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Pursuant to their waiver of formal adm nistrative hearing by
the parties, disposition of this case is based upon stipul ated
facts and docunents, together with proposed final orders and
supporting nenoranda.
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STATEMENT OF THE | SSUES

The issue for determi nation is whether Department of Citrus
Rul es 20-1.009 and 20-1.010, Florida Adm nistrative Code, are
invalid exercises of delegated |egislative authority, as alleged
by Petitioners.

PRELI M NARY STATEMENT




On February 3, 1997, Petitioners filed their petition for
determ nation of invalidity of admnistrative rules. The case
was assigned and set for hearing within the 30-day deadline.
After a waiver of the deadline and agreed notion for continuance,
the hearing was reset and was | ater cancell ed when the parties
requested submttal of the case by stipulated record in lieu of
an evidentiary hearing.

That record, filed on June 26, 1997, includes the foll ow ng:

Petitioners’ exhibit 1. citrus fruit dealer’s agent
regi stration application, dated Septenber 26, 1996, filed by John
A. Stephens and John Stephens, Inc., with the Florida Departnent

of Agriculture and Consuner Services (DACS)

Petitioners’ exhibit 2: Decenber 26, 1996, letter from DACS
denying the application for agent registration;

Petitioners’ exhibits 3-14: twelve Final Oders by DACS from
1991 and 1992, establishing indebtedness by J. A Stephens, Inc.,
d/ b/ a Frostproof Goves, alicensed citrus fruit dealer, to
various clai mants;

Departnent of Citrus exhibit 1: Florida Ctrus Conmm ssion
m nutes of neetings in 1964;

Departnent of Citrus exhibit 2: Florida Ctrus Conmm ssion
m nutes of neetings in 1964 and 1965;

Department of Citrus exhibit 3: House of Representatives
Comm ttee on Streanlining Governnmental Regulations Final Bil
Anal ysi s and Econom c | npact Statenment concerning Bill nunbers
CS/ SB's 2290 and 2288, dated June 14, 1996; and

The parties’ Prehearing Stipulation, with stipulations of
facts.

The parties also filed their proposed final orders on June
26, 1997

FI NDI NGS OF FACT




1. John Stephens, Inc., Petitioner, was at all tines
material hereto a Florida corporation duly |licensed as a citrus
fruit dealer in the State of Florida.

2. J. A Stephens, Inc., was a Florida corporation, and
held a valid fruit dealer’s license in the State of Florida.

3. At all tinmes material to this proceeding, Petitioner,
John A Stephens, served as an officer and director of J. A
St ephens, Inc. John A Stephens is not an officer, director or
shar ehol der of John Stephens, Inc.

4. John A. Stephens, Jr. is the president and sole
director of John Stephens, Inc. and is not an officer, director
nor sharehol der of J. A Stephens, Inc.

5. On or about Septenber 26, 1996, Petitioners, John
St ephens, Inc., and John A Stephens, applied to the Florida
Departnent of Agriculture and Consunmer Services to register John
A. Stephens as an agent of John Stephens, Inc., pursuant to
Section 601.601, Florida Statutes. The application form
furni shed by the Departnment of Agriculture and Consuner Services
indicates that the |licensed deal er seeking registration of an
agent agrees to “... accept full responsibility for all his

activities.... (Petitioners’ Exhibit 1)

6. By letter dated Decenber 26, 1996, Petitioners were
advi sed by the Departnent of Agriculture and Consuner Services
that their application for registration of John A Stephens as an

agent of John Stephens, Inc., had been denied on the basis of



Rul e 20-1.010, Florida Admnistrative Code. As indicated in the
notice, that rule provides, in part, that an application for
registration of a dealer’s agent can be di sapproved if a proposed
registrant has a “...record, either as an individual, co-
partnership, corporation, association or other business unit,
showi ng unsatisfied debts or orders issued by the Conm ssioner of
Agriculture wwth respect to prior dealings in citrus fruit.”
(Petitioners’ Exhibit 1.) Specifically, the Departnent of
Agricul ture and Consuner Services advised Petitioners that
“...M. Stephens has not satisfied orders issued by the

Comm ssioner of Agriculture wth respect to prior dealings in
citrus fruit...,” listing as the final orders in question
Petitioners’ Exhibits 3 through 14.

