
 

 

December 12, 2012 

 

 

The Honorable Rick Scott 

Governor of Florida 

The Capitol 

400 S Monroe St 

Tallahassee, FL 32399 

 

 

Re: Governor Scott can save Transparency 2.0 

 

Dear Governor Scott: 

 

You have the statutory obligation, budget and authority to deliver Transparency 2.0 to the public: 

 

1. Statutory obligation: the Transparency 2.0 system developed by Spider Data Services would be 

a valuable platform for fulfillment of the statutory obligation found in Chapter 215.985, Florida 

Statutes.  Chapter 215.985, the “Transparency Florida Act,” directs the Executive Office of the 

Governor to provide a single budget transparency web site to the general public.   

 

2. Budget: the legislature included $2.5 million in the 2012-13 budget for you to develop a 

transparency web site for public access that provides all the functions of the Transparency 2.0 

system. You did not veto this money.  The web site has already been developed by the Florida 

Senate spending nearly $5 million of taxpayer money.  Shouldn’t Floridians see the web site that 

they paid for?  Your investment of up to $2.5 million through negotiations with Spider Data 

should be sufficient to cover at least two years of maintenance and the public launch of the site.  

 

3. Authority: According to the December 7, 2012 memo from Senate President Don Gaetz to all 

senators, a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to transfer the Spider Data contract from the 

Senate to the Governor’s Office was executed by the Senate President’s Office in the spring of 

2012. To-date, your office has declined to sign the MOU and has not taken over responsibility for 

the contract but you have the authority to immediately take over this vendor contract by signing 

the MOU.  Even without signing the MOU, you have the statutory obligation, budget and 

authority to provide Transparency 2.0 to the public. 

 

The Florida Legislature's objections are unreasonable: 

 

1. No-bid contract: Why would the legislature want to stop this project simply because it originated 

as a no-bid contract, in this case since it was for patented technology only available from a single 

source, while maintaining the legislature’s policy to allow other no-bid contracts?  According to 

the Florida Accountability Contract Tracking System, there are more than 500 active single-

source (no-bid) contracts in state government worth more than $300 million.  Should the state 

cancel all of these contracts for being no-bid? 

 

2. Vendor disclosure of owners and investors:  Will the more than 20,000 other state government 

vendors also have to disclose their owners and investors as has been requested of Spider Data?  Is 

that a new regulation that will be imposed on all employers wishing to do business with the State 



of Florida?  If there are any legitimate concerns about Spider Data or any other state vendor, then 

Florida’s Chief Financial Officer Jeff Atwater has the authority to investigate them. 

 

3. Ownership of a private company’s patented technology: Is the new standard that if Microsoft, 

Google, IBM or other companies with patented intellectual property become vendors of state 

government, they would also be required to transfer ownership of their intellectual property to the 

State of Florida as has been requested of Spider Data?  What signal would this send about Florida 

being open for business to the global marketplace? 

 

You have set a goal of providing all citizens the information they need to make the same decisions as a 

legislator, which is exactly what Transparency 2.0, already paid for with nearly $5 million in taxpayer 

money would do.  Why not let the public see the $5 million budget tracking program already paid for with 

their money? 

 

A public launch of Transparency 2.0 would also allow you to achieve your goal of accountability 

budgeting.  By making each state agency set annual goals for every dollar they spend, those goals could 

be captured in the planning module of the Transparency 2.0 site.  Performance of state agencies would be 

easily measured against those goals and the public and policymakers could hold agencies accountable for 

their outcomes.  Transparency 2.0 would ensure state officials and employees justify all expenditures of 

Floridians’ tax dollars.  

 

Presently in Tallahassee, where Floridians’ money is going, who is getting the no-bid contracts and the 

sweetheart deals, that information is known by just the insiders.  If you launch Transparency 2.0, the 

public would see where every penny of their money is being spent and have the opportunity to identify 

and send you and lawmakers their best cost savings ideas that will likely save Florida millions of dollars 

each year. 

 

There is a tremendous opportunity for you to become the transparency governor, to launch transparency 

2.0, to leave a lasting legacy for Florida as the transparency governor if you decide to launch this web 

site. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                    Dan Krassner, Executive Director 

         First Amendment Foundation                                     Integrity Florida  
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