


EAST NASSAU STEWARDSHIP DISTRICT March 5, 2019 

FIFTH ORDER OF BUSINESS ANNOUNCE ATTORNEY-CLIENT 
SESSION/REGULAR MEETING RECESS 

Ms. Warren stated it was necessary to cancel today's Shade Session, due to Mr. 

Johnson's absence and because the noticing requirements were not met. She requested 

rescheduling it to March 21, 2019 at 10:00 a.m., which was the date of the next regularly 

scheduled meeting. A Court Reporter would transcribe the session; however, it would not be 

subject to public records requirements until the litigation was settled. The attendees included 

in the published notice should include the five Board Members, Mr. Wrathell, Mr. Johnson, Ms. 

Warren, the Court Reporter and, to avoid another cancellation, Mr. Ken Safriet and Mr. Gary 

Hunter, representatives from the firm's litigation team. The subject matter would be limited to 

the actual ongoing litigation and any discussion would be regarding a potential settlement. 

After discussion of the date, the Shade Session was rescheduled to March 29, 2019 at 2:00 

p.m., in the Nassau Room (T0126), Building T, at Florida State College, Nassau Center, 76346 

William Burgess Boulevard, Yulee, Florida 32097. 

On MOTION by Mr. Roach and seconded by Mr. Rhodes, with all in favor, 
authorizing District Staff to notice a Shade Session for March 29, 2019 at 2:00 
p.m., in the Nassau Room (T0126), Building T, at Florida State College, Nassau 
Center, 76346 William Burgess Boulevard, Yulee, Florida 32097, as discussed, 

was approved. 

Ms. Warren stated the Judge granted the District's Motion to Intervene; however, since 

then, the County initiated a local Dispute Resolution process, which required her to submit a 

written request such that, if any joint meetings with the County and the District were to take 

place, Raydient LLC et al. (Raydient), the actual Plaintiff in the lawsuit, is included in those 

meetings. She had not received a response to that request. She circulated the letter and would 

email it to each Board Member. 

Mr. Rhodes stated that he disagreed with the approach the District took, as he felt that 

it suggests the wrong tone. Since the District's position is with the Landowner, he would have 

preferred that the District's Chair, on behalf of this District, send a letter to their Chair, instead 
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