
From: Tom Rask tom@rask.com
Subject: Legal problem with agenda item A-69

Date: November 18, 2017 at 2:29 PM
To: murmans@hillsboroughcounty.org, cristv@hillsboroughcounty.org, millerlj@hillsboroughcounty.org, whites@hillsboroughcounty.org

, hagank@hillsboroughcounty.org, kempk@hillsboroughcounty.org, higginbothama@hillsboroughcounty.org
Cc: flectherc@hillsboroughcounty.org, farrism@hillsboroughcounty.org

To:     Hillsborough County Commission
Cc:     County attorney Chip Fletcher, General Counsel Mary Helen Farris
Bcc:    interested citizens

The write-up for last week's agenda item A-69 says that "three ethics
complaints were filed against Commissioner Hagan." This claim that
there were three (3) is factually incorrect. There were in fact four
complaints, not three [1].

Out of this misstatement of fact arises the critical question: which three
complainants out of the four did the BoCC authorize to seek to recover
costs and attorney fees from? No one is named in the write-up, and
comm. Hagan only named George Niemann in his verbal remarks [2].

It is thus impossible to determine exactly who the BoCC authorized
action to be taken against. 

Therefore, the item must be brought before the commission again, and
either voted on again or simply voided.

--------

As you ponder how to vote when this matter comes up again, see this 1st
DCA decision from within the last year. It raises substantial doubts as to
your prospects for success in recovering costs and attorney fees. Please
ask for an opinion from the county attorney.

In the TV show "Seinfeld", Jerry had his nemesis in a neighbor named
Newman. Similarly, comm. Hagan has his nemesis in George Niemann.
Did you who that Neimann filed a successful ethics complaint against
Hagan in 2014? His prior ethics violations is something Hagan failed to
mention in his remarks. Please consider that "payback" may be the real
motivation behind all this.

In 2014, Hagan also dismissed Niemann's valid complaint as
"unquestionably politically motivated." That seems to be Hagan's standard



"unquestionably politically motivated." That seems to be Hagan's standard
response, regardless of the merits of the ethics complaint.

Please don't turn the BoCC into a Seinfeld-style comedy show - vote NO
on Hagan's misguided request to fund Mr. Levine in this matter. If you do
what comm. Hagan asks of you, the county will lose the case and the
majority will only embarrass yourselves.

As always, thank you for your time.

-------

References:

[1] Having made a public records request for those complaints from the
Florida Commission on Ethics after your vote, I attach those four
complaints for your convenience. I have also attached the final public
report in which those four complaints are specifically referenced by their
tracking numbers.

[2] Comm. Hagan's added to the confusion by verbally stating the
following during the board's discussion before the vote:

"Now that its been shown that the genesis of this current complaint was
less than honorable, the Complainant should make the county taxpayers
whole". 

Note that comm. Hagan spoke in the singular, not the plural. Hagan was
speaking of George Neimann. But who else did Hagan want to seek
redress against? He did not say.

Regards,

Tom Rask
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