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Participating governnlental units rnay designate to nlenlbership ex
officio and withou.t vote their chief planning officer and engineer, or
either of thenl. (Enlphasis suppl ied.)

l\ccordingly, your questions are ansvvered in the negative.

07:3-403-November 5, 1973

ELECTION

PRO\7ISION OF SPACE- FOR \,VRITE-IN \70TE, \"tHEN NO
\i\tRITE-IN Cl\NDIDATE QUALIFIED, UNNECESSARY

To: Hal Roberts) City Attonley) Lakeland

Prepared by: Alfichael Parrish) Assistant Attonley General

QUESTION:

Must a municipality provjde a space for write-in votes on a ballot
\vhen the time for qualifying as a write-in candidate under general law
has expired without anyone so qualifying when the municipality's
charter act contains no provision for write-in candidates and adopts the
general law of this state relating to elections except as otherwise
specified in its charter- act?

SU~1MARY:

In the absence of any controlling charter act prOVISions, a
municipality which has adopted the general election law is not required
to include a space for \-wite-in votes on its ballots when the time for
write-in ·candidates to qualify under§99.023, F. S., has expired without
anyone having so qualified.

Section 101.151(5)(a), F. S., provides that H[a] blan~ line- shall be left at the
bottonl of the list of the candidates in races where write-in candidates have
qualified under 999.023." (Enlphasis supplied.) Thus, when no \¥rite-in candidate
has qualified under §99.023, the statute does not require that the ballot contain a
space for write-in votes. It should also be noted that pursuant to §99.023, a \¥rite-in
candidate is not entitled to hC\ve votes counted for hin1 unless he has complied \¥ith
the requirenlents of that section. Therefore, \¥hen no write-in candidate has
qualified under §99.023 and there is no charter act provision establishing any other
nlethod of qualification as a vvrite-in candidate, no useful purpose would be served
by including a space for \¥rite-in votes on the ballots. Accord: Attorney General
Opinion 073-137, holding, in sinlilar circunlstances, that a lTIunicipality is not
required to hold an election when only one candidate has qualified for each vacant
office and the tinle for qualifying as a write-in candidate has expired.

Your question is, therefore, ans~'ered in the negative.

073-40.4-November 6, 1973

STANDARDS OF CONDUCT LAW

SALES TO COUNTY ~tHEN COMPANY OFFICER SERVING
TEMPORARILY AS COUNTY COMMISSIONER

To: Tenlporary County COlnnlissioner

Prepared by: Rebecca Bowles Ha-wkins) Assistant Attorney General
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073-40~November 6, 1973

CENTREX TELEPHONE SYSTEM

USE OF CENTREX TELEPHONE SYSTEM BY COUNTY OFFICES

To: Jack D. Kane, Executive Director, Department of General Services,
Tallahassee .

Prepared by: Rebecca Bowles Hawkins, Assistant Attorney General

QUESTION:

May county offices validly be included In the state Centrex
telephone system under §287.25, F. S. .

SUMMARY:

Under §287.25, F. S., the state's Capital ~enterCentrex telephone
system may be utilized by Leon County for its county offices.

Pllrsuant to the authority of §287.25, F ..s. (§22, eh. 69-106, Laws of Florida,

QUESTION:

Maya business entity sell tires and qther motor vehicle accessories
to the county on state contract prices, during the period when a salaried
officer of the business entity is,serving temporarily as a member of the
board of county commissioners of the county?

SUM~1ARY:

Under §112.314(1), F. S., a board of county commissioners may no"t
transact business \vith 'a business entity whose officer is serving
temporarily as a _member- of the board.

Section 112.314(1), F. S., provides a~ follo\vs:

(1) No officer or el11ployee of a state agency or of a county, city, or
other political subdivision of the state shall transact any business in his
official capacity \vith any business entity" of which" he is an officer,
director, agent, or n1en1ber or in which he owns a controlling interest.

As noted in AGO 073-328, this statute" has been uniforlnly i~terpreted by n1Y
predecessor and n1e as prohibiting the public body of \vhich an interested official is
a 111ern1?er fron1 transacting business \vith the business entity in which he has the
described interest.

The purpose of the provision in question is to forestall any possibility of
favoritisn1 in the county's business"transactions, including the purchase of goods
and n1aterials; thus, even though you are serving o"nly ten1porarily as a menlber of
the board and the equipn1ent would be purchased at state contract prices, your
position as an officer of the corporation would bring you within the purview of the
law. Section 839.091, F. S., provides certain exceptions to the prohibition against
the purchase of goods, supplies, or materials frol11 any business entity in ~hich a
nlel11ber of a city's or county's governing body is either directly or indirectly
interested, in counties having a population of less than 100,000. However, no such
exceptions nor any others are contain~d in §112.314(1), supra. Thus, so long as you
are serving as a n1elnber of the board of county con1n1ission~rs,the county should
not enter into any business transactions with the business entity which you serveas
a salaried officer.

Accordingly, your question is answered in the negative.
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