7. Between April 30, 1991, and Septenber 30, 1992, the
State of Florida, Departnent of Agriculture and Consuner Services
entered a total of 12 final admnistrative orders in which it
found that J. A Stephens, Inc., was indebted to claimnts for
various sunms arising fromprior dealings in citrus fruit.
(Petitioners’ Exhibits 3 through 14.) At the time of the action
of the Departnent of Agriculture and Consumer Services denying
Petitioners’ application, there renmai ned anounts due and unpaid
on each of the orders entered by the Departnent against J. A
St ephens, Inc.

8. Petitioner, John A Stephens was not named as a party

respondent in any of the 12 proceedings cul mnating in final



orders against J. A Stephens, Inc., which fornmed the basis for
the denial by the Departnent of the application for registration
as a citrus dealer’s agent. (Petitioners’ Exhibits 2, and 3
through 14.) 1In denying a Motion for Relief for Final Order in
the only Departnent of Agriculture and Consuner Services
proceedi ng in which a claimant sought to join M. Stephens
individually as a party, the Departnment found that:

The conplaint filed by Caimant naned J. A

St ephens, Inc. as the respondent. Because

t he conpl ai nt was against J. A Stephens,
Inc., it was served on J. A Stephens, Inc.

J. A Stephens, an individual, was never
subjected to the jurisdiction of the Agency
with regard to this matter. J. A Stephens,
an individual, was not afforded an
opportunity to defend agai nst the allegations
of the conplaint. There was no di scussion at
t he hearing about whether J. A Stephens,

Inc. was or was not the proper respondent.
There was no allegation at the hearing that

J. A Stephens, an individual, was the proper
respondent.

The C aimant has failed to express any | egal
basis for grant of his notion and this Agency
could find no such basis. This Agency has no
personal jurisdiction over J. A Stephens, an
individual, with regard to this matter and
therefore cannot enter an order with respect
to him Further, even if such an order were
to be entered, it would be of no force or

ef fect because of the | ack of personal
jurisdiction. (Petitioners’ Exhibit 4, pg.
2.)

9. The rules that are the subject of this proceedi ng had
their inception in 1964, when the Florida G trus Conm ssion
consi dered and adopted rul es governing the registration of agents
acting on behalf of licensed citrus dealers. These rules, which

appear in the text of the mnutes of the Conm ssion as Regul ation



105-1.05, are alnost verbatimthe sanme rules now found in Chapter
20-1, Florida Adm nistrative Code. (Respondent’s Exhibits 1 and
2.)

10. As reflected in the mnutes of the Florida Citrus
Commi ssion, the rules were adopted to hel p protect the grower and
shi pper or processor in matters involving the normal novenent of
citrus fruit in all channels of distribution. The regulation was
recommended by the Fresh Citrus Shi ppers Association and was
endorsed by a resolution of the Florida Sheriffs Association. 1In
presenting the Sheriffs’ resolution to the Comm ssion, Sheriff
Leslie Bessenger of the Florida Citrus Miutual Fruit Protection
Division cited the results of a seven-nonth investigation that
found 71 out of 200 registered agents with crimnal records.
Those two hundred agents represented only nine deal ers.
(Respondent’s exhibit 1, June 19, 1964, neeting.) M nutes of
Comm ssion neetings after rule adoption thoroughly explain the
efforts to require accountability and curb abuse of the deal er-
agent rel ationship.

11. The rules, as they appear today in the Florida
Adm ni strative Code, have not been revised since July 1, 1975.

CONCLUSI ONS OF LAW

12. The Division of Adm nistrative Hearings has
jurisdiction in this proceedi ng pursuant to Section 120. 56,
Florida Statutes (Supp. 1996), which provides that any person

substantially affected by a rule or a proposed rule nmay seek an



admnistrative determnation of the invalidity of the rule on the
ground that the rule is an invalid exercise of del egated
| egi sl ative authority.

13. As stipulated by the parties, Petitioners have standing
to maintain this challenge to Rules 20-1. 009 and 20-1. 010,
Fl ori da Adm ni strative Code.

14. Petitioners, to prevail, nust prove by a preponderance
of the evidence that the challenged rules are invalid exercises

of legislative authority. Agrico Chem cal Conpany v. Dept. of

Envi ronnmental Reqgul ation, 365 So. 2d 759 (Fla. 1st DCA 1979).

