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STATE OF FLORIDA 
FLORIDA HOUSING FINANCE CORPORATION 

 
 
MHP FL VIII LLLP,      FHFC Case No.  
        RFA No. 2020-205 
 Petitioner,      App. No. 2021-266BSN 
 
v.  
 
FLORIDA HOUSING FINANCE 
CORPORATION 
 
 Respondent.  
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
MHP FL VIII LLLP’S 

AMENDED FORMAL WRITTEN PROTEST AND 
PETITION FOR FORMAL ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEEDINGS 

 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
MHP FL VIII LLLP’s (“MHP”) petitions to protest a procurement decision made by the 

Florida Housing Finance Corporation (“FHFC” or “Florida Housing”).  Florida Housing issued 

Request for Applications 2020-205 to solicit proposals for financing of affordable multifamily 

housing developments.  MHP submitted an application in response to the RFA but was not selected 

for award.  MHP previously filed a Formal Written Protest and Petition for Formal Administrative 

Proceedings. MHP now files this Amended Formal Written Protest and Petition for Formal 

Administrative Proceedings in order to contest Florida Housing’s preliminary decision to award 

financing to applicants other than MHP.  Support for this Petition follows: 

The Parties and the RFA 

1. The agency affected by this protest is the Florida Housing Finance Corporation 

(“Florida Housing”).  Florida Housing’s address is 227 North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, 

Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1329. 
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2. Florida Housing is a public corporation created by section 420.504, Florida 

Statutes, to administer the governmental function of financing or refinancing affordable housing. 

Florida Housing’s statutory authority and mandates are found in Part V, Chapter 420, Florida 

Statutes.  See §§ 420.501- 420.55, Fla. Stat. 

3. Florida Housing administers competitive solicitations to make and service 

mortgage loans for new construction or rehabilitation of affordable housing through several 

programs, including the State Apartment Incentive Loan (SAIL) Program. See ch. 67-60, Fla. 

Admin. Code.  

4. Florida Housing published Request for Applications No. 2020-205 (the “RFA”) in 

order to solicit proposals for the development of affordable housing for Families and for the 

Elderly using SAIL Program funding as gap funding in conjunction with Tax-Exempt Bond 

Financing, Non-Competitive Housing Credits, and National Housing Trust Funds.  

5. Through the RFA, Florida Housing announced that it expected to offer an estimated 

$88,959,045 comprised of a part of the Family and Elderly demographic portion of SAIL funding 

approved by the 2020 Florida Legislature. 

6. MHP is a Florida limited partnership in the business of providing affordable 

housing.  MHP is located at 601 Brickell Key Drive, Suite 700, Miami, Florida 33131.  For 

purposes of this proceeding, MHP’s address, telephone number and email address are those of its 

undersigned counsel. 

7. MHP submitted a proposal in response to the RFA, Application No. 2021-266BSN, 

as did several other applicants. 

8. MHP’s Application was fully responsive to the requirements of the RFA but was 

not selected for funding. 
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9. Applications filed by Fulham Terrace, Ltd. (“Fulham Terrace”), and Quiet 

Meadows, LTD (“Quiet Meadows”) were all selected for funding, as were other applicants.  

10. As set forth below, the Applications filed by Fulham Terrace and Quiet Meadows 

failed to satisfy material requirements of the RFA, or were deemed to be eligible for certain 

preferences for which the Applications did not qualify. 

Notice and Authority for Petition 

11. On October 15, 2020, Florida Housing issued the RFA. 

12. On October 21, November 3, and November 9, Florida Housing modified the RFA. 

13. Applications in response to the RFA were due November 18, 2020. 

14. Florida Housing received ninety (90) applications in response to the RFA. 

15. MHP is a responsible applicant that filed an application that was fully responsive 

to the material requirements of the RFA. MHP was deemed eligible for funding by Florida 

Housing, but was not selected for financing.  

16. MHP received notice of Florida Housing’s preliminary RFA scoring and ranking 

through electronic posting on January 22, 2021 at 2:55 p.m. A copy of the Notice posted on Florida 

Housing’s website is attached as Exhibit “A”.  

17. On January 27, 2021, MHP timely filed its Notice of Intent to Protest, attached as 

Exhibit “B”.  

18. MHP’s First Protest and Petition was timely filed on February 8, 2021, pursuant to 

Sections 120.569, 120.57(1) and 120.57(3), Florida Statutes, and Florida Administrative Code 

Chapters 28-110, 67-48, and 67-60.  

19. MHP now files its Amended Formal Written Protest and Petition for Formal 

Administrative Proceedings. 
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20. Pursuant to Florida Administrative Code Rule 67-60.009(5), no bond is required 

for this protest.  

RFA 2020-205 Goals and Criteria 
 

21. The RFA sought proposals for affordable housing that would serve Families or the 

Elderly.  The RFA also announced certain preferences, including preferences for proposals that 

met the needs of Veterans and Applicants that were “Self-Sourced.”0F

1   

22. The RFA provided the following funding goals: 

• Two Elderly, New Construction Applications located in a Large County, with a 
preference for at least one Application that qualifies for the Veteran’s Preference. 
 

• Three Family, New Construction Applications located in a Large County, with a 
preference that at least two Applications are from Self-Sourced Applicants. 
 

• One Elderly, New Construction Application located in a Medium County, with a 
preference for Applications that qualify for the Veteran’s Preference. 
 

• Two Family, New Construction Applications located in a Medium County, with a 
preference that at least one Application is from a Self-Sourced Applicant. 

 
See RFA § 5, B.3. 
 

Requirement to Submit Responsive Applications 

23. The RFA contained instructions regarding what must be provided in each 

responsive application. In order to be selected for funding, Applications were required to meet 

Eligibility Requirements. See § 5, A.1. 

24. Eligibility items included the selection of a demographic category (Family or 

Elderly). 

 
1  “Self-Sourced” meant the Applicant would be funded by self-sourced permanent financing 
in the amount that at least half of the Applicant’s request for SAIL funding, or $1 million, 
whichever is greater. See RFA, § 4, A.3.a.(1)(b). 
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25. Each applicant was also required to identify the location of its proposed 

development, and identify whether the location was in a small, a medium, or a large county, and 

evidence of site control, meaning a demonstration that the applicant controlled the land on which 

it proposed to construct affordable housing. 

