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Minutes 

Children and Families Advisory Board 
Tuesday, June 15, 2021 

    Volusia County Lifeguard Headquarters 
                     515 S. Atlantic Ave. 
                 Daytona Beach, FL 32118 

                                     
                                     
                                     

 
Board Members 

Carrie Baird, Chair 
Georgann Carnicella 

Dr. Mary Bruno, Vice-Chair 
Charles Puckett 

Blanca Maldonado 
Shawnerie Langford 

Peter Migner 
Wendy Wilson 

Charles Moskowitz 
 

Staff 
Carmen Hall, Community Assistance Director 

Diana Phillips, Operations Manager 
Brittany Louis, Grants Planner 

Edina Chester, Grants Coordinator 
 

Call to Order 
Carrie Baird called the meeting to order at 1:31 p.m.  
 
Roll Call 
Edina Chester called the roll.  Peter Migner and Blanca Maldonado were not present, 
however, Mr. Migner did arrive after the roll call.  There was a physical quorum present. 
 
Ms. Chester reminded all participants that the meeting was being recorded and that all virtual 
attendees were muted. For public participation, virtual attendees were able to unmute 
themselves and speak or utilize the chat box feature on the webinar. In person attendees 
could submit a public participation request. Ms. Chester advised that the podium microphone 
was inoperable and participants were asked to speak loudly.  She also requested that board 
members utilize their microphones when speaking.  In addition, the following virtual 
attendees were recognized: Ashley Anderson, Ashley F., Mike Medford from Boys and Girls 
Club and Waylan Niece from the Neighborhood Center of West Volusia. 
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Public Participation 
There was no public participation in person or virtually. 
 
Item 1 – Minutes 
Charles Moskowitz moved to approve the minutes from the April 27, 2021 meeting. Dr. 
Bruno seconded the motion and the motion carried. 
 
Item 2 – Sunshine Law Presentation 
Heather Wallace, Deputy County Attorney with the Volusia County Attorney’s Office 
completed a presentation on the Florida Sunshine Law and Public Records Law. 
 
Following the presentation, Ms. Baird asked if the Attorney General had a recommendation 
on what was considered a prompt response to a public records request.  Ms. Wallace 
advised that generally, responses to public records requests should be made as quickly as 
possible and that most agencies try to respond within twenty-four hours.  Ms. Wallace went 
on to say that in terms of the timeframe to produce records, this is typically based on the 
extent and level of difficulty of the request. 
 
Mr. Migner asked how much of the Florida Sunshine Law and Public Records Law 
information had changed from prior years.  Ms. Wallace advised not much had changed. 
 
Item 3 – FY 21/22 Contingency Funding Process 
Ms. Chester provided a brief overview of the proposed application and evaluation and 
scoring elements for fiscal year 21/22.  She advised that the documents had went through 
a variety of changes and the goal was to make the two documents more condensed, 
simplified and easy to understand and score.  The items that were removed, including the 
staff scoring section, were administrative and would be reviewed by staff during the annual 
monitoring process.  Ms. Chester went on to explain that in previous years there were two 
documents related to the scoring process, the evaluation and scoring elements and the 
contingency criteria.  These documents have now been combined, condensed and simplified 
and the scoring of the applications would be subjective.  Ms. Chester asked the board to 
review both the proposed application and evaluation and scoring elements, recommend any 
additional changes and vote on approving the documents. 
Ms. Baird asked the board if there were any questions or suggested changes.   
Mr. Moskowitz asked if this was a similar scoring process to what the board had scored at 
their last meeting.  Ms. Chester advised that the funding sources were different, but was a 
similar process in that once these documents were approved, the application would be 
released, agencies would complete and submit applications and the board would review, 
score and make funding recommendations. 
Dr. Bruno shared some comments regarding the process.  She noted that the original intent 
of contingency funding was to assist those non-profits that fall completely outside of the RSQ 
service categories, regardless of whether they received funding in that category or not.  Dr. 
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Bruno wondered if there was a need for some type of justification regarding the reason why 
the agencies proposed programs did not fit within any of the RSQ categories.  Ms. Chester 
noted that Section F on the application did require a justification as to why the proposed 
program did not fit into any of the RSQ service categories.  Ms. Baird suggested putting this 
question first on the application in order to make it more prominent.  She also suggested 
that if the agency provided an unsatisfactory answer on this question, then the rest of the 
application would not be reviewed.  Ms. Chester advised that staff could revise the 
application and make this question first.  In regards to the scoring, she suggested that every 
applicant have an opportunity to be scored by the board.  During the application review 
process, the board could decide as a group whether or not any of the applications fall within 
the RSQ service categories. 
Dr. Bruno also suggested including information on the RSQ service categories risk factors 
and scopes of work in the application and reviewing this information with the board before 
they scored the contingency applications.  Ms. Chester advised that staff would provide this 
additional information to the board and include it in the application. 
Mr. Moskowitz asked if an agency could apply for the same program under RSQ and 
contingency.  Ms. Chester advised no, if the program falls within the scope of the RSQ 
service categories it would not be considered a unique program eligible under contingency. 
Mr. Migner asked when the applications were due.  Ms. Chester advised applications would 
need to be submitted by July 2, 2021.  Mr. Migner asked when the board would receive the 
applications for review.  Ms. Chester advised that staff would try to get the applications to 
the board at least two weeks prior to the August 10th meeting.  Brittany Louis advised that 
staff would also do a precursory review of the applications prior to the board receiving them. 
Mr. Puckett asked if the deadline for applications would be strictly enforced.  Ms. Chester 
advised that historically if applications are received after the deadline, staff allowed the board 
to decide whether or not to accept the late application.  Mr. Puckett suggested that the board 
strictly enforce the application deadline.  Some discussion ensued and Carmen Hall advised 
that the board could vote on whether or not to enforce the application deadline.  Mr. Puckett 
moved to not accept, review, or score fiscal year 21/22 contingency applications after the 
July 2, 2021 4:00 p.m. deadline.  Mr. Moskowitz seconded the motion.   Mr. Migner stated 
that due to the pandemic there may be extenuating circumstances and that this could be 
considered in regards to accepting late applications.  Following this discussion, the board 
voted and the motion carried. 
Dr. Bruno moved to accept the proposed fiscal year 21/22 contingency application and 
evaluation and scoring elements with the following changes: moving Section F to the 
beginning of the application and including additional RSQ information such as the risk factors 
and scopes of work for the service categories in the application and reviewing this 
information with the board prior to reviewing the applications.  Mr. Puckett seconded the 
motion and the motion carried. 
 
Adjournment 
Meeting adjourned at 2:16 p.m. 
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