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FLORIDA HOUSING FINANCE CORPORATION
HFH BRAMBLEWOOD ISLE, LLC,

Petitioner, CASE NO. 2026-022BP
Application # 2026-333CS
V.

FLORIDA HOUSING FINANCE
CORPORATION,

Respondent.
/

FORMAL WRITTEN PROTEST
AND PETITION FOR ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING

HFH BRAMBLEWOOD ISLE, LLC (“Petitioner™) files this Formal Written Protest and
Petition for Administrative Hearing (“Petition”) pursuant to sections 120.57(1) and (3), Florida
Statutes, and Rules 67-60 and 28-110.004, Florida Administrative Code (“F.A.C.”) challenging
the eligibility determination, evaluation and proposed allocation set forth in the Notice of Intended
Decision posted on March 20, 2026, by Respondent, Florida Housing Finance Corporation
(“Florida Housing™), with respect to Request for Applications 2026-106 concerning Financing to
Develop Housing for Persons with Disabling Conditions/Developmental Disabilities (the “RFA”).

Parties

1. Petitioner is a Florida limited liability company engaged in the business of
providing affordable housing. Petitioner's address is 3225 Aviation Avenue, 6th Floor, Coconut
Grove, Florida 33133. Petitioner filed a response to the RFA for its proposed affordable housing
project Bramblewood Isle located in Brevard County, which was assigned application number
#2026-333CS (“Petitioner’s Application™). For purposes of this proceeding, Petitioner's address,

telephone number and email address are those of its undersigned counsel.



2, Florida Housing is the affected agency. Florida Housing’s address is 227 North
Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee, FL 32301. Florida Housing is a public corporation
created by Section 420.504, Florida Statutes, to administer the governmental function of financing
or refinancing affordable housing and related facilities in Florida. Florida Housing’s file number
for Petitioner’s application is # 2026-333CS.

Notice

3. Petitioner received notice of Florida Housing’s intended decision to award funding
pursuant to the RFA on March 20, 2026, at 8:54 a.m., when Florida Housing posted RFA 2026-
106 Board Approved Preliminary Awards/Notice of Intended Decision (Exhibit A) and the Board
Approved Scoring Results (Exhibit B) on its website. Petitioner’s Application was deemed eligible
but was not included in the applications selected for a preliminary award due to the lack of
sufficient funding to fund both projects. Petitioner contends that its Application should have been
selected for funding as is outlined in more detail below.

4. Petitioner timely filed its Notice of Intent to Protest Florida Housing’s intended
award decisions on March 25, 2026. See Exhibit C.

Background

5. Florida Housing administers various programs aimed at assisting developers in
building affordable housing in the state in an effort to protect financially marginalized citizens
from excessive housing costs. A portion of the units constructed with funding from these programs
must be set aside for residents at or below a specified percentage of area median income.

6. Florida Housing is the designated entity in Florida responsible for allocating federal
tax credits to assist in financing the construction or substantial rehabilitation of affordable housing.

Florida Housing allocates resources to fund affordable housing through the State Apartment



Incentive Loan (“SAIL”) program. Additionally, Florida Housing is required by section
420.507(48), Florida Statutes, to reserve up to 5 percent of its annual allocation of low-income
housing tax credits to allocate by competitive solicitation for affordable housing developments,
such as housing for Persons with a Disabling Condition and their families or Persons with
Developmental Disabilities, in communities throughout the state.

The RFA

7 Chapter 67-60, F.A.C., establishes “the procedures by which the Corporation shall
.. . [a]dminister the competitive solicitation funding process for any ... Corporation “Program.”
See Rule 67-60.001(3), F.A.C.

