IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND
FOR LEON COUNTY, FLORIDA

CASENO.. 20// C)ﬂ Z////

DIVISION:

FORD MOTOR COMPANY,
a foreign COrpox'ati011,

Pléinﬁff,
V.
STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF
REVENUE, an agency of the State of Florida,

Defendant.

SUMMONS

THE STATE OF FLORIDA:

To Each Sheriff of Said State:

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to serve this Summons and a copy of the
Complaint s in the above-styled cause upon the Defendant:

STATE OF FLORIDA vl G /1)) a2
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE gvi_ 9/ /7 [// & /2Py

Office of General Counsel . p .
2450 Shumard Oak Boulevard /%7&/  Chris J. Colsan #4142

Building CCOC-Building #1 Certifisd Prdcess Server, 2nd Judicial Cret of Florida
Tallahassee, FL

' 'The Defendant is required to serve written defenses to the Complaint -on Plaintiff's
atiorney: MICHAEL J. BOWEN, ESQUIRE, AKERMAN SENTERFITT whose address is
50 NORTH LAURA STREET, SUITE 3100, JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA' 32202, within
twenty (20) days after service of this summons on that defendant, exclusive of the day of
- service, and to file the original of the defenses with the Clerk of this Court either before service
on Plaintiffs attorney or immediately thereafter. If a defendant fails to do so, a default
will be entered against that defendant for the relief demanded in the Complaint or Petition.

Witness my hand and seal of this Court on _ AUG 31 201

BOB INZER
Clerk of Caurt

By:
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IMPORTANT

A lawsuit has been filed against you. You have 20 calendar days after this summons is served on
you to file a written response to the attached Complaint in this Court. A phone call will not protect you;
your written response, including the above case number and named parties, must be filed if you want the
Court to hear your case. If you do not file your response on time you may lose the case, and your wages,
money, and property may thereafter be taken without further warning from the Court. There are other -
legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you
‘may call an attorney referral service or a legal aid office (listed in the phone book).

IT you choose to file a written response yourself, at the same time you file your written response
to the Court you must also mail or take a carbon copy or photocopy of your written response to the

"Plaintiff/Plaintiff's Attorney" named below.

IMPORTANTE

Usted ha sido demandado legalmente, Tiene viente (20) dias, contados a partir del recibo de esta
notificacion, para contestar la demanda adjunta, por escrito, y presentaria ante este tribunal. Una llamada
telefonica no lo protegera; si usted desea que el tribunal considere su defensa debe presentar su repuesta
por escrito, incluyendo el numero del caso y los nombres de las partes interesadas en dicho caso. Si usted
no contesta la demanda: a tiempo, pudiese perder el caso y podria ser despojado de sus ingresos y
propiedades, o privado de sus derechos, sin previo aviso del tribunal, Existen otros requisitos legales. Si
lo desea, puede usted consultar a un abogado immediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar

a una de las oficinas de asistencia legal que aparecen en la guia telefonica.
J

Si desea responder a la demanda por su cuenta, al mismo tiempo en que presenta su repuesta ante
el tribunal, debera usted enviar por correo o entregar una copia de su repuesta a la persona demoninada
abajo como "Plaintiffs' Attorney." (Abogado de Demandante).

IMPORTANT

“ Des poursuuites judiciaries ont ete entreprises contre vous. Vous avez 20 jours consecutifs a
partir de la date de l'assignation de cette citation pour deposer une reponse ecrite a la plainte ci-jointe
aupres de ce Tribunal. Un simple coup de telephone est insuffisant pour vous proteger; vous etes oblige
de deposer votre reponse ecrite, avec mention du numero de dossier ci-dessus et du nom des parties
nommees ici, si vous souhaitez que le Tribunal entende votre cause. Si vous ne deposez pas votre reponse
ecrite dans le relai equis, vous risquez de perdre la cause ainsi que votre salaire, votre argent, et vos biens
~ peuvent etre saisis par la suite, sans aucun-preavis- ulterieur du Tribunal. Il y a d'autres obligations
juridiques et vous pouvez requerir les services immediats d'un avocat. Si vous ne connaissez pas
d'avocat, vous pourriez telephoner a un service de reference d'avocats ou a un bureau d'assistance
juridique (figurant a l'annuaire de telephones). ‘

Si vous choisissez de deposer vous-meme une reponse ecrite, il yous faudra egalement, en meme
temps que cette formalite, faire parvenir ou expedier une copie au carbone ou une photocopie de votre
reponse ecrite au "Plaintiff's Attorney" ("Avocat du Plaignant") nomme ci-dessous.