“I'nvalid exercise of delegated |egislative authority” is defined,
in pertinent part, in 120.58(8), Florida Statutes:

120.52 Definitions. -

As used in this act:

(8) "lInvalid exercise of del egated

| egi sl ative authority" neans action which
goes beyond the powers, functions, and duties
del egated by the Legislature. A proposed or
existing rule is an invalid exercise of

del egated |l egislative authority if any one of
the foll ow ng applies:

(b) The agency has exceeded its grant of
rul emeki ng authority, citation to which is
required by s. 120.54(3)(a)l.;

(c) The rule enlarges, nodifies, or
contravenes the specific provisions of |aw
i npl emented, citation to which is required by
s. 120.54(3)(a)1.;

(d) The rule is vague, fails to establish
adequat e standards for agency deci sions, or
vests unbridled discretion in the agency;
(e) The rule is arbitrary or capricious;
(f) The rule is not supported by conpetent
substanti al evidence;

A grant of rul emaking authority is necessary
but not sufficient to allow an agency to



adopt a rule; a specific law to be

inplenmrented is al so required. An agency nay
adopt only rules that inplement, interpret,
or make specific the particul ar powers and
duties granted by the enabling statute.
agency shall have authority to adopt a rule
only because it is reasonably related to the
pur pose of the enabling legislation and is

not arbitrary and capricious, nor shal
agency have the authority to inplenent
statutory provisions setting forth general

| egislative intent or policy. Statutory

No

an

| anguage granting rul emaki ng authority or

general ly describing the powers and functions
of an agency shall be construed to extend no
further than the particular powers and duties

conferred by the sane statute.

15. The | anguage regardi ng agencies’ authority to adopt

rules is repeated in Section 120.536(1), Florida Statutes (Supp.

1996). That section requires agencies to provide the

Adm ni strative Procedures Commttee by Cctober

1

1997, a list of

rul es adopted prior to Cctober 1, 1996, which exceed their

permtted rul emaki ng authority. Section 120.536(3), Florida

Statutes, (Supp. 1996) provides:

(3) Al proposed rules or anmendnents to

existing rules filed with the Departnent of

State on or after COctober 1, 1996, shal

be

based on rul emaki ng authority no broader than
that permtted by this section. Arule

adopt ed before Cctober 1, 1996, and not

included on a list submtted by an agency in

accordance wth subsection (2) nmay not be

chal | enged before Novenber 1, 1997

on the

grounds that it exceeds the rul emaki ng

authority or law inplenented as descri bed by

this section. A rule adopted before October

1, 1996, and included on a |ist submtted by

an agency in accordance wth subsection (2)

may not be chal |l enged before July 1,

1999, on

the grounds that it exceeds the rul emaking
authority or law inplenmented as described by

this section. (enphasis added)



This section does not preclude challenges to the invalidity of
rul e under other provisions of Chapter 120. (Respondent’s
exhibit 3, p. 26.)

16. The rules that are challenged in this proceedi ng
provi de:

20-1. 009 Exam nation of Agent Application.
(1) The Departnent of Agriculture shall,

wi thin a reasonable tine, exam ne each
application for agent registration and
consider the information submtted therewith
The Departnent of Agriculture shall also
consi der the past history of any applicant
for whomregistration is sought, either
individually or in connection wth any

i ndi vi dual, copartnership, corporation,
associ ation or other business unit wth whom
any person being considered for registration
as a citrus fruit dealer's agent shall have
been connected in any capacity, and may, in
proper cases, inpute to the applicant,

associ ation, or other business unit, the
[1ability for any wong or unlawful act
previously perfornmed by said individual,
corporation, copartnership, association or
any ot her business unit.

(2) Any application for the registration of a
person as a citrus fruit dealer's agent,
believed to be a subterfuge to permt a
person to act as a citrus fruit dealer

wi t hout proper licensing, shall, prior to
regi stration being granted, be referred to
the Departnent of Citrus, together with a
report detailing the facts and circunstances
surroundi ng the application. Agent

regi stration shall not be approved if the
Florida Ctrus Conm ssion nmakes a finding

t hat such person would not be qualified for
license as a citrus fruit deal er and that
such agent registration would be a subterfuge
to permt the person to operate as a citrus
fruit dealer without a license.

20-1. 010 G ounds for Di sapproval of Agent
Regi stration



An application for the registration of a
citrus fruit dealer's agent nay be

di sapproved if the person for whom
registration i s requested has:

(1) Arecord, either as an individual or in
connection wth any individual,

copartnershi p, corporation, association or

ot her business unit, show ng unsatisfied
debts or orders issued by the Comm ssioner of
Agriculture wth respect to prior dealings in
citrus fruit.

