TEST >> test test Test Test This is a test Good morning, ladies and gentlemen . The date is March 5, th, I will read the disclaimer. Please complete a participation slip and indicate the item you wish to address. After you have begun to speak please limit to your comments. The county council does not answer questions or request to public participation. We will now move forward. Who is the guy? Good morning. How are you doing? Okay. State your name and address for the record. Which have I would like to say part of the mission of Volusia county is to obtain the trust of the community. I would like to comment on February 19th. This speech ignored so many facts about Volusia county. It did mention the $22 million annual debt of service payment. Volusia county is one of the highest county taxes in Florida and charges nor than Seminole county. It's a shame the amount of money the county gets. 
Volusia county recently raised it's fees or beach access. None of this was stated on the county address. Non-tax non-bond paying for what they give to culture businesses. They contribute little total communities. That money could have gone to the fire stations. They give $250,000 to team Volusia. It should be team Daytona. So many give a ways, 300,000 for this and for that. You can see how much money this county gives away. It's outrageous and ridiculous. They insult the taxpayer . A $20 million grant so they can put up a high end shopping center in Daytona. This is not the county of Daytona, this is the county of Volusia. All of this $20 million under the political pressure of the Daytona speedway corporation is the France family. According to Forbes magazine is worth $5 billion. They could have taken that $20 million out of chump change. It's a shame they take it from this county. All because it will bring 400 jobs to the community. They are not real jobs. They should be ashamed themselves for cheating the Volusia county out of $20 million. As a taxpayer I call upon to the France family to give us $20 million back. They stole this from this county and I don't appreciate it 1 bit. Thank you. 
Thank you, sir. Robert norVA , good morning. 
MY my name is Robert norBAL. 
You and I had a discussion before and you were questioning the lights on Bella road and Taylor road and I gave you a little bit of an update. You have 3 minutes. 
Last year I was here in November to talk about putting on a light. While talking to council explaining the needs we walked away that there was an agreement. We thought we would have a light there in some timeframe. Didn't show studies that were taken showing that a light was required. I'm looking for some clarification. One of the concerns is that when we originally discussed light we were talking about a simple type of light. Something that didn't require extra connections because the original spot was part of the Taylor road widening and required an extensive lighting to synchronize to different locations. We came up with what we thought would be a simple plan and that seemed to be approved. The letters that since came out is that fiber optic portion is on back of the board. It requires what I would think a lot of engineering, a lot of inter connection and 95 where this traffic light is going to be. That's only way they coordinated to do. I don't if it requires digging or wiring on poles. It seems to be an over complications added to what we thought we agreed to. The other thing that has come up is the easement and the requirement for easements on the property of crane lakes. The question there came up that crane lakes has just paved that portion of their road. I didn't know whether or not the installation to this light was going to require digging up or trenching across that newly paved road and whether or not that would create some problems for us in terms of obtaining the easement. The letter to my understanding seemed to imply that we wouldn't get a light in that area until sometime in 2016, which is back in November that would have been over a year. I'm looking if I can get some more information on it. I haven't heard anything about the city council agreement. The last I heard it was being prepared but I haven't heard it being signed saying this is what we have agreed to. I didn't hear from the engineering design whether it was being done after the agreement or concurrent. And the funding is going to be based on the engineering design and based on whether they put in fiber optic or not. I know I'm passed my time. 
You are way passed your time. 
I would like to come back from this meeting to get some kind of information as to what's going on. 
Thank you, if you will have a seat there. Ms. Connors, who in the staff does he talk to to get more information. 
Public works. 
Is it possible for him to get someone from public works to talk to this morning. 
Certainly. 
Is there any further participation, Ms. Zimmerman? 
No, sir. 
With that, we'll be in recess until 9:00. [ Gavel ] >> > [ Gavel ] 
If we can please have order in the chambers. Good morning, everybody. Today's date is March 5, 2014. The time is 9:06 a.m.. We need to get going. We have a long distance call. If I may have the roll call. City Clerk: Mr. Patterson, Mr. Wagner, thank you, Ms. Cusack, Mr. Daniels, Mr. Davis, 
We have If the council would please rise. 
Let's pray. Dear god we come to you right now and just think about my boys in school and all that I take for granted as a citizens of this country. As somebody in the Volusia county community, god, I want to thank you and praise you for the things you are doing here and everybody here is struggling. Whatever we are dealing with this morning, I pray that you are able to equip them with the tools and focus the task on hand and that you will give them beyond an agenda to really look to the needs of the whole. God, as an addict and recovery, I know the power of your independence and the transformation. I pray that in joking earlier that this is a long distance phone call that you are here and you are active and you are present and that we we have the courage to invite you in. God, we surrender this time to you and hand this over Lord. We pray that you guide us in wisdom beyond all understanding for those that are willing to invite that in, god. Thank you very much for the people and their effort in this room. Thank you very much for their commitment. There are times that I'm at odds with people in this room and thank you for helping me remember that these are our our member servants and believe that tomorrow can be better. God, help our spirit of reconciliation be in this room and help us to join in what you are doing the trying to do with Volusia county. We ask this in the name of Jesus Christ, amen. 
I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America and to the Republic for which it stands, one nation, under God, indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. >> Thank you, please be seated. Now we will move along to pulling of the consent agenda items. And we will start off with Mr. Patterson. Mr. Patterson wants to pull everything. 
Second. 
He said nothing. He rescinded that request. 
Can everybody use the microphones for the record. 
I am pulling nothing off the agenda this morning. 
Mr. Wagner? 
Same. 
Ms. Cusack? 
I have nothing to pull. 
Mr. Daniels? 
Nothing. 
Mr. Lowry? 
Nothing, sir. 
I will entertain a motion? Motion for approval. All in favor say, "Aye". 
Aye. 
Any opposed? 
So carried unanimous. We'll move on to item No. 1. This is the actual long distance phone call we were waiting for. I appreciate Mr. Lance's humor on this. 
Mr. Eckert you have the floor. 
Thank you, I believe that Robert Stuart and Chris Dawson are from gray Robinson, our state lobbyist. The topic is this morning the DJ secured cost which the legislature has provided that the county should share. This is a topic which involves a lot of data, so it's hard to summarize it at a high level, but essentially, what the point that we wanted to bring to you today is that the cost for this has increased in the last 2 years from about $800,000 after the department of juvenile justice did a reconciliation following a rule challenge to about $3 million this year is the state's estimate. About 375%. The department initially informed the county that their estimate would be about two 1/2 million. That's what's in your budget. So the statute requires that there be, that the county pay the money. That's estimated by the state. One of the actions today is to inform you that there be a budget transfer from reserves to this account setting it aside so in the event the county is required to pay it, it is there. The county has since July withheld payments for two reasons. First we challenge the estimate. I will explain that in a minute. Second, the county has been overcharges significantly over the past several years by even by departments unilateral reduction in the cases involving 3 fiscal years. The amount is still about $9.2 million. $12.3 million in total based upon their stipulation which they unilaterally withdrew. The issue here is that the legislature last year funded, this is about $100 million ex-suspension expenses. The state for fiscally constrained counties which there are 29. There are 3 counties that provide their own secured attention those are called non-participating county. The question is how you allocate the remainder. We with held because our cost jumped from, to finish that thought, the legislature adopted a budget premise upon the fact that counties would bare 50% of the cost and the state would be 43. The statute provides that the counties are required to pay final disposition cost. The only time the department has attempted to address that rule following the first district court from 2013, their calculations resulted in a 32% cost to the counties collectively. And the legislature changed that to 57%. So, they budget that was adopted, the estimate of what we were required to pay conforms to that budget in our view versus what the statute requires. So, we withheld payment for two reasons, No. 1 we were being overcharged and No. 2, we challenged the estimate. As my memo indicates to you and I think you are probably aware from press accounts, the legislature has looked the stance the idea that it county would not be making any payment. One of the recommendations we make today is to reduce partial payments based upon the FY 12-13 reconciliation. The last final one which is about $800,000 in total of what it would have been for that year. So you would catch up from August through today. That cost is about $539,000. You would pay $67,000 monthly. That keeps us current according to what we believe is the proper cost. We would litigate in the pending appeals in the first district court of appeal. The issue of what the requirement the state provide credits which they failed to do ought to refund. This is a cost which over which the county has little control and in some respects not much understanding. So to try to better understand that, the manager's initiated a committee much like the criminal justice coordinating committee, the courts have agreed to participate, judge Clayton has been designated to do that and he's indicated an interest to doing that. But really we are trying to understand. You can't manage what you don't understand and in the end we have not been able to manage because these are decisions that are based upon state rules. In other words, when juveniles are placed in detention and there is not and there may not have a better understanding but no ability to manage. We are going to look at it. The state attorneys will be involved. Judge Clayton on behalf of the court system, corrections general manager will be one of the participants. The Sheriff's will ask do you have anybody on there and the public defender and state attorney will be involved although I don't know how much they are involved in the process and DJJ itself. I think we ought to dismiss the 12-13 challenge that we've initiated. That really turns out that they applied the wrong payments, not so much the wrong data. So that brings us to what's happening in the legislature. The problem statement from the prospective from the legislature is how to allocate $11 million to the county. I wrote a letter last week that said to my point of view the fairist way to do that is on the basis of the tax role. I don't feel the legislature would be inclined do this. The next most fair in my view is by population. In the letter I laid out the effects of that. 
In the meantime, after writing that to senator Bradley, the bill has product the county's collectively would pay 60% of the cost. Last year the proposals were 50%. That 50% or whatever it ends up being is the cost collectively between the counties. We try to have input and in addition to refunds we try to have input on the bases of how that 50 or 60 whatever the cost is to be allocated. Our days out of the norm it would seem. So just to give you some insight into this. Our estimate, the 2013-2014 estimate showed the state at that time indicated that was to be allocated was the was the cost of $310,000, this year it was dropped to $393,000. In the meantime, Volusia's days went from a little over $11,000 estimated to $15991. Because of the rules changed our predetention days, the days charged went from 2849 days to 9115. Now because the number of days dropped, what you are paying for, the state cost last year, actually between these 2 years that the cost has been relatively flat, $328 per day. So the bills in front of the legislature this year and I will soon yield the floor so they can comment. The proposals in front of the legislature last 2 years have grouped all pre -- and post final disposition which is the legislative distinction and put them in a pot and say the counties are responsible for a certain percentage. Last year with 50%. Within those it is a significant factor how those should be allocated and allocated from population. It's hard to figure out the wide differences between the counties. Escambia is a county of about 300,000 people. Last year the shorter days just under $12,000. We were at $12726. It's just hard to explain why that's the case. As I wrote in the letter it's hard to explain wide variances between counties, Charlotte and Hernando which have similar demographics are the juveniles four times as bad? I don't think you can say that. I think over time population offers more stable basis. If there is to be a bill this year, I wrote to senator Bradley and said it should be on the bases of population that you would allocate whatever cost to be allocated to the county. So I think what we wanted to accomplish this morning was to tell you this magnitude of the issue. How much of it has gone up in the last 2 years from $67,000 to $77,000 to $250,000. To secure your approval to resume to make partial payments based upon the 12-13 figures, the last final figures which was about $67,000. To tell you that we are trying to at least understand the problem so it might be managed through this committee. And to inform you that we are dismissing the 12-13 case. I think probably at this point it's better that I yield the floor to Mr. Leonardo Learn and his group to update you on the developments as they see them in the legislature. 
All right. Thank you, Mr. Eckert. Mr. LAN Hart are you still there? You have the floor, sir. 
Thank you very much. 
That didn't last very long. Are you still there? We could not hear you. >> As soon as we get -- 
The interference went away. 
I hear something. 
Mr. Chairman can you hear us? 
We can barely barely hear you. 
We are talking as loud as we can. It was working fine with Jeff and me earlier. Can you hear us now Mr. Chairman? 
Go for it, we are going to bear with you. You have the floor. 
All right. I want to first say that Dan Eckert gave a very good overview to get us to where we are today. We had Dan come to Tallahassee a couple weeks ago the last committee meetings and meet face-to-face with senator Bradley who is clearly going to be the key decision maker on what the senate is going to do in this matter. We were also able to get Dan to senator Greg every it Everts. The issue with the house and senate and with the house. Dan Eckert is correct the way that senate bill 1414 is now positioned. It would call for a percent and not giving any credit. The agency has a system for credits and dealing with overpayments and by their own acknowledgment there is somewhere between $9.2 million and close to $12 million that we believe is the overpayment, but at no time in 2015 they are dealing with credits and overpayments. At least the senate is not. Another change from last year is the house and senate are now both at the table to talk about this. Last year we could not get any movement in the senate whatsoever. This year there is a mind-set in both chambers to deal with this and resolve it. On the house side the chairman of the committee Larry Mitts and he's more favorable with the county and he has a system dealing with the credits for the counties that had paid over an extended period of time. Mitts is convening a meeting with himself and Bradley and with the agency and we are engaged in dealing with those leaders and the governor's office. The person at the governor's office who overseas this agency is Frank Collins. I met with Frank Collins and had a detailed expectation of the needs are and he's aware of the situation we are in with other counties. We have also met with the counties and Susan far is the appointed person for the FAC. The senate is going to deal with this group on a basis and they will not deal county by county as a resolution. We have to work with other counties in our advocacy here. Robert, do you want to add anything? 
Good morning, it's great to be on here. I apologize for the slight technical difficulties. It sounds like I hope you are hearing us loud and clear now. We've had several conversations this week and I want to highlight for you as Fred articulated a moment ago. We met with chair Bradley along with Mitts. They will be meeting next week and they identified that meeting to take place next week to figure out where the house position is and the senate position is and there may be places for them to meet in the middle or to meet and agreed to one side or the other. That's an important moment for not only Volusia but for all the counties as we begin the session this week and have an idea of where the two sides are going to fall as it relates to this issue. They will get back to us personally on how that meeting goes and we'll be doing our job to follow up in the days after that meeting. Both members are going to really drive this conversation. The rest of the members on both sides are going to be differential as we work this out. Others will be letting them know of these discussions and let them know of our matters and keeping them -- apprised of what we are doing and the only advice we can give them is to sit tight until we see how this meeting goes and see what the product is going to be as we come out of this and see whether or not it's a workable solution or totally unacceptable solution and we can react accordingly. I can tell you the county is engaged, Fred is going to be reaching out to the counties again to make sure that our efforts are coordinated and we'll be keeping your staff apprised every step of the way from what we learn so you as a council can also be kept apprised. 
They seem to generally acknowledge the validity of your point regarding a better way to do this allocation dealing with the tax roles or the population. At least we have their attention in the internal equities going on with the mysterious formula that DJ is applying which produces results which are very odd. We will pay close attention to that topic as well. Because it's one thing to deal with these huge financial swings that they have to deal with this year. It's another thing if there is an on going problem this year because of the allocation system being flawed and right now it is. 
Mr. Chairman, I would say that on this year's data, if you do it by population, our bill would be about half what the estimate is. 
All right. Well, thank you. Any further comment, Mr. Eckert? Is that it? Okay. Ms. Cusack would like to speak to this matter. 
Thank you Mr. Chair and lobby men. I would like to thank you for what you do in trying to get your arms around this. I have a question and comments and concerns. My question is what are our consequences if we do not resume payment to the state when in fact we understand that we are already overpaid. What are the consequences of not resuming payment? 
Well, senator NEGRON at a point about a week ago made a statement that he viewed that as bad faith by the counties that were not participating because from his point of view it's a team business relationship where the counties and the state are together on this and they view non-payment as an internal act of hostilities . However when it's payments that you ought to be getting, it's defensible. The way the dialogue was going this year it's clear that NEG Ron was part of this and it's continuing bad faith at least NEG Ron would come back to ways that this county would joint back up and try to pay again. Dan is it your reKOG cognizance that the others would not pay? 
It was five of non-payment. All five others are making some form of payment now. And 17 counties are making partial payments. We would be the only one withholding all payments. 
So the recommendation would be that even though our days have dropped, our cost is going up. So in good faith to the state of Florida, we should resume payments when in fact we know they owe us money and not addressing that. 
What I'm recommending is we pay based on 2013, the last reconciled data that we make payment based on that, in other words make a current payment. That we not pay that we have a challenge to the 14-15 that we not pay that at this time because we don't, we have little understanding and why the numbers have gone so wildly. In other words if we make a current payment that we litigate the amount dispute in question in the current year and that we continue to litigate the in the district court the question of rear. It would read as a self tape measure to I guess we want to, we are looking for additional confirmation that self-help is available. That our estimate, our viewpoint that the status being administration so as to be an unlawful and unfunded mandate is correct. 
I still have some great concerns about resuming payments, simply because this is a citizens of Volusia county deserve some better explanation than what we have been able to get from this bill and from all the dialogue going on in the senate. As to what the state's commitment to the counties as to how we got in this position and the fact that the Constitution indicate that the juvenile justice is to provide. This is a state function. 
Just statute Ori, this is if it passes by record majority transfers cost to the counties. If they made a requisite finding and find it by a requisite majority of each house they can transfer the entire cost. 
To the counties? 
To the counties. This is solely a question of unfunded mandate. So keeping it current payment based upon the data that at the last reconcile data, I think allows us to keep the ear of the legislature as we go forward because frankly if they were to change the allocation method, it would have some almost have the practical effect of a refund. 
The problem is getting that refund. 
Well, from the senate's perspective that money is spent. The senate last year provided for no refunds, but the house was going to reimburse but not at 100% but for over 3 years. If you increase the percentage of the cost that is allocated to the counties, then it just worsens the issues. So I think saying my recommendation to you is that we make the current payment, that we do not dispute and that we litigate before the district court the constitutional issue of whether or not the failure to give payments has turned to an unlawful unfunded mandate. If you require an estimate and then you retain it, that's not what the legislature did. So in that respect, we contend that the statute is being administration as an unlawful and unfunded mandate. Right now, we are saying we would make payments according to the amounts so we don't dispute for this year. Partly to maintain the legislatures year but continuing the judicial declaration that our position is correct continuing to seek a declaration that our position is correct. 
So we feel that the state will be satisfied with us paying $67,000 a month and we don't know exactly how much our bill is and the formula they are using to determine that, is that correct? 
Well, each of the 22 other counties that are now making partial payment are doing it on some variant of the idea of the 2013 reconciliation which collectively had the counties paying 32%. I guess I'm recommending to you that we pay what we don't dispute what the legislature could do and issue the rearages. 
Thank you. 
Thank you, Ms. Cusack. I have a couple of questions in the non-participating counties. 
There are three counties that provide their own secured attention. Those are Seminole, Polk and May ROIN MarION. Polk still has the question of rearages because they changed mid-course. Those are called non-participating counties so they are not involved in the bill currently. Under senator Bradley's bill they would come back into mix because as I understand the bill because that bill allocates the total detention days pre -- and post. And there is no, the bill this year differs from last year and it makes no exclusion for so-called non-participating counties which are those three. There is actually two other counties that provide their own prefinal disposition secured attention. Hardy and highlands. But those are fiscally constraint counties. The so-called three non-participating are those again, Polk, Seminole and Marion. We are looking at the data from those. If the statute would remain the same, we might try to contract with Seminole. I don't know if they have the capacity for us to do so. 
Okay. Would that be a savings of money? 
It might. I can't say that at this point. 
I guess if we became our own non-participating county, if we created our own? 
We would look at the data. For us it would be a significant capital cost. It's something that the managers are looking at. Seminole had it's own facilities versus our facilities had multiple counties and state would not give it to us. The start up cost would be significant and you can see that the legislature this year is bringing them back, those counties back in the mix so you might incur significant cost and then not have it be of the benefit that you saw it. 
Before we make that kind of a decision, we need to see what the state is going to do. I have one more question. We prepay basically we prepay for this juvenile detention system, correct? 
Correct. 
They estimate $3 million a year, we are saying no, it's a lot less and then we overpay and we never get our money back and we are not getting our money back, that's what we are here about. 
Senator Bradley's bill 1414 would change that process. There still might be a contest for the number of days, but it would be on the actual data. His bill disregarding the percentage after state's fiscal year is concluded in June, they would tell you how many days you did use and then you would pay that amount over the following county fiscal year. You would be paying in a rearages. Following councilman cues Cusack's questions. The way I understand the bill, if you change the system and it becomes effective and you are only paying a rearages, the companies paying in advance. If our days really are the $16,000 that the states say they are, we might have to pay the next fiscal year which turns out to be the actual amount. There is a question of transition, but senator Bradley's bill does 1414, takes issue. It does away with the estimate payment reconciliation. It givers you actual data and you pay in a rearages. 
So it's kind of like we have the bill. They provided the service and now would pay for the service. 
They would pay the cost and we would pay in rearage s. They might have to calculate it correctly but you wouldn't be paying on an estimate, you would be paying on actual data. Part of the whole issue is that you are trying to allocate a fixed cost based on uses. The system, when I said this, a number of days had gone down statewide, but the cost has gone up, but at least you are paying what is thought to be the known days. He tries to move past the current disputes by saying you are going to pay a certain percentage whatever that maybe both preand post and you are going to pay in arrears. You are not giving money that I don't have to give back to you. 
It's pay as you go? 
It's pay after the fact. They give it to you the following year. The state fiscal year ends in June and they will give you a number and in the budget that you adopt for October you would pay on that number unless there is some dispute to the actual days. 
Which brings to mind the next question, where is checks and balance. We have juveniles and we arrest them and they go to trial and they go wherever they go when they are incarcerated. That's what we are paying for. Who basically keeps a tally of who in Volusia county juveniles are being incarcerated, because I think that's where our numbers should be. It's like in the old, everybody has heard about the $400 hammer in the army. There is a $400 army hammer because someone moved decimal points to the left. 
There could be a problem to coding and dependency and delinquency. But essentially -- 
Does this new legislation 1414 even address accountability and who is watching this? 
Well, it addresses the issue of accountability to trying to get actual cost. I'm speaking to -- he was suggesting that maybe the general will validate those days. But there the question of the cost would be a relatively known factor. Right now the department feels the obligation to get it's budget, but what is spent would become unknown then the stays if it's recorded by the county correctly which is a labor intensive issue. You wouldn't need to determine whether there is pre -- or post. It would relieve you of that debt. The problem is of course you are dealing with juveniles. So it's opaque because they are coating it because juveniles name is not readily known. So, as I say, the data is opaque. Where are the chances for air? Well, maybe our facility here and judge Clayton said he might be involved this morning and I don't think that's judge Clayton's role as to how to allocate. But might you have depend cease versus coded delinquency. There is good faith data error. I'm not suggesting. 
I'm not saying that somebody purposely made the wrong data entry. Let's be realistic. Anybody that's done a checkbook, as you are writing on your checkbook, your eyes start to blur. 
That's partly why I'm suggesting that it would be fair to do. If you are saying this is a societal responsibility, I think it's better off on a tax faith basis because then you are saying well, it falls evenly upon the taxpayer. It takes you away from the data verification issue. There is no reason to think that which I'm aware that the juveniles in one county or another are much worse or better and that it won't even out over time. It would be more advantages if Volusia county could would do it from a population until age 17 because we have a lower percentage of persons on that area. If you do it on a bases of population then your coding is down to the issue of is it dependency or delinquency. I don't think that's the issue, but it could be some. In our facility here we have at least three county having input providing there is house from three counties and you have dependency dependency . If you use beaver estimates based on population it should even out over time. Honestly I feel sorry for the department in some respects trying to administer the system. It's a very difficult one. The people we are dealing with are working the good faith that they have a system that is really not workable. It would allow them to do what they do better, what they are supposed to be doing, what you are paying them for. >> Thank you. I hear Mr. LAN Hart is still there. Ms. Denys? 
From what my understanding they are polar opposite of our position, is that true? 
I don't believe so. 
To be clear, we don't represent the association. 
We don't represent FCC because the counties are lumped together in this discussion, we are there on behalf of Volusia. 
I think facts view has been that the usage was a fair determinant as to how to allocate the county's portion. Of course they represent all the counties, but I guess we need to persuade fact over time population would be better for everyone. 
Population versus usage. I think that is very critical and they are not with us on this issue to the final end. I think that's important to note. 
It's intuitive but the data is so opaque. And it's difficult to determine that. If you say it's a societal responsibility, the swings between year to year and county to county are better at indicated on a tax base by the population to get everyone out of this burdensome dispute every year. 
My comment on this is senator Ingram's comments I have heard multiple times from multiple sources out of concern for Volusia going forward and he wants a good payment. I think we need to submit a good faith payment, but here is my concern: If we do not, if we do not do that, this is the politics of politics, and it is unsettling because it will jeopardize any and all projects that have Volusia counties name on it in this legislative session. That's what will happen in the house and that's what will happen in the senate. I don't agree with it. I am adamantly opposed to this process because this is an unfunded mandate at best and putting the burden on this unfunded mandate on the back of the taxpayers because it represents 12% of our general fund. That can't go unanswered. For me it won't go unanswered. However, in the process that we are in now, if we don't make a payment, anything we do going forward in this legislative session will be tarnished. It just will. That's all I'm going to say. I'm going to support making a payment although I realistically disagree, philosophically disagree but for the sake of the bigger cause for everything else Volusia I'm going to support making a payment. 
Do we need a motion and action or just general consensus? 
I think we we need to have a motion. I would propose continuing to pay the -- we are paying upon the last reconciled data. 