MICHAEL J. BOWEN

AKERMAN SENTERFITT _

50 NORTH LAURA STREET, SUITE 3100
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32202
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' IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND
FOR LEON COUNTY, FLORIDA

CASENO: Ro\lch T+

DIVISION:

FORD MOTOR CbMPANY;
a foreign corporation,

Plaintiff,
V. | ‘
STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF
REVENUE, an agency of the State of Florida,

Defendant. .

COMPLAINT

Plaintiff, Ford Motor Company (“Ford”) by and through counsel sues the State of

Florida, Department of Revenue and alleges as follows:

~ The Parties
1. -For'd is a Delaware corporation Wi;th its priﬁcipal ‘headquarters in Dearborn,
Michigan. |
2. ‘Defendant, the Florida Department of Revenue (the “Dgpartment”), is an agency

established under the laws of tlic State of Florida.

Jurisdiction and Venue
3. ‘This is an action to contest an assessmént by the Department against Ford for
sales and use taxes, interest and penalties made pursuant 10 Chapter 212, Florida Statules. This

Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to Section 72,011, Florida Statutes.

(JA646998.2)
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4, The Department denied Ford the relief sought in this Complaint, The
Department’s denial constitutes final agency action. Ford has exhausted all administrative
.rem‘ed’ies and an actual and justjciable’cssc or coniroversy exists.

5. Ford obtained @ waiver of the requirements of Section 72.011(3)(b), F Jorida
Statutes pursuant to Fla. Admin. Code Rule 12—3,007; A true and correct copy of the
Departmcnt’s waiver is attached as Exhibit “A”.

6. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to Section 72.01 1(4)(a), Florida Statutes.

Nature of the Controversy

7. This action seeics to resolve a current controversy between Ford and the
Department concerning a sales and use assessment by the Department against Ford, The
Department contends Ford is responsible for sales and/or use tax on the value of parts and
. materials used to complc‘.ce after-warranty rc—:pa_irs (the “Repairs”) by independently owned aﬁd |
operated Ford dealerships in Florida (th.e “Dealershiﬁs”) for retail purchasers of new Ford
vehicles (the “Retail P111'011asers”). |

. On May 18_, 2009, the Department issued a notice of proposed assessment {o Ford
for $1,392,167.78 comprised of $1,269,530.86 in sales and use tax, interest of 7$26O,774.94,
”penal’ues of $125 288. 56 and 2 01ed1t for payments made of $263,426.58 (thc “Proposed
Assessment”) The Proposed Assessment was issued w1th respeot to the Florxda sales and use
taxauon of the Repairs for the period January 1, 2006 through December 31, 2008 (the “Audit
v Pemod”) A copy of the Proposed Assessment is attached as Exhlblt “B”,

9. On July 17, 2009, Ford ﬁled a timely protest challenging the sales and use tax
liébility asserted in the.Proposed Assessment, vBy letter dated November 24, 2609, the

Department issued a notice of decision denying Ford’s appeal and sﬁstainin g the sales and use
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tax' lability contained in the Proposed Assessment, On December 17, 2009, Ford filed a timely
petition for reconsideration referencing, infer alia, certain misstatements of fact and again
challenging the sales and use tax liability referenced in the Proposqd Assessment, On August 9,
2011, the Deparlment issﬁed a notice of reconsideration (the “Notice of Reconsideration”)
sustaining the amount of the Proposed Assessment aﬁ.d concluding that Ford was. Jiable for sales
tax with respect to the Repairs. A copy of the Notice of Reconsideration is attached as Exhibit
“C”.

10, The Notioe of Reconsideration constituted the final administrative decision from
the Department with respect to Ford’s protest of tax lLiability concerning the Repairs and

therefore represents a final assessment with respect to the tax liabilities referenced therein,

11, Ford maintains that the sales and use tax liability referenced in the Proposed -

Assessment reflects the Department’s unlawful attempt to pyramid the tax on the same tangible

persénal property because the cost of the Repairs is included in the price of the Ford vehicle sold

by the Dealerships to the Retail Purchasers.

