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BREVARD COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION
SYNOPSIS MINUTES
Thursday, February 4, 2010 6:00 P.M.

Brevard County Government Center

Florida Room, Building C

2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way

Viera, Florida 32940

I. Kendall Moore called the meeting to order at 6:03 p.m. 

II. John Porter led the Pledge of Allegiance 

III. Roll Call: Kendall Moore, Chairman, District 1; Ronald Bobay, District 1; Duwayne Lundgren, Vice-Chairman, District 2; John Porter, District 2; Dale Young, District 3; Matthew Nye, District 3; Jim Rosasco, District 3; Sue Schmitt, District 4; Robert Ludwiczak; District 4; Tom Jenkins, District 4; Frank Zilaitis, District 5; Martin Lamb, District 5
Commission Members absent:  Neta Harris, District 1; Bunny Finney, District 2, and Tres Holton, District 5
Staff Members present:  Elena Scruggs, Administrative Secretary; David Tolces, CRC Attorney
Members in the audience:  Georgia Phillips, Space Coast League of Cities, Steve Burdett, Finance Manager; Charles Hoyman, Hoyman & Dobson; Jennifer Murtha, RSM McGladery; Debbie Goode, Hoyman & Dobson; Alley Cooper, FACEOFF; James Sondej, Resident


IV. Approval of Minutes of Previous Meetings
A. January 21, 2010 Brevard County Charter Review Commission
Porter/Lundgren – APPROVED, as submitted.  The vote was unanimous, 11-0.

Martin Lamb arrived at 6:10 p.m. 
V. Reports
A. Chairman
1. Letter from Jim Ford

Kendall Moore – He noted that there are five additional handouts to the agenda.  He noted the spiral bound notebook, titled “Internal Audit Function”; A memorandum related to Proposal #25, listing everyone invited.  He mentioned that everyone who had a desire to speak has already been calendared.  He noted a handout that is three pages, titled, “County Comptroller – Article 4.2.6”, which was passed out by Mr. Young.  He noted a single page handout titled, “Section 4.7 – County Comptroller”, which was passed out by Mr. Bobay. He mentioned the letter from Lisa Cullen, dated February 2nd, which he read into the record.  He noted a letter from Jim Ford, which came with the Board packages.    
B. CRC Staff Person
1. Updated CRC Proposal Status 2009-10 distributed
C. Other Members
VI. Public Comment (Speakers are limited to three (3) minutes after each agenda item)


VII. Introduction of Guests and Their Presentations (if applicable)
VIII. Reports and Committees
IX. Unfinished Business
A. Proposal #25 County Comptroller (Ron Bobay)
Kendall Moore – He mentioned that he has reached out to other auditors.  He gave some guidance/advice by stating that the speakers have been kind enough to appear before us.  He thinks they can help the CRC by explaining how the current process works.  He mentioned to the speakers that if questions from the CRC put them in a position that they feel it compromises their ability to be independent or do their job as auditors for the County, that they should speak up on that and not allow themselves to be put in that position.  
1. Jack Armul, Audit Committee Chairman
Jack Armul – He introduced himself as the Vice-President for financial affairs, as well as the CFO at the Florida Institute of Technology.  He also mentioned that he serves as Chair for the Audit Committee.  He stated the original Audit Committee was established in 2001, and was made up of two volunteers; County Manager, Clerk of Courts, and the Chair of the Board.  Subsequently, as the function moved forward more outside business people were appointed to the committee and management and elected officials became ex-officio and ultimately dropped off the committee.  Currently, there are seven voting members.  He stated that the major functions of the committee are being responsible for selecting the internal audit firms through an RFP process.  He mentioned that on an annual basis they review the risk assessments of the county, and the overall audit plan as presented from the internal auditors.  He explained that the independent public accountants that do the annual audit look at the umbrella control structure, and the internal auditors look at more detailed control structures in each of the operations that they audit, which develop leads to both the risk assessment and the analysis of the individual departments within the county.  He passed a handout, which mentioned what he discussed.
Ronald Bobay – He asked if the committee looked at all audit functions, such as areas that need to be audited, as well as who would be selected to do the audits.  