Let The Record reflect council is going to, my motion is a good faith payment going forward. 
I have a motion for good faith payment. I will need a second. Second from Mr. Daniels. You can continue the floor, Ms. Denys? 
I will conclude. 
Anybody else? 
I want to be clear that this payment is not A payment, is that correct? 
That's correct. We will be paying monthly based upon, wait, we have made our first payment was based upon the 12-13 reconciled data which was in round numbers, approaching $68,000 a month. That's the last numbers we had that they said were verified last year. The billing was $77,000 but I'm suggesting using the 67 or $68,000, the amount that was reconciled for 12-13, which was the amount DJJ, they did a revised reconciliation after the appellate court ruled. That I think preserves the issue of 5743 and as well as the number of days for which they maybe, we don't have any bases to account for them at this point. 
All right. So the motion is just for a faith base payment. It's not to pay the whole. Good faith payment. I'm sorry about that. 
According to the data, it does have faith base. 
All right. Any other discuss or questions on this matter. Okay, the motion on the floor is to make the good faith base payment in -- do we need an exact number on that? Yeah. It is $67490 .25 per month. We made that payment for July. It would be from August forward continuing through this fiscal year, state fiscal year. 
Okay. So the motion is for the good faith base payment of $67490 monthly until the end of the state fiscal year and hopefully we'll have it litigated by then. 
Actually it's the $0.25. It's the 12-13 reconciled amount. At least as far as the department is concerned it's the data point and that's why we are using that. 
All right. That's the motion made by Ms. Denys and Mr. Daniels. Patterson had to leave for a prior appointment. Without further discussion. All in favor say, "Aye". 
Aye. 
Any opposed? Okay. It passes 6-0. Mr. Patterson is gone for the moment. 
Then I think we may want to know, I'm not sure about, there is about the three, the months of August and September, how that bears, but you would be making a budget transfer that represents the amount in between that $68,000 rounded. 
What's the amount transferred from the budget? Because there will have to be a motion. 
I think that's an administrative function, but I wanted to let you know for this year's fiscal year it's 4279 $427950. It was two years ago2 years ago last year. The $68,000 and the 250 you will be setting aside if you are found responsible to pay for it. 
Okay, we don't need a motion on that. 
I just want to make you aware of it so you have the money set aside and also an administrative issue is that the manager has organized this committee. It's not a sunshine, just information sharing. We may not be able to manage it, but we can't manage what we don't know. 
Okay. Any objections. Ms. Denys, you have the floor. 
Just to comment in council's agenda item, the total item budget is basically $3 million. Is that what we are moving over? 
We budgeted about $2.571 million and we'll be doing the difference between that and $2.998 million for this fiscal year. Again, I'm rounding. It's actually $25748 . That's the early warning of DJJ for the budget. The actual amount that the state says is $299838. The difference is $407590 and we have the difference because of the difference in fiscal years we have the difference between the amount we discussed earlier was $68,000 and that same amount brought short of $250,000 for last school year. 
It has been allocated and we have allocated the entire amount in the general fund. 
We already have an amount set aside based on what DJJ told us it would likely be. We have set aside in what they say is the estimate. 
I just want to make sure that we are all having the understand that we have to take $42.7 out of reserve. 
$427,000 , yes, ma'am. 
$427 THOZ ,000. My concern is we are moving in good faith to the state, but is the state moving in good faith with the county. I'm moving with this but it gives me heartburn for us to be shooting in the dark on a proposal thinking we are going to be cutoff from everything else which there is no guarantee that you won't be cut out. That's all I have to say. We can move on, but I know you understand that when you vote that we are taking money from reserve as a shoot in the dark. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you, Ma'am. Any other comments? Okay, without further a do. Thank you, Mr. LAN Hart for all of your hard work. Please feel free to call anytime. 
We are going to dismiss the 12-13 case as judge once told me quit while you are ahead. And in that case, they reduced the reconciliation by $700,000 but they used the wrong year's payment data. And I think if that's the error, I don't think we can continue to argue that, the usage data was incorrect. You can say they can't change their mind as administrative law judge says but really they made the wrong payment and the error. They can go back and seek to revise that. I just want to make you aware of that. 
Mr. LAN Hart, are you still there? 
Yes, Mr. Chairman. A couple comments. One to be clear on councilman Denys question, we are coordinating with other counties that are affected on the current fiscal year budget and dealing with the question of allocation and dealing with the credit issue and so forth. However, we do not agree with FAC's apparent position that the current formula going forward is the appropriate formula they should be using so we are actively educating the lever is that has been articulated in a more fair was a a county role as to population that would be more equitable. Dan, if you are in a position to give us some suggested language that would create that more equitable formula, that would be very helpful. Then the other thing I would say is that I understand the county manager is establishing a juvenile justice coordinating committee so the judiciary, the state attorney and other stakeholders can get together to more closely control this. I think we have to hold the agency and the states feet to the fire on accuracy and transparency so know that we are not being heavily billed and to verifying what they are telling the usage is and work on that formula as well. 
Okay. Thank you, sir. Ms. Denys, you want to make one final comment. 
Final comment. Thank you very much for posturing for Volusia county in this issue that you know you share with us is critical to all the citizens here in Volusia. And to that end you were talking about transparency and accountability. We are talking millions of dollars at risk here in Volusia county. Council members, is it time to start a position adding to the DJJ budget or establishing a position directly related to transparency and accountability, because I could justify very easily a position that does nothing except on a day to day basis verify accuracy of our DJJ position. If we spent, I'm not saying, but if we spent $100,000 on this position be we retrieve $12 million or justify the payments going forward, I think that's a great investment and security for the taxpayers. I think, I'm just putting it out there, if we need transparency and accountability, let's do it in house. I'm not going to account on the state to get this right yet again. That's just my $0.02 worth. The manager I know is out of town. It's just feed for thought. I will probably bring it up again. It could behoove us to do our own transparency and accountability in house. 
To council member Denys, to litigate the case involved in this year, we are going to incur some cost in that data. There is a cost in verifying the data. That's why I say let's move to general reference for the public so everyone can look at it. If the system doesn't change you are going to litigate the cost in this years. 
Wouldn't it behoove us to have someone look at the cost in this? 
We may contract with a firm in the county to do that. It's something that the manager and you can discuss. 
I will take that discussion up with him when he comes back. Thank you. 
We need to look at a cost analysis to see if it would be cheaper to do in-house or outside. Every time we do it outside the house it seems to cost us more. 
There is value to look at an accountant to see what this is. Michael Moore has been involved in in year's case and Jones worked in '08-09 case. I would say just to keep after this is a significant expense 
All right. 
We will move to item No. 2. Halifax area advertising authority FY 2014-2015 budget Amendment in the amount of 406, 442. 
We appropriated the money from our budget and transferred the proceeds to Halifax. They are here today to discuss what they would like to do with those additional fundings collected for fiscal year 13-14 
Thank you. Tammy. Tom, I would like to thank our board for being here and Carol and Libby and Bob Davis from the hotel lodging association. And two of our staff. This was the budget collected. 83% will go over direct development in media. Of that 84% will be in digital media which is really turning the numbers for us. We are also going to spend 14% of it or 13% of it on direct sales and meetings and conventions and 4% of it will go into more PR activities. This first quarter we are running 10.2% ahead of last year at this time and last year's first quarter was also a really good quarter. Our best month so far has been December at 16.67% ahead of the previous December. And we should be getting our money I think tomorrow or next week and I believe January is also going to show that we are up again because January was a good month. Everything we are going to do is to regenerate the money and people who pay tax and more people. If you have any questions, I would be happy to answer them. 
I move approval for the item. 
I will second that. 
Moved and seconded. All in favor say, "Aye". 
Aye. 
Any opposed? 
All right. I will see you Tuesday. 
Item No. 3, reresolution renewing the smart growth policy review committee. Ms. McGEE, KAP are you present? 
Thank you, Kelly Mc GEE KAP this is the the policy review committee. The committee was originally established by county council in 2013 to protect the environmental core of the county and promote policies [ Gavel ] if you can exit quietly. 
The policy was established in 2013 to protect the environmental core of the county and recommend policies to stream line a development of particularly in the in fill, the urban areas of our county. This resolution would renew the existence of the smart growth committee which sunset last year. It would do so and call for the nomination of one member of the committee per county council member. This year the committee will be asked to focus on policies that promote infield development. And upon approval of this resolution staff will carry out the application process. We will post the call for applications on the county website. We'll reach out to V card, to let them know of the at some point to apply for membership of this committee and the application will be brought back to council for appointment for nomination on the 19 of March. In accordance with the resolution as with the last resolution that you passed in 2013, this committee will sunset within 1 year, in 1 year unless the county council extends the term of the committee by resolution. With that, I will entertain any questions. 
Any questions. Any public participation on this? 
No Ma'am. Move to adjourn. [ Laughter ] we have the chair. 
Is there anymore discussion. 
Can I have a motion. Approved. 
The motion was seconded by Mr. Wagner and Mr. Davis out of the room. >> We'll move to item No. 4. Connors will begin that discussion. 
This subject matter has been on the topic for council and smart growth committee. Volusia county regulates wetlands by it's minimum standards and development code. We've had these regulations in effect for an extended period of time. And our commitment to environmental protection we found that we sometimes protect wetlands of little or no benefit we sometimes complicate development when we are trying to promote development based on our smart principles for complex patterns with infrastructure. So we are looking in this outline to try and establish a framework that would allow us to balance public interest for both environmental protection and for development and economic interest. The development review committee often exercises it's common sense in applying the code but we think there are provisions that should be modified going into the future. What Ms. McGEE will present the network and and commendation for the future to find and regulate. 
Mr. Chair and Volusia county council I'm here to present on this item. To wetland policies. Since council has extensively reviewed water policy over the last year I thought it was fitting to start with a brief summary of the importance of wetlands and healthy wetlands is the most if not the most cost-effective way to clean water. That's because wetlands filter pollution to clean water. It's a summary point in our ordinance that identify the value of wetlands, how they serve the community, their function. A lot of people don't realize that an acre of wetlands can store and treat 1-1.5 millions of gallons of flood water. They provide that water storage capacity. In terms of our economy, 75% of all commercially harvested fish and shellfish in the United States are dependent on wetlands for their life cycle. Wetlands are key to our commercial fisheries. That number goes up to 90% of all recreational fish cat on wetlands for their reproductive cycle and half of all North America species nest in wetlands. This slide codes the ordinance and the code references the balance that we try to achieve between protecting wetlands and the ability of the property owners to use their land. This map illustrates the difference in the various areas of the county. So I will go through this map and identify what the different colors mean. First of all the blue areas, those are the environmental core Overlay lands. This map was the result of various smart growth in at least 2005. This was identified as the minimum land necessary to maintain the ecological connectivity to the county and verifies the lands connected and important wild life habitat corridors and the county council adopted the environmental corridor Overlay into the comprehensive plan in 2009 and we've been working with the cities and several of them haven incorporated them into their ordinances as well. The green areas are the natural resource management area. This map predated echo by I would say decades. It really identified the open space in the county and the natural areas in the county. The yellow, it's a little bit hard to distinguish the green from the yellow on the overhead. The yellow is the balance in the cities and areas that don't have a special environmental protection or Overlay. Those are really transitional areas and then finally you have the gray areas which are the cities. In terms of environmental regulations, it's expected that any building in a wetland area is expected to first avoid the wetland, if they can they can -- avoid it to wetland. Our minimum standards per the charter is to establish a 25-foot border. Our land development code is higher than that. Our land development code says if you are in an area, there is a 50-foot buffer. There is some acknowledgment in the code that the location and type of wetland is important and it, we differ the protection based on that only slightly so there is only one differentiation in the don't. There is a 25-foot buffer or 50-foot buffer. I will get more into that later. So last year the smart growth policy review committee discussed ways to acknowledge that all wetlands are not the same and they function by location and striking a balance between the environment and economy. So staff has identified in a very rough and preliminary way areas that can be considered infield area for a continuum of regulatory scrutiny over wetland. The areas we have identified are in pink and those are areas that we have already incorporated and very nature in rough sketch. I will describe these for council consideration of framework over the wetland in the management area. This framework would also shift the balance in favor of economic development in the most urban areas. So with the next few slides I will go over the main policies to establish the ordinance and compare those with the stated requirements and go over the points by the policy review committee. This slide really discusses the delineation method. How do we determine what is and what is not a wetland. The state standard is governed by Florida administrative rule 62-340. Our code specifically references that exact same standard. So in terms of identifying wetlands, we are exactly the same as the state. If the state comes out and identifies the wetland, we honor that wetland. We don't redelineate a wetland. This slide talks about the buffers, the various standards talking about buffers. Buffers are upland areas surrounding wetland. If you impact the buffer, you are impacting the wetland. The state standard for commercial projects is 15 feet, minimum of 15 feet, average of 25. They want to shoot for an average of 25 but realize sometimes you can't get to 25 so the minimum is 15. Our standard is higher, it's a minimum of 25 feet buffer for all wetland. In code the buffer is increased to 50 feet for the normal and the outstanding water ways. Our smart growth committee discussed the eco and identified one of the missions was to protect the environmental core of the county. They suggested that we modify the code to reflect the level of wetland function which we agree with . This slide discussions the admit mitigation method. This is coded which is 2003 on this issue. The state uses the mitigation assessment method and that's based on wetlands function. Our code which predated the state rule is based on replacement of wet lands based on acreage. It's outdated. The state rule trumps. We have applied the state rule since this has come into effect so we absolutely need to update our code to get rid of the antiquated language. I should mention it's going through a review of this process and there could be changes coming as early of this year and we want to get ourselves current with what the state standard is. We also want to expand the flexibility for mitigation options. For example, today if you were impacting a wetland and you wanted to restore a wetland nearby, our code does not allow for that type of a mitigation and we think that it should. We think it should allow to have more options than today. Our smart growth committee also discussed that. The slide talks about wetland sides, if you have a wetland half acre or smaller, you are exempt from our review. The state doesn't have that. There is no exemption for size. There is lots of waivers for other things, but not for size. In this case we are less strict than the state with respect to just the wetland side. The smart growth committee to lower functioning wetlands to 1 acre in sizes and maybe we should expand the acre suggestion and low functioning using the state standards. For example, if the standards are from 1-10, 1-3 would be low functioning, 4-6 could be medium functioning and 6-10 would be high. We would have a numeric criteria to evaluate the function. We have the code what we have the common sense rule. It allows a waiver to the development community and that section 72-501 and it states provisions of the county's wetland ordinance maybe waved by the DRC if strict application is critical or slight innovation. If there wetland determination is made and if they don't agree, they can -- appeal that and request a waiver and we would consider those. This slide is really the heart of the presentation. It offers options for council consideration based on location and level of function. The items in blue, would be a change from our current code and to help you understand this chart, the top row goes from the left, the urban areas which are identified as incorporated or in fill areas to the transition areas to the right and then onto those areas designated as the natural resource management areas or adjacent to outstanding Florida water ways. So if I start at the top with wavers, one suggestion coming today if you are in in fill areas to the city, we go to the state. If you have a state permit, you do not have to go through the don't process at all. That's a huge huge change and would require to your minimum standard. If you want to build to the transition area in the yellow map I showed you, we recommend that you wave mitigation for the low level buffer. If you are in an urban area or transition area and you really have a remnant of a wetland, we wouldn't say it's a high functioning wetland, we would say you have a waiver. You would just go with the state process and for the environmental areas we would recommend that you keep the same standard which is we wouldn't need to see anything that is an impact to a half acre or smaller. That will be no change. The next row is avoidance and minimumization . If they can't avoid minimize the wetland then they would mitigate wetland impacts. Here again if there were in the in fill areas we would say just defer to the state. You don't need to come to the don't for a permit. Once you go through that process, you are done. Necessary transition area we would only look to that standard if you have a medium or high functioned wetland. We would say those are the same. For the buffers we would go through the same process and you are done. If you are in the unincorporated areas you would have the buffer which is status quo today. If you are in the Norma or VFW you are in the code of the environmental Overlay. Not necessarily the minimum standard, but since you have the overall in the comp plan it's important to verify that in your code as well. Finally for mitigation and flexibility, defer to the state. You are done. For the incorporated and transition areas and for the balance of the county we would like to offer mitigation options for restoration and include the states use for determining the wetland function. 
We have people on the Internet that do not speak government. Can you simplify this. 
If you are building in a wetland and you can't avoid that wetland. Mitigation would be accounting inform are that wetland function someplace EMS. So let's say you have two wetland and you need to be able to fill it, we would like that property owner to restore the other wetland to mitigate for the second wetland to improve the function of that so you have no net loss of wetland function. We are not looking at that loss of acreage per say but keeping that connectivity, maintaining the storm water, the flood water capturing ability of those wet lands and the ecological viability of the wetlands. 
All right. 
Yes, Mr. Daniels? 
We have a citizen participation on this. 
Let's have citizen participation first. 
I wanted this mitigation, there is words that go around that say you are giving acre per acre. It doesn't. Ms. Connors, you want to wait for citizen participation. 
Steve Parker. Hi, Steve. All right sir, please state your name. >> I'm Steven recognize el -- I have been waiting for this for a long time. This started back when I was here with the ordinances being updated for a long long time. Overall I'm very supportive of what Kelly has proposed and consistent with what she and I have talked about for the last 10 years, when council made the decision to do away with, you lost the ability the do these regulations and we go and look at these regulations. We come back to today and see what needs to be done. The only real concern I had at all and I didn't realize until I talked to Kelly this morning. The idea, the concept of allowing less restriction within the urban areas is consistent with everyone of the smart growth committees we have had. Everyone is talking about that. Why do we apply the same standards which is trying to protect to an area that is in fact urban. But one concern we did have then and I see it today, those maps I was a little bit to do with developing those maps, those maps are about as good as you are going to get from a large scale look at it. But the problem you got is what happens to the phase which you don't have right now whenever they have these huge chunks of environmental lands. The boundaries of up there are pretty good, but if you all of a sudden had a developer who didn't want to comply and go out and the city would work with them and annexed as we so you thousands of time, you would comply that urban standard to the environmentally sensitive land that just got annexed to the city. As we go forward we might want to think about how we would do that and as a second process to reevaluate the process. Where you are moving into that transitional area into those course. Beyond that it's a good proposal and I encourage you to move forward with it and let's protect the wetland and the environment. 
Thank you. It's good to see you. 
It's always good to be here. I always enjoy it. 
Is there any further public participation on this matter, madam? 
No, sir. 
You have the floor. 
If we got this earlier we would have more public participation and I think we are going to need that before we finally get down to the end of this. But Mr. Kit NER brought of a primary concern which is what happens when we have annexation and we have rules that would change this event utility because if the land, if the wetlands deserve protection when they are in the city. The other thing, that I am a bit fuzzy on is we do have cities with important wetlands in them now, we have the mosquito lagoon and that type of thing. Most of the lagoon system is in the city limits one way or the other. Would the rules that we have in place continue to continue to affect that lagoon system and what are we going to do about enforcement and it looks like it's rather LAXed. 
To answer that question, we were using that for recommendations. For the city, we actually do enforcement and use our land codes and our standards would apply. In one way to maintain the integrity of the environmental core over lay into the minimum standards. What I showed you before was the entire environmental corridor Overlay county wide and we adopted the portion into our comp plan, we add that to our minimum standards. It freezes the eco in the county today and 1 day portion of it annexed they would have to maintain that higher standard in that area. 
Okay, we could do that. We could maintain our standard in that area. 
Yes. 
As far as the wetlands in the lagoons in the cities our enforcement standards would still maintain? 
Yes. In the cities where we do enforcement. 
The main standard would apply where the city does the enforcement, isn't that right? 
Yes. 
Are there other ways for the city to start enforcement because some don't seem to be doing that? 
We have been and many cities, all cities have a standard. We can't control their enforcement. All we can do as you say is encourage them to improve enforcement and work with us on enforcement. 
By and large, I think you are headed in the right direction. You have wetlands where it's not significant because development is already taking care of them and relatively dry land and then you've got the holy ground which is it needs absolute protection and you have a higher standard there. So I do think that you are headed in the right direction in that way. Thank you. 
All right. Sorry about that. Okay. 
Any other questions, sir? 
That's it. 
Sorry, I was detained by the county attorney. I have a couple of questions. My turn. I noticed, I spent a lot of time in the army. For some reason a lot of military things going on in my brain. I also went to field sanitation school an we learned how to take care of around food products. When you are in the field you have to have good field sanitation. This does kind of pertain to the particular subject which is interesting. I noticed we have a minimal state standard for projects, 15 feet average 25, this would be on your slide 7. Then we come to Volusia county and it's a minimum of 25 feet but only 50 feet more if we are adjacent to an outstanding Florida natural areas. The mosquito est and all of these lakes. The minimal requirements that we studied and this is because we had test, the minimal requirement when you put in a an area like this that may leak water, helicopters . Minimal water is over 100 feet because there is leaching and water goes downhill and it doesn't take long for that. I'm just curious why we are at 25 or more? 
I will start with the center of the county. When we were in discussion we talked about having a sliding scale and increasing the buffers to 75 feet in the environmental core Overlay. There is such large tracks of land in most cases that wouldn't pose a problem but we have examples where it could. We did use 75 feet in the farm development in those lands so we were hopeful that we could potentially get the higher standards so the development is restricting itself to that higher 75-foot wetland buffer. If you would like us to entertain that, we certainly could. 
My only concern with wetlands is because you know, up where I live, Peterson, we have all of these around here and they have been spraying for the past 60-70 years. I have a deep well in my property. I wouldn't let my chickens drink out of this because it's horrible. I can pump this out and there is residue floating on the water. I could let it set and you would never believe what is setting on this bucket. We have major wetland areas that we, the county, have purchased for water recharge. And I would like to see especially around a water recharge area, a much bigger buffer because I have to have a city water system now and you know, I just get so choked up when I'm talking about water, that I don't want to see anybody else that has a well go through this problem. But wait, there is more because guess where all the city gets their water from? The same place where we get the deep well water from. This is going to migrate downhill and eventually will get to the city if we don't get a handle on it. 
Actually it starts with the city, especially in our west portion of the county, our highest recharge is in west Volusia in largely the urban areas, the scrub area, that's where the highest recharge is. Many areas contain wetlands is the layer and the nutrients taken up by the plants and then you have tributary and you have more percolation of any contaminants. 
You need water deeper. And you make a comment about enforcement. We have jurisdiction over the wet lands. It doesn't matter if it's in the city or the in the county, correct? 
Well, we have a minimum standard. We do not have jurisdiction in the cities that have their own standard and enforce their own standard. In terms of enforcement, this is an interesting side effect. The state does a lot of certification in their own home. If they say they are outside of a wetland and the state says you are good to go. We do a lot more field verification and if they are out in a wetland it saves them a lot of headaches and time and money in building their home and they are not going to get flooded and that reduces enforcement and where the state has a huge backlog of enforcement actions that they can't possibly look at immediately because you are relegated to a complaint basis. So, the state, while the state standard is less so that promotes development on the flip side when you have an issue it may take much longer for that to be resolved and there may be no way to revolve it once something is built. 
Okay. One final question, the maps that you show today, you said these maps were made a long time ago. 
Some of them. 
Are we in the process of getting an updated wetlands map. We discussed that some time ago. 
We don't maintain wetlands map. If you go to the property website you can highlight the field and see whether or not it requires an environmental review. We show a map where a wetland is likely. That is not a delineation. It says you probably need to make sure whether or not you are in a wetland in that area. It's sort of a flag. These maps do not indicate wetlands. In some case it does absolutely follow wetland lines, their ecological connections from the environmental corridor to properties that are publically owned, but this is not a wetland map. It's really a wild life corridor and ecological connectivity map. 
So how long before we update the Overlay then? 
Actually the overOverlay is very recent. That was established in 2009 after many years of mapping and coordinating with the city. The green area was adopted decades ago. That's sort of a living map because when an area incorporates and they put their land use over the property. So it's slowly getting smaller and smaller as cities grow. 
Okay. That's all I have got. Ms. Connors is up but Mr. Daniels are you up? Ms. Connors is up. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just a comment. The broadbrushes that was more of the idea of refined area. It's a big county so what has been a transition area between the land and the city is different than a transition area that is more of a boundary between urban area and the Norma. It a very broad and we do not believe it's very exhaustive to all the things we need to look at and updating by any means. The purpose today was to introduce and approach and framework for how we go forward. There of course is a process that goes with any revision certainly to minimum standards, certainly to our own codes and that is a process that involves participation and comment and will be the subject matter before this council on more than on one occasion going forward. We set a different context, refining our ability to enforce is going forward. We are a smaller organization than we once were. So it is important that we commit our resources to where they have the most effect and do the greatest good and that is some of the underlying thought behind taking a more targeted approach as we move forward. Thank you. 
All right. Thank you. So all we are looking for here today is direction for staff to do something. Any ways. Let me go to Mr. Daniels and then we'll go to you. Mr. Daniels? 
I would like to point out one thing and it's ledge admit mainly about the storm issues and on that kind of thing is critical that we do it. We passed the fertilizer ordinance and it's good that we did and you have farmers and to control what farmers do is negligible. Not existent. 
I'm building barn. 
Stormwater is this is  something that  we shouldn't ignore.  In  the sensitive areas  on the lagoon  area. St.  John's river and the places  that are significantly important.  Thank  you.  