26. Each type of application had certain portions eligible for scoring and portions 

eligible for funding preferences. For example, an application was eligible to earn “proximity 

points” based on the distance between the development and points of interest to consumers, 

including community services such as medical facilities and pharmacies. 

27. Once deemed eligible, Applications were then scored by a committee of Florida 

Housing, using scoring guidelines contained within the RFA. 

Application Sorting Order 
 

28. The RFA then provided a sorting order in order to select applicants for funding. 

The RFA provided that the highest scoring Applications would be determined by first sorting all 

eligible Applications from highest score to lowest score, with any scores that are tied separated in 

the following order:  

a. By the Application’s eligibility for the Per Unit Construction Funding 
Preference (which is outlined in Section Four A.11.d. of the RFA) with 
Applications that qualify for the preference listed above Applications that do 
not qualify for the preference;  
 

b. Next, by the Application’s Leveraging Level number (which is outlined in Item 
3. of Exhibit C) with Applications that have a lower Leveraging Level number 
listed above Applications that have a higher Leveraging Level number; 
Complete RFA reflecting 11-3-20 and 11-9-20 modifications;  
 

c. By the Application’s eligibility for the Proximity Funding Preference (which is 
outlined in Section Four A.5.e. of the RFA) with Applications that qualify for 
the preference listed above Applications that do not qualify for the preference;  

 
d. By the Application’s eligibility for the Grocery Store Funding Preference 

(which is outlined in Section Four A.5.e. of the RFA) with Applications that 
qualify for the preference listed above Applications that do not qualify for the 
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preference;  
 

e. Next, by the Application’s eligibility for the Community Service Preference 
which is outlined in Section Four A.5.e. of the RFA (with Applications that 
qualify for the preference listed above Applications that do not qualify for the 
preference);  

 
f. By the Application’s eligibility for the Florida Job Creation Funding Preference 

which is outlined in Item 4 of Exhibit C of the RFA (with Applications that 
qualify for the preference listed above Applications that do not qualify for the 
preference); and  

 
g. By lottery number, resulting in the lowest lottery number receiving preference. 

 
See RFA § 5, B.4.a.-g. 
 

Funding Selection Process 

29. The RFA mandated a Funding Selection process for the selection of seven Medium 

and Large County, New Construction Applications. See RFA, § 5, B.5.  

30. The first application was to be awarded to the highest ranking Application located 

in Miami-Dade or Broward County, regardless of whether the Application would serve the Family 

or Elderly demographic or other preferences.  

31. The second Application was dependent on the first award. If the first award was for 

Miami-Dade Elderly, then the second award would go to a Broward Application for Family 

housing, with a preference awarded to a Self-Sourced Application. If the first award went to an 

Elderly Application in Broward, then the second award would go to a Family Application in 

Miami-Dade, again with a preference for Self-Sourced Applications. The RFA’s Funding 

Selection Process went on to specify that if the first award was for Family demographic in Miami-

Dade, then the second award would go to a Broward Application that either: (i) is for the Elderly 

and qualifies for a Veteran’s preference; or (ii) is a Family Application with a preference for Self-

Sourced Applications.  Finally, if the first award went to a Family Application in Broward, then 

the second award would be made to a Miami-Dade Application that either: (i) is Elderly and 
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qualifies for the Veteran’s preference; or (ii) is a Family Application that qualifies for Self-Sourced 

financing.  

32. The RFA’s Selection process goes on to describe which applications should be 

selected for funding for other goals, including two Elderly and Family Applications for new 

construction in large and medium counties. The complete Funding Selection Process from the RFA 

is set forth in Exhibit “C” to this Petition. 

Review Committee Scoring and Selections 

33. Appointed committee members from Florida Housing independently evaluated and 

scored their assigned portions of the submitted applications based on mandatory and scored items. 

The Selection Process was carried out by the members of the Review Committee at a public 

meeting held January 22, 2021.  

34. The following applications were selected by the Review Committee for funding: 

   

2021-216SN Quiet Meadows Palm Beach L 
E, 

Non-
ALF 

2021-252SN Fulham Terrace Hillsborough L 
E, 

Non-
ALF 

     
   
2021-221S Cutler Manor II Miami-Dade L F 

2021-
199BSN 

University 
Station Broward L F 

2021-244BS Princeton 
Crossings Miami-Dade L F 

     

   

2021-246BS Cadenza at 
Hacienda Lakes Collier M 

E, 
Non-
ALF 

     

   
2021-258S Nathan Ridge Clay M F 
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2021-222BS St. Peter Claver 
Place Phase I Lee M F 

     
Small County Application(s)    

2021-
209BS* 

Sweetwater 
Apartments 
Phase II 

Columbia S F 

     
Medium County Application(s)   

2021-251BS The Willows Saint Lucie M 
E, 

Non-
ALF 

2021-206BS Rosewood 
Pointe Osceola M F 

2021-255SN Somerset 
Landings Seminole M F 

     
     

Large County Application(s)     
2021-245BS Stadium Towers Miami-Dade L F 

2021-
203BSN 

Fern Grove 
Apartments Orange L 

E, 
Non-
ALF 

2021-
212BSN 

Tallman Pines - 
Phase I Broward L F 

2021-269SN Southwick 
Commons Orange L F 

2021-225S Island Cove 
Apartments Palm Beach L F 

 

35. However, two of the Applications selected for funding did not meet the eligibility 

requirements of the RFA or failed to qualify for preferences they were awarded.  The Applications 

of Quiet Meadows, LTD. and Fulham Terrace, Ltd. should not have been selected for funding. 

 

Quiet Meadows Failed to Demonstrate Site Control 

36. Quiet Meadows also submitted an Application in response to the RFA. Quiet 

Meadows proposed construction of 132 apartments for the Elderly in Palm Beach County. 



9 
6835469.v1 

37. Like all applicants, Quiet Meadows was required to demonstrate site control as a 

mandatory requirement of the RFA. See RFA § 4.A.7, and § 5.A.1. The failure to demonstrate site 

control would render Quiet Meadows’ Application ineligible for selection and funding. 

38. Quiet Meadows Application failed to demonstrate site control in the manner 

required by the RFA. 