8. On November 4, 2025, Florida Housing issued the RFA seeking proposals from
“Non-Profit Applicants proposing the development of independent Permanent Supportive Housing
for either (i) persons with a Disabling Condition that also includes a portion of units for Homeless
Households™ as defined in Exhibit B of the RFA; or (ii) Persons with Developmental Disabilities
Applicants with a proposed affordable housing development (“Proposed Development”). See
RFA, p. 2. This RFA proposes to utilize 9% Housing Credits (“9% HC”) in conjunction with State
Apartment Incentive Loan (SAIL) funding. See RFA, p. 2. Florida Housing expects to offer
$4,128,000 in 9% HC and $6,000,000 in SAIL Funding through the RFA for a total of $10,128,000
in available funds for this RFA. See RFA, p. 2

9. The RFA was issued by Florida Housing as the competitive solicitation method for
allocating funding to competing affordable housing developments. Applications in response to the
RFA were due at 3:00 p.m. on January 21, 2026 (the “Application Deadline”). See RFA, pp. 1, 3.

10.  The RFA sets forth the information required to be provided by an applicant and

provides a general description of the type of projects that will be considered eligible for funding.



11.  The RFA delineates the funding selection criteria and states providing that “only
Applications that meet all of the Eligibility Items will be eligible for funding and considered for
funding selection.” See RFA pp. 77-78. All applicants must meet the requirements set forth in the
RFA and applicable rules.

12. The selection process set forth in the RFA is as follows:

1. Funding

Applications will be selected for funding only if there is enough HC Funding

available to fully fund the Eligible HC Request Amount for the applicable county

size and also enough SAIL funding available to fully fund the Eligible Total SAIL

Request (“Funding Tests”).

a. 9% Housing Credits: $4,128,000

b. SAIL: $6,000,000

2. Application Sorting Order

The highest scoring Applications will be determined by first sorting together all
Priority 1 Applications in the following order:

a. First, by Operating Permanent Supportive Housing Experience Points Preference
described in Section Four, C. of the RFA;

b. Next, preference will be given to Applications that either (a) commit to the
Demographic of Persons with a Disabling Condition and qualify for the
Involvement in the Local Homeless Resources Network Points Preference; or (b)
commit to the Demographic of Persons with Developmental Disabilities and
qualify for the Service Provision and Coordination for Persons with Developmental
Disabilities Points Preference described in Section Four, C. of the RFA;

c. Next, by the Accessibility Preference described in Section Four, A.8.c. of the
RFA;

d. Next by the Rental Assistance History Preference described in Section Four,
A.10.f. of the RFA;

e. Next by the Supportive Services Funding History Preference described in Section
Four, A.10.g. of the RFA;

f. Next, by the Application’s eligibility for the Qualifying Financial Assistance
Funding Preference as described in Section Four, A.10.d. of the RFA, (with



Applications that qualify for the preference listed above Applications that do not
qualify for the preference);

g. Next, by the Application’s Leveraging Classification, with Applications having
an A above those with a B as further described in Item 2 of Exhibit C;

h. Next, by the Application’s eligibility for the Florida Job Creation Funding
Preference which is outlined in Item 3 of Exhibit C of the RFA (with Applications
that qualify for the preference listed above Applications that do not qualify for the
preference); and

1. By lottery number, resulting in the lowest lottery number receiving preference.
This same sorting order will then be applied to all Priority 2 Applications.
3. Goals

The Corporation has a goal to fund one Application that will serve the Demographic
Commitment of Persons with Developmental Disabilities, with a preference that it
be a Priority 1 Application.

4. County Award Tally

As each Application is selected for tentative funding, the county where the
proposed Development is located will have one Application credited towards the
County Award Tally.

Throughout the selection process, the Corporation will prioritize eligible unfunded
Priority 1 Applications that meet the Funding Test and are located within counties
that have the lowest County Award Tally above other eligible unfunded Priority 1
Applications with a higher County Award Tally that also meet the Funding Test,
even if the Priority 1 Applications with a higher County Award Tally are higher
ranked, and above all Priority 2 Applications.

The Corporation will prioritize eligible unfunded Priority 2 Applications that meet
the Funding Test and are located within counties that have the lowest County
Award Tally above other eligible unfunded Priority 2 Applications with a higher
County Award Tally that also meet the Funding Test, even if the Priority 2
Applications with a higher County Award Tally are higher ranked.