Jack Armul – He stated that the comprehensiveness of the audit plan comes through interviews with the County Commissioners by the firm, and then they try to identify areas of concern and interest.  

Ronald Bobay – He asked if it included all the constitutional officers.

Jack Armul – He stated that he doesn’t believe the constitutional offices are covered under the internal audit group.
Jim Rosasco – He referenced a conversation in the set of minutes in January where Roger Shealy noted that the CPA firm’s audits were not conducted with internal auditing standards.  He stated that there is GAP, and public accounting, but he didn’t know what that meant.

Jack Armul – He stated with respect to Mr. Shealy, he thinks his comment is inaccurate, and that will be addressed by the audit firms.

Ronald Bobay – He asked if the constitutional officers have an internal audit responsibility, and if he knows of how they carry that out.

Jack Armul – He stated that he is not aware of an internal audit function of the constitutional offices.  He is also not aware if there is one required.  In his opinion, there should be.  

Tom Jenkins – He commented that he is curious to know if every member of the CRC has had an opportunity to look at some of the internal audits.  He mentioned the e-mail from Elena, which showed all the internal audits.  He thinks in order to discuss internal audits you need to be aware of what it is.  

Duwayne Lundgren – He noted that Mr. Armul is the CFO at FIT.  He stated that he works for somebody at FIT.  He asked if the person that he works for do their job as affectively as they do if you work for somebody else.

Jack Armul – He stated, “No.”

Robert Ludwiczak – He asked if this was established under a charter amendment.  
Tom Jenkins – He stated that the committee was set-up when the Board of County Commissioners exercised its option to contract internal auditing out to private firms.  The Board made the decision to increase productivity.  In order to bring objectivity to the process the Auditing Committee was created so the County Manager or his staff could not be perceived in sole control of the process.  He doesn’t recall an amendment being passed.

Robert Ludwiczak – He mentioned that Florida Law allows the Board to utilize independent auditing firms to perform post audits and performance audits services for board agencies.  He asked for clarification of a post audit and performance audit, and if they are in conformance.

Jack Armul – He is not sure of a post audit.  He views most internal audits as performance audits, but will let the auditors speak to this.  He mentioned in a performance audit they find redundancies of processes, lack of efficiencies, potential control gaps, duplication of effort, lack of segregation of duties, and a myriad of things.

Robert Ludwiczak – He asked if they have found duplication of processes.
Jack Armul – He believes there are duplications in a lot of areas.  He is not used to the type of set-up of a finance operation.  He stated the CFO, whether you call it Comptroller or Director of Finance; his view is the CFO should report to the County Manager, because you have one point of responsibility for the finances of the County, and the County Manager reports to the Board.  In his view, that has the potential long term to improve efficiencies.  

Jim Rosasco – He asked what preceded the Audit Committee and the audit function, and how that differs than what the Clerk of the Courts does for internal audits.

Tom Jenkins – He stated that prior to contracting out the internal auditing function to the private sector; it was done by the Clerk’s office.  When he was the County Manager at that time, he looked at the productivity of the internal audit function, and they were producing two to three audits a year.  It was the consensus of the Board to get a higher level of productivity by contracting out to the private sector.  He stated that when he left as County Manager, the Clerk reformed a smaller internal auditing function.  

Robert Ludwiczak – He noted a letter written by Scott Knox, County Attorney, dated in 2007; the question was asked, “Does the County Commission have the authority to retain any kind of auditing firm to conduct audits of charter officers.”  He stated that there were two answers.  “According to Section 125.01(1) (x), yes”; according to the Attorney General, “No.”  He asked Attorney Tolces where that put the CRC.  
David Tolces – He stated that there is a conflict in Mr. Knox’s memo, because there has not been any definitive statement from the Florida Supreme Court or other relative court as to what the term “county funds” mean.  He mentioned that when you have different attorneys you get different opinions.  He noted that he has not researched the issue, and can not say who is right or wrong.  

