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SUMMARY

The Sixth District Court of Appeal of Florida reversed an order denying sanctions under section
57.105(1), Florida Statutes, in litigation arising from the fatal shooting of Chance Haegele by Polk
County sheriff’s deputies. The court held that a prior federal determination that the deputies’ use of
deadly force was reasonable and non-excessive established their statutory immunity from subsequent
civil claims arising from the shooting. The court remanded for further proceedings on the sanctions
motion.
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DISPOSITION reversed_and_remanded

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from a post-final-judgment order denying appellants' motion
for sanctions under section 57.105(1), Florida Statutes, following prior
state-court litigation in which judgment had been entered for
appellants on collateral-estoppel and statutory-immunity grounds.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Generally, abuse of discretion applies to an order concerning section
57.105(1) attorney's fees; de novo review applies to the extent the
order is based on an issue of law.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE published

PARTIES Grady C. Judd, in his official capacity as Sheriff of Polk County,
Reginald Green, individually, Joseph Hicks, individually v. Christina
Haegele, as Personal Representative of the Estate of Chance Haegele,
deceased, for the benefit of his estate and survivors, Christina Haegele,
individually
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court erred by denying appellants' motion for sanctions under section 57.105(1),
Florida Statutes.

2. Whether the federal court's determination that the deputies' use of deadly force was not excessive and
was reasonably necessary to protect against an immediate threat established, as a matter of law,
immunity under section 776.032(1) from Haegele's subsequent state-law wrongful-death and battery
claims.

3. Whether the differing elements of the state-law claims and the prior federal § 1983 claims precluded
sanctions.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court reversibly erred in denying appellants' motion for sanctions because the material facts
previously determined by the federal court and the applicable law established that appellants were
immune from Haegele's subsequent civil action.

2. The different elements of Haegele's wrongful-death and battery claims, as compared with her federal §
1983 claims, did not prevent application of the statutory immunity or support denial of sanctions.

3. When the requirements of section 57.105(1) are satisfied, the statute mandates an award of reasonable
attorney's fees.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“once the federal court determined that the Deputies’ use of deadly force was not excessive and was
reasonably necessary to defend themselves from being harmed by Decedent, they, and by implication, Judd,
were, as a matter of law, immune under the plain language of section 776.032(1) from any type of civil action
brought against them by Haegele for shooting Decedent.” (at 10)

“Under these circumstances, when the requirements of section 57.105(1) are met, the statute directs that a
trial court “shall” award a reasonable attorney’s fee.” (at 11)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Deputies Reginald Green and Joseph Hicks responded after receiving reports that Chance Haegele had made a
suicidal social-media post and possessed a shotgun. After Haegele fled with the weapon, the deputies repeatedly
ordered him to drop it; he instead moved toward a deputy and pointed or raised the shotgun at him. The deputies
shot Haegele, resulting in his death. A federal court later found that the deputies reasonably feared for their
safety and the safety of others and that the shooting did not violate the Fourth Amendment.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Haegele previously sued the Sheriff and deputies in federal court under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and Florida's Wrongful
Death Act. The federal court entered summary judgment on the § 1983 claims after finding that the deputies' use
of deadly force was not excessive, and dismissed the state claims without prejudice. Haegele then filed a state-
court action alleging wrongful death and battery; the trial court entered judgment for appellants based on
collateral estoppel and immunity under sections 776.012(2) and 776.032(1), and this court affirmed without
opinion. On remand, the trial court denied appellants' section 57.105(1) sanctions motion, leading to this appeal.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Reverse the order denying appellants' motion for sanctions and remand for further proceedings consistent with
the opinion, including proceedings concerning the mandatory award of reasonable attorney's fees under section
57.105(1).
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