Definitely. On the farmer's side.  People are very  conscientious about this. It costs  a lot of money to spread  that stuff. I'm doing everything  I can to be ultraorgannic and  we're  working  on it. They're nervous  with me walking around.  You have the floor.  

You were asking what the next  steps are. Mr.  Daniels razeed it -- raised it.  In order to implement the recommendations  there need to be changes  to the minimum standards  related to wetlands. Some of the  things you'll see this afternoon,  there were additional recommendations  they had made and we  could not  make those implement them without  making changes to the county. We  would authorize you to begin drafting  amendments to the minimum standards  and land development code to  implement these policy changes and  start taking that out into the community  and into the cities because any  change to the minimum standards  have to be done in collaboration  with the cities. My belief is we'll  probably be back to you with various  drafts for further policy direction  but we need  this begin  somewhere.  

So moved.  

It's not a  motion, just a direction. I don't  know where  miss Cusack  went.  

I'm in  agreement.  

Mr. Daniels.  

Mr. Lowry is giving the positive  head nod for the  record. Mr. paterson is out. Mr.  paterson is giving the positive  thumbs up. I'm giving the  positive to move forward. We have  a quorum. I would really  like to see miss  Cusack stick her hand  out. The direction is to  start  getting this address. Water is important.  All right. With that I have a special  request from the sheriff that we  take a five-minute  recess. He needs to discuss something  with us of great importance. So  we will be in recess  for five  minutes. [ Five-minute recess ]  

 All right. We're going to go  back  on the record. I sent out the  call for  sheriff Ben Johnson if we would  care to  join us. And there he  is. This is not  a, Ford record and -- for the record,  this is not an  agenda item. The sheriff said he  needs to speak to us. So  Ben Johnson, Mr. chair, you  have the floor.  

Good morning. Thank you for making  a couple minutes for us. I  wanted to briefly  address yesterday morning's tragic  events and to let you know each  and every one of you along with  public officials are getting  numerous, numerous emails. Some  of them are inflammatory. Some of  them are threatening. If you notice,  a lot of them are chains and a lot  of the emails are coming from  all over the country. In fact,  the majority are,  from police groups, that --  antipolice groups every time this  comes up. After this happened  we immediately contacted the Florida  department of law enforcement to  come in and do an independent investigation.  This was not a S.W.A.T. rig yesterday  -- and, actually, that was  our own fault because of  bad preliminary information. This  was not a S.W.A.T. raid. This was  not a  no knock warrant. I can't much more  than that at the moment. I just  want to let you know that we are  deeply  involved in it. We are in all aspects  of this. There's a lot of it we  can't talk about because it's under  FDLE investigation. Once we turn  it over to them, we want to let  them do their investigation without  interference from us. Do you have  any questions for  me?  

No, sir, but I personally have  the utmost faith and trust in you  and your department. You guys  do an outstanding job and I watched  one of the news  reports. It said he knocked. It  was a knock on the door. Some of  the emails I read really don't  have all the facts.  

And many of them do care about  the facts.  

Yeah, they don't care about it.  

That's the sad part. Many of  piece people don't want the facts.  Their minds are made up. This is  an excellence, excellent officer  who was involved, a good man who  has a good history and  he's a good person  and we're all saddened by  this whole thing but on the emails,  just go ahead and forward them,  especially -- if it's local and  you feel threatened, stick  with us. But most of  the time  it's  people cowered  behind a computer. Thank you very  much.  

We thank you for all you  do.  

Thank you. All right. We're going  to move on, folks. I know  it's lunch team. That's the end  of  that. Let's hit the way ahead machine  and we'll go  to  item number --  the first  one, item  number 26. We'll start naming some  appointments because I don't want  to be here  all night long  nomination rotation district 1,  2, 3, 4, chair  at large, districts 1, 2 and 3  in that order. First number up  is miss Joyce  Cusack  at  large okay. I'll  wait.  

Mr. chair. While council  woman Cusack waits, can I make an  appointment  about the process?  

Sure.  

This is regarding all  appointments and applications. I  actually read all of these. I read  every  one of themed I have to tell you  last night when I  was reading these -- first I'm thankful  because these are volunteer boards,  but  to that end only of  the applications you can't read  and some of the type was so  tiny you couldn't read it. I don't  know how in the  heck that happened and some were  incomplete in that in our application  we asked for references and we asked  them for the name, address and  phone number. Some  are blank. Some are just  said on file. Some blew it off or  gave one or two. The more that I'm  reading these, unfortunately, it  was too late at night. My blood  pressure was through the roof by  the time  I was done, so -- and I guess  I'm going to talk to process, too.  If the application is not complete  going forward, council, I would  like us to direct staff in the to  forward the a  -- not to forward the application  to us. If's not  complete, all references, every  question is asked, if they don't  take the time to do that, I don't  want to see the application.  

That would have to be in the  form of a motion because it would  be a change of  ordinance.  

Just a  direction on protocol. We're not  changing anything. I'm asking us  to.  

It's not a change  in ordinance. It's a change in procedure  if the staff does not feel empowered  not to send them to you. You're  directing them not top send it to  you --  

Only completed form.  

I want a  completed application  that's legible. One of the type  is so  tiny and, council, we may want to  look for those  looking for reappointment, may change  the application or modify it. Such  as if we have current spreernlg  members and they're looking for  reappointment, I don't know that  we have to ask all the questions  we would of  a new  appointee. A current appointee shouldn't  have to give references. Are  you currently serving, yes. We can't  do that for this  process now but going forward I  think we need to modify the application  for that because they shouldn't  have to give that. We know that  or they wouldn't be serving. So  that's my two cents. Some of  these, if I vote against a nominee  or an applicant, it's going  to be clearly because the  application is  not complete,  just so you know. Just  over the top on some of these and  those are my  two cents. Thank  you.  

Okay. Miss Cusack.  

And this is item  number 26, appointment for  the Halifax area advertisement  authority. I would like to appointment,  from -- appoint from a  hoteller on ridgewood  by the name of  -- I can't pronounce his first  name  of the 

     PM patel. Let me be clear there was  discussion about Mr.  Pat el. I think it is a  part of this advertisement authority.  He has not missed a meeting  in the time that he's been on there.  He's been a consensus  builder in  our community. Mr. Patel, even  though there  was negative advertising, he  is my friend but  let's be  very clear. 90,000 residents  in Volusia voted --  Volusia County voted to have  me reelected. It's important top  understand that hotellers, all of  them  are not A1A. I think there's a segment  of our population on  ridgewood that there's many  Indian hotellers there. Mr. Pat  el was the only one  and by consensus of many  of the hotellers on ridge  wood had indicated support  as their representative. They do  pay taxes into our  advertising authority and  they  deserve representation. Mr. Patel's  record as a citizen and  as a business man is very clear.  He's never been charged with anything.  If so, he could not even  qualify. So I would  like to nominate  Mr. P m. Pat  Pathe'll.  

Okay. Nomination maid by Joyce  Cusack. Furs discussion. Seeing  none, all those  in favor signify by saying  aye. All those opposed.  

 Aye.  

Okay.  1, 2, 3,  no. A tie goes to the  no. In that case does miss Cusack  have another  pick?  

Ed -- and shame on  us as council members to think we  have the judge and jury  of any appointment whose record  is clean and deserves to have representation  in hour community. He is a business  man trying to make a living as a  hoteller and he and the resident  and the hotellers on  ridgewood pay. So you're saying  we have council members saying to  us that they do not deserve  to have representation  on the hotellers on ridgewood that  is the message you send to  the citizens in Volusia  County who also have the right to  have a representative in that  area on ridgewood to be part as  a hoteller. I wanted to make the  appointment because I wanted you  the citizens of Volusia County,  the 90,000 who thought there was  not a problem to have him and many  are from the  community of those three individuals  that denied him to have representation  on that board. So you have spoken  as the three. Thank you.  

You still have another  appointment, ma'am. And  Mr. Wagner.  

looking through his application,  it is complete. I don't  see anything missing,  unless I'm missing something.  

The  application  is complete.  

I want it to be made  clear that I  have two appointments so I  would like to teat a--  at this time appoint John  Phillips.  

Okay. John Phillips. There was  some discussion about, I spoke with  Mr.  Phillips. There's a supplement ri  report on him  as a nominee for the Halifax  authority simply because of his  employment and the  fact that he  --  

Okay. He had outstanding  community service and  done -- has done a lot of work as  it relates to tourism  in the Halifax area. Based on  that, I would appoint  Mr. John Phillips.  

Okay.  

Okay. Miss cow  sack -- Cusack, nomination  of John Phillips for advertising  authority. I have  a question. He works at -- I  read the supplement. Did we ever  get a response back on  the supplement document, miss  Zimmerman? You  sent  a  supplement ri 

     document. 

I think it's providing to the  back of  the application. Marcy, here I  am, blah, blah,  blah. I'm in re-- in receipt  of  your application. The first sentence  states membership and authority  shall consist of 11 members  shall be elected by majority vote  with the persons involved in tourism  and lodging industries  doing business within the Halifax  advertising tax district. I agree,  he does do business  in the taxing district. I  don't have a copy of the response  this he sent  back  to you .  

the response was  on the supment. That  as  all I  have.  

Okay. That's because I read it  in an order and that he sent it  to you and you  sent it back.  

His response, he put it on his  letter head or whatever. One side  of the page is my email to  him. The other side  is his response. He took  the e mail communication and put  it on his paper  and sent it  in.  

Okay.  

Miss Cusack.  

His response is that of  the 27th. Is that clear,  Marcy?  

That is correct.  

It's  a supplement. I just want to make  sure that this  is -- he's qualified. Now it  says here that he was  -- he's played active roles  in the  tourism committee, served as a chair.  Is that satisfactory to full filth  tourism part of  our ordinance? And I'm looking to  the far  end. That would be you, Mr.  Eckert.  

Mr. chair. This is  a great appointment. This gentleman  has done excellent work with that  community. He has indicated a desire  to serve as any member of  -- any application we  receive, the person expresses a  desire to  serve. He  meets the criteria.  

I was the only -- that was the  only question. No other  questions?  

Seeing  no further questions, nomination  of John Phillips by  miss Joyce Cusack for  Halifax advertising authority. All  those in favor  signify by aye.  

Aye.  

All those  opposed.  

Carried 6-0 unanimous. Mr.  paterson is still  out. All right. That was  relatively  painless. All right. District 1.  He can't do that because he's  not here. District  2.  

Stephanie.  

I get two, right.  

You get one.  

Two total.  

District 2, 3, 4,  5, chair at  large, 1,  2, 3. Who.  

Stephanie Benedict for district  2.  

Stephanie L. Benedict  from direct 2. Mr.  Josh Wagner. Any  further discussion? Seeing nufnlt  -- none. All those  signify by saying  aye.  

 Aye.  

6-0 unanimous.  

All  right. District 3  representative.  

Steve Farley. Where is  he. There we go. If  I wore my glasses,  it would help. Holy  cow. There he  is. Stephen Edward  Farley  nominated by miss Deb  Denys' district. All those in  favor signify by saying aye.  

Aye.  

All those  opposed.  

Carried 6-0. All right. District  4 -- I'm  sorry,  yeah, 3,  4.  

 Samir  Naran.  

Nominated boy Mr. Doug  -- by Mr. Doug  Daniels. Any further discussion?  All those in favor signify by saying  aye.  

Aye.  

All  those opposed. So carried  6-0. All right,  direct -- district  5.  

Carol  lively Platig.  

Why want to mess up anybody's  name for the record if I don't  have to. Carol  Plateg untilnated by Fred Lowry.  All those in favor signify  by saying aye.  

Aye.  

All those  opposed. So carried, district 5.  I have to  pass the gavel. The  gavel has been passed for  my nomination  of Jason 

     reader. 

Is it  -- the members approve  of that nomination? If so, signify  it by yes.  

Yes.  

Opposed? The motion carries.  I think you have another appointment.  

No, I don't. You are next. So  I need  my  hammer back. Okay. So Jason  reader has been accepted. Miss  Cusack, your turn.  

I will defer to a  later date, Mr. chair.  

Request for  a continuians. All those  in favor signify by saying  aye.  

Aye.  

 All those opposed.  

Okay. Miss Cusack will defer.  Mr. Patterson is not  present. District 2,  Mr.  Wagner.  

 Krriakos drymonis.  

Mr. Wagner has nominated hem  for the Halifax  advertising authority. Any  further discussion? All  those in favor signify  by saying aye.  

 Aye.  

Carried.  

District  3.  

  nominate Blaine lanceberry.  

Follow named by Deb  Denys. All those in favor  signify by saying aye.  

Aye.  

All those opposed.  

could we have a  continuation on  the --  

I need a  motion for  continuians, so moved by  Mr. our rip -- Mr. Lowry. All  those in favor  signify  by saying  aye.  

Aye.  

So carried.  

They need to be from the  lodging category. We pretty much  filled up.  

I'll  need a tally.  

If Mr. pat tar son can make his  nominations this afternoon, it will  be taken up  at that time.  

We have four from lodging and  need two more.  

Item 27,  districts 1, 2, 3, and 4 to  fill terms southeast of  Volusia advertising authority. We'll  start with district  5. That would be Mr. Lowry.  

I would  like to nominate  Eugene Sheldon.  

Mr. Wagner?  

This one literally comes up every  two weeks for controversy. Can I  get some clarification because I  know it's coming. It's been  said over and over again that this  person is not in  the lodging industry.  

If I  may clarify. The rules for southeast  Volusia are different. They only  have to be working or doing business  in the taxing  district.  

That's it? Okay.  

What is doing  business?  

Working.  

If you so  accept that definition.  

I'm just tired of there being  controversy over something that  doesn't need to be controversial.  

May I make comment?  

Yes.  

I've got some issues  with this. This is something Mr.  Lowry was not a party to last year  and did not understand. It was admitted  by our county attorney as well as  the state attorney that there were  three individuals on this board  that violated sunshine, and they  were told you will go do  a sunshine class and basically go  back to work. I got a problem with  people breaking the sunshine law  and I don't think that these three  individuals should be back on that  board and Mr. Eugene Sheldon was  one of them and I think that he  should not be brought back because  of a violation of sunshine and I'm  not going to support anybody  that violates sunshine law. So that's  my comment and Mr.  Wagner, are you ready yet.  

It says what is your occupation.  It says on call as needed. It doesn't  sound  like a complete application. I would  like to get clarification. There's  no reason to be controversy. We're  creating it by allowing it. Do some  people end up being not being on  the board, yes, but for the good  of the community, I think you've  just got to move on. After awhile  this just  gets old. The -- I they two  of his references. They're great  references. I don't know him, couldn't  tell you what he looks like, but  I would like to  see the controversy end as it relates  to ad authorities. Obviously,  this board took  a  position  on PM patel and wanting to move  on. There are other people who would  want  to serve. Hopefully Mr. Sheldon  can  appreciate the fact, some peace  with the board.  

 All right. Miss Denys.  

Before we -- not necessarily  in this  particular appointment, Mr. chair  but  on the sunshine law violation, who  was it that brought that? I  preesh eat  your -- appreciate your concern  for quality appointments. However,  who is the source  on that challenge?  

On what challenge?  

The Florida  sunshine law violation.  

I was the one who brought it  to the council because  I was  called. It was -- I don't  know. Who carried it forward to  that point.  

I believe Mr. Frederic  made a complaint.  

Mr. Frederic carried it to them.  

That's my point. Thank you very  much. There is a definite  move  to cast acertification --  aspersion from the inside out  and at authority that has,  to date, exceeded the numbers  and strength and I will go forward  with the other nominees when  it's my turn, not with that. So  that's a general statement that  I'm going to make as to the source  of that particular  challenge, so  noted .  

We didn't get cleared out  here. It's miss Cusack's comment.  

Thank you, Mr. chair. Mr.  Sheldon was my appointment before  and there were lots  of controversy on that. I  spoke with him at that time and  it continues to be known  that help indicates that he is  an as needed on call person and  I don't  think that qualifies  him to serve on  the -- on that southeast  Volusia advertising authority, so  I will not be  supporting that name.  

Okay. Now back  to you, Mr. Wagner.  

I think my point's being lost.  I don't care who brought what. The  sunshine violation, I get  it. It continues to be a problem  however it may be. There's no  reason to be a problem. I  want to point out again his application  is not complete. I have no idea  of what an occupation of on  call as needed is. The issue has  been for two years that this person  does not work. He is retired and  in his application it still does  not tell me what he does and my  point is these are at authority  boards. There are a lot of good  people who want to serve. It's okay  to have other  people. Come on, guys. You just  turned down a guy and I'm okay with  it because of the reasons but I  don't like it. I don't like it  because I  would have nominated him  myself. The point is there's no  reason to create controversy when  there's a lot of other people who  are more than willing to serve.  

We're not creating the controversy  for the record to my point.  

The point is we know the controversy  is there.  

Do you think that's going to  go away.  

We can try.  

Do you think  if you capitulate to a bully that  it's going to go away? Do  you think it's going to to  happen?  

Just because someone  may be identified as a bullly  and I don't agree with a lot of  things that he says but some things  are valid even if he's considered  a bully. The issue is does he work  in new Smyrna. In this  application what is your occupation.  I have an on call has needed. For  someone who was called out a year  and a  half ago and said  on call. 10 minutes talking about  it shows the  controversy is there.  