(2) Violated or aided or abetted in the

viol ation of any |law of Florida applicable to
citrus fruit dealers, or any lawful rules of
t he Departnent of Citrus.

(3) Been guilty of a crinme against the | aws
of this or any other state or governnent,

i nvol ving noral turpitude or dishonest
deal i ng.

(4) Knowi ngly made, printed, published or

di stributed, or caused, authorized or

knowi ngly permtted the meking, printing,
publication or distribution of false
statenents, descriptions, or prom ses of such
a character as may reasonably induce any
person to act to his damage or injury, if the
applicant for registration as agent knew, or
shoul d have known, of the falsity of such
statenents, descriptions or prom ses.

(5) Committed any act or conduct of the sane
or different character as enunerated herein
whi ch shall constitute fraudul ent or

di shonest deal i ng.

(6) Violated any of the provisions of
Sections 506. 19 through 506. 28, Florida
Statutes. (enphasis added)

17. Sections 601.10(1), and 601. 601, Florida Statutes,
provi de:

601. 10 Powers of the Departnent of Citrus. -
The Departnent of G trus shall have and shal
exerci se such general and specific powers as
are delegated to it by this chapter and ot her
statutes of the state, which powers shal

i ncl ude, but shall not be confined to, the
fol | ow ng:

(1) To adopt and, fromtine to tine, alter,
rescind, nodify, or anmend all proper and




necessary rules, regulations, and orders for
the exercise of its powers and the
performance of its duties under this chapter
and other statutes of the state, which rules
and regul ations shall have the force and

ef fect of | aw when not inconsistent

therew th.

601. 601 Registration of dealers' agents.-—
Every licensed citrus fruit deal er shall

(1) Register with the Departnent of

Agricul ture each and every agent, as defined
ins. 601.03(2), authorized to represent such
deal er; nmake application for registration of
such agent or agents on a form approved by
the Departnent of Agriculture and filed with
t he Departnment of Agriculture not less than 5
days prior to the active participation of the
agent or agents on behalf of such dealer in
any transaction described in s. 601.03(2);
and be held fully liable for and legally
bound by all contracts and agreenents, verbal
or witten, involving the consignnent,
purchase, or sale of citrus fruit executed by
a duly registered agent on his behal f during
the entire period of valid registration of
such agent the sanme as though such contracts
or agreenents were executed by the dealer.
Regi stration of each agent shall be for the
entire shipping season for which the applying
dealer's license is issued; however, a
Iicensed deal er may cancel the registration
of any agent registered by himby returning
the agent's identification card to the
Department of Agriculture and giving form
witten notice to the Departnent of
Agriculture of not less than 10 days. In

addi tion, such dealer shall make every effort
to alert the public to the fact that the
agent is no longer authorized to represent
him An agent may be registered by nore than
one licensed dealer for the sane shipping
season, provided that each |icensed deal er
shall apply individually for registration of
the agent and further provided that witten
consent is given by each and every deal er
under whose |icense the agent has valid prior
registration

(2) Wen the above requirenments and such
additional requirenents as nmay be set forth




by regul ati ons adopted by the Departnent of
Ctrus for registration of an agent have been
nmet and the fee required by s. 601.59(2) has
been paid, the Departnent of Agriculture
shall duly register the agent and issue an
identification card certifying such

regi stration. The identification card, anong
ot her things, shall show in a prom nent
manner :

(a) The nane and address of the agent;

(b) The authorizing deal er's nane, address,
and |icense nunber;

(c) The effective date and season for which
regi stration i s nmade;

(d)1. A space for signature of the agent;

2. A space to be countersigned by the

i censed deal er

3. A statenent providing that the card is not
valid unless so signed and count ersi gned.

The Departnent of Citrus may, fromtine to
time, adopt additional requirenents or
conditions relating to the registration of
agents as nay be necessary. (enphasis added)

18. As observed by the Petitioners, the regul atory
requi renents for review and approval of registration of agents
are very simlar to requirenents inposed by Statute on dealers in
citrus fruit:

601. 57 Exam nation of application; approval
of dealers' |icenses.—

(1) The Departnent of Citrus shall, within a
reasonabl e time, exam ne the application and
consider the information submtted therewith
including the applicant's financial statenent
and the reputation of the applicant as shown
by applicant's past and current history and
activities, including applicant's nethod and
manner of doing busi ness. The Departnent of
Ctrus shall also consider the past history
of any applicant, either individually or in
connection wth any individual,
copartnershi p, corporation, association, or
ot her business unit wth whom any applicant
shal | have been connected in any capacity,
and nay I n proper cases inpute to any




i ndi vi dual, corporation, copartnership,

associ ation, or other business unit liability
for any wong or unlawful act previously done
or perfornmed by such individual, corporation,
copartnershi p, association, or other business
unit.