12.  Ford further contends that it is the Retail Pufchasers, and not Ford, that are
 responsible for use tax, if any, on the Repairs. Each Retail Purchaser, as recipient of the benefits

of the Repairs, represents the ultimate consumer for puri:oses of the Florida use tax.

13.  Alternatively, Ford asserts that it is tﬁe | bééicrslﬁps, andA not Ford, that are
- responsible for use tax, if any, on the Repairs. It is the Dealersﬁips, and not Ford, that are liable
for the Florida use tax Because it is the Dealerships that own the parts and materials and take
them out of their iﬁventory for puqdoses of completing the Repairs.”

14,  Through this Complaint, Ford seeks ajudgment from .thié Court declaring that: (1)

Ford is not liable for sales or use tax on the Repairs because the anticipated cost of all Repairs is

{TAG46998;2}




included in the éale price of the Ford vehicle sold by the Dealerships to the Retail Purchasers; (2)
in the alternative, Ford is not liable for use tax on the Repairs because it ié each Retail Purchaser
who regeives fhe benefits of the Repairs; (3) in the alternative, Ford is not liable for use tax on
the Repairs because it is the Dealerships that QWn,ihe parts and materials and take them out of
inventory to complete the Repairs; (4) Ford is not liable for the disputed tax liability because the
Notice of Reconsideration wrongly states that Ford is responsible for “sales taﬁ” with respect to
the Repairs and Ford did not make taxable sales of the ]5a1'ts and materials; and (6) any and all
penalties imposed under Chapter 212, Florida Statutes, must be abated as any noncompliance by

* Ford was due to reasonable cause and not willful negligence, willful neglect or fraud.

Factual and Legal Allegations

15, All factual allegations below are true and correct for all tax years comprising the

Audit Period unless specifically stated otherwise.

16.  Ford is a motor vehicle manufacturer headquartered in Dearborn, Michigan and is

in the business of designing, manufacturing, marketing and selling motor vehicles to the

Dealerships.

17, Ford sold tﬁe motor vehicles that it designed and manufactured through a network
of indepepdent ;c;tail dealers lécated acfoss the United States, including the Dealerships.l
18.  All new vehicles that Ford rﬁanufaotﬁréd Were 7o<;vevred Eyr ar wﬂ tten warranty
(each, a “Warranty”) to be provided by the Dealerships to each Retail Purchaser,
- 19. Thé Dealershipé furnished a Warranty to each Retail Purohase;r.
20. The terms of the Wafrémty Administration Manual existing betwéen Ford and the

Dealerships (the “Manual”) controlled all reimbursements from Ford to the Dealerships for the

Repairs.
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21.  The Manual stated that Dealerships were to complete the Repairs pursuant to a
recommended set of guidelines and also provided that certain of the Repairs were authorized to
be completed on a “case-by-case” basis even 1f the Repairs were made after the stated expiration
of the terms of the Warranty.

22.  The Dealerships participated in Ford’s Dealer Self Authorization Program with
respect to the Repairs pcrformed _under the terms of the Manual. -

23,  The vast majority of the Repairs furnished by the Dealershjps were self aut}'lorize-d
pursuant to Ford’s Dealer Self Authorization Program. .

24,  If a Dealership was unable to self authorize a Repair under Ford’s Dealer Self
Authorization Program, advanced épproval was needed from a Ford representative.

25, In all cases in which a Dealership was required to seek advanced approval for a
Repair, Ford approved the repair and reimbursed the Dealership for such costs.

26.  For the period J anuﬁry 1, 2006 until on or about Octéber 1, 2008, Ford budgeted
one inﬁemal account from which each of the Dealerships received reimbursement for the Repairs.
Durihg this period, Ford did not maintain individual budgets with the Dealerships for the
Repairs.