5. The Funding Selection Process
a. First Application selected for funding

The first Application selected for funding will be the highest-ranking eligible
Priority 1 Application that selected the Demographic Commitment of Persons with



Developmental Disabilities. If this goal could not be met because there are no

Priority 1 Applications that qualify, then the first Application selected for funding

will be the highest-ranking eligible Priority 2 Application that selected the

Demographic Commitment of Persons with Developmental Disabilities.

b. Remaining Funding

If funding remains, then the highest ranking eligible unfunded Priority 1

Applications that can be fully funded will be selected for funding, subject to the

County Award Tally.

If funding remains after selecting all Priority 1 Applications that can be fully

funded, then the highest ranking eligible unfunded Priority 2 Applications that can

be fully funded will be selected for funding, subject to the County Award Tally.

If no eligible unfunded Applications can be fully funded, then no further

Applications will be selected for funding and the remaining Housing Credits, and

SAIL funding will be distributed as approved by the Board.

6. Returned Funding

Funding that becomes available after the Board takes action on the Committee’s

recommendation(s), due to an Applicant withdrawing, an Applicant declining its

Invitation to Enter Credit Underwriting or the Applicant’s inability to satisfy a

requirement outlined in this RFA, and/or provisions outlined in Rule Chapter 67-

48, F.A.C., will be distributed as approved by the Board.

See RFA, pp. 80 — 82.

13. A Review Committee comprised of Florida Housing staff was assigned to conduct
the initial evaluation and scoring of the RFA responses. The Review Committee scored the
applications and developed a chart listing the eligible and ineligible applications. See Exhibit B.
The Review Committee also applied the Selection Criteria set forth in the RFA to develop a
proposed allocation of housing tax credits to eligible participants. The preliminary rankings and

allocations were presented to and approved by the Florida Housing Board on March 20, 2026. See

Exhibit A.



14.  Of the applications received in response to the RFA, two applications, including
Petitioner’s Application, were deemed eligible, but only one application was preliminarily selected
to receive funding. See Exhibit A.

15.  Petitioner timely submitted an application in response to the RFA for its affordable
housing project Bramblewood Isle located in Brevard County. Petitioner’s application satisfied
all of the required elements of the RFA and was deemed eligible for funding but was erroneously
not preliminarily selected for funding.

16.  The RFA and applicable rules provide an opportunity for applicants to file
administrative challenges to the scoring and rankings set forth in the preliminary selections. After
resolution of the administrative challenges, results will be presented to the Florida Housing Board
for final approval prior to issuing invitations to the applicants in the funding range to enter the
credit underwriting process.

17. A correct determination of the developments eligible for funding under the RFA
has not been made. As a result of errors in the eligibility determinations, scoring and ranking
process, applications were included in the rankings that should have been deemed ineligible.

18.  The scoring committee erroneously found Independence Landing IT (Application
#2026-335CS) (“Independence Landing”) located in Leon County eligible for funding. If
Independence Landing had been properly determined to be ineligible, then Petitioner’s Application
would have been selected for funding.

19.  As set forth below, the eligibility determination and preliminary ranking of the
Independence Landing Proposed Development as an eligible application erroneously failed to take
into account that the Independence Landing application did not meet certain mandatory Eligibility

Items set forth in the RFA and applicable Rules. Specifically, Independence Landing failed to



properly identify all of its Principals as required by the RFA and Florida Housing’s Rules and
should be determined to be ineligible.

Substantial Interests Affected

20.  Petitioner’s substantial interests are affected because deeming Independence
Landing eligible for funding results in Petitioner’s Application not receiving the requested funding.
See Madison Highlands, LLC v. Florida Housing Finance Corp., 220 So. 3d 467, 474 (Fla. 1st

DCA 2017).