39. At Attachment 8 of its Application (attached as Exhibit “D” to this Petition), Quiet 

Meadows identifies a contract between McCurdy Senior Housing Corporation (“McCurdy”) and 

the City of Belle Glade to sell property (located at 350 S.W. 10th Street in Belle Glade) to 

McCurdy, dated February 11, 2019. Quiet Meadows’ Application also includes another Agreement 

between McCurdy and McCurdy Center, Ltd. (“McCurdy Center”) to sell tracts of land identified 

as Tracts C, D, and F of the Plat of BELLE GLADE ALF to McCurdy. Quiet Meadows’ 

documentation of site control also includes an Assignment of those Purchase Contracts from 

McCurdy to the Applicant, Quiet Meadows, Ltd., dated December 1, 2019. 

40. Thus, Quiet Meadows provided 3 site control documents in Attachment 8 to its 

Application: (1) Assignment of Purchase Contracts; (2) Contract for Sale & Purchase of a property 

described as “Property Control No. 04-37-43-31-01-028-0020” ; and (3) Contract for Sale & 

Purchase of properties described as Tracts C, D, and F of the attached plat.  

41. Section 3.a. of the Contract for the property described as Property Control No. 04-

37-43-31-01-028-0020 included the following term: 
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42. According to this term, this Contract has a term that expires no later than two years 

after the date the Contract was last executed on February 11, 2019. Thus, the Contract expires by 

its own terms on February 11, 2021. 

43. Notably, this contract for the purchase of property described as Property Control 

No. 04-37-43-31-01-028-0020 was signed by the Buyer and the Seller, but the Seller neglected to 

provide the date of their signature. The Buyer’s signature was dated February 11, 2019. 

 
 
 

44. Setting aside questions regarding whether the undated signature is sufficient to 

enforce a valid contract, it is clear that the contract expires on February 11, 2021.  
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45. However, the RFA requires that eligible contracts must have a term that does not 

expire before May 31, 2021, or contains extension options solely dependent on additional payment. 

See RFA § 4.A.7.a.(1)(a). 

46. In order to be deemed eligible, Section 4.A.7.a.(1)(a) of the RFA requires that any 

contract to purchase property for development must have a term that does not expire before May 

31, 2021:  

 
See RFA, § 4.A.7.(1)(a). 

47. Because the contract between McCurdy and The City of Belle Glade offered by 

Quiet Meadows’ Application expires prior to May 31, 2021 and there is no evidence of any 

extensions, Quiet Meadows site control documentation fails to meet the requirements of the RFA. 

See RFA § 4.A.7. Without documentation of site control, Quiet Meadows is ineligible for selection 

or funding. See RFA § 5.a.1.  
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48. Additionally, Quiet Meadows failed to include an intermediate agreement for the 

purchase of its intended property. According to Section 3.a. of the Contract for property described 

as Property Control No. 04-37-43-31-01-028-0020, the Closing is “contingent upon the current 

tenant, the Boys and Girls Clubs of Palm Beach County, Inc. (“Tenant”) vacating the Property.”  

49. Quiet Meadows’ Application did not include the City of Belle Glades’ lease with 

the Boys and Girls Club, dated November 12, 2002 (“Club Lease”). Without it, it is impossible to 

know the term of the lease and whether or not the Seller has the exclusive right to terminate the 

lease. 

50. Finally, according to Section 14 of the same Contract, the Buyer may assign the 

Contract with the prior written consent of the City. The applicant did not provide any such consents 

within the Quiet Meadows Application. If the Seller, the City of Belle Glade, never gave written 

consent, the Assignment would be deemed invalid. 

51. Quiet Meadows attempted to demonstrate site control through contracts for several 

parcels of property. However, those contracts fail to meet the mandatory requirements of the RFA. 

See RFA § 4.A.7.a.  

52. The failure to demonstrate site control renders Quiet Meadows’ Application 

ineligible for selection and funding. See RFA § 5.A.1.  

 

Quiet Meadows Failed to Achieve Minimum Transit Service Points 

53. Like all applicants that were not eligible for the PHA or RD Proximity Point Boost, 

Quiet Meadows was required to achieve a minimum of 2 Transit Service Points to be eligible for 

funding. The failure to achieve a minimum of 2 Transit Service Points would render Quiet 
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Meadows’ Application ineligible for selection and funding. See RFA § 4.A.5.e. p 25 of 181, and 

§  5.A.1., p 85-86 of 181. 

54. Under the RFA, an applicant was entitled to six (6) Transit Service Points for three 

(3) Public Bus Stops located within 0.30 miles of the Development Location Point.   See RFA Exh. 

C, 2.a., Transit Scoring Chart, p. 127 of 181. 

55. The RFA defined what was meant by a “public bus stop”: 

“Public Bus Stop”  A fixed location at which passengers may access one or two 
routes of public transportation via buses. The Public Bus Stop must must service at 
least one bus route that either (i) has scheduled stops at least hourly during the times 
of 7am to 9am and also during the times of 4pm to 6pm Monday through Friday, 
excluding holidays, on a year-round basis; or (ii) has the following number of 
scheduled stops within a 24 hour period, Monday through Friday, excluding 
holidays, on a year-round basis, for the applicable county size; 
… 
Large Counties: 18 scheduled stops”.  

 
See RFA, Ex. B, Definition, p. 117 of 181 (emphasis added).  
 

56. Quiet Meadows identified three (3) Public Bus Stops in the Transit Service table in 

Exhibit A of its application (attached as Exhibit “E” to this Petition), all of which were located 

within 0.3 miles of its Development Location Point. The coordinates for Public Bus Stop 2 located 

at 26.682336 and -80.677780 correspond with a bus stop near the northeast corner of Southwest 

Martin Luther King Boulevard and Southwest 10th Street, PalmTran Bus Stop ID 5041. However, 

contrary to the RFA, this bus stop does not qualify as a Public Bus Stop as defined in the RFA 

because (i) it only serves one bus route, Route 47 Northbound, that does not stop hourly during 

the times of 4pm to 6pm Monday through Friday and (ii) does not have at least 18 scheduled stops 

within a 24 hour period, Monday through Friday. A copy of the bus route schedule for Route 47 

Northbound at Bus Stop 5041 is attached as Exhibit “F”. 
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57. The coordinates for Public Bus Stop 3 located at 26.682176 and -80.678247 

correspond with a bus stop near the southwest corner of Southwest Martin Luther King Boulevard 

and Southwest 10th Street, PalmTran Bus Stop ID 5068. However, contrary to the RFA, this bus 

stop does not qualify as a Public Bus Stop as defined in the RFA because (i) it only serves one bus 

route, Route 47 Southbound, that does not stop hourly during the times of 4pm to 6pm Monday 

through Friday and (ii) does not have at least 18 scheduled stops within a 24 hour period, Monday 

through Friday. A copy of the bus route schedule for Route 47 Southbound at Bus Stop 5068 is 

attached as Exhibit “G.” 