.27, 'Fromron or about October 1, 2008 through December 31, 2008, Ford meintained
dealer-by-dealer budgets for the Repair reimbursements. Desbﬁé the féct thratrFo.rd uéed deralerr-.
by-dealer budgets for the petiod Oc-tober 1,'2008.through December 31, 2008, almost without
exception, reimbursements submitted by-tlie bealerships with respect to thé Repairs during this
period were fully paid by Ford. |

28,  Almost without exception, the Repairs were done by the Dealerships without

knowledge by Ford,
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29.  Ford did not require thal the Dealerships use any particular part or material in

making the Repairs.

30,  All parts and materials necessary for the Repairs were owned by and came out of

the inventory of the Dealerships.

31.  For purposes of reimbursement, th'e Dealerships relayed any and all required
information with respect to the completed Répairs to Ford.

32.  After receiving the J'Ln'fqrmation relating to the Repairs, Ford reimbursed the
Dcale;;'ships for the cost of such Repairs under the terms of the Manual. -

33, The manufac’mer’s suggested retail price (“MISRP”) of the Ford vehicles sold by
the Dealerships was determined by Ford and in all cases included the anticipated cost of the

Repairs.

34.  The sale of Ford vehicles by the Dealerships was subject to Florida sales tax

calculated on the retail seﬂes price of such motor vehicles.
35, The Dealerships collected and remitted to the Department all applicable sales tax
due on their sales of new Foid \\Iehicles to Retail Purchasers.
_ COUNTI
FORD ISN O.’I; LIABLE FOR SALES AND USﬁ TAX WITH RESPECT TO THE

" REPAIRS BECAUSE ALL APPLICABLE TAX WAS PREVIOUSLY COLLECTED
AND REMITTED TO THE DEPARTMENT BY THE DEALERSHIPS

36.  Ford realleges and reincorporates the allegations of paragraphs 1 throu gh 35 as if

fully set forth herein.

37 The Florida sales and use tax are mutually exclusive and must be administered by

the Department in a manner that avoids duplication,
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38, Under Section 212.12(12), Florida Statutes, the Florida sales and use tax is

imposed on the end consumer or “last retail sale.”

39,  Under Section 212.02(16), Florida Statuies, the | Florida sales and use lax is
calculated based on the “sales price” of the tangible personal property.

40.  Without exception, the anticipated cost of the Repairs was included by Ford in the
MSRP of neﬁ/ Ford yehicles sold by the Dealerships to Retail Purchasers.

41,  The “sales price” charged by the Dealerships with respect to the sales of new Ford
vehicles to Retail Purchasers included the anticipated cost of all Repairs,

42, | On cach sale of a new Ford vehicle, the Retail Purchasers paid the Dealerships a
“sales price” that included the anticipated cost of all Repairs.

43,  The Dealerships collected and remitted to the Department any and all sales tax
due on the sale of new Ford vehicles to Retail Purchasers based on the retail “sales price.”

44. Because the applicable sales tax on the sale of new Ford vehicles to Retail
Purchasers was collected by the Dealerships and remitied to the Department on the anticipated
" cost of all Repairs, it is unlawful for the Department to again seek tax with respect to the same
Repairs. |

45, Ford is not liable for use tax on the pal'ts and mateuals owned and used by the
Dealerships to complete ﬂle Repﬁus for Retaﬂ Pur chasers because the Department has alr eady
received any and all sales tax due from the Dealerships with respect to the cost of the same
Repairs at issue in this action.

COUNTII A
FORD IS NOT LIABLE FOR USE TAX WITH RESPECT TO THE REi’AIRS

BECAUSE IT IS THE RETAIL PURCHASER THAT RECEIVED THE BENEFITS
RELATING TO SUCH REPAIRS '
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46,  Ford realleges and reincorporates the allegations of paragraphs 1 through 45 as if
fully set forth herein. |

47.  Section 212.05(1)(B), Florida Statutes, provides that use tax is imposed on
tangible personal property when it is not sold, but is “usgd, consum‘éd, distributed, or stored for
use or consumption in this state[.]”

48,  Section 212.02(20), Florida Statufes, defines the term “use” for purposes of the

Florida use tax as “the exercise of any right or power over tangible personal property incident to

”»

the ownership thereof, or interest therein].]

49, In order for the Florida use tax to be imposed the taxpayer must have an

ownership of other interest in the tangible personal property entitling the taxpayer to exercise a

right or power over the property. |

50.  Ford never had title or possession to the parts or materials used by the Dealerships

to complete the Repairs for Retail Purchasers.