We are done. Any  further discussion. Okay. All right.  All those in  favor, Eugene Sheldon southeast  Volusia advertising authority  nominated by district 5  signify by aye.  

Aye.  

All those opposed.  

No.  

 Who were the no's?  

The tie goes  to the no. You get a second shot  at it, another bite  at that apple. Go for  it.  

I nominate Bryan  greenwood.  

All right. Bryan greenwood has  been nominated for  the southeast avenue  Volusia advertising authority. As  to seeing none,  for Bryan greenwood for  district 5, please  signify by aye.  

Aye.  

All  those opposed. Motion carries.  

For the record that was  miss Cusack who opposed.  

miss  Cusack opposed. Mr. Patterson still  absent at this moment. Okay. I have  to pass the gavel because I have  to --  I request  a continuance of ply  follow -- my nomination. You  have the  nomination.  

Request his tin  answer. Any  -- continuance. Any objection? Your  request is  dwrant -- granted.  

Thank you. Miss Cusack,  you make  a nomination, please.  

I'd like to have a continuance  on that.  

Request for continuance from  the at large  member miss  Joyce Cusack. Any discussion? All  those in favor signify  by saying  aye.  

Aye. Carried. Mr. Patterson district  1. The motion made by  miss Denys. Further discussion?  Seeing none, all those in favor  signify  by saying aye.  

Aye.  

All those opposed. District 2.  

Just to show that it's not about  what you think it's about, my  nomination is on someone who also  gets beat up all the time but  an  excellent board member  is Tom  clapsaddle.  

Rain further discussion? I have  only one comment. He was one of  the individuals that I mentioned  earlier, so I wouldn't be supporting  that. Any further discussion?  

Yes, Mr. chair.  

Please, miss  Denys.  

Mr. clapsaddle, if you hadn't  nominated him I would have. For  the record Mr. clapsad  Del is manager for [Speaker/Audio  Faint  or Unclear] And received an award  for the third year in a  row for his facility as the  highest everall guest satisfaction  for the hotels worldwide. So not  only is he a strong leader,  he has a quality product in port  orange and represents the tourism  marketing very  well. So his credentials, professionally  speak for themselves. Josh, thank  you for that appointment. I guess  my only question would be, Mr. chair  because he's my appointment  to the TDC. I'm concerned how  that will even go forward if you're  going to chair the TDC  in coming against the chair. Soil  a going on the record with that  just so you know. If you want to  set it up, we'll set it  up, but Mr. clapsaddle is  a strong business lead are and he's  very strong in southeast Volusia  and Josh, thank you for the  nomination.  

May I rebutle?  

I have no doubt I  met with Mr. clapsaddle. He's a  fine individual and that is not  in my conversation whatsoever. I  know that's a good hotel and  he's been doing a heck of a job.  The law is the law. If any of us  were communicating via email and  were caught by anybody, we would  not only have to  do  the four-hour educational on sunshine  law violations but we would all  probably ask those involved -- probably  be asked to  tender the resignation because it's  against the law for council  members, committee members on sunshine  boards to communicate with each  other about items  coming forth. It's the law. I don't  support breaking the law. That's  it. It's nothing to  do with Mr. clapsaddle personally.  When I'm sitting there at  the TDC, I will be just as  professional as with everat the  board. I actually like Tom. We actually  had a couple meals together,  so it's nothing personal. It's just  the law. If somebody were to come  into this chamber  brandishing a firearm whether authorized  to do it, the deputy would arrest  them because it's the law.  

If it's the law and hour state  attorney found remedy and everyone  is in agreement with the remedy  I would say case closed but there  you go.  

It was a remedy made by the  state attorney office. It didn't  come to this council. We were notified  of it but we  didn't vote on  it. So anyway, Mr.  Wagner.  

I appreciate miss  Denys' comment. I respect that  he is the person -- I wish we had  more of him on these boards because  if you look at his resume, look  at what he's been able  to accomplish it's pretty remarkable.  With that being said there was this  issue. Like anything I believe they  learned their lesson. I think my  appointment shows to this council  that the issue is not to me, that  situation but rather the prior vote  of no. It's not anything personal  to anyone. I just want to move on  from that controversy because I  think that one has legs. I don't  think the sunshine issue  has legs anymore. I think lessons  were learned but I wish we had more  people of historical  ber because southeast Volusia has  been doing  overwhelmingly above expectations.  His hotel is overwhelmingly above  expectations and I would like to  see them cope going. Their latest  campaign is the best campaign I've  seen come out of southeast Volusia  or any authority in the last 20  years. I  think  the numbers, based on the research  that's been done, it's going to  -- it's well done. So I like where  they're going. I would like to  see him continue  as chair. Sorry I stole your appointment.  I didn't mean to do so.  

Here  we go.  Mr.  Wagner.  

I'm sorry.  

 All right. So Mr.  clapshadle -- clapsaddle has been  nominated boy Mr. wag  -- by Mr.  Wagner. Any further discussion?  As to seeing none, all those in  favor please signify by saying  aye.  

Aye. A all those opposed. You  will not abstain  from voting, Mr. Patterson? He just  walked in as we were doing the vote.  

What was the vote?  

That was it. Nomination for  southeast advertising authority.  Mr. clapsaddle was  nominated by Mr. paterson.  

Nominated by Mr.  Wagner.  

Sorry, Mr.  Patterson.  

I didn't hear the  vote.  

Mr. Patterson has to vet at  this point. Mr.  Wagner nominated Mr. clapsaddle.  Without your vote it's  5-1. There was a discussion of the  previous state attorney evaluation  and conversation ensued around that.  Thus far, the majority have said  that they favor his  appointment.  

Okay. I'll go with the majority  on that.  

So that meant he goes with  the  majority. 6-1.  

6-1 with Davis  opposed.  

That's district  2.  

All right. This is out  of  order here.  No. 

We're moving forward to make  life a little easier for the evening,  which we'll be breaking for lunch  in about five minutes. You wanted  to speak  on the southeast Volusia  advertising authority. All right.  This is citizen comment. If it pleases  council, we'll stop for three minutes  and hear the comments. Any  objection from  the council? All right. Mr. frederick,  this is  out of order but state your name  and address and you have three minutes.  

My  name is Henry Frederick  and the publisher  of headline surfer.com. I want to  make a  comment about  Mr. clapsaddle. Tom clapsaddle submitting  an email to council woman Denys  in which he had some things to say  about his own chairman and  my concern is public  -- excuse me, sir, can I  finish, please. My concern was about  the public policy because we are  going to be printing this in terms  of what occurred the day that miss  Denys led the vote to  get rid of  Parma Wilson. Tom clapsaddle had  gone behind his back that had  written an email with things that  were factually in  error and basically just  plain wrong. My concern is  -- it's your choice. The bottom  line is you're rewarding  somebody -- you're saying this is  the kind of guy we want representing  us on a public board who engages  in that type of activity but I want  to move on to Mr.  Sheldon because that's my other  concern.  

Mr. Sheldon was nominated and  declined.  

Good. That's one less we have  to worry B I  -- about. I was concerned  about his veracity and what he was  doing for business in the taxing  district. So in the remaining minute  and 24 seconds I want to make this  clear that this commission can do  what it wants. This council can  do what it wants but after I  saw with Mr. waverly,  Mr. canning, the audio recordings  being gone, 24 recordings that we  can never recapture  again, the onus is on  all of you. You now have  Mr. Tom clapsaddle running the commission  but I don't think they will agree  with Mr. Wagner when they  read what I have about  Mr. clapsaddle. I know this helps  generates votes and that kind of  thing but I think you have to be  above that. So that's it. That's  all I have to say. Thank you.  

All  right. Thank you,  sir. All right. Mr. Wagner.  

Mr. chair.  

I think you did not recognize  the slip you had in front of you  to address the item. Just to make  sure we deal with the issue of public  participation I would request that  you vote again on the  nomination for Mr.  clapsaddle.  

Okay. Under legal  advertisement of the -- visement  we will re-- advisement we  will we do the vote has  nominated by Mr. Josh Wagner and  we have a comment before the vote.  

Just that I'm not up  for reelection. I'm termed out.  I'm basing this decision on I think  he is a  good  appointment. There have been some  accusations in the past and whatever  you may have. People learn their  lessons and we have to move  on. We can't keep fighting the same  fights every week. So I  think he's a good appointment and  I'm going to vote for him again.  Thank you.  

Okay. All those in  favor please signify by saying aye.  

Aye.  

All those  opposed. Same  vote, 6-1. All right. We  can go ahead and knock out the  last two, three. Let me go  back to Mr. Patterson. Mr. Patterson  would you  like to make a until nation?  

Since I'm coming in here cold  --  

Would like  to defer. We already have a  motion are you at  large and I. We'll finish this one  before we go  to lunch. District  3.  

Nominate  Tony stagni. He represents the Hilton  hotel at  the Hampton inn  in Smyrna beach. He like  Mr. clapsaddle  received  the circle award and that's the  type of product we're looking for  in the tourism market, so it's  a grate honor to  nominate Tony  stagni yet again.  

All right. Nomination  for Tony  stagni by district  3. Any further discussion? As to  seeing none, all those in favor  signify by saying aye. And  all those  opposed.  

Mr. Davis.  

Mr.  Davis. So carried. Mr.  stagni. All  right. District 4. Mr.  Daniels.  

Catherine minnock. Any  for the discussion. All those in  favor  of Catherine Minnock,  signify by aye.  

Aye.  

 Kary --  carried.  

We have three continuances.  

That was two in lodging,  so we Mr. need one --  will need one more.  

One more in lodging at  a minimum. All  right. All right. We'll take a  break for lunch. We will take a  recess and we  will reconvene at 2 p.m. sharp because  I have a feeling this afternoon  will be -- might be a little bit  long. So we'll see everybody back  at  2. We're in  recess. [ Recess until 2 ]  
[ Stand by for Captions ] [ Stand  by for Captions ] [ Stand by for  Captions ] [ Stand by for Captions  ]  I am writing to  test whether mix case displays from  the writer  [  recess until 2 ]  

[  recess until  2 ]  [ Recess until  2 ]  

[  Recess until 2 ]  

[  Recess until  2 ] 

What we do for those of who  have never been for one of these  meetings, as you see, I have a large  pile of yellow forms. This is everybody  that's going to speak for 3 minutes.  So what I'm  going to do is I'd like to call  the names of as many of them as  I can, and we'll get the front two  rows filled up here. This makes  it a little easier for when we start  calling names. You stand up. You're  right there. You don't have to come  from all the way  in  the back. Kind of  makes the meeting moving along.  Can I get staff to just sit in  those empty ones there. . I'm going  to start calling the names here,  and this is the  order also that you will be speaking.  So let's start off with this for  a  little organization. Jim Morris  front and center over there. Move  all the way to the end, please.  Oh you got all the people there?  stay there. All  right. Crystal MERCEDES. Come  on down,  ma'am. Mike Stokes. Come on down  to the front  line, please. Sir? .  

[ indiscernible  ]  

Yeah. No. I figured I'd let  everybody else speak and then the  applicant, yeah. Sometimes he kills  me. Rick  BORD,NAL? am I  close? okay. You're Rick. And rose  Mary -- are you   rosemary? .  

I am.  

You're  rose  Mary. KAJURO? .  

Yeah. Oh there's  Gren. Ed Kendall. You're in front  row. We're doing good so far. Rodney  Lee fill independence. You're right  there, Rodney. Good to see  you  always. OC,LLA HIGDEN. You're fine.  I just want you in the front  two  rows. Timothy PEPPIN. Where are  you? come up front,  please, sir. Mark.   Is DOUST. Where are you, mark? come  on down front, sir. You  look  like an attorney. CIEL Webster,  or -- am I -- is that  -- is  that Webster ? C. L.? Nicholas  ANDREAN. You're right  there. Sherry joiner  Smith. Come on down to front  row, please,  Miami. Barry  HOMBDI. Come  down,  sir. HARVIN Clark? how many more  seats do we have? we  have  a couple. ARSAMS Lasseter. Why don't  you sit on the end there,  Mr. LASSITER. We don't want attorneys  get mixed up in  here. Daryl carter. You look  like an attorney, too.  

I'm not.  

All right. Have a seat next to  that attorney, if  you  would. Bill RENOUX? I got a front  row seat for you right here, sir,.  Got one more seat, two more seats  in  the middle. and don Smith and  Joe  Young. Joe Young  is  here. Didn't call your name. Who  are you? .  

Dawn.  

Dawn  OCOUNTER. You're  the  last one. .  

Oh, okay. Everybody  going to be speaking there, 10,  15  minutes? .  

Okay. Mr.  Storch.  

I'm here.  

Mr. Storch, I need a  side  bar, please.  

Is there anybody else  that is going to speak on issue  were 23 before we start? if so,  please fill out the yellow form,  and get it over here to Ms. Zimmerman,  and I will read the disclaimer  to  you later. . All  right. Are we ready. Are  we recording? . Good  afternoon. It's March 5th,  2015. It is 2:12 in the afternoon.  Sorry for the delay. We had to get  some work done. Item 23 is  the special exception  for nonexempt evacuation and waiver  for the slope requirements  of  .722 acres. Before we go to that,  you have something to discuss.  

The County council established  rules for quasi judicial hearings  that we would provide 15 minutes  for the applicant and 15 minutes  for an attorney that was the opponent  to the application. It appears  today that we have  -- encompassed within that 15  minutes was all consultants either  side was using, and then the general  public would get 3 minutes each.  It appears today we  have multiple consultants that would  like to speak on top of the attorneys'  15 minutes.  So council is going  to have to establish time limits  and criteria for this public  hearing before  we begin in order to to address  the additional  experts. Mr. Storch is representing  the  applicant. The property owner has  five separate consultants. He  would like 15 minutes, and then  additional time for the  five consultants. Mr. Morris, who  is opposing  the application on half of two property  owners has one consultant, which  he says he can complete with the  15 minutes. So it's going to be  up to council whether you need --  whether you want to waive  time periods and provide Mr. Storch  and consultant additional time.  The second thing, before we start  this public hearing, because this  is  a contested quasi judicial hearing,  I need you to  disclose any exPARTE communications  you have had within the last two  weeks with anyone on either side  of this issue, including the general  substance of  the conversations. ExpartE means  you met with one party without the  other party being present to hear  their side  of the application.  

Okay. I will claim expartE. I  met with both attorneys and  discussed these -- this issue  with both attorneys, both face-to-face  as well as over  the phone. Ms. Denys, have you had  exparE?  

same thing. With both attorneys.  Spoke with them, and I  don't know if e-mail communication  counts, but yes I've had a conversation.  

Mr. Daniels? .  

[ indiscernible ].  

Mr. Lowry? .  

Same here. I spoke with --  

Mr. Patterson? .  

I've spoken with both attorneys,  and with two of  the opposing people, with the engineers,  with   Mr. Morris and -- in my office  yesterday, and I talked to Mr. Storch  on this issue.  

All  right. Mr. Wagner? .  

Same exact thing.  

And Ms. Cusack? .  

Thank you, Mr. Chair. I've spoken  with both attorneys and the  client and the  engineer.  

Okay. So expartE has been disclosed?  .  

Mr. Storch and Mr. Morris, do  either one of you want to  require council further as to  their discussions? .  

My understanding was that there  was going to be  a 15-minute for the initial presentation,  and 3 minutes for ever person  after that. I had  a 65-page dropped to the County  council yesterday after we had provided  our powerpoint presentation regarding  -- including an engineer's report.  We need to be able --  

Mr. Storch, one moment, please.  

Do you have any --  

This is expartE question? .  

As to the expartE, do you have  any further inquire of counsel?  .  

No.  

Mr. Morris, do you have any  further inquiry of counsel as  to the purpose --  

No. I sat down.  

Okay. Now, the second part of  the meeting, Mr. Chair,  is your procedural issues which  Mr. Storch was attempting to  address.  

Yes. Wait.  Okay. Seeing as we got half of  his discussion already, would --  

Sure.  

We legal let you finish, and  bring you up  Mr. Morris. Start  from 65 pages, drop down to 5.  

The bottom line is that we had  65 pages and the engineers' report  dropped on us yesterday after hours,  and then now we're  saying we can't use our engineer  to refute that engineering report.  That doesn't make any sense. We've  got it down to the point where  these consultants can address has  to scientific matters in 3 minutes.  That's not a problem. We can meet  the criteria. My understanding was,  as long as it was 3 minutes, we're  type. That's what we're trying to  accomplish. We will cut this down  subpoenas possible, but  the issue of whether impacts,  traffic impacts, other impacts,  those are scientifickish that  the parties should look at, and  again, when I'm dealing with the  fact we have all these other people  who have 3 minutes to speak and  with can't, it makes it more difficult  to present a full case. So I'd like  to at least have  our consultants to talk.  

Mr. Morris? .  

I'm Jim Morris. I'm here for  the opponents. I understand your  rules, and we're ready to  present in 15 minutes. From the  perspective of Mr. Storch receiving  things from me, he did. I provided  them to him. I haven't received  one sentence of their presentation  or anything else. So from the perspective  of the rules, if you allow  five consultants 3 minutes each,  you allow  Mr. Storch 15 minutes,  then you're here for at least 30,  and I promise you he's brought people  to speak in the affirmative for  3 more minutes. I simply and respectfully  request you stick with your rules,  which we both know, so this turns  into a hearing as a manageable time  limit instead of taking up the rest  of your afternoon as well as the  people that are here in the audience.  I represent two folks. Anybody else  that has come in has come in to  exercise their rights as an adjoining  property or someone with notice.  I haven't asked people to come here  to speak for or against. I promise  you you will see more of those on  the other side. You have rules to  make them manageable,  and let's stick  wit.  

All right. It's all up to me.  GEE, thank you. Ms. Cue sack, what  say you? would you like to address  this? do we -- I guess the question  is, basically what we're saying  is Mr. Storch plus his profession  unless will have 30 minutes, where  Mr. Morris will only  have 15. Should we allow Mr.  Storch's profession unless also  the 3 minutes each, which would  add up to 30 minutes? I'm going  to right this way.  

Thank you, Mr. Chair. Is that  the  rule that we have established? .  

The rules that have been established  is 15 minutes for these presentations.  Let's try, in the effort of time,  to keep everybody from bouncing  their heads. Yes? .  

I think what we should do is  --  

Yes. I've said -- yes.  

I think what we should do is  stick the rules as we have  in the past.  

Mr. Wagner? .  

My understanding of the rule  was -- and this is the easiest  way to implement it is if you are  here on your own free accord and  you paid, you speak. If you're here,  then you're part of the presentation.  Easiest way to do it.  

Makes  sense. Mr. Patterson? .  

That's wise calling you what's  his name. He's buzzing.  

Make an expartE communication,  he did give me some  chocolate.  

That's expartE chocolate.  

I'm sorry. We did not hear what  Mr. Pater son said. We did not hear  Mr. Patterson's response.  

It was about chocolate covered  strawberries.  

Before the chocolate.  

Before the chocolate. He said  I agree with what's his name, and  he was pointing to Mr. Wagner.  

Thank you.  

You're welcome. Yes, I saw  that. Mr. Lowry? .  

I say we keep things the way  they've been.  

All right. Mr. Daniels? .  

No need to waive the rules. They  can ask one of the experts.  

And Ms. Denys? .  

I will always sit here on the  side of more information instead  of less. However that doesn't mean  they don't get a chance to speak;  they just get 3 minutes. Correct?  .  

According to the rules, if you  are a paid professional coming  in to speak your part of the presentation.  

You don't even get 3 minutes  for public participation? .  

Well because they're not the  public. They're paid. That's why  they get -- the parties get  15 to discuss their own point of  view, and then 3 minutes is for  the people that  are citizens living next door.  

I'm not in support of taking  a 0-minute public time  from anybody who participants with  council on any issue. I don't  agree with that. I'll be out  voted --  

All right.  

How many are -- are these five  people, Mr. Storch, are they the  paid profession unless? they are  the paid profession unless. According  to the rules, this is  why we call this PSEUDO judicial.  I got it now. Well according to  the rules, the applicant and  the  opposing council -- or opposing  to the applicant -- oh  -- get 15 minutes, and that paid  profession unless are part of your  presentation, because we've had  some of these presentations go on  for literally hours,  and -- where we've actually had  citizens walk out of the room. So  we don't want that. We want the  citizens who have a voice to speak  about what's going on in  their backyard. So Mr. Stokes --  crystal MERCEDES, are you one of  the consultants, too? you are  a  consultant? Mr. DOUST,  and Mr. Stokes is  not. I'm -- if you are in a consulting  capacity with  Mr. Storch  or with Mr. Morris,  please stand up. Okay. One, two,  three, four, five. I  got six. Okay. Okay. Now,  if you six -- if you five people,  which I don't -- Mr. Storch has  expressed he can not do his presentation  and your  presentation in 15 minutes. So Mr.  Storch is going to give us  15 minutes. If he's got room to  sneak you in a minute or so, it's  his use of 15 minutes. How long  does it take you, Mr. Morris, to  do your presentation? .  

Mr. Chairman, I'm here to comply  with your rules. We'll be finished  in 15  minutes, including my consultants.  

Okay. So be it. The rules will  be the rules. There are six council  members who do not bend the rules,  and so we  will  not. All right just for everyone,  for the record, Mike stokes,  crystal Mercedes, mark.   Is DOUST, Nicholas Andrea,  are you part of -- yes, you're part  of the  consulting firm, and are.  sands  LASSIT,R, you guys are here  as --  yes, sir? .  

[ indiscernible ].  

Say the name again.  

Joe young.  

Oh you're Joe young. I got you  over here. He didn't pull you  up. And Mr. Young. Unless Mr. Storch  can sneak you in, get you guys in  there in 15  minutes -- stokes is  not. You would love --  

[ laughter ]  

All of us have been  wondering the same thing. All  right. Mr. Stokes, you're back on  the list. You're back  in my pile. All right. Let's see  if we can get through this. Anything  else we need  to do, Ms. Seaman? .  

No, sir.  

So we've confused everybody absolutely  completely, and we can get back  to business now? .  

Yes, sir.  

 All  righty, then. All right. Order of  business is item 23,  special exception for nonexempt,  investigation waiver to the slope  requirements, 47.22 acres on a 576  rural  agricultural 82 enforce reserves  own property, case  number S 15008. Applicant is Glenn  Storch, attorney  for the owner  carter-VOLUSIA. I don't get that.  It  says carter-velour sha 1339 highway  415 land trust. Daryl carter is  the trustee. And for the opposing  side would be Mr. Morris. We will  open this up with  staff report. Ms. McGee, you have  the floor.  