58. The coordinates for Public Bus Stop 1 located at 26.683591 and -80.679125 do not 

correspond with any bus stop established or approved by a Local Government department that 

manages public transportation. A copy of the PalmTran bus stop map reflecting all of its bus stops 

within the surrounding areas of Quiet Meadows’ Development Location Point is attached as 

Exhibit “H”. 

59. Thus, Quiet Meadows was not entitled to any Transit Service Points for the 

identified bus stops because Public Bus Stop 2 and Public Bus Stop 3 do not meet the definition 

of Public Bus Stop as stated in Exhibit B of the RFA and there is no bus stop at the location 

identified as Public Bus Stop 1.  

60. Quiet Meadows should have been deemed ineligible for its failure to achieve a 

minimum of 2 Transit Service Points. 

 

The Grocery Store Identified by Quiet Meadows Did Not Qualify for Proximity Points 

61. As part of its application, Quiet Meadows identified Alabama Georgia Grocery 

located at 748 Dr. M.L.K. Jr Blvd W, Belle Glade, FL 33430, as a nearby Grocery Store. If the 
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Grocery Store qualified as one within the meaning of the RFA, it would entitle Quiet Meadows to 

four (4) proximity points. See RFA Exh. C, 2.b., Transit Scoring Chart, p. 128 of 181. 

62. Per the RFA, a Grocery Store is defined, in relevant part, as “[a] retail food store 

consisting of 4,500 square feet or more of contiguous air-conditioned space available to the 

public, that has been issued a food permit, current and in force as of the dates outlined below, 

issued by Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Service (FDACS) which designates 

the store as a Grocery Store or Supermarket within the meaning of those terms for purposes of 

FDACS-issued food permits.”  See RFA, Ex. B, Definitions, p. 116 of 181.  

63. Alabama Georgia Grocery does not satisfy this definition because (i) the grocery 

store did not have a current and in force food permit issued by FDACS as of the date that is 6 

months prior to the Application Deadline and (ii) the grocery store is not designated as a Grocery 

Store or Supermarket within the meaning of those terms for purposes of FDACS-issued food 

permits. Rather, Alabama Georgia Grocery is designated as “Convenience Store Significant FS 

AND/OR Packaged Ice” according to FDACS. A copy of the relevant FDACS Food Safety 

Inspection Report dated December 28, 2020 is attached as Exhibit “I”. 

64. Further, Alabama Georgia Grocery does not satisfy this definition as the grocery 

store does not occupy “4,500 square feet or more of contiguous air-conditioned space available to 

the public.” The building only contains, at most, 2,400 square feet of contiguous air-conditioned 

space available to the public, which is classified as “Convenience Store” according to the Palm 

Beach County Property Appraiser.  

65. Consequently, Quiet Meadows should not have received any proximity points for 

its purported Grocery Store. 
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Quiet Meadows Failed to Achieve Minimum Total Proximity Points 

66. All applicants under the RFA are required to achieve a minimum of 10.5 total 

proximity points to be eligible for funding. See RFA § 4.A.5.e. p 25 of 181, and §  5.A.1., p 85-86 

of 181. 

67. In light of the previous statements regarding Quiet Meadows Transit Service and 

Grocery Store deficiencies, Quiet Meadows should have only been awarded 10 proximity points. 

Thus, Quiet Meadows should have been deemed ineligible for funding.  

 

Fulham Terrace Failed to Earn Community Service Points 

68. Fulham Terrace also submitted an Application in response to the RFA, Application 

No. 2021-252SN. 

69. The location of each Application’s proposed development was reviewed and scored 

pursuant to the requirements of the RFA. See RFA § 4.A.5.    

70. Additionally, the RFA offered Applicants the opportunity to earn proximity points 

that might be used to achieve a “Proximity Funding Preference.” See RFA § 4.A.5.e.  Proximity 

points were made available to Applications which demonstrated that the development location 

point was in close proximity to transit and community services, such as medical facilities. Id. 

71. The RFA defined what was meant by a “medical facility” that might qualify for 

proximity points: 

“Medical Facility”  
 
A medically licensed facility that employs or has under contractual obligation at 
least one physician licensed under Chapter 458 or 459, F.S. available to provide 
general medical treatment to patients by walk-in or by appointment. Facilities that 
only treat specific classes of medical conditions, including, but not limited to 
clinics/emergency rooms affiliated with specialty or Class II hospitals, or facilities 
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that only treat specific classes of patients (e.g., age, gender) will not be 
accepted. 
 
Additionally, it must have either (i) been in existence and available for use by the 
general public as of the Application Deadline; or (ii) been in existence and available 
for use by the general public as of March 1, 2020 but is not available as of the 
Application Deadline because of temporary closures or service suspensions due to 
COVID-19 or other emergency suspension based on an official emergency 
declaration.   
 

RFA, Exh. B, Definitions (emphasis added). 

72.  In an effort to earn proximity points, Fulham Terrace identified a medical facility 

named “Cano Health Riverview” as proximate to the development. However, Cano Health 

Riverview only makes itself available to a specific class of patients, adults 18 years of age and 

older. Cano Health Riverview is not available to provide medical care to persons under the age of 

18 whether by walk-in or by appointment. 

73. According to Cano Health Riverview’s website, that location is a medical provider 

that specializes in senior care.  

74. Fulham Terrace’s Application was awarded 4 proximity points for its claim that 

Cano Health Riverview met the definition of a “Medical Facility” for which such points were 

available.  

75. When combined with other community service and transit service proximity points, 

Fulham Terrace was awarded 15.5 proximity points.  
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76. However, the applicant should have been awarded 0 points for its proposed Medical 

Facility because Cano Health Riverview is restricted to treating adults, especially the elderly, and 

is not available to provide general medical treatment to patients under the age of 18 by walk-in or 

by appointment.  

77. If the applicant receives 0 points for Medical Facility, the applicant will have a total 

of 11.5 proximity points.  

78. According to the RFA, the applicant must achieve 12.5 or more points to achieve 

the Proximity Funding Preference. See RFA § 4.A.5.e. Because Fulham Terrace will not achieve 

the Proximity Funding Preference, MHP will be ranked higher than Fulham Terrace and will be 

selected for funding under the Two Elderly, Large County, New Construction Applications Goal. 

