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l. Summary:

This committee subgtitute provides an exemption from the statutory bonding requirement for
gpecia deputy sheriffs mobilized in response to an act of local terrorism or anationd terrorism
dert. The CS a'so modernizes the format of annua sheriff’ s budget proposals prepared for the
board of county commissioners.

The CS provides an effective date of July 1, 2002.

The CS subgtantialy amends the following sections of the Horida Statutes. 30.09, 30.49.
I. Present Situation:
Section 1 - Bonding of Special Deputy Sheriffs

Specia deputy sheriffs may be gppointed by county sheriffs to serve avariety of purposes,
including, but not limited to, the delivery of subpoenas, attending elections, and performing
investigative work. When specid deputy sheriffs serve in certain specific duties enumerated in

s. 30.09(4), F.S., they are exempt from bonding provisions required by ss. 30.01 and 30.02, F.S.

Following the terrorist attacks on September 11, 2001, FHorida s sheriffs rapidly mobilized
specid deputy sheriffsto serve in awide array of anti-terrorism related capacities, including
providing law enforcement presence at airports, bridges, and other potentid terrorist targets.
Under curent law, specid deputy sheriffs serving in anti-terrorism capacity may fal under the
gatutory bonding requirement for sheriffs.
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Currently, there is a satutory exemption for the bonding requirement for specid deputy sheriffs
who serve in the event of any threatened or actua naturd disaster, or any mgor tragedy.
Although terrorism or a potentid act of terrorism may fal within the current exemption,
terrorism-related circumstances are not specificaly included.

The bonding requirement places afinancid burden on sheriffs faced with the need to rapidly
deploy specid sheriff deputiesto provide terrorismrelated law enforcement.

Section 2 — Sheriffs Annual County Budget Proposals

Sheriffs currently submit annua budget proposas to the board of county commissoners itemized
and categorized as prescribed in s. 30.49, F.S. Thisitemization and categorization requirement is
not in conformity with the statewide accounting practices.

[I. Effect of Proposed Changes:
Section 1 - Bonding of Special Deputy Sheriffs

Section 1 of the CS amends s. 30.09(4), F.S., to specificaly include specia deputy sheriffs
gppointed in response to an act of loca terrorism or anationd terrorism dert in the category of
Specid deputy sheriffs exempt from statutory bonding requirements. Specia deputy sheriffs
affected by this CS may have the full power to arrest and are not subjected to the Crimina
Justice Standards and Training Commission’s law enforcement officer requirements.

By specificadly exempting specia deputy sheriffs mobilized to respond to terrorism from the
gatutory bonding requirement, sheriffs may be relieved from this particular financia burden
when they are faced with the need to rapidly deploy specid deputy sheriffs to provide terrorism:
related law enforcement.

Section 2 — Sheriffs Annual County Budget Proposals

Section 2 of the CS modernizes the format of annual budget proposds that sheriffs submit to the
board of county commissioners. Under the CS, sheriffswill divide expenditures into three
functional categories. generd law enforcement; corrections and detention aternative facilities,
and court services, excluding service of process. Within each functiond category, expenditures
will be itemized in accordance with the uniform chart of accounts, currently published by the
Department of Banking and Finance. The itemization scheme in the CS includes separate
categories for personal services, operating expenses, capita outlay, debt service, and non
operating disbursements and contingency reserves.

The CS dlows the sheriff to move appropriated funds between categories. However, the sheriff’s
total budget may not exceed the tota funding appropriated by the county commission.

The CS provides that within a sheriff’ s annua budget proposd, requests for construction, repair,
or cgpital improvements of sheriff-operated or occupied buildings are to be included separately
from other categorized and itemized costs and expenses.
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V. Constitutional Issues:

A. Municipality/County Mandates Restrictions:

None.

B. Public Records/Open Meetings Issues:
None.

C. Trust Funds Restrictions:
None.

V. Economic Impact and Fiscal Note:

A. Tax/Fee Issues:

None.

B. Private Sector Impact:
Undetermined.

C. Government Sector Impact:

By specificaly exempting specid deputy officers mohilized to respond to terrorism from
the statutory bonding requirement, sheriffs and locad governments may be relieved from
this particular financid burden when they are faced with the need to rapidly deploy
gpecia deputy sheriffsto provide terrorism-related law enforcement.

VI. Technical Deficiencies:
None.
VII. Related Issues:
None.
VIIL. Amendments:
None.

This Senate staff analysis does not reflect the intent or official position of the bill’ s sponsor or the Horida Senate.