Robert Ludwiczak – He stated that the Clerk is a constitutional officer, and because of this the statute gives them the prerequisite to audit.  Doesn’t it say if you are going to allow a constitutional officer to audit then we should be able to audit the constitutional officer?  

David Tolces – He stated that’s where the issue of “county funds” comes in the research.  There has been no definitive opinion.  

Robert Ludwiczak moved, seconded by Martin Lamb to have the CRC Attorney research if the constitutional officers can be audited under Florida Statute 125.01 (1) (x), after discussion.

Frank Zilaitis – He wanted to know if Mr. Tolces was going to research at the Charter level, statutory level and the Florida State Constitution level.
David Tolces – He stated that as part of the original motion, he would have to review the relevant constitutional and charter provisions.

Matthew Nye – He understands that if the County Commission allocates monies to any of the constitutional offices for any capital improvement project, which the county has no right to request an audit to find out if those monies that were allocated were actually spent on that item; He asked for clarification on that statement.  

David Tolces – He is not sure how it works in the county, but it may be used as the term, “as a right”.  He is not sure if they have a right, or if because of the relationship that exist as result of the funds being provided that that specific office permits the county’s auditors to review the financial aspects of whatever transaction may be.  

Tom Jenkins – He asked if Mr. Tolces opinion is different than Mr. Knox’s opinion, whose opinion is correct.

David Tolces – He stated that ultimately it would be up to a judge to determine if there was a difference of opinion.  

Duwayne Lundgren – He would like something noted in the memo that if the CRC chooses to do so, a charter amendment could be done to allow the County Commission to audit the other constitutional officers.  
Ludwiczak/Porter – CALL THE QUESTION.  The vote was 9-3, with Zilaitis, Nye, and Young voting nay.
Ludwiczak/Lamb – APPROVED to have the CRC Attorney research to see if the constitutional officers can be audited under Florida Statute 125.01 (1) (x).  The vote was 8-4, with Jenkins, Zilaitis, Nye and Young voting nay.  
2. Jennifer Murtha, RSM McGladery, Inc.
3. Debbie Goode, Hoyman, Dobson & Company
Chas Hoyman – He stated that he will have Jennifer, Debbie, and him present information and answer questions throughout their presentation.  He passed out samples of some of the audit reports to the members.  He referenced page 2 of “Internal Audit Function” handout, which explains internal and external auditing.  He reviewed the list of qualified staff for internal auditors.  He mentioned that there are 19 businesses that they work with for internal audits.  He also mentioned the government experience that they have worked with and continue to provide internal audits for.  He stated that they do not do internal audits on the constitutional officers.  It is only provided for the Board of County Commissioners.  He explained the scope of their audit functions, which is to ascertain that the County’s network of control processes.  He mentioned that they do follow Institute of Internal Audit Standards, as well as the American Institute of Certified Public Accounting standards.  He noted that the audits are not finished on any one item until all findings are addressed and handled.  
Jennifer Murtha – She stated that they follow the COSCO framework, which is aligned with AICPA.  She mentioned that in one report they found a savings of $250,000.  The firms meet with each County Commissioner once a year.  She reviewed a chart with the CRC which showed an overview of audit functions performed.  The firm tries to get a broad view of where the risks lie.  She mentioned that they don’t just audit what’s there; they also audit what’s not there.  They want to see if it is designed effectively, or if there are gaps, as well as segregation of duty issues.  
Debbie Goode – She mentioned that they have a stringent follow-up process.  She stated that the Audit Committee receives a status report on a quarterly basis.  That includes a snapshot of each audit report accepted by the Audit Committee, which includes total issues identified.  Management is held accountable by the Audit Committee and the Board of County Commissioners for their action plans and completion dates.  The Internal Auditors will monitor the action plans.  She referenced their handout report, which dealt with issues identified; actions remediated, and open action from 2001 through 2009.  She mentioned that all the reports that have been issued are on the county webpage.  She mentioned issues with Human Resources, and some of the employees not having background checks.  She mentioned MIRA, and the issue of some of the board members receiving grants from MIRA.  They assisted with receiving revenue at a faster rate from FEMA due to the hurricanes of 2004.  They performed a financial condition of Fire Rescue and identified issues that not only affected Fire Rescue, but the budget process, and provided solutions.  She hopes that this has provided clarity of the process, and shows that there is a check and balance in the county overseeing the controls.  
Sue Schmitt – She asked if they are basically an efficiency group.
Chas Hoyman – He stated that if you look at the findings and the recommendations you will see where they have pointed out duplications of efforts.  There are recommendations to handle transactions more efficiently and effectively.  