Errors in the Preliminary Award and Determination of Eligibility

21. The RFA requires each applicant to upload the Principals Disclosure Form, the full
title of which is “Principals of the Applicant and Developer(s) Disclosure Form (Form Rev. 05-
2019) (“Principals Disclosure Form™)." With respect to the eligibility requirements, the RFA
states:

To meet eligibility requirements, the Principals Disclosure Form must identify,
pursuant to subsections 67-48.002(94), 67-48.0075(8) and 67-48.0075(9), F.A.C.,
the Principals of the Applicant and Developer(s) as of the Application Deadline. A
Principals Disclosure Form should not include, for any organizational structure, any
type of entity that is not specifically included in the Rule definition of Principals.
Per subsection 67-48.002(94), F.A.C., any Principal other than a natural person
must be a legally formed entity as of the Application deadline.

If the Applicant is requesting Housing Credits, the investor limited partner of an
Applicant limited partnership or the investor member of an Applicant limited
liability company (or a placeholder for the investor) must be identified on the
Principals Disclosure Form.
See RFA p. 19.
22. Rule 67-48.002(94)(c) defines “Principal” for entities including corporations,
limited partnerships, limited liability companies, trusts, and public housing authorities. Foran LLC

like Independence Landing, “Principal” means “each manager and each member of the limited

liability company.”



23.  Independence Landing completed and uploaded a Principals Disclosure Form but
failed to properly identify its Manager and Non-Investment Member. The form identifies the
Manager and Non-Investment Member as “Independence Manager II LLC.” Petitioner submits
that the entity “Independence Manager II LLC™ is not a legally formed entity in Florida. The
Petitioner searched for the entity on the Secretary of State’s SunBiz website but could not locate
Independence Manager II LLC as an entity registered to do business in the state of Florida.

24.  Based on information and belief, the correct name of Independence Landing’s
Manager and Non-Investment Member is “Independence 11 Manager LLC.” Florida Housing
considers the misnaming of the management as well as a Non-Investment Members entity to be a
material error because the failure to correctly name the entity affects Florida Housing’s ability to

investigate the entity for financial arrears or debarment. See Quail Roost Transit Village [, Ltd.. v.

FHEC, et. al., DOAH Case No. 20-3094BID (Rec. Order Sept. 23, 2020; FHFC FO Oct. 16,

2020)(adopting the RO in toto).

25.  Quail Roost is directly on point. In Quail Roost, the applicant, Ali Baba,
misidentified its manager entity. The principals disclosure form in that case identified the manager
as “Ali Baba Manager, LLC” but the actual name of the managing entity was “675 Ali Baba
Manager, LLC.” (emphasis supplied). Rule 67-48.002(94), F.A.C., requires any non-natural
person principal to be a legally formed entity as of the Application Deadline.

26.  Ali Baba asserted that the failure to properly identify the manager was a scrivener’s
error and should be waived as a minor irregularity. Florida Housing initially determined that
application was eligible for funding but when the error in identifying the principals came to light,
Florida Housing changed its position at hearing and Florida Housing’s designated representative

testified that the Ali Baba application was ineligible based on the failure to identify all principals



on the Principals Disclosure Form. See id. at p. 21 §71. In that case the ALJ determined, consistent
with Florida Housing and Quail Roost’s positions, that Ali Baba did not merely neglect to disclose

all roles played by its principals, it omitted the names of its principals, thus depriving Florida

Housing of the ability to perform its due diligence in the fashion required by the RFA and Florida
Housing’s rules. See i1d. at p. 22 §74. The ALJ specifically found that:

72. In urging a conclusion that its mistake should be deemed a minor irregularity,
Ali Baba relies on Ambar Riverview, Lid. v. Florida Housing Finance Corporation,
DOAH Case No. 19-1261BID (Fla. DOAH May 21, 2019; Fla. Hous. Fin. Corp.,
June 21, 2019), in which the petitioner argued that the successful applicant should
be deemed ineligible because it failed to identify the multiple roles of certain
disclosed principals. The successful applicant’s Principals Disclosure Form
identified several persons as “officers” of the corporation but failed to indicate that
they were also “directors.” Their status as directors was revealed only in
Attachment 3 of the application.