Recalibration and Substantial Effect 
 

79. Once ineligible applications are removed, the Funding Selection Process must be 

recalibrated.  Pursuant to the RFA’s sorting order and funding selection process, if Quiet Meadows 

is ineligible because it failed to demonstrate site control or because it failed to achieve a minimum 
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of 10.5 total proximity points, and Fulham Terrace is not awarded the Proximity Funding 

Preference, then MHP would be awarded funding. 

80. Thus, MHP’s substantial interests are substantially affected by the evaluation and 

scoring of the responses to the RFA.  The results of the scoring have affected MHP’s ability to 

obtain funding through the RFA.  Consequently, MHP has standing to participate in this 

proceeding. 

Disputed Issues of Material Fact and Law 

81. Disputed issues of material fact and law entitle MHP to formal administrative 

proceedings pursuant to section 120.57(1), Florida Statutes.  Disputed facts include, but are not 

limited to: 

a. Whether Florida Housing’s actions in determining that Quiet Meadows was 

eligible was arbitrary and capricious; 

b. Whether Florida Housing’s actions in determining that Quiet Meadows was 

eligible was contrary to competition; 

c. Whether Florida Housing’s actions in determining that Quiet Meadows was 

eligible was clearly erroneous 

d. Whether Florida Housing’s decision to award proximity points to Quiet 

Meadows was arbitrary and capricious; 

e. Whether Florida Housing’s decision to award proximity points to Quiet 

Meadows was contrary to competition; 

f. Whether Florida Housing’s decision to award proximity points to Quiet 

Meadows was clearly erroneous; 
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g. Whether Cano Health Riverview is restricted to serving a class of patients, 

those over 18 years of age; 

h. Whether Florida Housing’s decision to award proximity points to Fulham 

Terrace was arbitrary and capricious; 

i. Whether Florida Housing’s decision to award proximity points to Fulham 

Terrace was contrary to competition; 

j. Whether Florida Housing’s decision to award proximity points to Fulham 

Terrace was clearly erroneous; and 

k. Such other disputed issues as are raised in this proceeding or identified 

during discovery. 

Statutes and Rules Entitling Relief 

82. MHP is entitled to relief pursuant to sections 120.569, 120.57(1), and 120.57(3), 

Florida Statutes, and Florida Administrative Code Chapters 28-106, 28-110 and 67-60. 

Ultimate Statement of Facts and Law 

83. Quiet Meadows’ Application was ineligible for funding because it failed to 

demonstrate site control or failed to achieve a minimum of 10.5 total proximity points. 

84. Fulham Terrace’s Application did qualify for certain proximity points. 

85. A correct application of the RFA’s specifications would have resulted in funding 

of MHP’s Application.  

86. MHP reserves the right to amend this Petition if additional disputed issues of 

material fact arise during discovery. 

Request for Relief 

87.        MHP requests the following relief: 
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a. That Application funding process be halted until this protest is resolved by 

final agency action; 

b. That Florida Housing provide an opportunity to resolve this Protest by 

mutual agreement within seven days of the filing of this Petition, as 

provided in section 120.57(3)(d)1., Florida Statutes;  

c. If this protest cannot be resolved by agreement, that the matter be referred 

to the Division of Administrative Hearings for formal administrative 

proceedings involving disputed issues of material fact pursuant to section 

120.57(1) and (3), Florida Statutes;  

d. That the assigned administrative law judge determine, as a matter of fact 

and law, that the Application of Quiet Meadows is ineligible for funding 

and that Fulham Terrace’s Application did not merit certain proximity 

points, and that MHP’s Application should be funded; 

e. That Florida Housing adopt the administrative law judge’s recommendation 

to fund MHP’s Application by final order; and 

f. Such other relief as is just and equitable. 

 Dated on this 10th day of March, 2021. 

     PARKER, HUDSON, RAINER & DOBBS, LLP 
 
 
     /s Seann M. Frazier      
     Seann M. Frazier 

Florida Bar No. 971200 
Marc Ito 
Florida Bar No. 61463 
215 South Monroe Street, Suite 750 
Tallahassee Florida  32301 
Telephone:  (850) 681-0191 
sfrazier@phrd.com; mito@phrd.com 

 





























































































































































































































EXHIBIT “E” 



Date Submitted: 2020-11-16 16:45:34.217  |  Form Key: 7505



Date Submitted: 2020-11-16 16:45:34.217  |  Form Key: 7505
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EXHIBIT “G” 





EXHIBIT “H” 



dlopez
Callout
Quiet Meadows Stated Location of Public Bus Stop 1 (No Bus Stop)

dlopez
Callout
Typical Icon for Bus Stop Locations
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Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services

Division of Food Safety

FOOD SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT

Chapter 500, Florida Statutes

(850) 245-5520

Print Date: December 28, 2020

Visit #  9999-7182-1539-84

Bureau of Food Inspection

Attention: Business Center

3125 Conner Boulevard, C-26

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1650

*99997182153984*

NICOLE "NIKKI" FRIED

COMMISSIONER

Owner Code:MLK Meat Market & Grocery Inc

124/Convenience Store Significant FS AND/OR Packaged Ice

748 DR Martin Luther King JR Blvd W Belle Glade, FL 33430-3733

748 DR Martin Luther King JR Blvd W Belle Glade, FL 33430-3733

December 28, 2020

Alabama Georgia Grocery

Food Entity Number: 

Food Entity Name: 

Date of Visit: 

Food Entity Address:

Food Entity Mailing Address:

Food Entity Type/Descriptio

Food Entity Owner:

 INSPECTION SUMMARY - Operating Without a Valid Food Permit - Abridged Inspection

On December 28, 2020, Alabama Georgia Grocery was inspected by JANNET CRISOSTOMO, a representative of the Florida 

Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services. Any violations observed during this inspection must be corrected to be in 

compliance with Chapter 500, Florida Statutes, and Rule 5K-4, Florida Administrative Code.

PERMIT APPLICATION INFORMATION
The permit application information was verified with management or a qualified representative.

