SE1/4) of said section Twenty-two (22) and 
within the North half of the Northeast quarter (N1/2 
of NE1/4) of said Section Twenty Seven (27) 

 

Said strip of land extending from the West lines of 
the Southeast quarter of the  

Southwest quarter (SE1/4 of SW1/4) of said section 
Twenty-Two (22) and the Northeast quarter of the 
Southwest quarter (NE1/4 of SW1/4) of said section 
Twenty-Seven (27) to the east lines of said sections 
twenty-two (22) and Twenty-seven (27) a continuous 
distance of four thousand and twenty (4020) feet, 
more or less, containing twelve (12) acres more or 
less. 
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Together with all and singular, the tenements, 

hereditaments and appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise 

appertaining, and the reversions reminders, rents, issues, and profits 

thereof and else all the estate, right, title, interest, dower, and right 

of dower, property possession, claim, and demand whatsoever of the 

said parties of the first part [Honoré Palmer and Potter Palmer], both 

in law and in equity of in and to the above granted premises with the 

hereditaments and appurtenances.  

 This deed is given for the sole purpose of transferring to said 

grantee [Tampa Southern Railroad] a right of way for railroad 

purposes and upon the express provision that said grantee shall 

construct its railroad from Bradenton to Sarasota, Florida, over said 

right of way within twenty four months from the date of this 

instrument. Should said grantee not construct said railroad as herein 

set out, or should any part of the said lane not be used for railroad 

purposes, or should some at any time be abandoned for railroad 

purposes, than the land is so abandoned for such purposes, or not 

used for such purposes shall revert to the grantors, their heirs, 

successors, or assigns.  

 TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same in fee simple forever.  

And the said parties of the first part [Honoré Palmer and Potter 

Palmer] do covenant with the said party of the second part [Tampa 

Southern Railroad] that they are lawfully seized of the said 

premises, that they are free from all encumbrance and that they have 
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good right and lawful authority to sell the same and the said parties 

of the first part do hereby fully warrant the title to the said land, and 

will defend the same against the lawful claim of all persons 

whomever.  

  IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said parties of the 

first part have hereunto set their hands and seals, as Trustees, 

aforesaid, the day and year above written.  

Honore Palmer (Seal) 

Potter Palmer (Seal) 

Trustees under the will of Bertha Honore Palmer, deceased. 

Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of: 

Robert E. Meuztz 

M. Rogen 

 

State of Illinois, County of Cook. I, a Notary Public of the State of 

Illinois and County of Cook, do hereby testify that Honore Palmer 

and Potter Palmer, Trustees under the will of Berthe Honore Palmer 

deceased, personally known to me to be the individuals described in 

and who executed the foregoing instrument as such Trustees, this 

day personally appeared before me and acknowledged that they 

executed the said instrument for the purposes therein expressed, as 

such trustees, whereupon it is prayed that the same may be received. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 

affixed my official Seal, in the County of Cook and State of Illinois 

this 15th day of June A.D. 1923. 

M. Murphy 

_________________Notary Public 

My Commission Expires June 2nd 1924. 

(Notarial Seal) 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the above and foregoing is a true and 

correct copy of the original which was filed for record Oct 1st at 

2:0’Clock 1923 and was recorded the 2nd day of October 1923.  
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TEXT OF FRONT AND REVERSE 

AVONDALE 
In December 1913, Oscar and Alice Burton joined real estate developer and future 

Sarasota mayor Arthur B. Edwards (1914-1915 and 1920-1921) and his wife Fannie 
in selling the land south of Hudson Bayou to the Sarasota Improvement Company. 
In 1915, the area, recorded as Avondale Heights Subdivision, was advertised as “a 
place for families of average means.” To promote the development, a modern 
bungalow valued at $1500 was to be given away. The same advertisement offered 75 
choice lots for $250, with an easy payment plan of $50 down and monthly payments 
of $10. Even with the special promotions, Avondale Heights developed slowly. 

In 1923, Irving Bacheller, Edward Brewer, and Fred Woolley purchased the 
underdeveloped lots. In 1924, the Bacheller-Brewer Corporation re-platted the 
subdivision as Avondale, enlarged the lots, and widened the streets in an effort to 
make the area more upscale and exclusive. A painting by noted Chicago artist Gibson 
Catlett promoted Avondale as a place to “Come and Enjoy the Golden Sunset of 
Sarasota.” During 1925, Avondale experienced impressive land sales and gained 
recognition as a premier subdivision in the Sarasota area. 

(Continued on other side) 

SARASOTA COUNTY HISTORICAL COMMISSION 

AVONDALE 
(Continued from other side) 

The real estate whirlwind known as the Florida Land Boom and the new 
management contributed to the improved sales. Most of the lots were sold by the end 
of 1925 with the exception of the larger ones along Hudson Bayou. In an effort to 
attract wealthy residents, Bacheller-Brewer decided to market the remaining estate-
size lots with a model home. Thomas Reed Martin, well known Sarasota and Chicago 
architect, designed a Mediterranean Revival style model home located at 1903 
Lincoln Drive. The house, constructed in 1926, fell victim to the real estate bust and 
stood vacant until its sale in 1929 to Homer Galpin, an attorney and former Illinois 
state senator from Chicago. Added to the National Register of Historic Places in 1992, 
the house features a two-story central core flanked by one-story wings and represents 
the high-quality home construction the Bacheller-Brewer Corporation promoted in 
Avondale. 

Today the neighborhood boasts of some Colonial Revival style homes dating from 
the 1930s, but most of the homes appear to be from the 1950s and 1960s. 

SARASOTA COUNTY HISTORICAL COMMISSION 
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OSCAR A. BURTON AND ALICE H. BURTON and 
SARASOTA LAND COMPANY and  
SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILWAY 

Book 23, Page 58, Dated October 5, 1910 

THIS DEED, made this fifth day of October, 1910, between Oscar 
A. Burton and Alice H. Burton, his wife, of Albert Lea, Minnesota,
parties of the first part; Sarasota Land Company, a corporation of the
State of New Jersey party of the second part; and the Seaboard Air
Line Railway, a corporation of Virginia and other States, party of the
third part.

WHEREAS, the [Burtons] own certain lands in Manatee County, 
State of Florida, which they have hereto-fore, to-wit: on the 20th day of 
February, 1909 contracted in writing to sell to Frank S. Colton and 
Neville Bailey, which latter parties have transferred to [Sarasota Land 
Company] all their right and interest in and to said contract of sale; 
and  

WHEREAS, [the Burtons], with the consent of [Sarasota Land 
Company], testified to By its becoming a party to and signing this 
deed, have agreed to convey unto [Seaboard Air Line Railway] the 
land as hereinafter more fully described, the same being a portion of 
that embraced withing the aforesaid contract of sale;  

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the sum of Five Dollars 
($5.00) in hand paid and other considerations denied valuable at law, 
the [Burtons] do hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey unto the 
[Seaboard Air Line Railway] the following property, to-wit:  

EXHIBIT 13-A

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-17   Filed 08/17/23   Page 8 of 25



 
A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, being fifty 
(50) feet on each side of the center line of the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway as located across the lands 
owned by the [Burtons] in the east ½ of the SW1/4 of 
Section 27, Township 36 South, Range 18 East, 
Manatee County, Florida; said center line being 
described as follows:  
Beginning at the point on the north line of the east ½ 
of the SW1/4 of Section 27, Township 36 South, 
Range 18 East, 106 feet East of the Northwest corner 
thereof, running thence South 12 degrees, 11 minutes 
east a distance of 2700 feet, more or less, to a point 
on the South Line of Said East ½ of the SW ¼ of 
Section 27, distant 665 feet, more or less, west of the 
Southeast corner thereof.  Said strip of land contains 
6.2 acres, more or less.   
 