73. In Ambar, ALJ Darren A. Schwartz concluded that the identification of all
principals on the Principals Disclosure Form was sufficient and that there was no
requirement to state the multiple roles of each principal in the Principals Disclosure
Form. ALJ Schwartz further concluded that, in any event, the information regarding
the multiple roles of the disclosed principals could be found within the four corners
of the application and “[a]t most, [the successful applicant’s] failure to identify the
multiple roles of its disclosed principals in the Principals Disclosure form is a
waivable, minor irregularity.” Ambar RO at § 67.

74. Ambar is readily distinguishable from the instant case. Ali Baba is correct that
the full information as to its principals may also be found “within the four corners
of the application” as was the case in Ambar. However, Ali Baba neglects to note
the significant distinction between its situation and that presented in Ambar: Ali
Baba did not name all of its principals in its Principals Disclosure Form. The
successful bidder in Ambar disclosed the names of all its principals on the
Principals Disclosure Form, which allowed Florida Housing to perform its due
diligence regarding the principals’ financial arrears and/or debarment. Ali Baba did
not merely neglect to disclose all roles played by its principals, it omitted the names
of its principals, thus depriving Florida Housing of the ability to perform its due
diligence in the fashion required by the RFA and Florida Housing’s rules.
[Emphasis added.]

Id. at p. 22.

10



27.  The ALJ and Florida Housing determined that “Florida Housing’s proposed action
finding the Ali Baba Application eligible is contrary to the specifications of the RFA and clearly
erroneous.” See id. at p. 22 476, FHFC Quail Roost FO Oct. 16, 2020. Florida Housing’s Final
Order adopted the ALJ’s findings.

28. Florida Housing relied upon Quail Roost as precedent in subsequent application
cycles confirming Florida Housing’s strict interpretation of the requirements that the principals
must be identified by their exact name on the Principal’s Disclosure Form.

29.  Here, Independence Landing omitted the names of all of its principals from the
Principals Disclosure Form. By failing to identify all of its principals, Independence Landing failed
to comply with the mandatory eligibility items set forth in the RFA. Even if the Manager and Non-
Investment Member’s names were correctly noted in other portions of the Application, the analysis
remains the same. Florida Housing does not, and cannot, under its rules and the principles of
competitive bidding, look beyond the Principals Disclosure Form to determine the identities of the
applicant’s principals. See id. at p. 13 940; p. 22 §74-75.

30. As a result of the foregoing, the application filed by Independence Landing should
be determined ineligible for funding and Petitioner’s application moved into the funding range.

3l In addition to the grounds set forth above, there may be additional grounds for
determining the above-listed application are ineligible. Petitioner reserves the right to identify and
raise additional scoring and ranking errors based upon information revealed during the protest
process.

32. Petitioner is entitled to a formal administrative hearing pursuant to Sections

120.57(1) and 120.57(3), Florida Statutes, to resolve the issues set forth in this Petition.

11



Disputed Issues of Material Fact and Law

Disputed issues of fact and law include, but are not limited to the following:

a. Whether Independence Landing failed to properly identify its Manager and Non-
Investment Member entity;

b. Whether Independence Landing is eligible for funding under the RFA;

c. Whether Independence Landing complied with the mandatory eligibility
requirements;

d. Whether the proposed award is consistent with the RFA and the grounds on which
the tax credits are to be allocated,;

e. Whether the proposed award is based on a correct determination of the eligibility
of applicant;

f.  Whether Florida Housing's proposed award of funding to Independence Landing is
clearly erroneous, arbitrary and capricious and/or contrary to competition;

g. Whether Florida Housing's determination that Independence Landing is an eligible
Applicant is erroneous, arbitrary and capricious and/or contrary to competition; and

h. Such other issues as may be revealed during the protest process.

Concise Statement of Ultimate Facts

47. Petitioner participated in the RFA process to compete for an award of funding with
other developers based on the scoring and ranking in the RFA. Independence Landing was
incorrectly deemed eligible and unjustifiably elevated ahead of the Petitioner. Petitioner may be
erronecously denied funding if the current proposed award is allowed to become final.