51.  On completion of the Repairs by the Dealerships, the Retail Purchasers received

title to the parts and materials to malke such Repairs.

52, On completion of the Repairs by the Dealerships, the Retail Purchasers received

possession of the parts and materials to make such Repairs,

53,  Having received both title and possession fo the parts and materials used to make

the Repairs, it is the Retail Purchasers that are responsible for the use tax.

54, Ford is not liable for use tax on the Repairs because it is the Retail Purchaser that

is responsible for use tax relating to the receipt of title and possession to the parts and materials

used by the Dealerships in making such Repairs,

COUNT 11X
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FORD IS NOT LIABLE FOR USE TAX WITH RESPECT TO THE REPAIRS
BECAUSE IT IS THE DEALERSHIPS THAT TAKE THE PARTS AND MATERIALS
OUT OF INVENTORY TO COMPLETE SUCH REPAIRS

55, Ford realleges and reincorporates the allegations of paragraphs 1 through 54 as if

fully set forth herein,

56.  Section 212.05(1)(B), Florida Statutes, provides that use tax is imposed on
tangible personal property when it is not sold, but is “used, consumed, distributed, or Sfored for
use or consumption in this state[.]”

57, Section 212.02(20), Florida Statutes, defines the term “use” for purposes of the
Florida use tax vas “the exercise of any right or poWer over tangible personal property incident to
the ownership thereof, or inferest therein[.]” |

58, In order for the Florida use tax to be imposed the taxpayer must have an
ownership of other interest in the tangible personal property entitling the téxpayer té exercise a
right or power over the property.

59.  Pord never had title or possession to the parts or materials used by the Dealerships
to c'ompletg the Repairs for Retail Purchasers.

60.  The Dealefships had oofnplc’ce and unilateral discretion with respect to the
purchases of parts and ma.terials.used to make the Repairs,

61, Ford had nor d ifect or Vi171drii';cticontro] over ﬂae purchésing deoirsiorr.lsr of Dealerships
Wifh 1'éspect to the parts ‘and materials purchased, owned and held in inventory by the
Dealerships for purposes of coinplethg the Repairs for Retail Purchasers.

62, The Dealerships had both title and possession fo the parts and materials used to

malke the Repairs for Retail Purchasers.
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63.  All parts and materials used to complete the Repairs for Retail Purchasers were
owned by taken out of the inventory of the Dealerships.

64,  Because the Dealerships have both title and possession fo the parts and materials
. held in invenfory {o make the Repairs, it is the Dealerﬁhips that are responsible for the use tax
relating to such Repairs for Retail Purchasers,

65.  Ford is not liable 'fdr use téx on the Repairs because it is the Dealerships that had
both title and possession t§ the parts and materials relating to the Repairs for Retail Purchasers,
Thus, the Dealerships, not Ford, are responsible for the use tax on the parts and materials used to
malke the Repairs for Retail Purchasers.

COUNT IV
FORD IS NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DISPUTED TAX LIABILITY BECAUSE
FORD CANNOT BE LIABLE FOR “SALES TAX” WITH RESPECT TO THE PARTS

AND MATERIALS USED BY DEALERSHIPS TO MAKE THE REPAYRS FOR RETAIL
PURCHASERS

66.  Ford realleges and reincorporates the allegations of paragraphs 1 through 65 as if

fully set forth hért_aig.‘

67.  Under Florida law, the legal conclusions contained in a notice of reconsideration
reflect the Department’s final administrative decision with respect to the tax liability disputed
. _‘Lhcrei.n; R | | - . o |
68,  The legal conclusions stated in the Notice of Reconéideratidn finalized the

- asserted assessment contained in the Proposed Assessment,

69, The Notice of Reconsideration concludes that Ford is liable for “sales tax” with

respect to the parts and materials used by the Dealerships in making the Repairs for Retail

Purchasers,
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70, Chapter 212, Florida Statutes, defines “setail sale” or a “sale at retail” as “a sale to
a consumer or to any person for any purpose other than for resale in the form of tangible personal
property or services taxable under this chapter[.]”