TOGETHER, with all and singular the tenements, 
hereditaments and appurtenances thereunto 
belonging or appertaining, and every right, title or 
interest, legal or equitable, of the [Burtons] in and to 
the same. 
 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same unto [Seaboard Air Line 
Railway] its successors and assigns, to its or their own proper use, 
benefit and behoof, forever.  And [Sarasota Land Company], for 
value received, doth hereby sell, transfer and assign unto [Seaboard 
Air Line Railway] all its right, title and interest in and to the aforesaid 
contract of sale of February 20th, 1909, so far as the same affects the 
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property hereby conveyed, and hereby consents to this conveyance of 
said property. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEROF, witness the following signatures and 
seals: 
 

Oscar A. Burton (SEAL) 
Alice H. Burton (SEAL) 
Sarasota Land Company, 
By Geo. C. Brown – President 
(CORPORATE SEAL) 

Witness 
L.T. Stalnaker 
V.I. Hancock 
 
Attest: 
W.W. Stevenson, Secretary 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    ) SS 
COUNTY OF FREEBRON ) 
 
 I hereby certify that on the 5th day of October, A.D. 1910, 
before me, the undersigned authority, personally appeared in the 
County and State aforesaid, Oscar A. Burton and Alice H. Burton, 
his wife, personally known to me to be the individuals described in 
and who as parties of the first part executed the above written deed of 
conveyance, and each for himself and herself acknowledged that they 
signed, sealed and delivered the said deed freely and voluntarily and 
for the purposes therein stated, and afterwards on the same day and 
at the same place, the said Alice H. Burton, wife of the said Oscar A. 
Burton, on an examination taken and made by me separately and 
apart from her said husband, acknowledged for herself that she 
executed said deed for the purpose of forever selling, transferring, 
conveying, renouncing and relinquishing all her dower and right of 
dower and all her right, title and interest in and to the lands described 
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in and conveyed by said deed of conveyance, and that she executed 
such deed of conveyance for such purposes freely and voluntarily and 
without compulsion, constraint, apprehension or fear of or from her 
said husband. 
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
and affixed my official seal the day and year first above written. 
       D.R.P. Hibbs 
       Notary Public 
in and for the  
       State of 
Minnesota at County of Freeborn 
(NOTARIAL SEAL) 
My commission expires: March 21, 1914 
 
STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF NEW YORK.) SS – 
Personally appeared before me this 18th day of October, A.D. 1910 
Geo C. Brown to me well known to be the President, and W.W. 
Stevenson to me well known to be the Secretary, respectively, of the 
Sarasota Land Company, a corporation, who severally acknowledged 
that they executed the foregoing instrument as such President and 
Secretary, respectively, for and on behalf of the said Sarasota Land 
Company, and as its act and deed, for the uses and purposes therein 
expressed; that they did so under and by virtue of authority conferred 
upon them by the Board of Directors of the said Sarasota Land 
Company; that the seal annexed thereto is the genuine seal of the said 
Sarasota Land Company and was affixed thereto by the Secretary, he 
being the proper custodian thereof. 
 
WITNESS my hand and official seal, the date aforesaid. 
M.V. Finucane 
Notary Public in and for the  
State of New York, County of New York. 
(NOTARIAL SEAL) 
My commission expires: March 30, 1912 
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The foregoing is a true copy of the original deed, which was filed for 
record and recorded this the 5th day of November, A.D. 1910. 
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SARASTOA LAND COMPANY and 
SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILWAY 
Book 19, Page 415, Dated July 1, 1910 

THIS DEED, Made this First day of July 1910, between the Sarasota 
Land Company, a corporation of the State of Delaware, party of the 
first part, and Seaboard Air Line Railway, party of the second part, 

WITNESSETH, That for and in consideration of the sum of Five 
Dollars ($5.00) in hand paid, the receipt whereof in hereby 
acknowledged, and other valuable consideration, the [Sarasota Land 
Company] hereby grants, bargains, sells and conveys unto the 
[Seaboard Air Line Railway] all their right, title and interest, of any 
nature whatsoever in and to the following property, to-wit: 

All those certain pieces or parcels of land lying and being in the 
County of Manatee, and State of Florida, and being described as 
follows:  

A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, being fifty 
(50) feet on each side of the center line of the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway as located across the lands 
owned by the [Sarasota Land Company] in Section 34
Township 35 South, Range 18 East, Manatee County,
Florida.  Said center line being described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the North line of the NE1/4 
of the NE1/4 of Section 34, Township 36 South, 
Range 18 East, 665 feet, more or less, West of the 
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Northeast corner thereof; running thence South 12 
degrees 11’ East a distance of 6239 feet, more or less, 
to a point on the South line of the SW1/4 of the SE1/4 
of said Section 34, distant 724 feed West of the 
Southeast corner thereof. Said strip of land contains 
1.32 acres, more or less. 

TOGETHER WITH all and singular the tenements, hereditaments 
and appurtenances there unto belonging or appertaining, and every 
right, title or interest, legal or equitable, of the said portion of 
[Sarasota Land Company] in and to the same. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, Witness the following signatures 
and seal. 

C. Brown
President,

Sarasota Land Company 
Attest: 
W.W. Stevenson 
Secretary, Sarasota Land Company 

State of New York : 
: SS 

County of New York : 

Personally appeared before me this First day of July, A.D. 1910, 
George C. Brown to me well known to be the President, and W.W. 
Stevenson, to me well known to be the Secretary, respectively, of the 
Sarasota Land Company, a corporation, who severally acknowledged 
that they executed the foregoing instrument as such President and 
Secretary, respectively, for an on behalf of the said Sarasota Land 
Company, and as its act and deed, for the uses and purposes therein 
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expressed; that they did so under and by virtue of authority conferred 
upon them by the Board of Directors of the said Sarasota Land 
Company; and that the seal annexed thereto is the genuine seal of the 
said Sarasota Land Company, and was affixed thereto by the 
Secretary, he being the proper custodian thereof.  WITNESS MY 
HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL, the date aforesaid.  
M.V. Finucane 
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ALLAN C. AND FLORA D. CLOUGH and 
SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILWAY 

Book 19, Page 481, Dated July 27, 1910 

THIS DEED, Made this 27th day of July 1910, between A.C. Clough 
and Flora D. Clough parties of the first part, and Seaboard Air Line 
Railway, party of the second part,  

WITNESSETH, That for and in consideration of the sum of Fifty 
Dollars ($50.00) in hand paid the receipt whereof is hereby 
acknowledged, and other valuable consideration, the [Cloughs] 
hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey unto [Seaboard Air Line 
Railway], all their right, title and interest, of any nature whatsoever, in 
and to the following property, to-wit: 

All those certain pieces or parcels of land, lying and being in the 
County of Manatee and State of Florida, and being described as 
follows: 

A strip of land one hundred (100) feet wide, being fifty 
(50) feet on each side of the center line of the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway as located across the lands 
owned by the [Cloughs] in the SW1/4 of the NW1/4
of Section 27, Township 36 South, Range 18 East,
Manatee County, Florida. Said center line being
described as follows: Beginning at a point on the
North line of the SW1/4 of the NW1/4 of Section 27,
Township 36 South, Range 18 East, 182.5 feet West
of the Northeast corner thereof; running thence South
12 degrees 11’ East, a distance of 815 feet, more or
less, to a point on the East line of said SW1/4 of
NW1/4 of Section 27, distant 535 feet, more or less,
north of the Southeast corner thereof.
Said strip of land contains 1.9 acres, more or less.

TOGETHER WITH all and singular the tenements, hereditaments 
and appurtenances thereunto belonging or appertaining, and every 
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right, title or interest, legal or equitable, of the [Cloughs] in and to the 
same. 
 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, Witness the following signatures 
and seals: 
 
Allen C. Clough (SEAL) 
Flora D. Clough (SEAL) 
Signed, sealed, and delivered in our presence, 
F.E. Elder 
Charles W. Summers 
 
State of Dist of Col ) 

 ) SS 
City of Washington ) 
 
 I hereby certify that on this the 27 day of July A.D. 1910, 
before me the undersigned authority personally appeared in the 
County and State aforesaid Flora D. Clough, the wife of Allan C. 
Clough, personally known to me to be the individual described in and 
who as one of the parties of the first part executed the above written 
deed of conveyance, and for herself acknowledged that she signed, 
sealed and delivered said deed freely and voluntarily and for the 
purposes therein stated, and afterwards on the same day and at the 
same place said Flora D. Clough, wife of the said Allen C. Clough, 
on an examination taken and made by me separately and apart from 
her said husband, acknowledged for herself that she executed said 
deed for the purpose of forever selling, transferring, conveying, 
renouncing and relinquishing all her dower and right of dower and all 
her right, title and interest in and to the lands described in and 
conveyed by said deed of conveyance and that she executed such 
deed of conveyance for such purposes freely and voluntarily and 
without compulsion, constraint, apprehension or fear of or from her 
said husband. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and 
affixed my official seal the day and year first above written. 
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Franke E. Elder 
Notary Public in and for the Dist. Of Columbia 
(NOTARIAL SEAL) 
 
My commission expires: May 1911 
 
State of Dist. of Col. ) 
   ) SS 
City of Washington ) 
 
 I hereby certify that on this the 27th of July, A.D. 1910, before 
me, the undersigned authority, personally appeared, in the Dist. and 
City aforesaid, Allen C. Clough personally known to me to be the 
individual described in and who, as party of the first part, executed 
the above written deed of conveyance, and for himself, acknowledged 
that he signed, sealed and delivered said deed freely and voluntarily 
and for the purposes there in stated. 
 
IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
my official seal, the day and year first above written. 
 
Frank E. Elder 
Notary Public in and for the 
Dist. of Columbia 
(NOTARIAL SEAL) 
My commission expires: May 1911 
 
The foregoing is a true copy of the original Deed filed for records the 
2nd day of August, A.D. 1910 and recorded the 25th day of August, 
A.D. 1910. 
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z 
THIS INDENTURE, Made this  27 -  day of March A.D.,1905, 

BETWEEN ;e  
e ,, •I i-defr 

of the the County of Manatee,in the state of Florida,par..of the 

first part,and the FLORIDA WEST SHORE RAILWAY,of the County of 

Manatee,in the state of Florida,party of the second part,-WITNESSETH: 

That the said part. ,of the first part,for and in consideration 

of the sum of 

to 

Dollar, 

in hand paid by the said party of the second part, 

the receipt' whereof is hereby acknow1edged..140*...granted,bargained 

and sold to the said party of the second part,its successors and 

assigns forever,the following described land,to-wit: 

DESCRIPTION #1. 

Description of part of right-of-way to be obtained from Col. 

J.H.Gillespie. 

Beginning at a point on the north and south quarter section 
line which divides the SE'/4 from the SW'/4 of the SW//4 of section 

21 township 36 south range 18 east of the public land survey and 

where this quarter section line crosses the East and West section 

line dividing section 21 from section 28; running north from this 

point of beginning along the quarter section line a distance of 

sixty (60) feet; thence in an Easterly direction a distance of 

(2640) two thousand six hundred and forty feet more or less to a 

point on the north and south quarter section line sixty-four (64) 
feet north of the aforesaid East and West section line; thence due 
south along this quarter section line sixty-four feet (64) to the 
aforesaid section line; thence due West along this section line a 
distance of two thousand six hundred and forty (2640) feet more or 

less to the point of beginning. Being all that tract or parcel of 

land lying and situate in Manatee County,Fla.,East of the town of 
Sarasota,Fla., and containing three and seventy-six -hundredth (3.76) 
acres more or less. Which tract or parcel of land is more clearly 
shown in red on the attached blue-print dated February 13th,1906, 
and made in the office of the Assistant Engineer,Savannah,Ga., 
which blue-print is hereby made a part of this description. 

DESCRIPTION #2. 

Beginning at a point on the north and south quarter section line 
which divides the NEV4 from the 1WV4 of the NV/4 of section 28, 
township 36 south range 18 east,and where this quarter section line 
crosses the East and West section line dividing section 21 from sec-
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tion 28; running thence from this point of beginning due south a-

long this quarter section line a distance of thirty-six (36) feet; 

thence in an easterly direction about parallel with the aforesaid 

East and West section line a distance of one thousand three hundred 

and ninety (1390) feet more or less to a point which is seventy (70) 

feet East of the North and South section line which divides section 

27 from section 28; thence turning to the right along a curved 

line whose radius is nine hundred and five and four tenth (905.4) 

feet and following this curved line through an arc of eighty-eight 

(E0,) degrees to a point where the curved line ends; thence in a 

southerly direction and perpendicular to the radius at the last 

point a distance of four hundred (400) feet more or less to a point 

on the East and West quarter section line,which line is one quarter 

section south of the aforesaid East and West section line; thence 

due East along this quarter section line a distance of one hundred 

(100) feet; thence in a northerly direction and parallel to the 

aforementioned four hundred (400) foot line a distance of eight 

hundred (800) feet; thence turning to the right along a curved 

line whose radius is one thousand ninety six and three tenth (1096.3) 

feet and following this curved line until it intersects a North and 

South quarter section line which divides the SE//4 from the SW//4 

of the SW(/4 of section 22; running thence north along this quarter 

section line to a point which is fifty (50) feet in a northwesterly 

direction from the centre of the straight main railway track which 

crosses this quarter section line; Thence in a southwesterly di-
rection and parallel to this aforesaid straight track a distance 
of one hundred and sixty (160) feet; thence turning to the right 

along a curved line whose radius is seven hundred and sixty-nine 
(769) feet and following this curved line through and arc of 
forty-one (41) degrees and ten (10) minutes to a point where the 
curved line ends; thence in a westerly direction about parallel with 
the aforesaid East and West section line which divides section 22 
from section 27 a distance of six hundred and ninety (690) feet 
more or less to a point on the North and south section line which 
divides section 21 from section 22; thence due south along this 
section line a distance of sixty-six (66) feet more or less to the 
section corner of sections 21,22,27 and 28; thence due west along the 
section line a distance of one thousand three hundred and twenty 
(1320) feet more or less to a point on the North and South quarter 
section line which is the point of beginning. This tract or par-
cel of land lying and situate in Manatee County,Florida,and is 
partly in sections 22,27 and 28 township 36 south range 18 east and 
containing twelve and two tenth (12.2) acres more or less. Which 
plat or parcel of land is more clearly shown in red on the attached 
blue-print dated February 13th,1905,and made in the office of the 
Assistant Engineer,Savannah,Ga.,which blue-print is hereby made a 
part of this description. 
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Manatee,and State of Florida,this 

1905. 

And the said party.. .of the first part do 'ehereby fully warrant 

the title to said land,and will defend the same against the lawful 

claims of all persons whomsoever. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, The said party' ,of the first part   

,2;  hereunto set hands and seals the day and year first above 

written. 

Signed,sealed and delivered 

the presenc9 of usA ,y, 
L-P:'d-dvi. 

State of Florida, 

County of Manatee. ) 

- (SEAL) 

 (SEAL) 

I HEREBY CERTIFY,That on this day personally appeared before 

me,an officer duly authori ed to administer oaths and take acknowl-

edgments.   

to me well known to be the person. .described in and who executed 

(41;  the foregoing deed,and acknowledged before me that  executed 

the same freely and voluntarily for the purposes therein expressed. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal at -317--c--- - e177  County of 

 day of March,A.D., 

US 000007  
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FLORIDA MORTGAGE AND INVESTMENT 
COMPANY and 

FLORIDA WEST SHORE RAILWAY 
Book 10, Page 532, Dated March 20, 1905 

This Indenture, Made this 20th day of March, A.D. 
1905, Between The Florida Mortgage and Investment 
Company limited by the hand of its attorney in fact, J. 
Hamilton Gillespie of the County of Manatee, in the State 
of Florida, party of the first part, and the Florida West 
Shore Railway of the County of Manatee, in the State of 
Florida, party of the second part – Witnesseth: 

That the said party of the first part [Florida 
Mortgage and Investment Company], for and in 
consideration of the sum of One Dollar, to it in hand paid 
by the said party of the second part [Florida West Shore 
Railway], the receipt whereof in hereby acknowledged, has 
granted, bargained and sold to the said party of the second 
part, its successors and assigns forever, the following 
described land to wit: 

Description of part of the right of way To be obtained 
from Col. J. H. Gillespie: 

