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We are disappointed in the outcome, but respect the fact that the state Supreme Court has many cases 

and has limited time and limited jurisdiction to overturn the decisions of lower courts. In cases like ours, 

the Supreme Court doesn’t get to decide whether the outcome is the right one, but only whether the 

case comes under its limited jurisdiction to reverse a lower court’s ruling.  

We were honored that the dissenting appeals court judge supported our right to appeal this case, and 

statewide organizations including the American Planning Association, Florida Chapter, Florida Legal 

Services, Inc., Florida Institutional Legal Services, Inc., Florida Justice Institute, Inc., and Southern Legal 

Counsel, Inc., the Florida Wildlife Federation, and Disability Rights Florida filed briefs supporting our 

right to appeal.  

We continue to disagree strongly with the First District’s opinion, which never addressed the merits of 

our challenge – which was intended always to protect Martin County’s urban boundary and its farm and 

rural lands. The Martin County Conservation Alliance and 1000 Friends of Florida took a stand for the 

future of the County and its residents. Our legal challenge pointed out major flaws and ambiguities in 

the County’s “rural lands amendment” which threaten those lands. Those problems remain and the 

future of that region now depends on actions of the County Commission to fix them.  

We respect and will live by the Court’s decision, and hope that the First District’s decision is not followed 

by the state’s other District Courts or is at least applied carefully in the future and not applied so broadly 

so as to preclude the exercise of appellate rights by public interest litigants throughout the state.  

The First District’s sanctions order will undoubtedly, as pointed out by the many groups who joined us in 

asking the Supreme Court to reverse it, inhibit many disadvantaged persons and advocacy organizations 

from exercising their rights of access to the appeals process, in areas ranging from disability rights, 

indigent clients, homeowners, and environmental groups. We think it is critically important for the 

Legislature to remedy the huge limitation that the First District has placed on the ability of citizens to 

defend their rights in court. 