Sue Schmitt – She said that discussion has been about an Efficiency Commission, and it sounds to her like there is already one.

Robert Ludwiczak – He stated that the Efficiency Committee has preconditions of what they have to do.  He noted the time frame the audits are done.  He asked how they determine of what needs to be audited.
Jennifer Murtha – She mentioned that the overall audit functions are required by IIA standards.  She stated that they review other county wide areas based on requests from commissioners.  

Robert Ludwiczak – He mentioned EDC having $150,000 in excess funding.  He asked if they are able to do anything about retracing the money.  

Debbie Goode – She stated that some of the decisions are managements.  She mentioned that where the money is allocated is not always an internal audit function.  

Jennifer Murtha – She mentioned that they helped EDC develop reporting mechanisms to be held accountable to the county.  She stated that they did not comment if the level of funding was appropriate.  

John Porter – He asked how much of the budget is workable by County Commission versus the amount that is outside.  
Chas Hoyman – He thinks that question is appropriate for the external auditor who audits the constitutional officers.  

John Porter – He asked when they get down into the details and make the recommendations and follow-up on the recommendations; do you have an eye to more of a global picture of how the overall government is running.  

Jennifer Murtha – She stated that if you look at the risk assessment; that is why they specifically bucket them into countywide, which deals with the global picture.  And then there are specific financial condition reviews where the nuts and bolts are of the dollars and the budgeting process.  There is also individual functions where they go in more narrow, and then lastly, special projects.  

John Porter – He asked that when the recommendations are made; how do you know you are getting the best ideas and most up to date information.
Debbie Goode – She gave an example of a Transit audit, and mentioned that they compare transit operations.  

Jim Rosasco – He asked if there is a certification according to the standards given.  

Debbie Goode – She mentioned that in an internal audit function, you are in a management role.  You are not an external auditor following GAP rules.  She stated that you don’t give a report on the comprehensiveness or the sufficiency.
Jim Rosasco – He asked how they know it’s according to the standards.

Debbie Goode – She stated that the internal audit standards allow you to go different directions, but they say you have to put a risk approach together and determine what you are going to audit.  She mentioned that it’s a different set of rules.  
Jim Rosasco – He mentioned that they reference their rules, but there is no reference to the internal audit rules on the report.  He commented that if you are representing that you are doing this according to these standards; how does anyone know you’re doing it to those standards.

Debbie Goode – She commented that the standards are very loose with internal audits, because it’s supposed to be for management.  

Jim Rosasco – He stated that it is not referenced in any of the audits.

Jennifer Murtha – She commented that if the Audit Committee would like them to put that in their transmittal letter, they will.  She stated that it is in their contract that they follow AICPA and IIA standards.  

Jim Rosasco – He commented on the Parks and Recreation Department and the fact that it represents between 25 and 30 percent of the county’s budget.  He noted that it has not been audited in ten years.  
Jennifer Murtha – She mentioned that Parks and Recreation is one of the largest departments.  She noted that Golf operations are under them, and it was audited in 2005.  They also looked at the Parks and Recreation referendum requested by the Board of County Commissioners in 2007.
Jim Rosasco – He stated that the referendum was not presented to the Board of County Commissioners.  He stated that in the follow-up there is nothing mentioned about Parks and Recreation using their reserves for operating expenses and for the debt service.  He commented that the reports are either accepted or rejected, but there are no teeth in the reports.  