Beginning at a point on the North and 
south quarter section line which divides the 
SE1/4 from the SW1/4 of the SE1/4, of section 
19 township 35 South range 1 East of the 
public land survey and where said quarter 
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section line crosses the East and West section 
line dividing section 19 from section 20; 
running thence south along this aforesaid 
quarter section line, a distance of sixty feet 
more or less; thence due East and parallel to 
the foresaid East and West section line a 
distance of seven thousand nine hundred and 
twenty (7920) feet more or less to a point on 
the north and south quarter section line 
which divides the SW1/4 from the SE1/4 of 
section 21 township 36 south range 18 east; 
thence due south along this quarter section 
line a distance of one hundred (100) feet to a 
point forty (40) feet south of the aforesaid 
East and West section line; thence due west 
and parallel to the aforesaid East and West 
section line a distance of three thousand nine 
hundred and sixty feet (3960) feet more or less 
to a point on the quarter section line which 
divides the east half of section 29 from the 
West half of section 29; thence due north 
along this quarter section line a distance of 
forty feet (40) to a point aforesaid East and 
west section line; thence due west along this 
section line a distance of three thousand nine 
hundred and sixty (3960) feet across more or 
less to a point on the north and south section 
line mentioned at the beginning of this 
description, this point being the point of 
beginning. Being all that trust or parcel of 
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land lying and situate in Manatee County, 
Fla, near the town of Sarasota, Fla, and 
containing fourteen and five hundred and 
forty five thousandth (14.545) acres, more or 
less,  

Which plot as parcel of land is more clearly shown in red 
on the attached blue point dated March 7th, 1905, and made 
in the office of the Assistant Engineer, Savannah, Ga, 
which blue point is hereby made a part of this description. 
 And the said party of the first art does hereby fully 
warrant the title to said land, and will defend the same 
against the lawful claims of all persona whomever. 
 In witness whereof, the said party of the first part 
does hereunto set its hand and seal the day and year first 
above written by the hand of its said attorney in fact.  
 
Signed, sealed and delivered, 
In the presence of us: 
 
C.V.S. Wilson, 
Rose Wilson, 
 
 
The Florida Mortgage 
and Investment 

Company limited by J. 
Hamilton Gillespie 
Attorney (seal)  
In fact (seal) 
 
 

State of Florida, 
County of Manatee., 
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 I hereby Certify, That on this day personally 
appeared before me, an officer duly authorized to 
administer oaths and take acknowledgments. J. Hamilton 
Gillespie, attorney in fast for the Florida Mortgage and 
Investment Company limited, to me well known to be the 
person described in and who executed the foregoing deed, 
and acknowledged before one that he executed the same 
freely and voluntarily for the purpose therein expressed. 
 Witness my hand and official seal at Sarasota 
County of Manatee, and State of Florida, this 21st day of 
March, A.D., 1905 
 
RECORD VERIFIED   C.V.S. Wilson, 
Notary Public 
My commission expires Aug. 4, 1908 
 
The foregoing is a true copy of the original deed which was 
filed for record July 15th A.D. 1905 and recorded July 17th 
A.D. 1905.  
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FLORIDA MORTGAGE AND INVESTMENT 
COMPANY and 

FLORIDA WEST SHORE RAILWAY 
Book 10, Page 536-538, Dated March 21, 1905 

This Indenture, made this 21st day o f March A.D., 
1905, Between The Florida Mortgage and Investment 
Company limited by the hand of J. Hamilton Gillespie its 
attorney in Fact, of the County of Manatee, in the State of 
Florida, party of the first part, and the Florida West Shore 
Railway, of the County of Manatee, in the State of Florida, 
party of the second part, Witnesseth: That the said party 
of the first part [Florida Mortgage and Investment 
Company], for and in consideration of the sum of One 
Dollar, to it in hand paid by the said party of the second 
part [Florida West Shore Railway], the receipt whereof is 
hereby acknowledged has granted, bargained, and sold to 
the said party of the second part [Florida West Shore 
Railway], its successors and assigns forever, the following 
described land to wit: 

Description #1: 

Description of part of right-of-way to be obtained 
from Col. J.H. Gillespie. 

Beginning at a point on the north and south quarter 
section line which divides the SE1/4 from the SW1/4 of the 
SW1/4 of Section 24 Township 36 South Range 18 East of 
the public land survey and where this quarter section line 
crosses the East and West section line dividing section 21 
from section 28; running north from this point of beginning 
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along the quarter section line or distance of sixty (60) feet; 
thence in an easterly direction a distance of (2,640) two 
thousand six hundred and forty feet more or less to a point 
on the north and south quarter section line sixty-four (64) 
feet north of the aforesaid East and West section line; 
thence due south along this quarter section line sixty-four 
feet (64) to the aforesaid section line; thence due West 
along this section line a distance of two thousand six 
hundred and forty (2,640) feet more or less to the point of 
beginning.  Being all that tract or parcel of land lying and 
situated in Manatee County, Fla., East of the town of 
Sarasota, Fla., and containing three and seventy six 
hundredth (3.76) acres more or less.  Which tract or parcel 
of land is more clearly shown in red on the attached 
blueprint dated February 13th, 1905, and made in the office 
of the Assistant Engineer, Savannah, Ga., which blueprint 
is hereby made a part of this description. 
 

Description #2: 
 

 Beginning at a point on the north and south quarter 
section line which divides the NE1/4 from the NW1/4 of the 
NE1/4 of section 28, township 36 South range 18 east, and 
where this quarter section line crosses the East and West 
section line dividing section 21 from section 28; running 
thence from this point of beginning due south along this 
quarter section line a distance of thirty-six (36) feet; thence 
in an easterly direction about parallel with the aforesaid 
East and West section line a distance of one thousand three 
hundred and ninety (1,390) feet more or less to a point 
which is seventy (70) feet East of the North and South 
section line which divides section 27 from section 28; 
thence turning to the right along a curved line whose 
radius is nine hundred and five and four tenth (905.4) feet 
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and following this curved line through an arc of eighty-
eight (88) degrees to a point where the curved line ends; 
thence in a southerly direction and perpendicular to the 
radius at the last point a distance of four hundred (400) feet 
more or less to a point on the East and West quarter section 
line, which line is one quarter section south of the aforesaid 
East and West section Line, thence due East along this 
quarter section line a distance of one hundred (100) feet; 
thence in a northerly direction and parallel to the 
aforementioned four hundred (400) foot line a distance of 
eight hundred (800) feet; thence turning to the right along 
a curved line whose radius is one thousand ninety six and 
three tenths (1,096.3) feet and following this curved line 
until it intersects a north and south quarter section line 
which divides the SE1/4 from the SW1/4 of the SW1/4 of 
section 22 running thence north along this quarter section 
line to a point which is fifty (50) feet in a northwesterly 
direction from the center of the straight main railway track 
which crosses this quarter section line; thence in a 
southwesterly direction and parallel to this aforesaid 
straight track a distance of one hundred and sixty (160) 
feet; thence turning to the right along a curved line whose 
radius is seven hundred and sixty-nine (769) feet and 
following this curved line through an arc of forty-one (41) 
degrees and then (10) minutes to a point where the curved 
line ends; thence in a westerly direction almost parallel 
with the aforesaid East and West section line which divides 
section 22 from section 27 a distance of six hundred and 
ninety (690) feet more or less to a point on the north and 
south section line which divides section 21 from section 22 
thence due south along this section line a distance of sixty-
six (66) feet more or less to the section corner of sections 
21, 22, 27 and 28; thence due west along the section line a 
distance of one thousand three hundred and twenty (1,320) 
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feet more or less to a point on the north and south quarter 
section line which is the point of beginning.  This tract or 
parcel of land lying and situated in Manatee County, 
Florida, and is partly in section 22, 27 and 28 township 36 
South range 18 east and containing twelve and two tenths 
(12.2) acres more or less, which plat or parcel of land is 
more clearly shown in red on the attached blueprint dated 
February 13th, 1905 and made in the office of the Assistant 
Engineer, Savannah, Ga., which blue print is hereby made 
a part of this description. 
 
 And the said party of the first part [Florida 
Mortgage and Investment Company] does hereby fully 
warrant the title to said land and will defend the same 
against the lawful claims of all persons whomsoever. 
 
 In Witness Whereof, the said party of the first part 
[Florida Mortgage and Investment Company] has hereunto 
set its hand and seal the day and year first above written 
by its said Attorney in Fact. 
Signed, sealed and delivered 
In the presence of us: 
C.V.S. Wilson   
The Florida Mortgage and 
Rose Wilson    
Investment Company limited by 
  J. Hamilton Gillespie  (seal) 
  Attorney in Fact  (seal) 
 
State of Florida ) 
County of Manatee ) 
 
 I hereby certify that on this day personally appeared 
before me, an office duly authorized to administer oaths 
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and take acknowledgments J. Hamilton Gillespie Attorney 
in Fact for the Florida Mortgage and Investment Company 
limited to me well known to be the person described in and 
who executed the foregoing deed, and acknowledged before 
me that he executed the same, freely and voluntarily for 
the purposes therein expressed. 
 