48.  Unless the eligibility determination regarding Independence Landing is corrected

and the preliminary allocation is revised, Petitioner may be excluded from funding, and another

12



developer may be awarded tax credits contrary to the provisions of the RFA and Florida Housing’s
governing statutes and rules.

49, The process set forth in the RFA for determining eligible projects supports a
determination that Independence Landing should be determined ineligible for funding based on
the failure to meet the requisite mandatory items for funding eligibility.

50. Petitioner’s Application for Bramblewood Isle should be selected for funding.

Reservation to Amend

al. Petitioner reserves the right to amend its Petition as discovery proceeds.

Statutes and Rules Entitling Relief

52.  The statutes and rules which are applicable in this case and that require modification
of the proposed allocations include, but are not limited to, Section 120.57(3) and Chapter 420, Part
V, Florida Statutes, and Chapter 28-110 and 67-60, F.A.C.

Demand for Relief

53. Pursuant to Section 120.57(3), Florida Statutes, and Rules 28-110.004, F.A.C., the
Petitioner requests the following relief:

a. An opportunity to resolve this protest by mutual agreement within seven days of the
filing of this Petition as provided by Section 120.57(3)(d)1., Florida Statutes.

b. If this protest cannot be resolved by mutual agreement, that the matter be referred to
the Division of Administrative Hearings for a formal hearing to be conducted before
an Administrative Law Judge pursuant to Section 120.57(1) and (3), Florida Statutes.

c¢. Recommended and Final Orders be entered determining that Independence Landing is
ineligible for an award of funding pursuant to RFA 2026-106 and that Bramblewood

Isle be awarded funding and invited to credit underwriting.

13



Respectfully submitted this 6th day of April 2026.

s/ _J. Stephen Menton

J. Stephen Menton

Florida Bar No. 331181

Tana D. Storey

Florida Bar No. 514472
Rutledge Ecenia, P.A.

119 South Monroe Street, Suite 202
Tallahassee, FL 32301
850-681-6788 Telephone
850-681-6515 Facsimile
smenton(@rutledge-ecenia.com
tana(@rutledge-ecenia.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that this original has been filed with the Agency Clerk, Florida Housing

Finance Corporation, 227 North Bronough Street, Suite 5000 Tallahassee, Florida 32301 via email

at: CorporationClerk@floridahousing.org this 6% day of April 2026.

14

s/ J. Stephen Menton
Attorney




RFA 2026-106 Board Approved Preliminary Award

Total HC Available for RFA 4,128,000
Total HC Allocated 2,200,000
Total HC Remaining 1,928,000
Total SAIL Available for RFA 6,000,000
Total SAIL Allocated 2,209,700
Total SAIL Remaining 3,790,300
Application Name of Authorized Total | HC Reg Req Eligible For | Priority : Homeless Resources Network | Accessibility | Assistance : Financial p_ A/B L Lottery
Name of Development | County Name of Developers Demo p Experience : Funding Funding Per Creation
Number Principal Units Amount Amount Funding? | Level Point Pref, if DC, OR Service Preference History Hist Assistance Set-Asid Leveraging Prefe Number
(SAIL + ELI) bt Prov/Coord Pref, if DD Preference Ry Preference SRR ikl
Preference Preference ce
Southport Community
I Inc.; DD -
2026-335C5  [Independence Landing ll|Leon  [Denise Wilson Development, Inc; 42 [$2,200000 | 2,209,700 Y 1 ¥ N Y N N Y |$481,275.00 A Y 1
Independence Developer, |=80

LLC

On March 20, 2026, the Board of Directors of Florida Housing Finance Corporation approved the Review Committee’s motion and staff recommendation to select the above Application for funding and invite the Applicant to enter credit underwriting.

Any Applicant may file a notice of protest and a formal written protest in accordance with Section 120.57(3), Fla. Stat., Rule Chapter 28-110, F.A.C., and Rule 67-60.003, F.A.C. Failure to file a protest within the time prescribed in Section 120.57(3), Fla. Stat., shall constitute a waiver of proceedings under Chapter 120, Fla. Stat.