71.  The Retail Purchasers are the consumers or end users of all parts and materials
relating to the Repairs perfofmcd by the Dcalérships. |

72.  Ford did not make a sale of any parts or materials to Retail Purchasers relating to
the Repairs performed by the Dealerships.

73.  Because Ford did not maké a “retai_llsale” or a “sale at retail” relating to the parts
and materials used by Dealerships in completing the .Repairs fér Retail Purchasers, the |
Department’s ultimate decision finalizing the assessment contained in the Notice of

Reconsideration is in error, Therefore, the “sales tax” Hability confirmed against Ford in the

Notice of Reconsideration must be abated in full,
COUNTV

- ANY AND ALL PENALTIES IMPOSED AGAINST FORD UNDER CHAPTER 212,
E LORIDA STATUTES MUST BE ABATED IN FULL

74, Ford realleges and reincorporates the allcga‘uons_ of paragraphs 1 through 73 as if

fully set forth herein,

75, The Department has imposed penalties against Ford under Chapter 212, Florida

Statutes, for noncofnpl_iance with the applicable Florida sales and use tax laws.

76.  The imposition of penalties under Chapter 212, Florida Statutes, is inappropriate
where a taxpayer demonstrates that any noncompliance was due to reasonable cause, and not due

to willful negligence, willful neglect or fraud.
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77, Fla. Admin. Code Rule 12-13.002(3) defines “reasonable cause” for this purpose

as the taxpayer’s exercise of “ordinary care and prudence in complying with a revenue law of

this state.”

78. Aﬁy alleged noncompliance by Ford with respect to this disputé was due to
reasonable cause and not willful negligence, willful neglect or fraud because Ford reasonably
believed that it was not responsible for Florida sales or use tax with respect to the parts and
materials owned and used by the Dealerships to make the Repairs for Retail Purchasers who
ultimately obtained title and possession to such parts and materials.

79.  Prior to the Audit Period, the Department had not previously auditéd Ford with
respect to the Florida sales and use taxation of the Repairs.

80. ‘Ford fully cooperated with the Department wifh respect to the Department’s audit
of the Florida sales and use taxation of thé Repairs for the Audit Period.

81.  Ford has adequately demo11s£rated its exercise of ordinary care and prudence in
complying _With the Florida_ sales _agd use tax laws. Because Ford has established reasonable
cause for the alleged failure to comply with the Florida .sales and use tax laws, any an‘diall

pcnaltiés imposed by the Department under Chapter 212, Florida Statutes, must be abated in full.

WHEREFORE, Ford respectfully requests that judgment be entered against the
Department and in favor of Ford: |
a. declaring that Ford is not liable for use tax on the Repairs because the

anticipated cost of all such Repairs is included in the sale price of the Ford vehicle sold by the

Dealerships 1o the Retail Purchasers;
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b. alternatively, declaring that Ford is not liable for use tax on the Repairs
because it is the Retail Purchasers that receive title and possession to the parts and n;atcrials used
by the Dealerships to complete the Repairs;

| C. alternatively, declaring that Ford is not liable for use tax on the Repairs
because it is the Dealerships that ‘takc the parts and ma,teriétls"otlt of inventory to make the
Repairs for Retail Purchasel;s;

d. Yaltematively, declaring that Ford is not liable for the disputed tax lability.
as finally stated in the Not'ice of Reconsideration because Ford did not make any “retail sale” or
“sale at retail” of the parts and matéria]s used by Dealerships to complete the Repairs for Retail
Purchasers; |

e. declaring that any and all penalties imposed by the Depértnﬁent under
Chapter 212, Florida Statutes, musf be abated in full because Ford has adequately demonstrated
reasonable cause for any alleged failure to comply with the Florida sales and use tax laws; and

f Such other relief as is just and equitable.

DATED this 30th day of August, 2011
AKERMAN-SENTERFITT

\ By > 4 >
S— ichael J. Bo’wer% ‘ § Z_Z o=
Florida Bar No. 0071527 e

Peter O, Larsen -
Florida Bar No, 0849146

50 North Laura Street, Suite 3100
Jacksonville, FL. 32202

Phone: (904) 798-3700

Fax: (904) 798-3730

=

Attorneys for Ford Motor Company
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