 Witness my hand and office seal at Sarasota, County 
of Manatee, and State of Florida, this 21st day of March, 
A.D., 1905. 
        C.V.S. 
Wilson, Notary Public 
RECORD VERIFIED    My 
commission expires Aug. 4, 1908 
 
The foregoing is a true copy of the original deed which was 
filed for record July 26th, A.D., 1905, and recorded July 
28th, A.D. 1905. 
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MOSES N. NEIHARDT and 
FLORIDA WEST SHORE RAILWAYS 
Book 10, Page 529, Dated January 2, 1905 

THIS INDENTURE, Made this 2nd day of January A.D. 
1905. Between Moses N. Neihardt, Widower, of the county of 
Hickory in the State of Missouri, party of the first part, and the Florida 
West Shore Railways of the County of Manatee in the State of 
Florida, party of the second part:  

WITNESSETH That [Moses N. Neihardt] for and in consideration 
of the sum of One Dollar, to him in hand, paid by [Florida West 
Shore Railways], the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, has 
granted, bargained, and sold to [Florida West Shore Railways] its 
successors and assigns forever, the following described land to wit. 

Begin at NW corner of NE1/4 of NW1/4 runs south 
fifty (50) ft, thence east to east boundary of said 4.0, 
thence North fifty (50) ft thence west to point of 
beginning. Begin at N.W. Corner of N.W.1/4 of 
N.E.1/4, runs south fifty (50) ft, thence east to east 
boundary of said 4.0, thence, North fifty ft thence, 
west to point of beginning said lands lying and being 
in Section Twenty-Eight (28) Township Thirty-Six 
(36), South of Range Eighteen (18) East. 

And [Moses N. Neihardt] does hereby fully warrant the title 
to said land, and will defend the same against the lawful claims of all 
persons whomsoever. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF [Moses N. Neihardt] has 
hereunto set this hand and, seal the day and year first above 
mentioned.  
 
Signed, seals, and delivered in presence of us: 
 
Thomas J. Taylor 
John H. McCaslia  

Moses N. Neihardt (seal)

 
State of Missouri 
County of Hickory 
  

I hereby certify that on this day personally appeared before 
me, an officer duly authorized to administer, author, and take 
acknowledgements, Moses N. Neihardt to be well known to be the 
person described in and executed the foregoing deed and 
acknowledged before me that he executed the same freely and 
voluntarily for the purposes therein expressed, and he further 
declares himself as single and unmarried.  
 
 Witness signing hand and official seal at Hermitage, County 
of Hickory at State of Missouri, this 2nd day of January, A.D. 1905. 
 
 RECORD VERIFIED   
 Thomas J. Taylor 
 Clerk of the Circuit Court 
 
The foregoing is the true copy of the original which was filed for 
record July 26th of 1905 and record July 27th of 1905. 
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CHARLES RINGLING COMPANY and 
TAMPA SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 

Book 42, Page 569, Dated April 30, 1925 

This indenture made this 30 day of April A.D. 1925 between 
CHARLES RINGLING COMPANY, a Corporation of the State of 
Florida, party of the first part, and TAMPA SOUTHERN 
RAILROAD COMPANY, a Corporation created and organized 
under the laws of the State of Florida, party of the second part. 

Witnesseth, That the said party of the first part [Charles 
Ringling Company] for and in consideration of the sum of One 
Dollar and other valuable considerations, to it in hand paid, the 
receipt, whereof is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained, sold 
and conveyed to the said party of the second part [Tampa Southern 
Railroad Company], its successors and assigns, forever, the following 
described land in the County of Sarasota, State of Florida, to-wit: 

A strip of land fifty (50) feet wide through Lost Numbered 
Fourteen (14) and Sixteen (16) of Lord’s Second Addition to 
Sarasotaly [sic Sarasota] Florida, further described as follows: 

A strip of land fifty (50) feet wide, being twenty-
five (25) feet on each side of the center line of the Tampa 
Southern Railroad, as located and to be constructed 
through the South half of South half of Southeast Quarter 
of Southeast Quarter (S½ of S½ of SE¼ of SE¼) of 
Section Twenty (20), Township Thirty-six (36) South of 
Range Eighteen (18) East, or through Lots Fourteen (14) 
and Sixteen (16) of the plat of Lord’s Second Addition to 
Sarasota, recorded in Plat Book 1, Page 198, Manatee 
County, Florida; said strip of land being bounded on the 
south by the north line of the right of way of the Seaboard 
Air Line Railway, and on the east and west by the east 
and west lines, respectively, of the South half of South 
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half of Southeast Quarter of Southeast Quarter (S½ of 
S½ of SE¼ of SE¼) of said Section Twenty (20), 
containing One and five tenths (1.5) acres, more or less; 
together with any and all rights which the grantor _ may 
have in those parts of the streets which abut the east and 
west ends of said strip of land. 

 
Also a strip of land fifty (50) feet wide through Lots numbered 

Ten (10) and Twelve (12) of Lord’s Second Addition to Sarasota, 
Florida further described as follows: 

 
A strip of land fifty (50) feet wide, being twenty-

five (25) feet on each side of the center line of the Tampa 
Southern Railroad, as located and to be constricted 
through the South half of Sough half of Southwest 
Quarter of Southwest Quarter (S½ of S½ of SW¼ of 
SW¼) of Section Twenty-one (21), Township Thirty-six 
(36) South of Range Eighteen (18) East, or through Lots 
Ten (10) and Twelve (12) of Lord’s said Second Addition 
to Sarasota; said strip of land being bounded on the South 
by the North line of the right of way of the Seaboard Air 
Line Railway and on the said east and west by the east and 
west lines, respectively, of the South half of South half of 
Southwest Quarter of Southwest Quarter (S½ of S½ of 
SW¼ of SW¼) of said Section Twenty-one (21), 
containing one and five tenths (1.5) acres, more or less; 
together with any and all rights which the grantor _ may 
have in those parts of the streets which abut the East and 
West ends of said strip of land: 

 
Also a Strip of land fifty (50) feet wide, being 

twenty-five (25) feet on each side of the center line of the 
Tampa Southern Railroad, as located an to be 
constructed through the South half of South half of 
Southeast Quarter of Southwest Quarter (S½ of S½ of 
SE¼ of SW¼) of section twenty-one (21), Township 
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Thirty-six (36), South, of Range Eighteen (18) East 
extending from the West line to the East line of the 
Southeast Quarter of Southwest Quarter (SE¼ of SW¼) 
of said Section Twenty-one (21), a distance of thirteen 
hundred and twenty (1320) feet, more or less, containing 
one and five tenths (1.5) acres, more or less; said strip of 
land being bounded on the south by the north line of the 
right of way of the Seaboard Air Line Railway and on the 
east and west by the east and west line, respectively, of the 
Southeast Quarter of Southwest Quarter (SE¼ of SW¼) 
of said Section Twenty-one (21): 

 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same in fee simple forever. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF the said CHARLES 

RINGLING COMPANY, has caused this deed to be signed by its 
________ President and its corporate seal to be hereto affixed, the 
day and year first above written. 
 

Signed, Sealed and Delivered 
In Presence of: 
Fletcher E. Lewis    CHARLES RINGLING COMPANY 
R.G. Chalfant     By:  [Chas. Ringling signature]  
 

    Attest 
     Louis Lancaster [Signature] 
     Secretary 
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[The following is a preprinted form Notary Block with the names and date 
written by hand.] 
 
STATE OF Florida  } 
COUNTY OF Sarasota } 
 
 I hereby certify that on this 18th day of May A.D. 1925, before 
me personally appeared Charles Ringling and __________ 
respectively________ and Louis Lancaster (??) Secretary of the 
Charles Ringling Company, a corporation under the laws of the State 
of Florida, to me known to be the persons described in and who 
executed the foregoing instrument, and they severally acknowledge 
before me the execution thereof as such officers, by virtue of due and 
proper corporate authority in them vested, and that the said 
instrument is the act and deed of said corporation. 
 
And the said Louis Lancaster, Secretary, as aforesaid, also 
acknowledged before me that he affixed to said instrument the 
corporate seal of said corporation, by like authority in him vested. 
 