(2) If the Florida Citrus Conm ssion shall

by a majority vote, be of the opinion that
the applicant is qualified and entitled to a
license as a citrus fruit dealer, the

conm ssion shall approve the application;

ot herwi se the application shall be

di sapproved. However, conm ssion approval of
any application may be contingent upon such
reasonabl e conditions as may be endorsed

t hereon by the conm ssion, or conm ssion
action on an application may, by majority
vote, be deferred to a subsequent date.

(3) In cases of deferred action, as set forth
in subsection (2), if the applicant so
requests and the factual circunstances are
deened by the conm ssion so to justify, the
conmi ssi on nmay approve the granting of a
tenporary license to be valid for a period to
be set by the conm ssion, not to exceed 60
days. No nore than one tenporary license
shal | be approved for any applicant during a
shi ppi ng season. No tenporary |license may be
approved unless all requirenents relating to
bonds or fees required to be posted or paid
by the applicant have been net the sanme as

t hough the approval were not of a tenporary
nat ur e.

(4) Gounds for the disapproval of the
application include, but are not limted to:
(a) Any previous conduct of the applicant

whi ch woul d have been grounds for revocation
or suspension of a license as hereinafter
provided if the applicant had been |icensed.
(b) Delingquent accounts of the applicant

owi ng to and grow ng out of the ordinary
course of business with producers and ot her
persons or firms.

(c) Delingquent accounts of the applicant with
any person or persons wth whom applicant has
dealt in its operations under a previous
license.

(d) Failure of the applicant or its owners,
partners, officers, or agents to conply with
any valid order of the Departnent of




Agriculture or the Departnment of Citrus
relating to citrus fruit laws or rules.
(e) Applicant's violation, or aiding or
abetting in the violation, of any federal or
Florida | aw or governnental agency rule or
regul ati on governing or applicable to citrus
fruit dealers.
(5) Wen the applicant is a corporate or
ot her business entity, the term"applicant"
as used in this section shall be deened to
include within its nmeaning those individuals
who have been, or can reasonably be expected
to be, actively engaged in the manageri al
affairs of the corporate or other business
entity applicant.
(6) The Departnment of Citrus shall designate
not nore than three enployees directly
involved in the processing of citrus fruit
deal er license applications, who shall be a
part of, and shall have access to, the
crimnal justice information system descri bed
in chapter 943, for purposes of investigating
i cense applicants.
(7) The Departnment of Citrus is authorized to
establish by rule the procedure and
gui delines for granting interimconditional
staff approval for issuance of a conditional
citrus fruit dealer's license, which |license
shall at all tinmes be subject to final
approval or other action by the conm ssion at
its next regular neeting. Any license so
i ssued shall clearly and conspi cuously
i ndi cate thereon the conditional nature of
t he approval and pendency of final action.
(enphasi s added)

19. The predecessor statute governing |icensing of dealers

was found to be a valid exercise of police power in Mayo v. Polk

County, 169 So. 2d 41, 44 (Fla. 1936):

The net hod of growi ng and marketing a citrus
fruit crop is fraught with hazards not
peculiar to any other fruit crop. The period
of growi ng and marketing fromthe bloomis
fromten to eighteen nonths. The crop is
grown, packed, and nmarketed in different

pl aces by different people, and under
different circunstances. Fires, freezes, and



ot her destructive agencies may intervene over
whi ch the grower has no control. It often
beconmes advant ageous to bargain for packing
and sale nonths in advance of maturity.

These and ot her contingenci es are acconpani ed
by hazards singular to the citrus fruit
industry that anmply justify the provisions of
the act conpl ai ned of.

20. Petitioners argue that if the |egislature had intended
that agents be subjected to the sanme scrutiny as dealers, it
coul d have specifically described those requirenents as it did in
Section 601.57, Florida Statutes. More conpelling is
Respondent’ s argunment that the legislature fully intended to
| eave to the Departnment of Citrus the discretion to adopt
requi renents as needed. The authority conferred in the |ast
sentence in Section 601.601, Florida Statutes, is sinple and

direct. The principle of expressio unius est exclusio alterius,

i nvoked by Petitioners, does not always circunscribe an agency’s
ability by rule to enbellish requirenents described in a statute.
It is necessary to determne legislative intent in a broader

exam nation of the regulatory schene. See, Agency for Health

Care Administration v. University Hospital, 670 So. 2d 1037 (Fl a.