Thank you, Mr. Chair. Honorable  members of County council, I'm Kelly  McGee, director of growth and resource  management for velour sha County.  Today the applicant  requests a specialing and to excavate  within a 50-acre  project area of a  580-acre parcel off of state road  415. The item on your overhead is  found on page 23-44  on your agenda item. The fill from  this excavation will be sold for  development, and the excavation  will be converted to a lake of approximately  30 acres  upon reclamation. The County council  can deny the special exception based  on the criteria listed in the code,  and identified  on pages 23-9  through 23-13 of your agenda item.  Those chi tearia are whether it's  inconsistent with the purposes and  intent of the code, whether it's  inconsistent with any element of  the  comprehensive plan, whether it will  adversely affect  the public the public's interest,  whether it meets any special requirements  of the code or special  exceptions, whether the applicant  will be able to meet all  requirements imposed by the state,  federal, other local  governments or the County council,  whether it will generate undue traffic  congestion, whether it would be  a hazard or public nuisance, whether  it will materially alter the character  of the surrounding neighborhood  or adversely affect the value of  the surrounding land showers  or buildings, and finally whether  it will adversely affect the natural  environment -- natural resources,  scenic beauty,  or cause excessive  pollution. We do have 14 conditions  attached to this special  exception request. The first five  are listed on page  23-3 of your agenda item, and briefly,  the first item is  that the special exception is  limited to on-site improvements  as shown on the submitted site  plan. The final site plan will be  approved -- must be approved by  the County's development  review committee. The special exception  would be granted for five years,  including reclamation. All appropriate  permits for the local, state,  federal regulatoriry agencies should  be obtained by the applicant prior  to the issuance of a  development order. The applicant  shall post an irrevocable letter  of credit for reclamations. So for  example, if the project is not completed  in five  years, the County can use this letter,  obtain those funds, and pursue  the reclamation. So we do  have changes to the conditions listed  in  page 23-4. 6 through  9 are the  same. The applicant must submit  an engineer station and progress  report every year to identify that  the terms of the permits and conditions  are being met. The pumps  used for dewatering must be in  quiet operation, and there should  be  surrounded earthen burns for  noise abate. . The developer shall  record a covenant straight the excavation  pit should be filled with water.  The traffic study should be submitted  prior to the site plan approval,  and we do have a change  to number 10, and the language has  changed just to make it very  clear that the existing nonconformity  regarding the two single-family  homes on the parcel should be corrected  prior to the site plan approval.  We can do that administrativively.  11 there should be no stockpiling  of excavation material  on site. 12, the application shall  install and operate a monitoring  well. 13, approved the waiver of  the sloped criteria as requested  by the applicant. The  County council must approve this  if it's to go forward. We recommend,  if council so chooses, to  approve that as acknowledged by  the County's land development engineer.  And finally, that no other variances  will be accepted on this  project. Your planning board recommend  this project for approval with  the conditions. Thank you.  

Thank you, Ms. McGee. Is there  any  other staff report? .  

Okay. Seeing none, we will close  the staff  report section of  our public hearing. Now, we should  open up the public participation  section, which is -- we will start  our discussions  or public participation section  with Mr.  Glenn Storch? .  

[ indiscernible ]  

Yes, please. All your  scientists -- all you scientists,  come on over here. While we're waiting  for them to show up, let  me read this while we're waiting  for them to get together. This goes  for everybody. Velour sha County  council welcomes your involvement  and is interested in hearing  your comments. Please complete a  public participation slip and indicate  the subject line the issue you may  wish to address. You may use the  back if you have to. After you are  recognized, state your name and  address for the record before beginning  your comments. Please state your  name and your address. So we just  keep moving right along there. You  may speak up to 3 minutes during  this public participation. County  council does not answer questions  or requests during the  public participation. Please be  court use, respectful of the views  of others. Personal attack on council  members, County staff, or members  of the public will not be  tolerated. So I have now read the  disclaimer. So when I gavel you,  Mr. Storch, you'll know why.  

 [ laughter ]  

You folks can come out in the  aisle up front here. Stenographers  don't need to look at me, do you?  oh you do have to  look  at me? oh, okay. I'm  sorry. Why don't you come over here.  They can sit in the chairs. Come  over here. We have a lot of people  over here, trying to get everybody  so everybody wants to see their  council in action. If you  can't see  us -- no, no. I want you guys stay  there. Mr.  LASSITER, scoot on over there. Go  on over by the  DAIS. Or take the staff chairs.  These guys are important, so they  will be speaking. All right. We  have the clock set for 15 minutes.  The time will begin after you  turn, position, or address. At that  point, I go like this, and  Ms. Zimmerman there, she hit the  clock button.  

Oh.  

State your name and position,  sirringly am Glenn Storch. I  represent the applicant, and let's  go. All right. Let me start with  the fact I am representing the applicant,  and I did this because of the fact  it was -- you know, it was a question  for me. I don't have to take any  new cases. But in this  particular case, this is  my neighborhood. I go past this  place every single day twice a day.  And more importantly, as many of  you know, my wife goes past this  place every single day. And so I  better do this the right way, because  many of you know  my wife. The option -- as I was  thinking about this, as I was trying  to seriously consider whether to  take the case is what could  go on the site if I didn't take  this case or if we didn't have a  lake on this case -- on this property.  And if you look at the zoning code,  you can put a landfall -- I mean,  it's right across the street from  a landfall. Right across  the street from a mote operation,  across the street from a sludge  operation. Under the code now, you  can put an exempt application, you  can go in there -- you can go to  pit as long as it's for this purpose  of a road project dedicated to a  road project. You can build an air  park, or you can build a junk yard.  Now, that doesn't strike me as a  good thing, and so as I was looking  at these things, I was looking at  how I can make this better. I talked  to the owner. He guaranteed to me  this was going  to be a lake with the cattle roadway  maining on this area during the  time of the construction. This was  an agricultural area. This was going  to be a lake he'd abide  by a special exception with conditions  even though he didn't have to if  he was going to do an excavation.  On top of that, this would actually  lower the density, because when  you put that lake in there, you're  table out probably ten  units thereabouts. And so this struck  me as a  good thing. It struck me as a good  thing for the neighborhood. It struck  me as a good thing for everyone.  So it seemed like an  easy decision. And staff agreed.  Staff made a recommend decision  of approval. Everything was approved.  There were 35 criteria to look at.  We met every single criteria, every  35 criteria, including the criteria  you all were looking at  as well. Then I got this call from  are.  A. coalman the day before  the PLC hearing. And are.  A. was  basically saying, "Look I need you  to not do this, because this is  competition for my pit. And are.  A.'s pit is over on 442. Been  operated for  20 years. It's an  old pit, 45 feet deep, et cetera.  And I couldn't understand why he  would be doing that to me. And then  I began to  understand, and I understand that  all the other pits, all the other  excavation in velour sha County  are gone. Bobby Weaver's pit is  gone. The one in lake highland is  gone. That means he will have a  monopoly of  only the 442 pits, CAL creek pits  and nothing else. What that does  is raise the price enormously. So  as I was looking at this, it came  -- this was just -- I thought this  was an easy thing just for my neighborhood.  This is a lot more than that. This  actually is dealing with every single  development in velour sha County  now. Every road  project in velour sha County. Because  every County requires fill. If you're  looking at these big projects we're  now doing, such as the dell toe  that outlet mall, which by the way  some is committed to now, that can't  exist without fill. We build it.  All the other stuff we're talking  about can not exist without  fill. Individual houses can not  exist without fill. The people on  falling leaf could not build their  house without fill, because that's  all been provided to them at this  point. This new private development  -- now new private development operations,  if you're going to sell it to anybody  other than the agency, in your words,  for the roads, then you have to  go through a special exception process.  That's a good thing, because it  allows us to work together to create  these conditions to make sure there's  no impacts. So  important, that if you're doing  it for roads, you don't have to  go through the special exception  process. Pick -- could be a pit  anyway if it was only dedicated  to the roads. But in this particular  case, like you say, they're trying  to do it the right way, CEO sine  it the right way. And this will  be the first new pit that exists  in velour  sha  County. Next -- this is about 1/2-mile  south of 415. It's a  576-acre parcel, part of a 1300-acre  of parcel. That's why this was so  important, such a good location.  It isn't near any neighbors. The  closested a joining neighbor is  about 1400 feet. Mrs. Connor, who  Jim remits, is about 1600  feet away. That's about a quarter  of a mile away from this pit  when it's begun. That doesn't  make any sense. I figured  there has to be something more to  it. Bottom line it will not cause  any impact. It is a permanent use  under the zoning. Under the zoning  it is a permanent use as a special  exception. On top of that -- by  the way, it will require no  changes on your plan. On top of  that, you have a comprehensive plan  in velour sha County that says point-blank  that mineral resources and extraction  sites have to be in this particular  area. This is the area we're putting  it. Consistent with your comprehensive  plan, and that's why staff  report was this is an appropriate  place for this. it's consistent  with the comp plan, consistent with  the zoning criteria, consistent  with everything. I've heard people  try to tie this thing into an asphalt  batch plan, which by the way,  I oppose. And say this is the exact  same thing. How they can say a lake  is the same as an asphalt batch  plant is beyond me. How they can  say a five-year project to build  a lake is the same as that makes  no sense. But I'll tell you the  biggest difference, that asphalt  batch plant was in violation of  the comp plan. This is not. This  is  consistent with the comp plan. So  staff recommend  everything. The PRLC, we had a full  review. We had neighbors voice their  concerns. We had  the competing operators. There SHUP  and Mr. Coleman, and they said they  didn't want it. The  PRLC gave unanimous approval  with conditions. We offered one  of those conditions. One of those  conditions was, "Look, we understand  those concerns. These guys are great  neighbors, and they're going to  continue to be great neighbors."  we offered up things like monitoring  wells between the pit, the  lake, and  the neighbors. We have met all the  conditions, and believe we have  established our burden  of proof. Consistent with the council  review, comp plan. It's in the public  interest. When this is done, this  will create a lake everybody will  be very happy with. It provides  necessary fill for the transportation  projects and for the  area development. It is a well designed  project. It will look like a natural  lake when this is done. It  has impact on wetlands, and it will  be done in smaller phases, so it  will have no impact oned a joining  price. One of the things I do want  to mention during these phases,  there's a pump here, and we had  -- I want to show you this here.  We had a -- invited everyone for  a barbecue. While we  were there -- and on that site,  we had a pump running just like  the one we're going to have, and  it was much closer to us than the  one we're going to have near the  neighbors. No one even knew that  pump was running. We had to point  it out, and you could not hear it.  Because it is a quiet operation  pump. It is the same decibel level  as a washing machine, and you can  imagine, at a quarter mile, you're  not going to hear a thing. That's  important to us as well. We offered  to do things for them, like  have a 24-hour number you could  call if there's any issues. If somebody  hears something, if there's any  problems, we're going to give them  numbers. We have  offered to provide  additional conditions, safety protocols  for the trucks, put everything in  the pit itself. Despite whey keep  hearing from Jim, everything outside  of that pit, there's not going to  be a single bit of storage  whatsoever. That is a condition.  That is a condition we agreed to.  Everything can be done within  an area. Mark, allow me to talk  about that a minute if  you don't mind.  

Mark DOUST,  project engineer. MarkDOUST and  associates. I am the project engineer  on this. My seal will be on this  project. I can assure there will  be no impacts to wells or wetlands  that have been brought up. We use  state of the art technology, a system  that produces clean water. We do  it in separate cells. We use hydration  trenches to keep the  surroundings hydrated. That's what  keeps impacts for occurring. The  water management district, we've  worked closely with them. We've  done a number of these. They support  this technology. As a matter of  fact, they encourage it. There's  also been -- there's also been some  concern regarding traffic. I can't  understand why, because if you look  at this, it's not going to happen.  This is  crystal MERCEDES.  

Daytona Beach, Florida. We conducted  the traffic impact analysis. We  did it consistent with velour sha  County accepted standards. The traffic  was based on 55 trucks per day  -- sorry -- 50 trucks per day,  which produces 100 truck trips per  day and we also added  five employees, which produces ten  additional trims. What we found  is in the peak hour, under the same  conditions, there  are about 900 -- hopefully this  will help. It's a visual. It's operating  now at about half the allowed capacity,  which is 1550 trips during the peak  p.m. hour. What we're adding is  a maximum of 15 trips. So  basically what we found is that  it works fine today, and it will  work fine after the development  of this  pit.  

Thanks. I think this is important.  900 trips an hour right now on that  road. We're adding five trucks on  that same peak  hour. That's it. So all the stuff  seems to be a little overblown to  me. Sam, I want you to come up,  talk about traffic also.  

Stan flaser, Lasseter  transportation group, 123 live oak  avenue. I am the engineer of record  for the traffic site. And the main  point I want to give is very short  and sweet, and that is  the land that this pit will occupy  is  equivalent to a vineyard to come  date houses. These houses would  generate about ten homes. They'd  generate about a hundred trips in  a  day. The same marl pit will generate  110 trips in a day. This is about  the same as if you had houses on  the same site. The difference is  the marl head will go away at the  end of five years, and that land  will never be on the inventory for  producing future traffic. That's  some of my  presentation.  

The residential zoning on this  will support 470 trips per day right  now. We're only going to use potentially  up to 110 trips per day. And  again, we reduce the density because  of this lake. That reduces it by  over a hundred trips per day. So  we're actually reducing density,  reducing trips over time, and the  same time we're allowing this thing  to maintain as  an  agricultural operation. Nick? there's  been concerns about water wells.  This is very important to me as  well. These are my neighbors. I  want to make sure they're taken  care.  

Nicholas  SANDREAS, engineering. 100 south  interlocken avenue, winter park,  Florida. I looked at the groundwater  and issues and draw-down  effects. I've been working here  for 35 years and doing a lot of  modeling, ground work. The draw-down  identified on this project due to  the dewatering is going to be  offset directly by the recharge  of water that will be put back into  the ground. So you definitely have  draw-down. You have to make it dry.  But you put the water back in. It  doesn't evaporate. The  mitigation is in place. The  issue of potential blow-out of clay  from the bottom there, the limestone  here is too deep for that condition.  We worked with this kind of conditions  in summer it County and Paso  County, where limestone is within  5 feet, and it can  blow up about 7, 800 feet down.  That's not an issue. Potential impact  from landfall, there's  no way. it's too far. They will  be intercepted by a hydraulic barrier  in between. As far as the lake creating  a drawdown due to ET,  that's completely -- if that was  the case, we would have a  problem everywhere. You'd see thousands  of lakes dry out. They're not creating  that. Certainly not going to create  here, so  --  

Joe? .  

Joe young with  biological consulting services,  new Smyrna beach. The  bar pit is not going to create  impacts to the well. It's 150  feet away from the edge of the wetlands,  where the lake  will be, and after it's completed,  there will be a restoration plan,  which will create  a literal zone and provide a habitat  to future species. They will come  in after the  lake is formed.  

Business hours,  8 to 5 during weekdays. We have  a specific condition we can put  on there to reduce  any noise. Everything inside the  pit -- the trucks will be inside  the pit. There will be nothing outside  the pit. You'll have drones around  that as well to reduce  noise. On top of that, there's been  concerns within five years. We have  a condition that it will clearly  be five years. We need to  look at what the SHUP issues, what  the Coleman issues are. We need  to go through the entirety of the  permitting process, and we have  a number of conditions that we  are adding to the staff conditions  to help address things we've  heard from the neighbors, so  --  

Thank you sir. My gosh, you actually  did that in 15 minutes, got all  your  people  up there.  .  

Mr. Morris? .  

I have a point of order with  your attorney. I think she'll address  it now  

Point of order? .  

Mr. Morris has some questions  of the experts. Since  this is a quasi judicial hearing,  he does -- give him the  opportunity to question as long  as  Mr. Storch is given the opportunity  to question  Mr.  Morris's experts.  

I can run through them quickly  chairman. Mr. Storch will be  first.  

Okay. Jeff, do we have a micro  phone? .  

Is this within  our time limit? .  

This is like  a cross-examination. We're judges.  We are the circuit court of velour  sha County today. . This is  exactly what a quasi judicial hearing  is about. Mr. Storch, would you  please take  the micro phone? .  

Questioning me as an expert witness?  .  

I'm asking you regard your representations.  First of all,, for the record my  name is Jim Morris. I represent  adjacent property owners, and I  have two questions for Mr. Storch.  First question, Mr. Storch, in regard  to the maximum of five years, is  your client willing to enter a covenant  that it will be five years and that  they won't with back for a request  for extension after this hearing?  .  

Yes.  

You'll do that as a condition  of approval? .  

I can.  

Will you is the question? .  

Yes, yes, yes.  

What is the decibel level of  a  washing machine? .  

Fifty-eight.  

Okay. Next is for the  traffic control .  control. And after  crystal will be Mr.  DOUST.  

Come on. Mr. Storch, could you  have a seat, please? you don't need  to stand up anymore.  

Thank you.  

Mr. Crystal you and I have met  before. When did you create your  traffic study, or alternatively  was it presented to the PRLC.  

We conducted the traffic study  this February.  

When did you present your study  is my question.  

Our study was submitted on February  19th.  

Was it submittedded to the PLDRC?  .  

I'm not sure  

I understand that it wasn't is  why I'm asking.  

My understanding is it was submitted  ahead of the time when it was required.  

Okay.  

The initial application filed  by the applicant said 30 trips per  day, and your testimony, you said  60 trips per day, and then there  was questions about 110 trips per  day, and then someone else said  400 trips per  day. From the standpoint of the  30 trips per day, were you asked  to evaluate 30 trips per day? .  

We were asked to evaluate 50  trucks per day, which is what I  said.  

Is your evaluation of the truck  the same as a car in terms of trips?  .  

It is.  

Does a car operate the same as  a 70,000 pound dump truck? .  

I am here to testify traffic  and traffic volumes. I wouldn't  be able to say --  

Your testimony as to crip count  not as to operational characteristics  what goes on the road? .  

Trip capacity as it affects the  road, correct.  

Not the speed of the vehicle  or the size  

Not the speed of the vehicle  or the size.  

So in a traffic evaluation, you  would never evaluate the difference  between say a motor-vehicle and  a dump truck? .  

I can't think of any circumstance  --  

From the standpoint of the trips  generated, are 110 residential trips  anticipated to be the same impact  as 110 dump truck  trips? .  

In terms of capacity and trip  count, yes.  

Okay. Then, from the standpoint  of -- your quote was  60 trims. Is that 06 trips meaning  I drive in, I drive  out. That's two counts.  

One hundred trips across the  day.  

I think you said 10 and someone  else said a hundred.  

During the  peak hour. Ten road trips.  

So in your 110 count S that effectively  55 vehicles that come in, come out?  .  

That's -- in the p.m. peak hour,  that's five trips in, trips out,  50 trips in, 50 trips out throughout  the day.  

So  you've got -- two trips? .  

Yes.  

Thank  you. Mr.  DOUST, please. Did you or  have done a hydrology study day  of this property before you did  your submission? .  

We did.  

Who prepared it? .  

I prepared it.  

Can you explain what you did  to come date that study.  

Basically  we rely  on -- basically  we rely on --  

Just use  this MIC. .  

We want you on the record for  this.  

We rely on geotechnical investigations,  which is the result of borings taken  on site. There's permitbilitity  tests done to tell us how the  soil flows, porousty as well as  permiabilitity. We then model based  upon the depth of the excavation,  using typically a pond program,  which is a program that simulates  the draw-dawn coming from distance.  This helps give us the rates and  so forth. It helps us also  design the perimeter  of the wetland rehydration pipes  used in the project.  

From the standpoint of the borings,  did you take the borings, or rely  on the ones for universal engineering?  .  

We relied on the borings from  universal engineering as well as  visual examinations for  multiple backup --  

Two borings at 41 or 6, that  was universal? .  

Well there's universal. We also  have other borings done  by alderman  --  

Okay.  Thank you. I think next --  sorry. Mr. Andrea? .  

Good afternoon.  

The studies that you did, did  you rely on the universal borings?  .  

On the universal borings.  

Did you also look at their grade  amounts to look at how they handle  the flow of water? .  

Yes, I did.  

That was part of the universal  study submitted to the County? .  

That's correct. I also reviewed  Mr. SIMS' report.  

Okay. Thank  you. Mr. Young, please.  

And could you bring that  micro phone up with you? there you  go.  

Sorry. I have one more question  for you. I apologize. In  your testimony, I understand you  to say the way the property would  be managed, the property would be  rehydrated and there would not be  evaporation. Is that a correct recollection?  .  

No it will not -- it will be  rehydrate  

Don: yes, sir.  

The evaporation issue was a separate  question by  Mr. SIMS after it is left alone, it will  actually draw down and create sump,  and I disagree. That's  not the case.  

How do you --  

Well because --  

I didn't mean to interrupt  you.  

It gets compensated. If you had  a similar  project in the Clermont area, for  example, -- increase the operation  significantly. In this area, the  groundwater is 1, 2 feet  down. The evaporation from that  ground in open water is a minor  difference, and the effect of the  open lake creates a capture of  water after. So the amount of runoff  that will occur in the predevelopment  is more than the amount  of capture you have. . Actually  there will be more recharge, because  the water is not  running off. It's getting caught  by the opening.  

And the water is not running  off because there's an existing  ridge that puts it back  in wetland is that correct?  

no. Because it's a lake. Like  a bathtub.  

Where does the lake get its water?  .  

From the rain.  

It doesn't get it from groundwater.  

And groundwater. If  the adjacent wetlands were higher,  it would flow that way. In this  case, this is the ridge. So recharge  happens and goes through.  

Do you agree with the statement  that water seeks its own level?  .  

That's basic, yes.  

Okay.  So you would expect the  ground water table in a static condition  to be relatively the same across  the lake in the wetlands in terms  of --  

No. It would be higher in the  ridge and lower in  the wetland.  

The ridge is gone, because it's  a lake. The ridge is going to be  gone because they're going to excavate  and destroy the ridge if I understand  the plan.  

Right. But rain will still continue  to fall on it.  

I think I understand. Thank you  very much. Mr. Young? Mr. Young  N your testimony, you talked about,  when the lake is fin,  the species will come to the lake.  I'm para phrasing whey understood  you to say.  

Okay.  

As I understand the plan, the  plan includes a waiver to basically  create vertical sides on the side  of the lake and to excavate to a  depth of 30 feet. I see heads shake  

Gary: that's not correct.  

 Then correct me.  

.  

[ stand by for captions ]  

I don't think you can  say there's a species at 30 feet  deep.  

But if it was 20 feet  deep, you would expect  it to likely have grass  on the bottom.  

Probably like 12.  

Thank you. That concludes my  questions.  

Chairman  and board 

     members.  