COMPLIANCE KEY
IN = In Compliance  OUT = Not In Compliance  N/O = Not Observed  N/A = Not Applicable

FOODBORNE ILLNESS RISK FACTORS AND PUBLIC HEALTH INTERVENTIONS

Violation 

Number Violation Description

Compliance

Status

SUPERVISION: Person in charge present, demonstrates knowledge, and performs duties1 IN

EMPLOYEE HEALTH: Management, food employee and conditional employee; knowledge, 

responsibilities and reporting

2 OUT

EMPLOYEE HEALTH: Proper use of restriction and exclusion3 IN

GOOD HYGIENIC PRACTICES: Proper eating, tasting, drinking, or tobacco use4 OUT

GOOD HYGIENIC PRACTICES: No discharge from eyes, nose, and mouth5 IN

PREVENTING CONTAMINATION BY HANDS: Hands clean and properly washed6 OUT

PREVENTING CONTAMINATION BY HANDS: No bare hand contact with ready-to-eat foods or 

approved alternative method properly followed

7 IN

PREVENTING CONTAMINATION BY HANDS: Handwashing sinks properly supplied and 

accessible

8 IN

APPROVED SOURCE: Food obtained from approved source9 OUT

APPROVED SOURCE: Food received at proper temperature10 IN

APPROVED SOURCE: Food in good condition, safe and unadulterated11 IN

APPROVED SOURCE: Required records available: shellstock tags, parasite destruction12 N/A

PROTECTION FROM CONTAMINATION: Food separated and protected13 OUT

PROTECTION FROM CONTAMINATION: Food-contact surfaces: cleaned and sanitized14 OUT
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Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services

Division of Food Safety

FOOD SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT

Chapter 500, Florida Statutes

(850) 245-5520

Print Date: December 28, 2020

Visit #  9999-7182-1539-84

Bureau of Food Inspection

Attention: Business Center

3125 Conner Boulevard, C-26

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1650

*99997182153984*

NICOLE "NIKKI" FRIED

COMMISSIONER

FOODBORNE ILLNESS RISK FACTORS AND PUBLIC HEALTH INTERVENTIONS

Violation 

Number Violation Description

Compliance

Status

PROTECTION FROM CONTAMINATION: Proper disposition of returned, previously served, 

reconditioned, and unsafe food

15 IN

TIME/TEMPERATURE CONTROL FOR SAFETY FOOD: Proper cooking time and temperatures16 N/A

TIME/TEMPERATURE CONTROL FOR SAFETY FOOD: Proper reheating procedures for hot 

holding

17 N/O

TIME/TEMPERATURE CONTROL FOR SAFETY FOOD: Proper cooling time and temperatures18 N/O

TIME/TEMPERATURE CONTROL FOR SAFETY FOOD: Proper hot holding temperatures19 IN

TIME/TEMPERATURE CONTROL FOR SAFETY FOOD: Proper cold holding temperatures20 OUT

TIME/TEMPERATURE CONTROL FOR SAFETY FOOD: Proper date marking and disposition21 OUT

TIME/TEMPERATURE CONTROL FOR SAFETY FOOD: Time as a public health control: 

procedures and records

22 N/A

CONSUMER ADVISORY: Consumer advisory provided for raw or undercooked foods23 N/A

EMPLOYEE HEALTH: Procedures for responding to vomiting and diarrheal events24 IN

CHEMICAL: Food additives: approved and properly used25 N/A

CHEMICAL: Toxic substances properly identified, stored, and used26 OUT

CONFORMANCE WITH APPROVED PROCEDURES: Conformance with approved procedures27 N/A

SUPERVISION: Certified food protection manager95 OUT

GOOD RETAIL PRACTICES

Violation 

Number

Compliance

Status Violation Description

FOOD TEMPERATURE CONTROL: Approved thawing methods usedOUT33

FOOD TEMPERATURE CONTROL: Thermometers provided and accurateOUT34

PREVENTION OF FOOD CONTAMINATION: Contamination prevented during food preparation, 

storage and display
OUT37

PROPER USE OF UTENSILS:  Single-use/single-service articles: properly stored and usedOUT43

UTENSILS, EQUIPMENT AND VENDING: Food and nonfood-contact surfaces cleanable, properly 

designed, constructed, and used
OUT45

UTENSILS, EQUIPMENT AND VENDING: Nonfood-contact surfaces cleanOUT47

PHYSICAL FACILITIES: Toilet facilities: properly constructed, supplied, and cleanedOUT51

PHYSICAL FACILITIES: Ventilation and lighting; designated areas usedOUT54

CHAPTER 5K-4: Food PermitOUT99

COS = Corrected on Site                                      P = Priority Citation                                        Pf = Priority Foundation Citation

OBSERVATIONS AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

                                                           (Directly Associated with Foodborne Illnesses)      (Supports or Leads to a Priority Citation) 

INSPECTION: RISK BASED
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Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services

Division of Food Safety

FOOD SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT

Chapter 500, Florida Statutes

(850) 245-5520

Print Date: December 28, 2020

Visit #  9999-7182-1539-84

Bureau of Food Inspection

Attention: Business Center

3125 Conner Boulevard, C-26

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1650

*99997182153984*

NICOLE "NIKKI" FRIED

COMMISSIONER

INSPECTION: RISK BASED

Violation 

Number Citation Description ObservationCOS

o2 Person in charge does not correctly respond to 

questions that relate to preventing transmission of 

foodborne disease by a food employee who has a 

disease or medical condition that may cause 

foodborne disease, can not describe symptoms 

associated with diseases that are transmissible 

through food, or can not explain how to comply with 

reporting responsibilities and exclusion or restriction 

of food employees. 2-102.11(C)(2)-(3) and (17) Pf

PERSON IN CHARGE DID NOT 

CORRECTLY ANSWER 

QUESTIONS REGARDING 

RESTRICTIONS AND 

EXCLUSIONS OF FOODBORNE 

DISEASES AND ILLNESSES. 

EMPLOYEE HEALTH GUIDELINES 

PROVIDED.

Pf

x4 Employee eating, drinking or using tobacco where 

exposed food, clean equipment, utensils, and linens, 

unwrapped single service and single use articles or 

other items could become contaminated. 2-401.11

FOOD SERVICE AREA: 

OBSERVED EMPLOYEE CUP OF 

COFFEE STORED ON THE BAND 

SAW EQUIPMENT. COS: DISCUSS 

WITH MANAGEMENT WHERE TO 

EAT AND DRINK, EMPLOYEE 

MOVED CUP TO PROPER 

LOCATION DURING VISIT.

x6 Food employee not cleaning hands or exposed 

portions of arms immediately before engaging in food 

preparation including working with exposed food, 

clean equipment or utensils, or unwrapped single 

service or single use articles; after touching bare 

human body parts; after using the toilet room; after 

caring for or handling service animals or aquatic 

animals; after coughing, sneezing, using a 

handkerchief or tissue, using tobacco, eating or 

drinking; after handling soiled equipment or utensils; 

during food preparation as often as necessary to 

remove soil and prevent cross contamination; before 

donning gloves to initiate a task that involves working 

with food; or after engaging in other activities that 

contaminate the hands. 2-301.14  P

FOOD SERVICE AREA: 

EMPLOYEE DID NOT WASH 

HANDS IN BETWEEN CHANGING 

TASKS WHILE PROCESSING 

READY TO EAT FOOD. COS: 

EMPLOYEE WAS INFORMED OF 

WHEN TO WASH HANDS. 

