IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLORIDA
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FLORIDA HIGHWAY PATROL, etc., o S
Ll
Defendant. 2

ORDER DETERMINING GOOD CAUSE SHOWN AND ORDER GRANTING
DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISMISS COMPLAINT

This matter came before the Court to be heard upon (1) the Court’s Order to Show Cause
directing the Defendant to show cause why the subject vehicle claimed by the Plaintiff in her
Verified Complaint for replevin “should not be taken from the possession of the Defendant and
delivered to the Plaintiff;” and (2) the Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Complaint. The Court,
having considered the motion and exhibits, having also considered argument of counsel and
reviewed the entire court file, and being fully advised in the premises, hereby finds as follows:

The Court takes judicial notice of the court file in the Plaintiff’s criminal case, State of

Florida v. Lindsey Isaacs; Case No. 2026-102441-CFDL. Based on the Arrest Report Affidavit,

Affidavit for Search Warrant, Affidavit for Arrest Warrant, and the Warrant for Arrest, all of which
were verified by the arresting oﬁicer who was present at the hearing, the Court determines that
good cause was shown by the Defendant why the subject vehicle now in evidence in the criminal
case should not be taken from the possession of the Defendant and delivered to the Plaintiff.

Therefore, replevin of the subject vehicle must be denied.



For all the reasons stated and findings made by the Court on the record at the hearing, the
Defendant’s motion to dismiss without prejudice must be granted because jurisdiction now lies

with the court having jurisdiction over the Plaintiff’s criminal case. See Wolfgang v. Dawsy, 204

So. 3d 596 (Fla. 5th DCA 2016); Pondella Hall for Hire, Inc. v. City of St. Cloud, 837 So. 2d 510

(Fla. 5th DCA 2003); and Eight Hundred, Inc. v. State, 781 So. 2d 1187 (Fla. 5th DCA 2001).

Based on the foregoing, it is hereby

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED as follows:

1. Good cause having been shown, replevin of the subject vehicle in evidence in the
criminal proceeding is DENIED.

2. Defendant Florida Highway Patrol’s Motion to Dismiss is GRANTED, and the
Plaintiff’s Verified Complaint is dismissed without prejudice.

3. All other pending motions filed in this matter are DENIED as moot.

DONE AND ORDERED in DeLand, Volusia County, Florida, this (2 ﬁ day of

Pl

RANPELL H. ROWE, 111
CIRCUIT JUDGE

May, 2026.

Copy to all counsel of record.