Page 1 of 1

EXHIBIT A



RFA 2026-106 Board Approved Scoring Results

Operating

Involvement in the Local

Supportive

Total SAIL Rental ualifyin,
S g Name of < e PSH Homeless Resources iz . Services Q, fv‘ e Corporation Florida Job
Application Name of Total | HC Request Request Eligible For | Priority Accessibility | Assistance Financial A/B Lottery
County Authorized Name of Developers Demo ) ) Experience Network Pref, if DC, OR : Funding ) Funding Per . Creation
Number Development Units Amount Amount Funding? Level Preference History Assistance Leveraging Number
Principal Points Service Prov/Coord Pref, if History Set-Aside Preference
[SAIL + ELI) Preference Preference
Preference DD Preference
Eligible Applications
HTG Bramblewood Isle
3 Develaper, LLC; HfH
2026-333CS |Bramblewood Isle |Brevard Leeanne Sacino DC - <80 74 152,800,000 5,150,000 ¥ 1 Y Y Y Y Y ¥ 5391,216,22 A Y 3
Bramblewood Isle Developer,
LLC
Southport Community
Independence . N
2026-335CS Landinz I Leon Denise Wilson  |Development, Inc.; DD - =80 42 52,200,000 2,209,700 Y 1 Y N ¥ N N Y $481,275.00 A Y 1
Ansile Independence Developer, LLC
Ineligible Applications
CDS R It And CDS M h, Inc; N 1.
2026-334CS coseveltll Nyiisborough [N Y onarch, Inc; NeWSIar Iop.<go | 60 [s3,034000 | 6,000,000 N 1 N N ¥ ¥ y v §473,488.23 A y 2
Apartments Sewnauth Development, LLC
Dennis K. John Stanley Florida Inc.; N
2026-336CS |New Life Seniors |Orange T eaaney Ronda Nes Xe¥W seuen | a5 [s3uisries 2,516,000 N 1 N N N N % ¥ $332,493.65 A Y 4
Hutchins Life Ministries of Orlando, Inc.

On March 20, 2026, the Board of Directors of Florida Housing Finance Corporation approved the Review Committee’s motion to adopt the scoring results above

Any Applicant may file a notice of protest and a formal written protest in accordance with Section 120.57(3), Fla. 5tat., Rule Chapter 28-110, F.A.C., and Rule 67-60.009, F.A.C. Failure to file a protest within the time prescribed in Section 120.57(3), Fla. Stat., shall constitute a waiver of proceedings under Chapter 120, Fla. Stat.

Page 1 of 1

EXHIBIT B



March 25, 2026 RE @Eg yED

Sent Via E-mail
Ms. Ana McGlamory MAR 25 2026 8:01 AM

Corparation Clerk

CorporatienClerk@floridahousing.org - .

Florida Housing Finance Corporation o ]: L D h Iﬂ _‘:'\n t QU S INF
227 North Bronough, Suite 5000 FINANCE CORPOR
Tallahassee, FL 32301

TIOH

A

RE: Notlce of Intent to Protest, Request for Applications (RFA) 2026-106 Proposed Funding Selections

Dear Corporation Clerk:

On behalf of Applicant HfH Bramblewood Isle, LLC, for its proposed development Bramblewood
Isle {Application Mo. 2026-333C5), we hereby give notice of the intent to protest the Preliminary Awards
Notice and Scoring and Ranking of applications for RFA 2026-106 posted by Florida Housing Finance
Corporation on March 20, 2026, at 8:54 am concerning Financing to Develop Housing for Persons with
Disabling Conditions/Developmental Disabilities.

— Board Approved Preliminary Awards/Motice of Intended Decislon {posted March 20, 2026 at 8:54 am )

b g

A formal written petition will be submitted within ten {10) days of this Notice as required by law.

Respectfully Submitted

Matthew Ricper

c: Ethan Katz, FHFC Counsel

EXHIBIT C