I'm Jim Morris and I  represent some  adjacent property owners. As noted  already on the record I'm here in  opposition of the request and would  contend that the request does not  meet special exception  criteria that you have asked for.  No traffic study was presented  to your PLDRC. I would note for  the record and ask you to integrate  that if it's atermtive that it would  be executed by the property  owner is a condition in the event  that is what you should  do. I'm joined today by pan engineer,  Mr. Mike Simms. I would like to  introduce him to you. He will explain  his findings and what he has seen  as he has looked at the materials  that have been submitted to you  for review. I think the item you're  looking at today is different  from what the  PLDRC showed. When I spoke to each  have you my understanding is a  waiver of the  buffer was requested. That has been  withdrawn and they will buffer the  property but the  PLDRC did not see because you don't  have it in the written comments  that you have today because it's  part of the site plan approval.  I would ask for confirmation of  that require to the decision. If  I might, Mr.  Simms.  

For the record my name have  license D. Simms, 193  west New York avenue  in lake Calhoun, Florida. I  was asked to review  an engineering analysis  and geologic data on  a proposed 50-acre lake. I  came to other conclusions only a  few of which were refuted  so far. I will go receipt  to the wetlands impact -- right  to the wetlands impact and  these guys know the most important  thing we have to look at  is  that drawdown effect. That's what  the regulatory people will be looking  for. I did that, using the same  data that these fellows used. We  were probably using the same math  and everything. No one said it was  an impact. It's going to be  an impact. We will do it for at  left five years. That water  will go somewhere. The  proposal to rehydrate on the site  and try to protect the wetlands,  that's something I've done in the  past. At times I have gotten it  to work. The assumption is  the water district will let  them do it. They said, now, we don't  like it anymore. The only thing  we will accept  is distance. My analysis  shows the nearest  wetlands is 150 feet. Drawdown and  it will reach it in 60 days and  continue to  draw  that down. When they're done with  the lake and let it fill back  up, it's going to stabilize it a  little higher than the  surrounding wetlands  once we let everything G I don't  know if  you were looking  up, was showing the outing to  the north of  this site. If you stud dit  survey they show the water level  below the wetlands, so the water  level is setting there below. It  says what I've been saying, just  look at the ponds. They are setting  below that. Yes,  it captures rainfall but  wind driven evaporation  from sun is much higher. That lake  will stabilize at some level below  the ground water and have feed coming  from the wells in the  long  term. There's some refuting of when  I look at the  same geology, same soil  borings and this level in underlying  Florida, that's a real  thing. That happens when  we dig wet wells. We can get  down there and  that bottom will blow up. I don't  know where the  information came from. It shows  it being at 67 feet instead of  100 or so. When you dig  30 out of 67 you're in the potential  and something you have  to be  aware of. The other factor of the  drawdown sigh have it running  out to probably 500, 600  feet and that's what the district  will be looking for. They  want distance. They don't want fancy  engineering works, operational plans  and operators that know what they're  doing in order to cope that impact  from happening. They  just want  distance. 

Counsel, approximately how many  permits?  

They are test  affirmative. I've been licensed  since 81. I worked on some before  that since '81 throughout the  state, I'd say 10 to 12 and  I'd guess that one fourth of those,  a third maybe  get a permit.  

In your presentation to council  do you disagrow with the conclusion  this won't have a permanent effect  on the wet lands.  

I have the report  signed and sealed.  

I want you to elaborate on why  it has an impact  on the wetlands and  what the permit does  with  respect to evaporation.  

Five years of drawdown, taking  the water out of the ground, the  math we use is  not rocket science,  just straight tests. That drawdown  will be real. You're going to have  to offset it and the only way  to offset it is provide distance  to the wells. The well is on  both shoulders. There's not enough  room to gain that distance to  offset that drawdown. When you get  50 acres of surface area the  ridge is down. It's going to  stabilize below that ambient ground  level and will continue to  draw down the wells. You can have  a rain year where it pops up  higher but for the most of the time  it will have a negative  impact and evaporative losses that  exceed any type of rainfall.  

Is it fair to characterize this  as a drainage  project?  

You can  drain  the swamp.  

chairman, in regard to a  statement by  Mr. Storch, I've given your staff  a copy and will simply tell you  that unless you are a  governmental agency getting a project  for road construction, you aren't  exempt and it isn't that I somehow  have mine and you have yours and  we say okay, we'll work with public  works. If you look at the terms,  that's what they have to do. What  they also have to do is meet the  site plan requirements imposed by  the county and the county has requirements  as it relates to depths. The depth  of the pond is something we're  very concerned about. That's  your  exempt criteria. Your decision today  is based on the special exceptions  criteria and this is experted from  your code and you've got reasons  for denial whether for the intent  of the article,  it's an  agriculture thing. In regard to  protecting agricultural value it  is inconsistent with  that. Unless the wetlands become  converted you wind up with a  property  that's largely wet lands with a  big lake. This is a footnote with  respect to the residential  yield. Regards to that, miss Denys  you asked me about the  size. The county requires 10,000  feet of property above the  flood plain. From the standpoint  of this you can't simply grid it  and say there are 500 acres  and that equals 50 homes. I think  the home yield will be limited.  If the question today was about  homes I doubt  uid have anybody  -- you  would have  anyone here. I'm sceptical about  the decibel level of a  washing machine. The pumps  will be no loud are than a  washing machine. So if you approve  that it is in place so you've got  something that literally can't be  heard. I would disagree  with the  characterize. We think it's about  1,000 or 1200 feet  and you will hear strucks and everything  else at that distance. When you  begin, even for a five-year feared  to impact the water level at the  level it's going to be impacted  then you potentially have the impact  of drawing everybody else's well  down where the water quality is  diminished or it's gone to say  well, we'll replace your well, imagine  being without water in your house  for even a day, now a week,  couple weeks. You have to get a  permit and so on. So whether or  not this will adversely aing if  the the public interest, I noted  to each of you and I knew the answer  would be that a motorcycle trip  and a  dump truck trip is  the same thing. The day that a  dump truck doesn't pose a greater  traffic hazard on a road like state  road 15, a main artery to  and from the beach from Orlando  and seminole county, there is  no way to say that the truck traffic  will have the same impact as  someone driving a car or motorcycle.  Yet, that's what the study shows,  but from a practical perspective  you're not required to close  your eyes and only look at one thing.  Note, too, you do not have a driveway  study or design to show you how  it's going to work. If you flip  back in the back  of the criteria, the following  conditions must be met as  far as the special exceptioned it  include as driveway design but these  are all the requirements that are  noted in your code  to be accompanied by plans, drawings  and information. Those are in your  file but you don't have driveway  design. You don't have a guarantee  on the location although one  is illustrated on the map. From  the standpoint of impact on  property value, I've provided  to  you and Mr. Storch, this operation  will have a 15%  to 20% impact  op -- on homes. Even for a  five-year period and depending on  if they agree or not agree,  it still has that impact  on  wart--  water. It has an impact  on property. It is inconsistent  with the standards that relate  to proect texting -- protecting  the value of properties. My client's  property borders this. This is  right up on 415. You will she it  coming and  going. Undue traffic congestion.  If you think a dumb truck acts  like a motorcycle, then we're in  the wrong business. It  will be compacted  with and fills. People are not going  the speed limit out there  to begin with, neither Glen, his  wife or anyone  else coming or going  from the beach. It will adversely  affect the natural environment and  scenic beauty. We've given you testimony  as it relates to it. You've got  two sets of testimony at least.  We know this is adjacent to a  water table and wet land  an an impact that  draws those down and it will have  an impact and testimony shows that  my clients have been seven years  building their home. They're  invested, probably not for sale.  This report is. If you deny it,  we love it. If you approve this  I would respectfully request that  you have restrictions that you can  enforce and make sure that you  minimize the danger that occurs  because your  position today you have a duty on  both sides and there's a way to  make this less intruesive  and finally, the  30-foot depth you should make it  be  shallower. Thank you, 

     chairman.  

Miss Denys, do you want to be  first after everyone's  done.  

Let's do public input.  

Hold on, Mr.  chair. Mr. Storch is  afforded  the same ability to cross-examine  Mr. Morris' expert witness.  

I saw him. Come  on do, Mr. Storch. You  are  afforded  a cross. Make sure everybody's  on  the microphone,  please. I can't hear him.  

All right. First of all, I did  ask you a couple of questions. Have  you actually been on the sight?  

No, sir.  

So you haven't had a chance to  do any examination of the  site.  

No. It's fenced off.  

But the engineers that testified  today, do you have any reason to  doubt their testimony because they  had been on the site?  

Just because they've been on  the site?  

No. Do you have any reason to  doubt their testimony.  

I don't doubt they've been on  the site.  

So they've had a chance to examine  the actual conditions.  

I would think so.  

Do you do a  lot of St. Johns district  permits.  

Last month, no.  

Okay. How about the  month before  that.  

No. The ones that the people  testified today, they do a  lot of St. John's permits.  

no one has done very many  since the recession. You'd  be surprised. I used to  have 20 a month.  

one of the things I was looking  at, you seem to base this on what  you say is a  50-acre lake. Is that correct.  

That was in the documents.  

The site plan that was submitted  and I want to make shower everybody  understands this,  clearly understands this has been  trumped down and now it's a 30-acre  lake. Does that make a change in  your opinion?  

In the documents I was given  it was  30. Okay  5-- 50. My model was done on one  third.  

So the entire lake is 30, not  50.  

Less is better.  

All right. Less is better. Then  at the same time you do understand  they will be doing this in very  small increments, a third of  that 30-acre lake.  

A third lays out to  be a quarter mile long by 200  feet wide. That's a pretty good  ditch.  

If it's a 30-acre lake,  each section is about  10 acres. Is that correct?  

 True.  

All  right. Let's see here.  

Are you keeping these  the same proximity to the  wetlands?  

The wetlands themselves, there's  a condition that the wetlands have  to be at least 150 feet from the  lakefront.  

That's what you proposed.  

That's what the condition is.  

Okay.  

Have you ever  done  any excavations or permitting for  excavations where it was less than  150 feet, between the wetlands and  the site?  

I've done work where they've  tried to get less.  

You know some of them have been  granted for less than that?  

I don't know of any.  

That will be helpful later on  down the road. But the 150  feet is a pretty significant area.  

Depends on what you're  doing.  

Okay. And the drawdown features  and the procedures that  mark has alluded to in the site  plan work, those will all be  reviewed by St. John's correct.  

All review by St. John's.  

Not only do we have  to do the special exceptions and  the criteria that we've added to  that we talked about today but on  top of that St. John's has to look  at this   to that there's -- to see that  there's no impact.  

Yes.  

All right. So the bottom line  is when this -- when they  take this, St. John's will be looking  at this as well.  

Yes.  

They won't issue that  permit unless they're satisfied  there was no impact.  

That's what I hope.  

Thank  you. No further 

     questions. First of  all, you indicated there who be  stockpiling on the site. You know  there's a condition  that says there's no stock  peeling of pearl.  

Your client -- if  you look at the engineering report.  

You know there's a condition  in there, is there not?  

Give me the conditions.  

You've seen the conditions that  staff has provided. It's on the  staff conditions that you  brought up. I'm sorry.  

You want to give me a copy or  not.  

Let  me rephrase. We'll look at see.  Can you provide a copy? Thank you.  So if there is a condition and it  says no  stockpiling, would that satisfy  you that there would be no  stockpiling?  

If that's something you're going  to operate on yes.  

There's a:but no stockpiling.  

I said I would be satisfied if  there  was a covenant that addressed that.  

And that says what?  

It says there shall be no  stock piling. That's contrary to  what your client told my client  over the weekend.  

I'm  soar -- sorry, were you there?  

I was not.  

You were making the assertion  that they said that.  

And I'll have someone testify  to that.  

And I'll have someone testify  they did not, but okay. You also  indicated this is based on a  50-acre service lake.  

Yes, sir.  

You understand this is not a  50-acre service lake.  

The exception was filed for  50 acres. It's not a  30-acre lake but 39-point something  when it's reclaimed.  

You understand  it is a 34  --  

I had to ask Mr. harshly about  that. It's a  barely readable notation.  

Your letter  says there's a 50-acre service lake  is that correct?  

I looked at your application  materials. I couldn't read that.  

Those applications never mentioned  40 acres.  

49  something. 49.6 or 8.  

Actually it was 47, but that's  okay.  

Now it's 30.4.  

I understand it's 39 and  change.  

There is a site plan that has  been  submitd  that indicates 34 acres.  

Mr. S torch, for  the record, the  county council's agenda, Mr. Dallas'  site  plan shows 38.5 acres of borrow  pit.  

But that's not the surface  area.  

The lake  area.  

Right.  

That is the borrow pit area.  

Of the original special exception.  Since that time we have filed a  site plan.  

But that has not been made part  of the evidence  of this county council  meeting.  

If I may ask  question  of you. 30 acres, 38, 39. 29,  all these  numbers  right here. 47.22. Now how big is  this lake going  to be? 47.22, 30  acres?  

30.4 acres. Is that  correct.  

30.4.  

Where are  the other 17.8  acres?  

Sure. Sorry. I didn't mean to  interrupt your question but you  started with the numbers.  

The actual size.  

For the record  --  

Mark Dallas,  536 Halifax. It's 30.4 acres. However,  we have a perimeter berm around  it for environmental reasons. We  have wetland hydration pipes which  we place around it for environmental  reasons. We use a silt barrier that  goes around the whole area. If you  take all that area in you will come  up with -- well, now you come up  with 44.7. It used to be  47.22 but the actual lake itself  is only 30.4  acres.  

and we will make that  a condition, okay?  

And you were not on the record.  I did not har what -- hear  what you said.  

We will make that a condition.  

I've seen the 47 and change acreage.  I know you guys have been doing  what you can. If it's changed and  not part of the record I read  the record. Unlike myself you  didn't provide it to me.  

It's part of the  public information. Never mind.  Let's talk about the  negative property values. You indicated  you thought this who  reduce the value because  no one would buy this.  

I attached the  appraisal 15% adjacent from the  day of commencement to the time  of stop.  

Because of the fact people would  not buy in falling leaf because  of the construction.  

No what I'm worried  about, not my opinion but the appraiser's  information is it will diminish  the value so that someone negotiating  the purchase would negotiate for  a lower price because it's not as  desirable.  

You are aware that somebody has  had a piece on falling leaf on the  market for years, found  out about the lake coming in, was  concerned that was going to be a  problem, sold the property immediately.  The guy who bought this came to  our barbecue, asked questions and  closed on the property.  

I presume at this point in time  you're a not asking me a question  but testifying. I'm not aware  or testifying  to that fact.  

You're also aware that.  

Ask me a question. Don't tell  me what I'm aware of.  

Your report says if it's going  to be inside of 1,000 feet,  is that correct?  

No, I don't think it says that.  

I think it does, but we can  find that out.  

Mr. Storch,  I think the report speaks for itself.  At a certain point this becomes  inappropriate for attorneys to be  testifying on  matters that are quasi-judicial.  

I didn't start this.  

But he asked you  two questions. Mr. Storch,  please. Mr. Morris asked you two  questions of whether your client  would be willing to accept  a condition. You answered them  yes.  

Yes. You are questioning Mr.  Morris on his  engineer's report. Mr. Morris is  not an expert in engineering  nor can he  testify the engineering behind the  report. The report speaks for  itself. It's been submitted to the  county council. We are now an hour  and a half into this hearing and  the public has yet to speak, so  I would really  appreciate it so you  can wrap it  up so the council can  ask their questions.  

This line of direction, if I'm  sending  it in a quasi  judicial role, that's out of the  scope. Easiest way to say it outside  of scope.  

The only thing I'm concerned  about there was a report provided.  I'm trying to ask questions  about the  misunderstandings in this report  so I'm trying to deal with this.  You do recognize we are doing a  buffer.  

I do. I said that  on the record.  

That's  fine. I'm done. [ Captioners transitioning  ]  

to. 

We are going to take a 10 minute recess is. Stretch your legs, go get a drink of water or something. So we are going to take a 10 minute recess, and we will reconvene and start with our public participation. 

Chambers could please come to order, your 10 minute break is up. All right. Ready council members, can join us on the dice. Okay. And Mr. Patterson has come. Mr. Patterson. 

Yeah, Mr. Chair, I tell you, in listening to what's been going on here, I think there's a lot of new evidence here, so I'd like to make a motion to -- that we refer this back to the PLDRC for reconsideration. 

Second. 

All right. I have a motion on the floor for send issing this back for PLDRC for reconsideration from Mr. Patterson and Mr. Daniels second. Further comment on that, miss Denys. 

What new evidence? 

I asked if there was enough new evidence that's been entered here today regarding this issue that I thought maybe it could be referred back to the PLDRC to have them review all of it. 

Is that normal protocol Mrs. Seaman? 

It can be, Mr. Storch referenced a site plan, as I stated is not part of your record. He testified that there was a -- asserted it was 30 acre, but as a told you on 23.17 of your agenda, it is a 38.5 acre. 47 acres total. I understand this site plan, I'm hearing from staff, which I have never seen, was not presented to the PLDRC and is not in your package is down to 40 acres for the project area. So we're seeing a reduction. I don't know if it's a volume reduction. We just don't know. But Mr. Storch raised that when he was speaking with Mr. Morris, and staff confirmses that something was submitted to county staff sometime this week that was not part of your package and I am certain that it was not presented to the PLDRC. 

If that is the process, I mean, if you all were -- was this approved through PLDRC the first time? 

Yes. Yeah, and if I may address that issue with you, Mrs. Denys, I'm looking at the agenda item, and this is where we come up 50 acres, and as I said, 50 acres here, I've got 47.22, I've got 39. I've got 40, do I hear 10, do I hear 15? I mean, where are we going with this? How small, how big. It's a little gray to me. Could we speak to the motion? 

That was the motion. 

I will approve the motion to go back to the PLDRC. 

Okay. 

I have a question. 

Mrs. Susac was going to speak. 

I'm sorry. 

I'm in support of the motion, so. 

Okay. 

Comment, then. 

Okay. One brief comment, yes, sir? 

All right. 

Just a comment, then. 

I supported it. 

Okay. And there has been a call for the question, all of those in favor call for the question signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All of those opposeded. The question has been called. Before I call the question, there's going to be people out here, if you filled out your form, parliamentary procedure, I want to let you know so I don't have anybody yelling that we didn't give you your 2 minutes, it's protocol for parliament 3 procedure. All of those in favor for sending item -- reading I want right here -- item 23, special exception for nonexempt excavation and waiver to the slope requirements of 47.22 acres of a 576 aircraft row agricultural -- zone, case, S 15008, back to PLDRC, for reconsideration and review, please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All of those opposed? Motion carries, this will go back to PLDRC, they will be relooked at. Please get your numbers together on the acreage. There's a lot of numbers there. Make sure all the paperwork is back with us so when we hear this issue again, we can make that comment. 

Mr. Chair, can I make a comment? 

Yes. 

Is the planning and zoning issue and we're down to legal issues, and we've all received e-mails with this or that or this is true or that's not true or this one is fully operating a business out of their product, you know, that's nonconfirming or not zoned or they don't have a CL. I think if we're going to send this back to the PLDRC and go through this again, I want you all to know I will be looking at all of that information that has been submitted so when we come back, and we're here, if we're going to go legal and plan ask zoning, I'm going leading in planning and zoning, for the record. So when it comes back, I'll have some pretty strong questions. Thank you. 

Joyce, did you have a comment you wanted? 

Just to comment. And and say to those individuals that have come here to testify today, that we appreciate your coming and we know that you will have not only one now, but two opportunities to testify in the near future. We all will watch this process, anything we should do, and all that we do, we should watch the process. Very closely. So having said that, I think that we can agree that we need to have more information and so we will do what is necessary to make sure that we have a good product at the end result. Thank you so much for being here today. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

Thank you, ma'am. With that, miss SDIRM man -- 

We needed to confirm it was a 7-0 vote, unanimous. 

Yes, a 7-0 vote, unanimous. 

All right. We will move on now with item -- thank you very much, everybody, for attending. And as you exit the chambers, we still have business to attend to so. So please keep the noise down a little bit. We're now moving to item number 24, order of business, an open public hearing staff report on ordnance 2015-02. 

Mr. Chair? 

All right. Miss Zimmerman, we have to go off the record for 3 minutes until the chamber clear, we will be on a 3 minute break. . 

To connect to a private road. The connection of the new subdivision would have to be to a public maintained road. Marcy, could you put up the overhead, please? So they can see it. So I'm going to ask you did just go with me on this for a second. And assume that I own 120 acres, out in the country, and I have been told that I might be able to build an unpaved road -- subdivision, URS, or a conservation subdivision, the same rules would apply. But I happen to -- the connection road between my 120 acres and the public is a private road. Now, some cases, there are even paved roads. But paved or unpaved, I can't connect. Now, within -- if Wie on a public -- if we're on a publicly maintained roadway, I could do my subdivision and the ordnances in this are well thought out, however, I would be denied the ability if I were on a private road to bring that private connection road up to standards. And I think that's the one element that we might want to consider. Giving the land owner the ability to do, is to follow the same standards that he could build an unpaved road or conservation road for his subs. And if there is a connection road, allow him to connect to the connection road, allowing that the standards are built up. The same standards that are in the ordnance. And the other thing that I think would be fair to the land owner, would be to allow appeal, to DRC, if any of those elements they could not meet. And I can see situations where you've got a 40-foot right of way on a private, that's between your 120 acres, and the County Road over here. But you don't own that. You don't own the right of way. You can't control who those people do. So the whole purpose is for us to have good roads, to get emergency vehicles down, or I think that would give the option to the land owner, give him that ability. If you follow that criteria and built it out that way. So that's my time is up, thank you for your time and consideration. 

Thank you, sir. And Mr. Clay Irwin. 

Mr. Glover summarized all the points -- 

You have to be on the record, sir. 

Clay Irvin, 123 live oak avenue. I don't need to make any further comments. Mr. Glover addressed it all. 

Is there any other public participation? 

No, sir. 

Very well. We will close public participation and turn to county council discussion. Miss Deb Denys. I'm in agreement with Mr. Glover, Mr. Irvin on this criteria, here, we had discussions about this the prior to the meeting, and this kind of dove tails into the previous -- previous ordnance we just passed. So I would -- I'm going make a motion to support ordnance 2015-03, providing for unpaved road subdivisions with the change of adding the right to connect to private roads, and the ability for the land owner to appeal to the PLDRC. Should the conditions that they can't be met with the same standards from 2015-02. In the ordnance just passed. 

Okay. Before we go, I know you're ready, we don't have to rewrite this ordnance to incorporate for reading? Okay. Okay. Yes, Mrs. Susac? 

You said that you would have to -- you would have to rewrite the ordnance? 