 WITNESS, my signature and official seal, at Sarasota in the 
County of Sarasota and State of Florida, the day and year last 
aforesaid. 
 
     Fletcher E. Lewis  
     Notary Public 
My commission expires, 
Jan 11, 1928   
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Appendix B 

Appendix B is based on information that the United States has at this time, and the 

United States reserve the right to supplement or modify should we receive additional 

documentation.  

Plaintiff Owner of Intervening Parcel Supporting documents 
Jeffrey C. Doyle, As Trustee of the Wallace 

David Brunton Testamentary Trust, Parcel No. 
2031-02-1366 

Sarasota County 

CHANCERY BOOK 3 PAGES 235, 
236, 239, 240 & 241 and OR 361/99, 

as reflected in Sarasota County 
records at:  https://www.sc-

pa.com/propertysearch/parcel/details/
2022050010 

Gary L. Cathey and Victoria L. Goodrich, 
Parcel No. 2031-02-1370 

Thomas M. and Joyce R. Fay, 
Parcel No. 2031-02-1337 

William A. and Jill Booth, 
Parcel No. 2034-01-0042 

James Procopio,  
Parcel No. 2029-16-0078 

Sarasota County 1995 Sarasota Co. Cir. Ct. Order 
(US_0000060-69) 

Hubert Steenbakkers and Monita A. Whitney, 
Parcel No. 2029-16-0076 

Lennart and Liselotte Irenheim, 
Parcel No. 2029-16-0079 

Phyllis Rose and Jeffrey Lloyd Lambert, 
Parcel No. 2029-16-0077 

Frank A. Wolk and Gina M. Bonsall, 
Parcel No. 2029-16-0066 

Sandra K. Butler,  
Parcel No. 2029-16-0067 

Joaquin Enrique Batista Franco and Carly 
Elizabeth Batista,  

Parcel No. 2029-16-0071 
Thomas and Michelle M. Dodson, Parcel No. 

0052-04-0026 

Woodland Park Develop LTD 
Quitclaim deed – Woodland Park 

Development LTD (Bates 
US_0008215-17); Oaks at Woodlawn 

Park Plat (Bates US_0008210-14) 

Anthony and Karen Puccio, 
Parcel No. 0052-04-0027 

Keith E. Rollins and Lisa J. Paxson-Rollins, 
Parcel No. 0052-04-0033 

Brian T. Sanborn,  
Parcel No. 0052-04-0032 

The Oaks at Woodland Park Homeowners 
Association, Inc.,  

Parcel No. 0052-03-0062 
Kimberly Dawn Hewitt, As Trustee for the 
Kimberly Dawn Hewitt Revocable Trust, 

Parcel No. 0052-05-0012 
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Mark T. and Angela D. Flaherty,  
Parcel No. 0061-07-0097 

Old Forest Lakes Association Inc. 

OR 1145/443 & 445, as reflected in 
Sarasota County records at: 

https://www.sc-
pa.com/propertysearch/parcel/details/

0061060020 

Robert E. and Michelle S. Messick,  
Parcel No. 0061-07-0098 

Timothy G. and Alisa J. Herring,  
Parcel No. 0061-07-0095 
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Appendix A 

Appendix A is based on information that the United States has at this time, and the 

United States reserve the right to supplement or modify should we receive additional 

documentation.  

Plaintiff Parcel No. Deed/conveyance Interest 
granted 

DONALD AND MEREDITH 
JEANNE RUTH 0052-12-0015 A.C. Clough et ux., B19,

P481 Fee simple 

AMOS AND ANNA S. FISHER 0052-12-0018 A.C. Clough et ux., B19,
P481 Fee simple 

WILLIAM B. AND DEBRA I. 
PRUETT 0052-12-0023 A.C. Clough et ux., B19,

P481 Fee simple 

4023 SAWYER ROAD I, LLC 0070-07-0059 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

JULIA R. ADKINS AND 
AUSTIN C. MURPHY 0071-16-0052 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

RANDAL S. AND JOYCE S. 
ALBRITTON 0071-16-0076 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

LOUIS L. ALDERMAN, JR., 
AS TRUSTEE OF THE LOUIS 

L. ALDERMAN 2013
REVOCABLE TRUST

0071-09-0002 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

GEOFFREY L. BOLTON 0070-07-0019 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
ENDIA K. AND GARY 

CALLAHAN 0071-16-0068 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

MARTIN CARRILLO-PLATA 0070-02-0021 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
JOHN AND JOANNE CISLER 0070-10-0039 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
STEVEN R. AND VIRGINIA 

M. COURTENAY 0070-15-0018 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

ELISE J. DURANCEAU 0070-07-0018 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
WILLIAM AND BROOKE 

GRAMES 0089-01-0055 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

VINCENT AND KAREN 
GUGLIELMINI 0070-02-0019 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

NOEL K. HARRIS 0070-07-0014 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
ANGELO AND SARAH J. 

HOAG 0089-01-0057 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

LARRY E. HUDSPETH 0070-02-0018 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
DANIEL L. AND KRISTIN 

JADUSH 0071-08-0026 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

KENNETH J. AND 
MARGARET A. KELLNER 0070-15-0040 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
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PATRICK J. AND LISA A. 
LOYET 0070-15-0037 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

THOMAS W. MARCHESE 0071-08-0029 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
REUBEN S. AND KATHY J. 

MARTIN 0070-15-0036 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

JASON J. AND KAREN 
MCGUIRE 0070-15-0038 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

JASON J. AND KAREN 
MCGUIRE 0070-15-0039 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

SUE MOULTON 0071-16-0061 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
SUE MOULTON 0071-16-0064 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

TIMOTHY AND MARY 
MURPHY 0071-02-0007 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

JAMES KIRT, NICHOLAS 
JAMES, AND CHRISTOPHER 

ANDREW NALEFSKI 
0071-07-0027 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

PERRY M. AND PAMELA S. 
O’CONNOR 0089-01-0070 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

SUEKO O’CONNOR 0089-01-0064 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
MICHELE AND DOROTHY 

ANN PARADISO 0070-15-0017 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

THOMAS PEARSON 0071-01-0042 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
TODD A. AND CARMEN 

PERNA 0071-01-0046 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

PATRICIA LYNNE PITTS-
HAMILTON 0089-01-0069 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

PRO PROPERTIES, LLC 0089-16-0005 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
JUSTIN M. RESLAN 0070-02-0022 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

ALLEN B. AND MARY ANN 
E. RIEKE 0071-16-0072 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

MICHAEL A. RITCHIE 0071-16-0070 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
CHAD, GRACE, AND 
ROBERT SCHAEFFER 0071-07-0024 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

FAITH H. SIMOLARI, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE PHILIP 
SIMOLARI REVOCABLE 

TRUST 

0070-07-0039 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

JAMES H. AND GLENDA G. 
THORNTON 0089-01-0051 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

KENNETH D. AND SUSAN K. 
WELLS 0071-07-0025 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

DAVID A. AND ANNA I. 
RUIZ-WELSHER 0071-16-0071 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

ZBIGNIEW AND WISLAWA 
WROBEL 0071-01-0043 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
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STEPHEN AND MARGARET 
ZAWACKI 0070-10-0037 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

JUDY H. JOHNSON 0089-16-0006 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
KASSANDRA AND ELAINE 

LUEBKE 0089-01-0054 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

JOSEPH R. KNIGHT 0070-07-0013 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
BRADLEY S. AND SUSAN B. 

