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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Florida held that the minimum costs for the state attorney mandated by section

938.27(8), Florida Statutes (2019), must be imposed even when the State does not request them. The

Court approved the First District's decision in Parks v. State and disapproved the Second District's

contrary decision in D.L.J. v. State, concluding that the specific mandate in subsection (8) controls

over the general request requirement applicable to certain investigative costs under subsection (1).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the minimum costs for the state attorney mandated by section 938.27(8), Florida Statutes
(2019), may be imposed without a request by the State.

2. Whether section 938.27(1)'s request requirement for certain investigative costs applies to the separate

minimum state-attorney costs specified in section 938.27(8).

HOLDINGS

1. The minimum costs for the state attorney mandated by section 938.27(8), Florida Statutes (2019), must

be imposed by the trial court even when the State has not requested them.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Taken together, the statutory texts—set forth earlier in this opinion—lead to the conclusion that the minimum
costs for the state attorney must be imposed by the trial court even in the absence of a request by the State.”
(at9)

“We conclude that the minimum “[c]osts for the state attorney” mandated by section 938.27(8) must be

imposed by the trial court even in the absence of a request by the State.” (at 14)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Parks was adjudicated guilty of five charges and sentenced as a habitual felony offender to twenty-five years in
prison. The trial court imposed a $100 state-attorney cost of prosecution for the felony offenses under section
938.27(8), Florida Statutes (2019), although the State did not expressly request the cost. Parks challenged the
assessment as a sentencing error, arguing that section 938.27(1) required a request by the State.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Parks was adjudicated guilty of five charges and sentenced as a habitual felony offender to twenty-five years in
prison. The trial court imposed a $100 state-attorney cost under section 938.27(8), despite the State's failure to
expressly request it. The trial court denied Parks's motion to correct sentencing errors, and the First District
affirmed. The Supreme Court of Florida accepted review based on conflict with D.L.J. v. State and approved the

First District's decision while disapproving D.L.J.
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approved
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