Yes, ma'am. 

So we can vote on it today, but I will come back to us again for if rewrite. 

For confirming. 

For confirmation. 

I would have to readvertise it with the new language in it, yes. 

Okay. 

There's nothing time certain on this; correct? 

No, I would have to readvertise it for a time certain and bring it back. 

No, that's not what I'm saying. I'm saying there's no conditions currently before council that's demanding this be done now, or next month or a month from now THCHLT is a housekeeping on the existing ordnance, so I'm comfortable with that process. 

Okay. So the motion is in support, but with the amendment changes. And that is acceptable. Mrs. Seaman? 

The motion is to amend the ordnance and to bring back a new ordnance. 

Okay. That's what I was -- okay. That's what a wanted to make -- and the motion stands on that? The second is good with that? Okay. Good. The motion, any other discussion? Oh, yes, Mrs. Jamie seaman. 

Can you please put up the map so I can see why staff has such reservations in this is PEL road, which moves into boy scout camp road. I need you to slide it down for me. The blue portion is the portion that is county maintained. The portion that shows up in pink is non-county maintained. Those big squares that you see are sections. That is a one square mile piece of property. That is 640 acres. As you see through pink section, there are very large pieces of property there. That is uncounty maintained. That is an area that we had a complete blow out during the 2004 hurricanes, Ms. Conners can speak to the difficulties we had and the fact that FEMA has now taken the position that any road that is considered emergency maintenance only will no longer be funded in the event the roads blow out or relose them -- or we lose THECHLT what would happen if one of these land owners wanted to connect up to this road, which might meet these standards that were proposed by the smart growth committee, is that you would connect off and then it would connect off and it would connect off and and it would connect off and it would continue all the way out to the city of Edgewater. The road is only maintained up to Redmond road. At that point, it is uncounty maintained. If at that point that section of the road is not maintained by the people who live there now, which we know it is not, you now have a tenuous connection to those new subdivisions. Which have piggy-backed on this unmaintained road. Now, this is just one example, this is one that popped in off the top of my head because I know the county fairly well. And speaking with Mr. Panten and Mr. Ashley, they can come up with more. We know of roads that today might be open and passable. But that does not mean that they will be maintained and those roads are not obligated to meet the requirements that Mr. Daniels just criticized. Where the homeowners would have to create a homeowner's association and maintain the road to the new standard. These roads are not maintained by anyone. As evidenced by the fact that there was a blow out and people were stranded during the hurricanes. I can't say it any better. I'm sure Ms. Conners can explain what this does to public works, what this does to public protection when we can't get somebody out there. I sympathize with their position. But the number of years that I've been here with the county, this is a recurring issue that we have had. . 

Yes, Ms. Conners? I know you're so -- 

I have to weigh in. These are situations, these are not hypothetical. These have all occurred and they have reoccurred. When these roads flood, and they are not -- PEL is one of the more well known, this has occurred in throughout west Volusia and areas where sometimes people would never have expected flooding, it is in southeast Volusia, these roads are recurrent throughout the area. When there are issues with flooding, and these roads fail, the expectations for service are unchanged. As Mr. Daniels indicated. Folks who live in rural areas do not change their expectations in terms of emergency services. They expect them to be there. Their calls will come into the county, their expectation is that the road be restored. The it is not -- it is not sufficient to say, we will try to if you need an ambulance, we would try to do something, or you need to come out. The expectation is that the road will be restored. In the past, where we have had emergency events and have had to go in and try do some emergency repairs, we had some leeway from FEMA. That has been removed, AS Ms. Seaman changed. Those rules with almost every event. But they have changed now and the county, for whatever expense is incurred, in restoring this service, would not be -- would not be reimbursed by FEMA. So the expectation, as I say for future occupants of these areas, not the owner, but the occupants, who will come is that if you permit their building activity, that you are providing for the services that go with that development. 

I think Mr. Chair, what you would be doing is creating an expectation for the subdivision that comes off of this road. Who follow the rules, put in a new road, to the higher standard, that if something went wrong, we would create a new access. If you are going to do this, I don't think that it should be just that the road meets the qualifications on the day the application cops to the county. -- comes to the county. Someone has to agree to maintain that currently unmaintained County Road. That's -- that's the concern of staff. And I don't know if it's the person who is subdividing that new homeowner's association, but someone has to be responsible for that, because right now, no one is. . 

Okay. Any other discussion? You've already had your 3 minutes, sir. Any other discussion? All right. Seeing no discussion, there's a motion for approval. On 2015-03. Providing for unpaved road subdivisions. Actually -- 

No, I'm sorry. 

Not a motion for approval. I corrected. This is to send out for rewrite. How do we word that? 

Ms. Denys is requesting that we rewrite the ordnance as -- that meets the standards set forth. By the smart growth committee. And for waivers by DRC. If the road does not meet the standards. >> Okay. All of those -- yes, sir? 

Put in the ordnance that they would -- the property owners know that there could be a problem? In the case of a situation you're talking about, so that they wouldn't go buy a piece of land, blindly, and not knowing that there could be a potential problem? Is there a way that that could be in, like a deed or something? 

Essentially you're creating a buyer beware, and most people don't read these things at real estate closings. 

Why do we worry about it here? Have T another 6 -- have another 6-1. 

Mr. Patteren so, I understand your desire to let the property owner know they're buying in an at-risk area. We could certainly add additional language to the covenants and restrictions to let them know they're buying in an at-risk area. But I'm not certain that it's going to matter when it comes time for that emergency service. 

Could you not add it, whether it matters or not? 

Certainly. . 

All right. Yes, sir? 

I will offer an amendment to the main motion here, that a disclaimer be put into this ordnance that it would be on the deed? 

Buyer beware disclosure? >> That's not enforceable, though, is it? ? 

Much of this is unenforceable. But this is notifying the potential owners. I will second that amended motion. 

It would not go on the deed, Mr. Chair. It would have to go in a covenant and restriction for the subdivision. 

Is that acceptable, Mr. Patterson? 

Yes. 

All right. Now, we're going to move on the amendment to the motion, the amendment to the motion is to write a covenant. Or buyer beware warning, so to speak. Is that how we would word that? And the second agrees? Motion made by Mr. Patterson, seconded by Mrs. Susac. Please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed. Two no, Mr. Daniels and Mr. Lowery. 

Okay. Now we're going to move on to the main motion. Main motion is to send this ordnance back for rewrite. To include the recommendations of connecting a private road to a, I guess a private road that is upheld to the county standard? That would be the rewrite on that, or the -- the legal team will take care of that. All of those in favor please signify by aye. And all those opposed? 

Aye. Mr. Daniels opposed. So that will go back for rewrite and we're readvertise and relisten and retalk about that later. 

All right. Moving right along. Item number -- 

Mr. Davis, for clarification on Ms. Denys motion, was there a second? 

Yes, there was a second. Mrs. Cusack was the second. 

Thank you. And a third. She was also the third. 

Okay. Item 28, moving on, jumping back up there. Appointments to the west Volusia tourism advertising authority order of rotation order, nominations, district 1. Item number 28, sir? ? 

[ Inaudible ]. 

Yes, item 28. 

You turn on your microphone, Mr. Patterson? 

I am talking into the microphone. I nominate Alyssa Walker. 

All right. Alyssa Walker. Melissa. 

Alyssa. 

Alyssa. All right. 

Wait, wait, wait. This is west Volusia. 

Item 28. Item 28. 

Yes. 

It's on the updated -- 

It's green on mine. I didn't recognize it's green. Yes, Alyssa Walker, supplemental L document for application, we got the application. I got a hard copy of it this morning. All right. Alyssa Walker, nominated by district 1, Mr. Patterson, for west Volusia tourism advertising authority. Further discussion? All of those in favor signified by aye. 

Aye. 

All of those opposed? So carried. District 2. Mr. Wagner. >> [ Inaudible ] Sarah -- Sharon Hughes is nominated by Mr. Wagner for the west Volusia advertising authority. For a discussion? Seeing none, all of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. 

District 3? 

John Owens. 

John Owens, nominated for the west Volusia advertising authority. Nominated by Mrs. DEB Denys. Further discussion? All of those in favor signified by aye. 

Aye. 

all those opposed? So carried. 

District 4? 

Pass. Are you requesting a continuance, sir? 

Requesting a continue WANS for district 4 -- continuance for district 4. 

Not on this level. We never have before. I always say further discussion? Further discussion? As to seeing none, all of those in favor of a continuance for district 4, please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? And so carried. 

District 5. 

Cynthia Sullivan. 

Cynthia Sullivan has been no, ma'am baited by district 5 -- nominated by district 5 for the western Volusia advertising authority. Please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. . 

Chair will nominate David Wilson. 

We have a nomination of David Wilson to the west Volusia advertising authority. Is there any objection? Any without objection, show the motion passes. 

Thank you, sir. 

And Ms. Cusack? 

I would like to nominate Sarah Patel. 

Sarah Patel nomination by Ms. Cusack at large member. Further discussion? As to seeing none, all of those in signified by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? And so carried. 

All right. Go to item 29. . 

Appointments to full term exPIR WAGSs rations on -- expiration on the agribusiness interrelations committee. Okay. Sir? 

Have a nomination, Mr. Chair. >> I'm working on it right now. I would request a continuance. 

Move a continuance by the chair. You have two nominations there. 

Yes, I know. 

Is that for two nominationings. 

Both nominations. 

Is there any objection to the motion to continue? Without objection. So the motion passes. 

Thank you, sir. 

District -- I'm sorry, Ms. Cusack at large member. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair. I would like to nominate Mr. Bernny fields. 

Bernny LA fields. Nomination for the agribusiness interrelations committee. I had to read through it. Nomination by Ms. Cusack? Any further discussion? All of those in favor signified by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? Okay. If it be the remaining council's pleasure, okay to have Ms. Cusack pick her other appointment at this time? Any objections to that? Ms. Cusack, you have the floor. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair. I'd like a bill Hester. 

Bill Hester nominated for agribusiness interrelations committee by Ms. Cusack? Any discussion. Seeing none. Please signify by aye? 

Aye. 

All those oppose? And so carried. 

District 1, Mr. Patterson. 

Who did you just nominate? 

She took bill Hester. 

Bill Hester. 

Jerry FEEZer. 

Gerald FEEZer nominated by Mr. Patterson for the agribusiness interrelations XHILT tee. Further discussion -- committee? Further discussion? All of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed. And so carried. 

Nominate Brian Anderson. 

Brian Anderson is nominated by Mr. Wagner. If you recollecter discussion? All those in favor signify by aye. >> Aye. 

All those opposed? And so carried. Miss Denys. 

Robert GAS is nominated by Ms. Denys for the ago business interrelations committee. Further discussion? Seeing none. All of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. And Mr. Daniels. 

Move to continue. 

He has a motion for continue. Further discussion? Seeing none, all of those in favor signify by aye. 

Aye. 

So continued. That's one of those boards where we don't get a lot of volunteers and everybody out there listening, volunteer, please. That's you, Mr. Storch, you should be signing up to volunteer for that. 

Agribusiness, that's what you need right there. 

[ Inaudible ]. 

Okay. 

All right. Appointment to the -- 

Dominate Cathy Storch. -- nominate Cathy Storch. 

No. She's shoot you. -- she'd shoot you. 

She would. 

She'd shoot him. All right. Here is appointments to the library advisory board. 

Do I get one? 

This is from the chair large district 1. 

Item 29, do I not get -- 

Mr. Lowery as a right on 29. 

I was going to have fun and nominate Marcy Zimmerman since she's on there. 

She's on every list. 

She's on every list. 

I told her I was going do that. I nominate Sandra gray. 

I'm sorry, I apologize. Sandra gray has been nominated for the agribusiness and interrelations committee. By Mr. Lowery. Further discussion? Seeing none, all of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

Opposed? So carried. It's quite here in the afternoon. All right. 

Mr. Chair. 

Item 30 now. 

Mr. Chair? 

Yes, ma'am. We need more to volunteer for that. 

Yes, we need roughly 3, 4, 5, more people to volunteer for that. 

And the rotation, who are the folks that need to be trying to recruit some folks to volunteer? 

Well -- 

Maybe we can have that provided for us. 

Me and Mr. Daniels. 

Correct. Okay. 

Me and Mr. Daniels are the only two. I'm sorry. Appropriately speaking in English, it would be Mr. Daniels and I. Sorry. Mr. Daniels and I. Just trying to get you thinking. 

All right. This is the library advisory board. Now, there you go. I will nominate Mr. Robert Clinton. 

Nomination by the chair for Mr. Robert Clinton to the library advisory board. Any discussion? Or objection? Without objection. 

Objection. 

You have an objection. 

Objecting. 

She's objecting. 

Application not complete? 

No, I'm objecting. 

Okay. Then therefore -- all in favor of Robert Clinton for the library advisory board say aye. 

Aye. 

Oppose? 

Opposed. 

Okay. 

Okay. Okay. 

It must be me. 

It must be you. I don't understand. All right. Ms. Cusack? ? 

Mr. Chair, I have to ask for a -- continuance requested by Ms. Cusack? Any discussion. 

All of those opposed? So continued. And Mr. Patterson. 

Fletcher, I talked to her the other day the. 

Gene Fletcher has been nominated by Mr. Patterson for the library advisory board. Any discussion? All those in favor please signify by aye. >> Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. Yeah, we could have spread these out over the year. 

All right. Animal control board. I have to give away my hammer. Mr. Chair, do you have a nomination? 

I do have a nomination. I would nominate Karen Clark. 

Have a nomination from the chair of Karen Clark to the animal control board. Is there any discussion? Is there an objection? Without objection. So the motion passes. 

May I take my second one? >> Okay. 

And my second appointment is Cathy DRIGers. 

I have a nomination for Cathy DRIGers to the animal control board. Any discussion? Any objection to the motion? Without objection, so the motion passes. 

Thank you. And now we will move on to at large, Ms. Cusack? 

Ms. Judy Malone. 

Judy Malone. Has been nominated by Miss Cusack for the animal control board. Any further discussion? All of those opposed? So carried. Ms. Cusack, you have another . Request for a continuance. 

[ Inaudible ]. 

Okay, we'll move through you. District 1, Mr. Patterson. 

I'll go with Robert Baird. 

Robert Baird. Cat owner. Nominated for the animal control board. 

Is it just me or is that -- Robert Baird cat owner. 

I had to throw the cat owner thing. 

At least it doesn't say cat house on it. 

I need a clarification. If the cat owner's cat dies while they're serving, do they have to step down. 

No, they have to get another cat. 

I'll bring the feral cats in my neighborhood over to him. 

Okay. We better hurry up. Everybody is getting a little -- all right. Edgy. 

Robert Baird has been nominated for the animal control board by Mr. Patteren so, all of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. >> Any opposed? So carried. Ms. Zimmerman, district 2. Dianne Ferguson has been nominated by Mr. Wagner to animal control board. Please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. . 

Cathy -- 

I was getting there. 

I know. 

Cathy Blackmon has been nominated by Ms. Denys. 

All of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. Okay. And let's see. Going down here, district 4. 

Motion for continuance. 

Motion for continuance from Mr. Daniels, all of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So continued. And Mr. Lowery, I won't forget you this time. 

[ Inaudible ]. 

Nicholas has already been picked. 

[ Inaudible ]. 

NE Noe, he has not -- no, HE has not, he's still open. 

Oh, yes, I'm sorry. I wrote -- scribbled on the wrong one. My pen missed. All right. Huh? 

[ Inaudible ]. 

You didn't hear about the hazing? Wait, for next month. We have more stuff. Nicholas -- has been nominated by Mr. Fred Lowery. Please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. 

This is another board that we need more applications for. 

Yeah. 

We need a bunch of applications. Although Marcy Zimmerman is on every one of them. 

I think it would be a conflict. 

And do you have to leave now? Okay. -- she's already nominated on something else. Oh, okay. Yeah, she's on the animal thing. Okay. For the record, Mr. Lowery has gone. I will entertain a motion to give him a continuance on everything from now forward. Okay. Move for a continuance on the remaining items for Mr. Lowery. Don't need a second. Any further discussion on that? And seeing none, all of those in favor, please signify by aye? All those opposed? Very well. Mr. Lowery will be skipped over on the next few issues. 

Ago advisory board -- AG advisory board -- we're on item 32. 

I think I skipped something here. 

Yes, sir. 

I was looking at it. Council. Oh. Yeah. All right. There you go. Here we go. I nominate Ms. Edith Shelley for my east side appointment. 

Nomination for Edith Shelley -- [ inaudible ]. 

Got to turn your microphone on, sir. 

Nomination by the chair for cultural council, Ms. Edith Shelley. Is there any discussion? Objection to the motion? Without objection, the motion passes. West side appointment? 

I was just -- district 5. 

5 or 1? 

No, I don't. I don't have -- yeah, I've got 5 or 1. Now, because -- is this -- David clap saddle. That's a different clap saddle. 

Not related. 

No relation? Okay. 

Or are they? 

Or are they? 

Have a nomination for the west side? 

I nominate David clap saddle for the west side appointment. 

Have a nomination for the west side for the cultural council, David clap saddle. Any discussion? Is there objection to the motion? Without objection, so the motion passes unanimously. 

OOPs. 

OOPs. 

Since you're losing your voice, I'll take over from here. 

I'll see y'all -- 

That's the radio voice. All right. Ms. Cusack, east side and west side? 

Mr. Chair, John wilten. And Cathy Ferguson. 

Okay. There's a motion for John Wilson for Ms. Cusack's east side nomination. If further discussion? Seeing none, all of those in favor please signify by aye? 

Aye. 

So carried. 6-0 -- and you said Sandra Wilson. 

Wilson -- John Wilson. 

John wilten. 

District 1. 

And Kelly Ferguson. >> I've got Mr. Wilson. 

Kelly Ferguson. 

You can't pick Kelly Ferguson, because -- is district 4 not considered east side? You have to have a west side nominee. 

Mr. Wilten is on the west side. 

Oh. Sorry. Yeah, I know it's a long day today. >> . 

All those opposed. So carried. All right. Mr. Patterson. 

I nominate Mr. Thomas Roberts. 

L. Thomas Roberts nominated by Mr. Patterson for the cultural council. Further discussion? Seeing none, all of those in favor please signify aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? 

That's a 5-0 with Ms. Cusack out of the room. 

Yes, Ms. Cusack stepped out so we still have a quorum. 

District 2. Lloyd bowers if like. . 

Further discussion? Seeing none, all of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed. So carried 5-0. 

District 3. 

Mr. Ward, James ward, council member. 

James ward, the James ward. . 

the James ward has been nominated by Ms. Deb Denys for the council. Further discussion? All those opposed so moved. And district 4. And Mr. George PAPS has been nominated by Mr. Daniels for the cultural council? Further discussion? Seeing none. All of those in favor please say signify by aye. >> Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. And Mr. Lowery. All right. Now, we've got to go echo. Echo. Echo. Echo. Echo. How are you doing? Good to see you. Oh, there it is. I was looking for it, actually. All right. 

Mr. Chair, we need a nomination for advisory committee for east side and one west side. 

Okay. I'll take Gregory LA fill. 

Nomination for -- that would be the east side. For Gregory LA Phil. 

Yeah, he's east side. 

Is there any objection? Any discussion? Mr. Chair, we need a -- 

Mr. Stony six ma. 

Okay. Mr. Stony six ma for the west side, is there a discussion? Is there a debate? Without any objection, without objection, the motion passes. 

Thank you, sir. 

And those are 5-0 with Ms. Cusack still out of the room. 

With Ms. Cusack absent. And she's coming back, right? Okay. All right. And then I will go -- pass by Ms. Cusack, come back to her. District 1, Mr. Patterson, echo, echo, echo. 

Michael Donnellly has been nominated by Mr. Patterson. FUSHLTHer discussion -- further discussion? Please signify by aye. >> Aye. >> All those opposed? So carried. 6- 0. Ms. Cusack. 

This is echo, echo, echo, echo. 

East side, west side. All around the county. >> ReGina -- Don tellly. 

Okay. ReGina. Oh, there it is. 

ReGina baitman SAN tellly has been nominated by Ms. Cusack for west side. 

East side. 

No, that's your west side. 

I no know. Let me get through the first one, can I? Okay. Any further discussion? Seeing none, all of those in favor signified by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. Okay. Now, the east side, ma'am? >> D.J. PINDer GAS. 

Gerald PINDer GAS has been nominated for the advisory committee? Further discussion? All of those in favor please signify by aye? All a those opposed? So carried. Now, let's go to district 2. 

Heather Riley. 

Heather Riley PAZ been nominated by -- has been nominated by Mr. Wagner. Further discussion? 

Tillery. 

Tillery? What did we call her? 

[ Inaudible ]. 

Hillary Riley. No further discussion. All of those in favor please signify by aye. All of those opposed? So carried. That's Hillary Riley. District 3. 

Mr. Chair, since the -- 

You will ask for a continue WANS. 

Reside in my council district, I don't have any applicants in the DI TRIKT. That's okay. I -- district. That's okay. I will put an all hands on deck, so I will get a request for a continuance. 

Request for a continuance. Further discussion? Seeing none. All of those in favor, please signify by aye. 

Aye. >> All of those opposed? So carried. Mr. Daniels? 

[ Inaudible ]. 

Damion Richards has been nominated for the board. Seeing none. All of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried and a continuance has been issued for Mr. Lowery. How many more pages have we got? Three more pages. All right. Appointments to historical press SER VAGS board -- preservation board. 

Appointments of historic preservation board. 

Nancy Epps. 

Nancy Epps has been nominated for the east side by the chair. Is there any discussion? Any debate? Any objection in without objection, so the motion passes, your west side nomination, Mr. Chair? 

That would be interesting because I have no idea. 

Okay. Move for a continuance. 

I will have to move for a continuance because it doesn't tell me where they live. 

Any objection? Any objection to the move? Without objection, so the motion passes. 

Sorry. Okay. Ms. Cusack? East side, west side? And before we go there, why isn't this one broken down in all our little districts like DFRJT because they have to -- 

Because they have to be by categories. 

See the categories up there. 

You have specific categories. 

It would help if it was marked east side or west side. 

Yeah. 

We need those delineate TORs on there. 

That was easy, but I don't know Mr. Yates or -- you know. 

I apologize. 

That's all right. >> I know her. I've been to her house. 

Okay. Ms. Cusack. . 

Mr. Chair, I would like to nominate -- for the west side -- [ inaudible ]. 

All right. Oscar W. Brock, Jr. has been nominated by Ms. Cusack. Further discussion? All of those in favor signify by aye? All those opposed? So carried. And you have a -- that's a west side. . 

I have to request a continuance for the west side? 