ANDERSON 0071-08-0027 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

RUSSEL S. STRAYER 0089-01-0066 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 
BORIS, NICHOLS AND 

DANETTE 0071-08-0028 A.C. Honore, B23, P127 Easement 

STEVE E. BISHOP 2031-13-0074 Charles Ringling Co., 
B42, P569 Fee simple 

DENISE DOUCETTE ERB 
AND LORRAINE E. COLBY 2031-13-0073 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

JAMES PROCOPIO 2029-16-0078 Charles Ringling Co., 
B42, P569 Fee simple 

FAYE M. ROOD 2031-13-0077 Charles Ringling Co., 
B42, P569 Fee simple 

SARASOTA COUNTY 
AGRICULTURAL FAIR 

ASSOCIATION 
2031-04-0006 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

HUBERT STEENBAKKERS 
AND MONITA A. WHITNEY 2029-16-0076 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

LENNART AND LISELOTTE 
IRENHEIM 2029-16-0079 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

LAKEWOOD VENTURE 
CAPITAL LLC 2031-13-0084 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

PHYLLIS ROSE AND 
JEFFREY LLOYD 

LAMBERT 
2029-16-0077 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

FRANK A. WOLK AND GINA 
M. BONSALL 2029-16-0066 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

SANDRA K. BUTLER 2029-16-0067 Charles Ringling Co., 
B42, P569 Fee simple 

DAVID IVANOV, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE 2976 

POPLAR ST. LAND TRUST 
2031-13-0071 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

JOYCE P. HARDIE AND 
JULIE GWEN 2031-13-0070 Charles Ringling Co., 

B42, P569 Fee simple 

JOAQUIN ENRIQUE 
BATISTA FRANCO AND 

CARLY ELIZABETH 
BATISTA 

2029-16-0071 Charles Ringling Co., 
B42, P569 Fee simple 
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THOMAS AND MICHELLE 
M. DODSON 0052-04-0026 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

JB HOLDINGS OF 
SARASOTA, L.L.C. 0052-04-0001 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

BOB ALLEN AND LORI ANN 
JEFFERSON 0052-05-0009 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

MURIEL R. LOCKLEAR 0054-01-0015 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 
P536 Fee simple 

ANTHONY AND KAREN 
PUCCIO 0052-04-0027 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

KEITH E. ROLLINS AND 
LISA J. PAXIN-ROLLINS 0052-04-0033 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

BRIAN T. SANBORN 0052-04-0032 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 
P536 Fee simple 

BONNIE A. KLEIN 2034-02-0014 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 
P536 Fee simple 

THE OAKS AT WOODLAND 
PARK HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION, INC 
0052-03-0062 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

KIMBERLY DAWN HEWITT, 
AS TRUSTEE FOR THE 

KIMBERLY DAWN HEWITT 
REVOCABLE TRUST 

0052-05-0012 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 
P536 Fee simple 

JOHN L. AND MARY 
ALLGYER AND LEVI AND 

TAMMY L. LANTZ, JR. 
0054-01-0030 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

SHANNON LUGANNANI 
AND HELEN ELENA 

EMEGBAGHA 
0054-01-0028 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

MARCH AND LEANN 
SCLABACH 0054-01-0029 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

CALLIE PARSONS 0054-01-0016 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 
P536 Fee simple 

ANNA MARIE MARTIN 0052-04-0041 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 
P536 Fee simple 

ANDREW AND JENNIFER 
HEATH 0052-04-0039 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

JOHN AND JAANA 
AVRAMIDIS 0052-04-0034 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 
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SUSAN COAKLEY AND 
THOMAS MCCALL 0052-04-0036 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

DAVID AND CYNTHIA 
GAUL 0052-04-0038 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

SUSAN SCHMITT 0052-04-0035 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 
P536 Fee simple 

RAYMOND AND LINDA 
WENCK 0052-04-0040 Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, 

P536 Fee simple 

JOHN ALVIS 2034-02-0017 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 
B10, P532 Fee simple 

CATHERINE TERESA GRAY 0054-04-0007 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 
B10, P532 Fee simple 

JOSHUA CARROLL 
HACKNEY 0054-04-0006 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 

B10, P532 Fee simple 

MICHAEL AND VIVIAN 
KRAVCHAK 0054-04-0004 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 

B10, P532 Fee simple 

LEWMA ENTERPRISE, INC. 2034-02-0001 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 
B10, P532 Fee simple 

LEWMA ENTERPRISE, INC. 2034-02-0003 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 
B10, P532 Fee simple 

RICKEY SMULL 0054-04-0017 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 
B10, P532 Fee simple 

CAMERON W. AND CAROL 
T. MCGOUGH 0054-04-0003 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 

B10, P532 Fee simple 

IRVIN J. AND CYNTHIA P. 
SPIEGEL 2034-02-0004 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 

B10, P532 Fee simple 

JOE R. HEMBREE, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE JOE R. 
HEMBREE REVOCABLE 

TRUST 

2034-02-0013 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 
B10, P532 Fee simple 

JILL AND WILLIAM BOOTH 2034-01-0042 Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, 
B10, P532 Fee simple 

THOMAS M. AND JOYCE R. 
FAY 2031-02-1337 H. Palmer, B11, P524 Fee simple 

determinable 
CRABAPPLE ENTERPRISE, 

LLC 0054-03-0018 M. Neihardte, B10, P529 Fee simple 

MICHAEL A. AND JANEL K. 
HUCKLEBERRY 0054-02-0024 M. Neihardte, B10, P529 Fee simple 

BRIAN J. AND CHERYL A. 
KEY 0054-02-0025 M. Neihardte, B10, P529 Fee simple 

TAMMY LYNN 0054-03-0016 M. Neihardte, B10, P529 Fee simple 
WILLIAM MARTELL, III 

 0054-03-0003 M. Neihardte, B10, P529 Fee simple 
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MICHAEL MCLAUGHLIN 0054-02-0037 M. Neihardte, B10, P529 Fee simple 
3153 NOVUS COURT, LLC 0054-03-0005 M. Neihardte, B10, P529 Fee simple 

BRADLEY BLUM 
MORRISON 2034-03-0080 No recorded conveyance 

Fee simple by 
adverse 

possession 

JOHN W. AND CHRISTINE L. 
FORDHAM 2034-03-0083 No recorded conveyance 

Fee simple by 
adverse 

possession 

SHIRLEY P. RAMSEY 2034-03-0089 No recorded conveyance 
Fee simple by 

adverse 
possession 

RAY AND ELLA 
BONTRAGER 0053-04-0010 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

RALPH R. AND DALE MARIE 
BRAUN 0053-14-0035 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

JOSEPH AND DOROTHY 
D’ANGELO, AS AS 
TRUSTEES OF THE 

D’ANGELO FAMILY 
REVOCABLE TRUST 

0053-14-0034 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

CRAIG B. AND CYNTHIA D. 
DICKIE 0053-04-0006 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

PAMELA DRIGGS 0053-14-0037 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

ZOILA EMANUELLI, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE ZOILA 

EMANUELLI REVOCABLE 
TRUST 

0053-06-0035 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

MICHELLE GARCIA 0053-06-0003 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

ANN T. GERAGHTY 0053-06-0046 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

GPG LIMITED, LLC 0053-06-0004 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

STEPHEN A. HEARD 0053-03-0033 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

JACTRACE, LLC 0053-11-0056 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

DEBORAH KECK 0053-11-0052 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

JAMES AND DIANE KOSTAN 0053-14-0002 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

LAKE SAWYER TWO, LLC 0053-11-0053 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

KEITH R. AND MARY M. 
LEESEBERG 0053-06-0043 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 
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DOUGLAS P. AND MARIA A. 
LUFF 0053-14-0001 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

SHIRLEY I. MANFREDO 0053-03-0037 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

CHERYL A. MARCHAND 
AND CANDACE A. 

MAGIERA 
0053-11-0059 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

JAVIER NIETO AND 
MAYLEN NEGRIN 0053-06-0039 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

BARBARA A. NIKIAS 0053-06-0044 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

ELMER H. AND LENA M. 
NOLT, TRUSTEES 0053-14-0006 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

ELMER H. AND LENA M. 
NOLT, TRUSTEES 0053-14-0007 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

LAWRENCE D. AND 
VERONICA D. SALZMAN 0053-14-0038 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

JAMES J. TUTSOCK AND 
MARY J. MCQUEEN 0053-06-0034 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

ROBERT J. AND MAUREEN 
C. WILSON 0053-06-0038 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

THERESA A. WILSON 0053-06-0042 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

JENNIFER YAGER 0053-06-0041 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

TRAVIS MARC AND 
ELIZABETH MARIE YODER 0053-14-0004 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

ORVIE W. AND MARIE M. 
ZIMMERMAN AND EMERY 
AND MARY ELLEN YODER 

0053-04-0009 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

JOSE SIERRA TESTI-
MARTINEZ AND CLARA A. 