Jennifer Murtha – She noted that Parks and Recreation are on the audit plan for 2009-2010, as a direct result of three commissioners who wanted to see that, as well as similar discussion with the Audit Committee during the September meeting.  
Dale Young – He stated that he sees a gap in the auditing.

Chas Hoyman – He commented that during their audits, if they find something it is presented.  He mentioned that they follow-up until the item has been resolved.

Jack Armul – He stated that the Audit Committee members give their individual perspectives.  He commented that you can’t audit politics.  The auditors do what they are contracted to do with the standards they’ve agreed upon to do them.  
Duwayne Lundgren – He asked what percentages of the recommendations are blown off by the County Commission.

Chas Hoyman – He noted in their handout that there were 278 recommendations, with 236 being closed, and 42 still in process.

Ronald Bobay – He commented that the Board continues to talk about the recommendations that are made and the responsibility to follow those recommendations.  He thinks we need to be reminded that some of them come with increased costs.  He mentioned that government can’t do everything that everybody wants.  
Frank Zilaitis – He noted comments on an audit report, which mentioned an issue of $173,000 for labor cost.  He asked the auditors what happened to that money.  
Debbie Goode – She stated that the contract compliance report he noted was prepared after the schedule, making the schedule presented not up to date as of today.  

Jennifer Murtha – She stated that the report regarding the $173,000 is with the attorney.  She noted that the money has not been paid to the contractor.

Matthew Nye – He asked about the timekeeping issue being reviewed in 2002, and if it has been reviewed since then.  

Jennifer Murtha – She stated that it is included in the audit plan for this year.  

Sue Schmitt – She asked about Asset Management, and if a Gasby audit was done.

Jennifer Murtha – She stated that there are half a dozen statutes that the County has to follow, which is linked to insurance.  They did not provide a financial statement audit of Asset Management.

The CRC took a recess from 8:10 p.m. until 8:20 p.m.   
4. Ross Whitley, Berman, Hopkins & LaHam, CPA & Assoc. LLP
Ross Whitley – He stated that he is a partner with Berman, Hopkins & LaHam, and that they are the external auditors.  He explained that they issue opinions on each constitutional officer, as well as the “CAFR”, Comprehensive Annual Financial Report, which are the countywide financial statements.  He mentioned that he is independent and not part of management of any of the organizations.  He states that as external auditors they are prohibited to make policies.  He explained that they test the compliance with existing statutes, law and regulations and ordinances that have been approved by the elected officials in conformity with county policy and procedures that have been approved.  He mentioned that a report is done for internal controls.  He stated that at the Board level they give a report to compliance with Federal and State.  He mentioned that the audits are done on a risk base approach.  Information is gathered together to prepare an audit plan for the financial statement audits.  From that, they develop different procedures to verify that assets are there and titled correctly and the valuation is correct.  This is done on all assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses.  He mentioned that they also do analytical procedures of samples of the different systems to see if they can rely on the controls that are in place.  
Dale Young – He wanted to clarify that the external audit was strictly for conformance.

Ross Whitley – He stated, “No.”  He stated that he gives an opinion as to whether the financial statements are presented in compliance with general accepted accounting principals.  

Dale Young – He commented that they are not making a decision whether the constitutional officers are right or wrong, but that it’s legal.

Ross Whitley – He stated that he makes a decision whether it’s right or wrong as accounting rules apply to it, and if there are any specific statutes related.  He mentioned that each opinion is a stand alone opinion as to the year’s activity, assets and liabilities.
Dale Young – He references statute 218, which states that they are to include any internal audits that have been performed.  He asked if that was under his purview.

Ross Whitley – He explained that they review all the internal audits that have been presented and accepted.  If they see any problems or risks then they take that into account and may increase their work.  

Jim Rosasco – He asked if there are instances where he can not give an unqualified opinion, and if that happens; what are the consequences. 