A motion for continuance for Ms. Cusack? FI further discussion -- any if you recollecter discussion? All of those in favor signified by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? And so carried. Mr. Patterson? 

Brian pope. 

Brian Polk has been nominated by Mr. Patterson for the historic L preservation board. Any further discussion? Seeing none. All of those in favor, please signify by aye? All of those opposed? So carried. 

Mr. Chair. 

Yes, ma'am. 

I have already spoken with someone so I would like to -- 

You would like to pick up? Your other nomination. 

Yes. 

Your other nomination, ma'am, is. 

Robert Clinton. 

Robert Clinton nominated for the historical preservation board by Ms. Cusack. Any discussion? Seeing none. Please signify biaye. 

Opposed. 

One opposed. Ms. Denys. 

The same guy -- 

That's the same guy. 

She just opposed. 

I'm opposed. 

I've got to meet this guy, too. I have met him. 

[ Inaudible ]. 

That's it. . 

Now, that I might have to get the story on. I net guy, but I -- -- I met the guy, but I -- yes, hi, happy birthday, Ms. Zimmerman. Charles. All right. Where are we at now? We went to one? Now number 2. Mr. Wagner. 

Mr. Wagner. 

You're going to -- Mr. Wagner is going to nominate Mr. Wagner. John E. Wagner, though. For -- I knew he was going do do that -- historic preservation board? Please signify by aye. >> Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. All right. Ms. Denys. It's your turn. You're next. It goes 1, 2 -- 

I'm sorry. How about Mr. Zack rice? 

We'll nominate Zack. 

James Zack -- is nominated for the historical preservation board. Any discussion? As to seeing none, all of those in in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All of those opposed? So carried. Mr. Daniels? 

Mr. Chairman, I feel bad, because I was going to nominate Mr. Wagner. You know, already taken. So you know, my opportunity. But -- 

My teacher. 

Oh, really? 

Really? Mr. Wagner was a teach herb to Mr. Wag -- teacher to Mr. Wagner. 

I will nominate bill CHAPen instead. 

The first. Has been nominated by Mr. Daniels. Further discussion? Seeing none. All of those in favor please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. And Mr. Lowery gets to pick meeting. Item 35. Appoint presidents to the planning and land development regulation -- appointments to the plan SXG land develop regulation. 

We need a nomination from the unincorporated area from you for the -- DRC. 

Unincorporated? 

That's what it says right here. 

The county chair and at large council members shall make one nominations and elector from the unincorporated area, underlined. 

Is that not cool? I'll take the same person that I recommended last time. J.M. young. 

Nomination from the chair for Mr. Jay young to the PLDCC -- PLDRC. Any objection to the motion? Without objection, the motion passes. 

Thank you. And Ms. Cusack? 

Mr. Chair, I'd like to nominate Jeffery bender. 

Jeffery A. Bender has been nominated by Ms. Cusack. Further discussion? All of those in favor signify by aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. 

Mr. Patterson? 

[ Inaudible ]. 

Mr. Ronnie mills nominated by Mr. Patterson. 

[ Inaudible ]. 

[ Captioners transitioning ] -- 

Any further discussion? 

He's a good guy. Yeah, he is. 

A all of those in favor please signify by aye? All those opposed? So carried. All right. Mr. Wagner? 

Frank --. 

has been nominated by Mr. Wagner for PLDRC. Any further discussion on it that we can actually record? Okay. Okay. All of in NAIFR please signify by aye. 

Aye. 

All those opposed? So carried. Ms. Denys. 

Okay. I think I need some legal -- here on P this. -- here on this. We're required, because I want to appoint Jeff. 

Okay. 

But he's within the city limits. However, five of the seven -- well, he's -- five of the seven must live in the unincorporated. We've only got two. There's seven and we've got one, two, three, four, if I put Jeff as five, that only leaves two open for the unincorporated, and we would not be hitting our -- 

Mr. Daniels --. 

Requirements, is that true? 

Mr. Daniels and Mr. Lowery are able to vote. Mr. Loweries is continued. 

With their vote, it has to be enough. 

It has to been with their district. 

No, it doesn't. 

No, it doesn't. 

And we have three in unincorporated. We need two more. Mr. Lowery and Mr. Daniels would. 

[ Inaudible ]. 

So KI go ahead and appoint Mr. GOV and we're okay? [ Captioners transitioning ] 

[ PLEASE STAND  BY FOR REAL TIME CAPTIONS ] 

WE'VE ONLY GOT FOUR HERE GUYS  IF I PUT IN JUST THAT ONLY MEANS  TO LEFT AN UNINCORPORATED IS STILL IN 4/3. I CANNOT APPOINT JEFF, IS  THAT ACCURATE?  

KNOW. THE ISSUE IS THAT YOU HAVE TWO-POINT  -- THE DISTRICT MEMBERS HAVE TO  POINT IN DISTRICT MEMBERS  DO EXPECT THAT'S NOT WHAT THIS SAYS HERE.  

IT SAYS AT THE BOTTOM OF THE  CHART . HOLD ON, I'M ON THE WRONG  TURN.  

We should've had it broken down .  The elector must live within the district.  That was Mr. Daniels problem because Mr. Young lived  within Mr. Just but when he's appointed by someone  other than Mr. Daniels Mr. Daniels has difficulty for a number of  years finding  and incorporated resident within  his district.  

I remember that for a year and  a half.  

It was Jon Graham Jon Graham  just wouldn't show up.  

Do you have a candidate ?  

I do have a candidate.  

In the unincorporated area? Back  in the unincorporated area .  

[ overlapping speakers ]  

I'm going to recommend -- I still  disagree I think we are wrong legally  but next time when we get this process  and it has to be but the district  this again should've been categorized by district and with all of  these parameters.  

It was my error. I'm looking  at the ordinance and  of course it's correct. I'm going  to nominate Jeffcoat. It just of  is being nominated. For the discussion.  Saying on all those in favor? All those opposed. So Kerry.  Mr. Daniels -- so carried .  

Mr. Daniels?Further discussion? Things down,  all those in favor?All those opposed, so  carried and Mr. Lowery located in  two weeks.  

We're getting 

     there.  

Mr. Chair? 

Yes?  

According to this form we  have I am  35 and the unincorporated area  is Joseph Leiva.  

Yes?  

And so does not Mr. Daniels have to have the  person within his district?  

He stated that he was in my district.  

He is in my  district.  

 It would've been the same thing?  

The application does say district  four.  

Joe  is in poor.  

No, we are talking Mr. Goss.  

Can they not be in district three and  in the unincorporated area?  

Yes you can be unincorporated  in district three.  

And his application says district  three.  

So we're good, right back.  

Mr. Costas application says District  three.  

But within the city limits.  

Correct.  

Okay.  

We're good expect your balance? We're good? Okay, moving on to item number 36 -- 

     we are good? 

We are balanced?  

We're good like.  

Moving on to item number  36. I have only one applicant. I  need to get this -- I am the only one that makes this appointment .  

He is currently serving too, Mr. Chair.  

He is already serving? So we will reappoint him?I will reappoint Mr. Ray Pennebaker to the value discussion board insert  any objection without objection so Ray Pennybaker is our victim to.  

Now you have two council  members for the 2015 property tax season. I am serving on it right now . I would continue to serve if you  wished from the west side of the  County.  

 Then we are reappointed have we  not?  

Have really been reappointed? I voted  to chair again, do you remember?  

And I'm vice chair.  

Oh, God.  

I think the statute requires  for action, the council's action.  

 So Mr. Patterson accepts?  

He accepts 2015 property tax  season member for the Volusia County , any discussion on opposition? All those in favor signify  by -- all those opposed -- and miss Denny, and you  also agree? 

Yes, sir.  

Any other discussion or disagreement  or a postman? All those in favor signify?All those opposed? Tax season is here. We're done.  

Item 37. Believe it or not, the last  page. Item 37, appointment children and families advisory  board. Mr. Chair we have an appointment from you  for the appointment for the children  family advisory board.  

I will reappoint Ms. Marjorie  Johnson, 

     please do expect the nomination  of Marjorie Johnson to the -- 

 hold it. Stop. I cannot appoint  her.  

Why? 

At large East side -- Marjorie Johnson lives on the east side.  

I don't have an East side appointment so I will  have to. A West side appointment .  

[ Pause ]  

It says the chair beside there is no chair  beside for you. I'm sorry, West  side.  I have a nomination from the chair for Claudia Roth  from the children's and families  and that -- advisory board? Any  objection show the nomination  is approved.  

All right, thank you sir.  

Miss two Zack, east side?  

Mr. Chair I would like to  appoint his Marjorie Johnson to  the east side.  

Was Marjorie Johnson has been  nominated by Ms. Q-letter Zach.  Single discussion  not that my screen is working, all  those in favor please signify  by I and all those opposed and so  carried.  Mr. Patterson?  

I also how did you get to? 

 -- Kuzak .  

I'm not -- just  give me a moment please  on this. Let me just double check .  

You made appointments last month, that's why.  

Yes, yes, these are rotation  appointments. I had one last month . Now you've got the west side, please,  ma'am.  

 I have a West side.  

Yeah, we're  done.  

I have to ask  for a continuance for the website expect continued  for the west side at large. Ms.  Cusack, any further discussion?Seeing  none, all those in favor signify? All  those opposed? And so carried, Mr.  Patterson.  

Jon Shepherd  has been nominated. For the discussion seeing none all those in favor? Opposed? So carried.  Mr. Wagner.  

Dan Jones.  

Dan Jones has been dominated  -- nominated by Mr. Wagner for children's and  families advisory board. Any for  the discussion?Seeing none, all  those in favor please signify -- all those opposed --  and so carried.  

Here we go.  See this is kind of on because we  put the public participation after counsel comment this  time and it's normal before Council  discussion. I don't know what's  going on. I'm going to change  it.  Is there any public that wishes  to speak at this time?  

No sir.  

Very well and we will go down  to the Council discussion on  matters not on the agenda and committee reports. Mr. Patterson?Anything  to close with?:-colon comments? 

Yeah, I just have -- Mr. Patterson  any closing comments?  

I just have  one little thing and I know everyone  will be pleased I paid my property  taxes. I know about a couple years  ago I made a suggestion because  I noticed that on my property that I have in Tallahassee  that I can pay by check and when  I went to pay by check with the  county which I'm glad it set up but there is  a $3 convenience fee because it  makes it down because when people, to bring checks and we don't charge  them $3 for check. And if you mail  it in you don't  have to pay $3 for check but to  do it on the computer it was a  $3 charge. I don't have that when  I pay my property taxes in Leon County. So I'm just wondering  if there is a reason why we have  convenient feared. I can see the  convenience fee when we are using  the credit card, but is  there -- convenience fee. I can  see a convenience fee when there  is a credit card that there is something -- is there something else we can  do? 

I will check into it and see  what Leon County does  and get back to you.  

You might want to check a Leon  County does it. For me it's a nice  deal and I want to pay $6 to put two checks over the computer.  

Okay. I will check into it.  

Thank you very much. That's all  I have.  

 [ indiscernible-low audio ] 

 Anything else, Mr. Patterson? 

[ laughter ] 

 Mr. Wagner, closing comments?  

And met with a gentleman who  has a home business. He has  a County license in his home business . He travels all over the United States for bike  week events but he also does take  weak events here. Yes -- he has  a County license here and he pays for his home office  here why does he have to have a  vendor's license if he already is  local?And I kind of get it. I think it kind of makes  sense. I don't think it would be  a huge loss and  it would be a nice little. For our  home office people that are already in Volusia  County if they want to do vending,  I think we should look into what  -- --  it's not a state issue, is it?Is  unincorporated Incorporated? 

Snow but County is regulating it through the land-use side. It is not for individual  vendors who are actually nine under  the property owner so depending on how he  does business as a vendor and where, we do require  certain activities where they have to set up.  

This  one is a [ indiscernible-low audio ]. He  is going to set up his own booth booth. He is an itinerant merchant?  

What if he already has a County  license for his home office and  he's paying property taxes.  

That is out of his home. Let's  say I'm on Main Street and I pay  my dues -- business tax receipt  for means streets during bike week  I pick up and I sell my wares from destination  Daytona at US one. I  am not at my location where payment  business tax I've now moved to another location and that's how we picked  them up as  an itinerant merchant.  

I would be okay too. Is there  a way to legally allow that? Can  we do that? 

I don't know.  

Can you looking to see if it's  illegal. If it's not legal --  it doesn't have to be on the spot . That can come  back. Thank you, Cindy if you are listening.  

I had a  complaint and I don't know if anyone else received a  complaint. Are all the fire meetings  at night? 

They have all been at 6:00.  

Can we have two during the day  on the east side, side. There are  some people that can't get to the meetings at night for disability  purposes, a couple of them .  

Can you talk into the microphone?  

Yes.  

I can look at what is left and see  if that can be changed?  

All right but expects that they been  advertised and announced a.  

The next -- they got the advertisement  they can't go at night.  

There are a couple  of people with transportation issues  and or disabled and it's hard for  them to get home.  

Let me see what our options  are. They say they want them before five? Is that it?  

I guess before five and I don't know .  

Let's see what we can do.  

[ indiscernible-low audio ]  

I don't know where they live .  

I would assume if they are getting  all their notices.  

You never know. I've gotten an  e-mail or two that I've got an e-mail  from people that  live inside the city taxes and their  are like raise the taxes.  

The last item  -- and they are like raise the taxes.  

The last item I want to change  the position and I think the Council  should have a list of events to go to on behalf of the Council  every year. There is no support  I understand and there was one that  was coming up that I thought the  Council should be a sponsor. So  it's just open for discussion if  people want to rethink that are  just but it fail again .  

What are you discussing, specifically ?  

There is the one, I believe --  do have that piece of red paper  -- the United Way one? 

The United Way one? 

The community foundation? 

The Herbert Davidson awards?  

That one.  

I'm glad you brought that up,  Josh. I was actually going to bring  this up and Patterson is still in  the room. [ laughter  ], sorry, Pat.  I have been rethinking sponsorships too because when we go  places I've been getting comments  that the Council is not  visible at a lot of events. We're  not visible. So yes, I agree. I  think we should sponsor that. I  thought we did a good job of sponsoring the board and I think it  corporate level I think I would support a corporate level  support but I would also like to  thank Council I would like to revisit  Council sponsorships and events.  

I think it should possibly be  -- if you're going to do something  like that it shouldn't be anymore than if you bought one seat  like a hundred $25. Seat but to  pay , it just doesn't make sense to  me I think the taxpayers may object  to to that.  At the Council member goes I will  continue and if I go I will pay  my own way, that's just might preference  on it but I think maybe no more than what the cost of the seat  at the table is, not buying a  table for $2000 and then have people -- six  people show up at a table for eight.  

For corporate level for this one.  

Corporate level for this one  is $1500.  

That hit your mark, just so you  know.  

 Say it's 1500?  

It is 1500, is what I saw.  It is per table. But also the bigger  discussion if there's for votes  as well to get staff to get that list?  

Just revisited.  

Is everyone okay with staff during that? 

 The me just make a suggestion that  if a particular councilmember wants  to go to something white we just  tell the staff and get a check and  then the newspaper can total up and they can tally up  who lived off the County and you  didn't. And that would be the way  to handle this .  

Is that a motion?  

Okay. I second his notion there.  

That's going to happen.  

I don't really care about that .  But I am more into the sponsorship  showing that kind of support is  really the part I like.  

Wait a minute. It's interesting because I don't think this discussion happened when  the $2500 for Jimmy Huber came up. Everybody, everybody said yes did you  not too, Mr. Patterson? Was that  not a unanimous vote? So getting sanctimonious  now?  

I don't know what you are talking  about.  

[ laughter ] I know you don't  know what I'm talking about.  

But when you do sponsorship thing  then you've got everybody wanting  you to sponsor  everything. How can you pick and choose . You're going to go this one but  not the County sponsor this one  are not sponsor another one?I think  it should be up to the councilmember and Mr. Daniel said if the councilmember  wants to go then that can be part  of it. Of course think that may violate the charter  because I think the charter states  that the Council pays for all expenses  incurred in the county, right  Mr. Eckert?Would you have a different  interpretation? 

You would have to find that there  is a public purpose and essentially you are supporting the organization so that is the  issue with the sponsorships. You  are making that binding but the  charter says that your compensation includes all of your expenses.  

So is Council highlighting the  charter all these years ?   

If the explicit finding that you are  making when you sponsor the corporation  and is a public purpose into sporting  the organizations   

And it's the delineation which  is why we supported the Jimmy Cukor event, is that not true. ? is that  not true. ? it better be.  With the birthday mission, if you will was a contribution to the  PCU scholarship. It was  not really a mission,  it was a contribution to particular  scholarship fund.  

Contribution sponsorship.  

Same thing.  

I mean  so here if you are supporting the  United Way but you should know you  are supporting the United Way.  

Let's support the United Way? but let's not go to the dinner. That's the way you support  the United Way. If you show up at the -- at the dinner  you do something for yourself which is the -- is it against the charter? 

 There is no public purpose to show  up at the event but we can make  a contribution to the United Way .  

What if you believe the public purpose is established by showing  up at the event? That's how I would  say it.  

I don't need the county to pay  for my ticket. It's not in issue  for me.  

There is a public purpose to  have the county by my guess to get  over here.  

[ indiscernible-low audio ] 

At the  bridge --  

We will just make it easy . I will break it down in two. I  think we should be a corporate sponsor  for the United Way dinner, it's  a motion.  

There's a motion to sponsor the want -- the United Way dinner.  

As a corporate  sponsor.  

There is a motion.  

Here is a question from what  Mr. Eckert's saying?  

I have to have a second.  

It's not an issue.  

I have to have a second before  we continue.  

It's not an issue.  

The motion dies. I'm sorry.  

I will  write my own check like that always to but okay.  

Anything else?  

Know . -- no, I'm  not going to bring it up.  

Miscue that?  

What is your big announcement? 

     -- Ms. Cuzak? The legislative session only has 60 days . It's going to be a tight timeline.  You're not going to be here at the  next meeting?  

Right. I'm out. I will be in  New York .  

Really?  

Really.  

You might be getting an e-mail,  everybody. Don't respond.  

Don't respond.  

Cuzak, safe us.  

 Some things are not worth saving.  

[ laughter ] 

 [ laughter ] 

 We receive this information  to the chair and to the  council members  about the deadline dog Park. I want  to know if this dog  park -- this dog  park, was that a  bill for the county?  To set that part?  They are asking us to fence in the pond  within the dog park . Does anybody know anything about  this?  It is Delan dog park and I was at  the meeting and I think this dog park is around the Park.  

The County dog  park is near the landfill .  

Field Plymouth landfill is the county's dog park?  Barclay's Square?  

We are is that?  

Field Plymouth was the first  dog park on the west  side.  

This says the Delan dog  park.  

The city voted to have a dog park. I was at the meeting. I just wanted to  know they are coming in asking us  to fence and the pond. Is this in issue that we ought to  refer to the direction of the city? If someone could check that out and see so that we might respond.  

I would be happy to look at a.  I'm not familiar.  

And then the next thing I remember  that we increased the funds for  Mr. Jon Payne he and I was wonder -- was wondering if we could  get enough to eat where we are  on a financial standpoint with the  negotiations -- with the negotiation  with Mr. Payne he and that blue  ribbon commission that the Council  voted to have -- Mr. Pini and the blue ribbon commission counsel for to have.  

I don't know that  Mr. Cheney -- 

Where we with the finance on  it on his bill? You don't have to answer  because you probably don't or can't pull that out of the sky but  I think that we ought to be informed as to where we  are  that we voted to cease the new coach -- cease the negotiation or  contact with Mr. Caney. I want to  know if we have paid for  him  -- I want to know if we paid him  for what his fees have been.  

I don't know that he submitted  a final billing. To take your cue  and say I will need to double check that.  

All right.  That's it for me, Mr. Chair.  

Thank you  Ms. Cuzak. Mr. Daniels? Mr. Denny's?  

Thank you one thing -- miss Denny's.  

Thank you. One thing I would  like us to look at and that's our e-mails because we have the Florida  sunshine laws. All that e-mails  we get  a public documents. There have been some comment in  bylines and whatever other term  or adjective you want to put  tweets about council members and  transparency and e-mails.  I would like to see if it is possible , and I know that it is, we just  have to agree to it to -- to do  it, to put it dashboard up there  for the Council that makes all of our e-mails  public city Port Orange does that  too. Just disclosed all of them  but within the dashboard I would like the ability to drill  dollars -- still down and sort but  the senders name or bright issue.  If they want to -- drill  down and sort by senders name or  by a certain issue or by certain sender. Because it is public record anyway. They are all public record pixel counsel, if it is  your wishes I think it would  be good. Some counties already do that. Some cities already do  that.  It would be on however we link  -- I don't know how to do that.  

On the county's  webpage. In other words it would have all of our names on the dashboard  and from that you can click on that  and access our e-mails . And then have  the ability to sort within that  dashboard by subject and/ or [ indiscernible-low audio ].  

That would be something for the  IT department.  

Is that something that you're  interested in looking at?  

Sure. Why not.  

It's amazing and I find it intriguing  especially -- I think it's time we release  everything and let them see who  is doing what and where it is coming from let's release  the e-mails to put them out  there.  

I'm good.  

Good.  

Can we do that?  

 [ overlapping speakers ]  

Marianne, you get to tell Jim  about that. I think before we start -- start  smacking the gavel on that one and  make sure it is cost effective and  see how much data space and are we going to let them into  the hard-core server? Are we going to pull it out of the server posted  somewhere? It could be some labor-intensive  but we would need to cost -- to look at cost.  

The flip side of that is allowing  our transparency and I think it's  time to do that .  

I am with you.  

That's all I have.  

 Mr. Trew Lowery. Fred speak up.  

One more thing, it's Marcie Zimmermann's birth day.  

Is it -- it's Marcie's Timmermans  -- it's Marcie Zimmermann's birthday  and Jeff.  

 Singh Malik -- happy birthday to you, happy birthday dear Marcie,  happy birthday to you .  

Seeing as how Mr. Lowery isn't anymore.  

We have  six members participating.  

That was 60 harmony. [ laughter ] all  right. Yes.  And he is over there laughing . All right. I have nothing to comment about here this  afternoon. Ms. Connors, you don't  have anything to say? Mr. Eckert, do you want  to go home?  

I do, sir. I'm nothing.  

Go head.  

I do want to go home. I have  nothing.  

[ laughter ] 

[ overlapping speakers ] 

I love it.  Missed the  moment when is our next meeting?  

March 19th.  

March 19th everyone be here at  9:00 in the morning or  830 if you would like to participate  in the citizen's participation.  We are adjourned.  

[ Event concluded ] 