MYERS 
0053-06-0006 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

MARTIN AND CAROL 
FRANCES GRABER 0053-04-0004 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

MARTIN GRABER 0053-04-0005 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

CHERYL A. DEL POZZO 
GALLAGHER 0053-11-0054 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

JAMES J. AND SUZANNE M. 
NAIMAN 0053-06-0045 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 
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VINTON AND DIANNE 
TREFZ, AS TRUSTEES OF 

THE TREFZ LIVING TRUST 
0053-14-0032 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

DONNA M. PERKINS 0053-03-0036 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

MINDY PIANA 0053-14-0005 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

CSESZNOK, ZSOLT & 
MARIANNA BARTUS 0053-11-0057 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

BERGERON, MICHAEL AND 
NELSON, RICHARD 0053-14-0033 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

BETTY LOU YUTZY, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE BETTY 

LOU YUTZY TRUST 
0053-04-0001 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

JOHN A. HOBBS, JR. AND 
MARK F. MARINO 0053-06-0005 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 

Pg 58 Fee simple 

GERALD A. LAGACE 0053-14-0003 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

PHYLLIS H. PERRUC 0053-11-0058 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

COSIMO A. FRAGOMENI 0053-03-0034 O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, 
Pg 58 Fee simple 

JEFFREY C. DOYLE, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE WALLACE 

DAVID BRUNTON 
TESTAMENTARY TRUST 

2031-02-1366 OH Pendley, July 17, 
1923 Fee simple 

GARY L. CATHEY AND 
VICTORIA L. GOODRICH  2031-02-1370 OH Pendley, July 17, 

1923 Fee simple 

DOUGLAS AND CYNTHIA G. 
ABBOTT 0061-10-0039 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

NEAL AND JO ATCHLEY 0060-11-0086 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

KERWIN AND JUDY BAKER 0060-03-0035 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

ERSILA BORCHERT 0060-03-0047 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

KAREN E. BOWSER 0061-07-0049 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

CAROL CALDWELL 0060-03-0041 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

JAMES M. AND JENEVE S. 
CAWLEY 0060-11-0088 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 
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AMY ROSEANN COATS AND 
DARRIN LEE JOHNSON 0060-14-0089 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

FRANK T. CROTSLEY 0061-10-0032 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

WANDA DONNER, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE WANDA 
DONNER LIVING TRUST 

0060-11-0061 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

BERNADETTE FERAGOLA 0061-07-0047 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

MARK T. AND ANGELA D. 
FLAHERTY 0061-07-0097 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

SHARON L. GALLAGHER, 
AS TRUSTEE OF THE 

SHARON L. GALLAGHER 
REVOCABLE TRUST 

0060-03-0045 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

DONALD L. GEARY, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE DONALD 

L. GEARY REVOCABLE 
TRUST 

0060-03-0048 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

ROMAN T. AND CAROLYN 
F. GRABER, AS TRUSTEES 

OF THE ROMAN AND 
CAROLYN GRABER 
REVOCABLE TRUST 

0060-06-0072 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

RENATE B. HARKAVY 0060-06-0068 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

ALVIN L. AND MICHELLE L. 
HARRELL, JR. 0060-03-0049 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

GARNETT D. AND 
STEPHANIE S. HAYES 0061-10-0034 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

WAYNE A. AND JOYCE O. 
HIBBS, JR. 0061-07-0046 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

PAUL K. AND DAPHNE J. 
HUTCHISON 0060-03-0044 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

IZMIRLIAN PROPERTIES, 
LLC 0061-15-0010 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

LINDA L. JONES 0060-06-0077 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

MYRTLE KRAUSE 0061-15-0012 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

LINDA LYON 0061-07-0042 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 
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KIM A. AND SHEILA E. 
MARSHALL, AS TRUSTEES 

OF THE KIM A. AND SHEILA 
E. MARSHALL TRUST 

0060-03-0038 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

MICHAEL L. MORGAN 0060-14-0080 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

GREGORY B. NOWAK 0061-10-0030 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

RYAN R. PARKER 0061-07-0044 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

BRIAN N. SEYMOUR 0061-10-0036 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

WILBUR O. SMITH 0061-10-0035 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

VERA STRANIERE 0061-07-0048 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

SUZANNE M. THORNBURG 0061-10-0031 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

PAUL WICHA 0061-10-0038 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

BRAD D. AND PATRICIA T. 
WILSON 0061-06-0006 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

TIMOTHY J. AND DANA 
ZIZAK 0061-07-0050 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

TROY ALVIS 0061-07-0043 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

CARL G. AND TOBIE L. 
DESANTIS 0060-14-0084 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

JAMES R. AND MARY 
ELLEN BISHOP 0060-03-0040 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

ROBERT E. AND MICHELLE 
S. MESSICK 0061-07-0098 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

JULIE MORRIS 0060-03-0050 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

LINDA A. YARBROUGH 0061-15-0016 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

DAVID R. AND JOY S. 
BAILEY, AS TRUSTEES OF 
THE JOY S. BAILEY AND 

DAVID R. BAILEY 
REVOCABLE TRUST 

 

0060-11-0084 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

EXHIBIT 21

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-19   Filed 08/17/23   Page 36 of 38



35  

CAROLE M. BOWNS 0060-06-0069 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

CHAD WAITES 0060-06-0074 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

MICHAEL R. AND EDITHA 
D. FETTIG 0061-15-0017 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

TIMOTHY G. AND ALISA J. 
HERRING 0061-07-0095 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

BURNELL, CYNTHIA 0061-15-0089 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

SCHROCK, SANDRA 0060-03-0032 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

LEROY AND RUBY 
SCHROCK 0060-11-0058 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

LEROY AND RUBY 
SCHROCK 0060-11-0059 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

LEROY AND RUBY 
SCHROCK 0060-14-0077 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

RUBY SCHROCK, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE RUBY 
SCHROCK REV. TRUST 

0060-11-0063 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

RUBY SCHROCK, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE RUBY 
SCHROCK REV. TRUST 

0060-11-0064 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

RUBY SCHROCK, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE RUBY 
SCHROCK REV. TRUST 

0060-11-0066 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

RUBY SCHROCK, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE RUBY 
SCHROCK REV. TRUST 

0060-14-0075 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

JONATHAN YUTZY AND C. 
JOY  0060-11-0065 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

HAIR, BARBARA AND 
LESLEY DWYER 0060-06-0063 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

MILDRED KANDEL 0060-06-0064 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

SAUL ALBERTO LOPEZ AND 
LIZ JANNETTE MARTINEZ-

RAMOS 
0060-03-0052 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

MAST INVESTMENTS, LLC 0060-06-0071 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

NICOLE J. ALTERGOTT 0060-06-0062 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

BARBARA SUE SCHROCK 0060-03-0033 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

EXHIBIT 21

Case 1:19-cv-00757-EHM   Document 111-19   Filed 08/17/23   Page 37 of 38



36  

LANCE AND HELENE 
WARRICK 0060-14-0083 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 

P415 Fee simple 

ROBERT N. O'NEILL, AS 
TRUSTEE OF THE ROBERT 
N. O'NEILL LIVING TRUST 

AND HEATHER H. 
PENNINGTON, AS TRUSTEE 

OF THE HEATHER H. 
PENNINGTON REVOCABLE 

LIVING TRUST 

0061-15-0090 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

PHILLIPPI PINES, LLC 0061-15-0096 Sarasota Land Co, B19, 
P415 Fee simple 

SUZANNE MCDONALD 2029-14-0006 US Court Judgement Fee simple  
DOMINIC D. AND 

KATHLEEN M. BOOTH 2029-15-0046 US Court Judgement Fee simple  

SEAN AND DARCY BYRNES 2029-15-0045 US Court Judgement Fee simple  
 
The aforementioned source deeds/conveyances were previously provided, as noted in the 
following chart: 
 

Source deed Bates number 

A.C. Clough et ux., B19, P481 4023Sawyer000009-10 

A.C. Honore, B23, P127 4023Sawyer000024-26 

Charles Ringling Co., B42, P569 US_0000007-8 

Fla Mort & Inv. Co. B10, P536 4023Sawyer000013-15, US_0000070-74 

Fla. Mort. & Inv. Co, B10, P532 4023Sawyer000011-12 

H. Palmer, B11, P524 4023Sawyer000019-23 

M. Neihardte, B10, P529 4023Sawyer000016 

O.A. Burton, et ux, B23, Pg 58 4023Sawyer000017-18 

OH Pendley, July 17, 1923 US_0000001-6 

Sarasota Land Co, B19, P415 4023Sawyer000027 

US Court Judgement US_0000009-59 
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