1st DCA 1996).

21. Petitioners conplain that Rules 20-1.009 and 20-1.010,
Fl orida Adm nistrative Code, contain no standards to assess an
applicant’s involvenent with a corporation or other business
entity, and are thus vague, fail to establish adequate standards
or vest unbridled discretion in the agency. As described above,

the rules track the | anguage of the statute governing |icensing



of dealers. The statute has been applied for nore than 30 years.
The rules, like the statute do not require “nen of conmon

intelligence” to guess at their neaning. Bouters v. State of

Florida, 659 So. 2d 235 (Fla. 1995). \Whether the terns of the
rule should properly apply to the Petitioners is a matter for
di sposition in an admnistrative hearing pursuant to Section
120. 569 and 120.57(1), Florida Statutes (Supp. 1996).

22. The record of proceedings of the Florida Ctrus
Commi ssion anply supports that agency’s original adoption of the
rules that are challenged here. The Conm ssion recognized that
persons representing dealers of citrus fruit require much the
sane scrutiny as the deal ers thensel ves, as growers, producers,
and ot her persons are egregiously harned by the defal cations of
ei t her.

23. Petitioners have not net their burden of denonstrating
the invalidity of Rules 20-1.009 and 20-1.010, Florida
Adm ni strative Code. The Departnent appropriately exercised its
authority granted in Sections 601.10(1) and 601. 601, Florida
Statutes. This conclusion recognizes that the rules in their
present form have reposed in the Florida Adm nistrative Code for
22 years and have been applied and interpreted by the Agency for

sone 10 years longer. See, Jax Liquors, Inc. v. D vision of

Al cohol i ¢ Beverages and Tobacco, Dept. of Business Regul ati on,

388 So. 2d 1306 (Fla. 1st DCA 1980). The presunption of validity



substantially outweighs the | evel of proof and argunent provided

by Petitioners.

ORDER

Based on the foregoing, it is hereby,

ORDERED: the petition for Determ nation of Invalidity of
Adm ni strative Rules is DEN ED

DONE AND ENTERED this 29th day of July, 1997, in

Tal | ahassee, Leon County, Florida.

MARY CLARK

Adm ni strative Law Judge

Di vision of Adm nistrative Hearings
DeSot o Bui | di ng

1230 Apal achee Par kway

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-3060
(904) 488-9675 SUNCOM 278- 9675
Fax Filing (904) 921-6847

Filed with the Cerk of the
Di vision of Adm nistrative Hearings
this 29th day of July, 1997.

COPI ES FURNI SHED

Carrol | Webb, Executive Director
Adm ni strative Procedures Committee
Hol | and Bui | di ng, Room 120

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-1300

Li z C oud, Chief

Bureau of Adm nistrative Code
The Elliott Building

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-0250

Brenda D. Hyatt, Chief

Bur eau of License and Bond

Mayo Buil di ng, Room 508

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-0800



C. CGeoffrey Vining, Esquire
Suite 501

230 South Fl orida Avenue
Lakel and, Florida 33801

Cl ark Jennings, Esquire
Departnent of Citrus

Post O fice Box 148

Lakel and, Florida 33802-0148

WlliamE WIIlianms, Esquire
Huey Cuil day & Tucker, P.A

Post O fice Box 1794

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32302-1794

Dan Sant angel o, Executive Director
Departnent of Citrus

Post O fice Box 148

Lakel and, Florida 33802-0148



NOTI CE OF RIGHT TO JUDI Cl AL REVI EW

A party who is adversely affected by this Final Order is entitled
to judicial review pursuant to Section 120.68, Florida Statutes.
Revi ew proceedi ngs are governed by the Florida rules of Appellate
Procedure. Such proceedi ngs are commenced by filing one copy of
a notice of appeal with the Cerk of the Division of

Adm ni strative Hearings and a second copy, acconpanied by filing
fees prescribed by law, with the District Court of Appeal, First
District, or with the District Court of Appeal in the Appellate
District where the party resides. The notice of appeal nust be
filed within 30 days of rendition of the order to be revi ewed.