EMPLOYEE CORRECTLY 

WASHED HANDSDURING VISIT.

P

x9 Food not obtained from sources that comply with law. 

3-201.11(A)  P
RETAIL AREA: PREPACKAGED 

ICE BAGS AND ICE CUPS 

OBTAINED FROM AN 

UNAPPROVED SOURCE. COS: 

ICE VOLUNTARILY DISCARDED 

DURING VISIT.

P

x13 Food not protected from cross contamination by 

storage in packages, covered containers or 

wrappings. 3-302.11(A)(4)

FOOD SERVICE AREA: OPEN 

DELI MEATS IN DELI CASE 

STORED UNCOVERED. COS: DELI 

MEATS COVERED DURING VISIT.
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Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services

Division of Food Safety

FOOD SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT

Chapter 500, Florida Statutes

(850) 245-5520

Print Date: December 28, 2020

Visit #  9999-7182-1539-84

Bureau of Food Inspection

Attention: Business Center

3125 Conner Boulevard, C-26

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1650

*99997182153984*

NICOLE "NIKKI" FRIED

COMMISSIONER

INSPECTION: RISK BASED

Violation 

Number Citation Description ObservationCOS

x14 Equipment food-contact surface or utensil not clean to 

sight and touch. 4-601.11(A) Pf
FOOD SERVICE AREA: DELI 

SLICER  AND BAND SAW HAS 

FOOD DEBRIS BUILD UP. ALL 

EQUIPMENT WASHED, RINSED 

AND SANITIZED PRIOR END OF 

VISIT.

Pf

x20 Cold held time/temperature control for safety food not 

maintained at 41°F or below. 3-501.16(A)(2) P
BACKROOM: PACKAGES OF DELI 

MEAT IN WALK-IN COOLER 

PROBED AT INTERNAL 

TEMPERATURE OF 44-46 

DEGREES F. COS: DELI MEATS 

PLACED IN WALK-IN FREEZER 

AND TEMPERATURE VERIFIED.

P

x21 Refrigerated, ready-to-eat, time/temperature control 

for safety food prepared and packaged by a food 

processing plant not clearly marked, when opened 

onsite and held for more than 24 hours, to indicate the 

date or day by which the food shall be consumed, 

sold, or discarded when held at 41°F or less for a 

maximum of 7 days; or the day the original container 

is opened onsite not counted as day 1. 3-501.17(B) Pf

FOOD SERVICE AREA: NO DATE 

MARKING ON READY TO EAT 

DELI MEATS OPENED MORE 

THAN 24 HOURS. COS ALL 

MEATS WERE PROPERLY DATE 

MARKED AND VERIFIED.

Pf

x26 Poisonous or toxic materials for retail sale not stored 

or displayed to prevent contamination of food, 

equipment, utensils, linens, and single-service and 

single-use articles by separating the poisonous or 

toxic materials by spacing or partitioning, or locating 

the poisonous or toxic materials in an area that is not 

above food, equipment, utensils, linens, and 

single-service and single-use articles. 7-301.11 P

RETAIL AREA: CLEANING 

CHEMICALS AND MOTOR OIL 

CHEMICALS DISPLAYED OVER 

READY TO EAT DRINKS AND 

CEREALS THROUGHOUT RETAIL 

AREA. COS: CHEMICALS MOVED 

TO PROPER LOCATION PRIOR 

TO END OF VISIT.

P

o95 Establishment does not have a certified food 

protection manager who has passed a test through a 

recognized accredited program. 5K-4.021(1), F.A.C.

NO CERTIFIED FOOD 

PROTECTION MANAGER.

INSPECTION: GRP

Violation 

Number Citation Description ObservationCOS
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Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services

Division of Food Safety

FOOD SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT

Chapter 500, Florida Statutes

(850) 245-5520

Print Date: December 28, 2020

Visit #  9999-7182-1539-84

Bureau of Food Inspection

Attention: Business Center

3125 Conner Boulevard, C-26

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1650

*99997182153984*

NICOLE "NIKKI" FRIED

COMMISSIONER

INSPECTION: GRP

Violation 

Number Citation Description ObservationCOS

x33 Time/temperature control for safety food not thawed 

under refrigeration that maintains the food at 41°F or 

less, completely submerged under cold running water 

with sufficient velocity to agitate and float off loose 

particles, or as part of the cooking process. When 

thawed under cold running water, ready-to-eat food 

allowed to rise above 41°F or raw animal food allowed 

to be above 41°F for more than 4 hours. 3-501.13 (A)-

(D)

FOOD SERVICE AREA: 

OBSERVED FROZEN BEEF 

THAWING AT ROOM 

TEMPERATURE NEXT TO BAND 

SAW. COS: FROZEN BEEF 

MOVED TO WALK-IN COOLER 

DURING VISIT.

x34 Food temperature measuring device not provided or 

not readily accessible for use in ensuring food 

temperatures are attained and maintained; or food 

temperature measuring device with a suitable 

small-diameter probe not provided or not readily 

accessible to accurately measure the temperature in 

thin foods. 4-302.12 Pf

NO PROBE THERMOMETER AT 

ESTABLISHMENT. COS: PROBED 

THERMOMETER OBTAINED 

PRIOR TO END OF VISIT.

Pf

o34 Temperature measuring device sensor not located to 

measure the air temperature or a simulated product 

temperature in the warmest part of a mechanically 

refrigerated unit or in the coolest part of a hot food 

storage unit; cold or hot holding equipment used for 

time/temperature control for safety food not equipped 

with at least one integral or permanently affixed 

temperature measuring device that is located to allow 

easy viewing of the temperature display; or 

temperature measuring device not designed to be 

easily readable. 4-204.112(A), (B) and (D)

FOOD SERVICE AREA: NO 

AMBIENT THERMOMETER 

PROVIDED IN THE HOT CASE. 

RETAIL AREA: NO AMBIENT 

THERMOMETER PROVIDED IN 

THE MILK COOLER.

o37 Food not stored at least 6 inches above the floor; in a 

clean, dry location; or food stored where it is exposed 

to splash, dust or other contamination. 3-305.11

BACKROOM: PREPACKAGED 

DRINKS STORED ON THE FLOOR 

IN THE BACKROOM STORAGE.

o43 Single-service or single-use articles handled, 

displayed or dispensed without protection from 

contamination of food- and lip-contact surfaces; 

single-service or single-use knives, forks or spoons 

not presented so that only the handles are touched by 

employees or consumers; or single-service or 

single-use articles that are intended for food- or 

lip-contact not furnished for consumer self-service 

with the original individual wrapper intact or from an 

approved dispenser. 4-904.11

RETAIL AREA: SINGLE USE 

COFFEE STIRS NEXT TO COFFEE 

MACHINE DISPLAYED 

UNCOVERED.

o45 Nonfood-contact surface of equipment exposed to 

splash, spillage, or other food soiling or that requires 

frequent cleaning not constructed of a 

corrosion-resistant, nonabsorbent, and smooth 

material. 4-101.19

RETAIL AREA: SOME SHELVES 

HAVE CARDBOARD LINING.
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Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services

Division of Food Safety

FOOD SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT

Chapter 500, Florida Statutes

(850) 245-5520

Print Date: December 28, 2020

Visit #  9999-7182-1539-84

Bureau of Food Inspection

Attention: Business Center

3125 Conner Boulevard, C-26

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1650

*99997182153984*

NICOLE "NIKKI" FRIED

COMMISSIONER

INSPECTION: GRP

Violation 

Number Citation Description ObservationCOS

o45 Nonfood-contact surfaces not free of unnecessary 

ledges, projections, and crevices or not designed and 

constructed to allow easy cleaning and to facilitate 

maintenance. 4-202.16

RETAIL AREA: SODA CRATES 

USED FOR STORAGE 

THROUGHOUT RETAIL. 

BACKROOM: SODA CRATES 

USED FOR STORAGE IN THE 

WALK-IN COOLER.

o47 Nonfood-contact surface of equipment not cleaned at 

a frequency necessary to preclude accumulation of 

soil residue. 4-602.13

BACKROOM: DRINK SLIDERS 

HAVE DUST AND DEBRIS 

ACCUMULATION IN THE WALK-IN 

COOLER AND DISPLAY 

COOLERS.

o51 Toilet room located inside the food establishment not 

completely enclosed or not provided with a tight-fitting 

self-closing door. 6-202.14

BACKROOM: EMPLOYEE 

RESTROOM DOOR IS NOT SELF 

CLOSING.

o54 Adequate lighting not provided in a handwashing 

area, food processing or storage area, warewashing 

area, dressing or locker room, or toilet room. 

5K-4.004(1)(b)4., F.A.C

BACKROOM: THERE IS NO 

LIGHTS IN THE LARGE 

BACKROOM.

o99 The food establishment is operating without a valid 

food permit. An application for a food permit has been 

submitted. Food Establishment shall remit payment of 

appropriate fee within 10 days.  500.12(1)(a)F.S., 

5K-4.020(4)(b) F.A.C.

FOOD ESTABLISHMENT IS 

OPERATING WITHOUT A 2020 

FOOD PERMIT. FOOD 

ESTABLISHMENT BEGAN 

OPERATING DECEMBER1, 2020.

COMMENTS
Due to COVID-19, today's summarized inspection was conducted using risk-based methodology focusing on food safety 

parameters that are directly associated with sanitation and public health

Thank you for submitting your food establishment permit application. To complete the application process, you must remit payment 

in full. To expedite the processing of your food permit application, electronic online payment is available at 

https://foodpermit.fdacs.gov. Follow the instructions on the portal page for payment processing. Payment by check or money order 

is also accepted, but must be made payable to FDACS and remitted to Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, 

PO Box 6720, Tallahassee, FL 32314-6720. Please note that payment by check or money order may delay the processing of your 

food permit application.

Permit fees must be paid in full before your application can be processed further. Failure to pay any permit fees in full will result in 

the denial of your permit and you may be subject to administrative penalties if you are found operating without a valid food permit, 

which is a violation of Section 500.12(1)(a), Florida Statutes. If you are found to be in violation of this provision, the Department 

may impose up to a $5,000.00 fine against you and/or seek administrative action to close your business.

Page 6 of 7

FDACS 14205 Rev. 07/13



Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services

Division of Food Safety

FOOD SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT

Chapter 500, Florida Statutes

(850) 245-5520

Print Date: December 28, 2020

Visit #  9999-7182-1539-84

Bureau of Food Inspection

Attention: Business Center

3125 Conner Boulevard, C-26

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1650

*99997182153984*

NICOLE "NIKKI" FRIED

COMMISSIONER

All requests for a new food permit submitted January 1 through June 30, shall be assessed a permit fee per F.S. Chapter 500 and 

Rule 5K-4. All requests for a new food permit submitted July 1 through December 31, shall be assessed permit fees of fifty percent 

(50%) of the applicable fee per F.S. Chapter 500 and Rule 5K-4.

The Minimum Construction Standards checklist has been used in accordance with 500.12(2)(a) Florida Statutes by the food safety 

inspector to determine compliance before obtaining a food permit.

The food establishment is operating without a valid food permit. An application for a food permit has been submitted. The Food 

Establishment shall remit payment of the appropriate fee within 10 days. Electronic online payment by credit card or e-check is 

available at https://foodpermit.fdacs.gov. Payment by check or money order is also accepted but must be made payable to FDACS 

and remitted to Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, PO Box 6720, Tallahassee, FL 32314-6720.  Please 

note that payment by check or money order may delay the processing of your food permit application. Contact the Business Center 

by email at FoodSafety@FDACS.gov or by calling 850-245-5520 for further assistance.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

I acknowledge receipt of a copy of this document, and I further acknowledge that I have verified the location and mailing addresses 

on the first page of this document are correct, or I have written the correct information on the first page of this document.

     (Signature of FDACS Representative)      (Signature of Representative)

JANNET CRISOSTOMO, SANITATION AND SAFETY SPECIALIST MUNTAZIM TAMIN, PERSON IN CHARGE

Print Name and Title
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