Ross Whitley – He stated, “Yes.”  He stated that there was a disclaimer at the Clerk level.
Steve Burdett – He stated that when the Clerk’s office was turned over in 2000, there was a problem with the records, and they had to disclaim the Clerk’s report, because no one could get accurate information.  He mentioned that the Clerk was not a significant part that the counties overall financial report that would be disclaimed.  

Ross Whitley – He stated that it is not routine to do a disclaimer, opinion, or adverse opinion. 

Jim Rosasco – He asked when they make their adverse or qualified opinion, if it goes to the State Auditor.

Ross Whitley – He explained that the annual financial statements, after the audit it completed; they give an opinion and then they submit the report to the county.  The County takes the reports and they bind it into a large document, and then that is sent to the Auditor General.  The Auditor General reviews all the audits in the state.  He also mentioned that the county submits their CAFR to an organization that gives a certificate for achievement in financial reporting.

Porter/Nye - Postpone definitely until February 18, 2010.  The vote was unanimous, 12-0.
B. Proposal #4 Brevard County Efficiency and Opportunity Commission
Dale Young moved, seconded by Matthew Nye to postpone definitely, Proposal#4, until February 18, 2010, after discussion.
Robert Ludwiczak – He asked if the Board was trying to get around an up or down vote on the Comptroller, and adding it to another amendment.  He stated that he is going to oppose to the proposal being postponed, because this amendment was offered on October 15, 2009, and has meetings with the sub-committee, and it seems that it is a catch all to everything else.  
Matthew Nye – He understand Mr. Ludwiczak’s frustration, but he thinks it’s important to ride it out.  He sees a need for both proposals.  
Dale Young – He sees the proposals as two separate items.  He stated that the only reason for postponing is because people were questioning whether this committee should be in a Comptroller’s purview.  

Frank Zilaitis – He sees this as the cart before the horse, with respect to the Opportunity and Efficiency Commission.  He stated that he doesn’t want to miss the train of where the teeth will lie in the Efficiency Commission.  He sees the Comptroller function as a tool of the Efficiency and Opportunity Commission.  
Robert Ludwiczak – He understands that if the Comptroller passes then there will be an amendment to Efficiency Commission, or does he understand that the Comptroller will be added to the Efficiency Commission.

Frank Zilaitis – He stated that he sees them separately.  If the Comptroller passes, he wants to look at the work chart to see how we bring the Comptroller function into – or bring the Efficiency Commission into the Comptroller function.  He stated if the Comptroller function disappears it doesn’t change what we’re doing.
Ronald Bobay – He sees overlapping issues with the functions of the audit and the Efficiency group.  He stated that depending on whether a Comptroller that did comprehensive internal audits, it might satisfy the need to think that we would be looking proactively at how to make improvements and more efficient government, but it doesn’t preclude the Efficiency Committee connection. 
John Porter – He thinks it’s important to take the time to review the Efficiency and Opportunity proposal, and get all the information needed to make the best decision.  
Young/Nye - Postpone definitely, Proposal#4, until February 18, 2010.  The vote was 11-1, with Ludwiczak voting nay.
X. New Business
A. Proposal #30 Brevard County Office of Efficiency, Opportunity and Innovation (John Porter)
John Porter – He noted the attachment, titled, “A Commitment to Sustainable Governance” to his proposal, which was presented to the County Commission a week ago.  He stated that the attachment speaks to substantial change to how business is run.  He referenced page eight of the attachment.  He stated the report also calls out what should be done.  He commented that as a Charter Commission we have a unique opportunity to help make the transition from one way of doing business to a totally new way.  

Sue Schmitt – She stated that the County Commission gave the County Manager the authority to go ahead and proceed with some of the thoughts, and keep the consultants on board through that process.  
Martin Lamb – He commented that as the economic crisis continues, government will become unsustainable if it doesn’t start doing something to capture the idea of how to manage with what they are getting.  He agrees that the County Manager can come up with certain focuses of the government and what its direction is, and suggest those policies to the County Commission.

Matthew Nye – He stated that the attachment is based on fundamental premises, assuming that the government has a place.  He commented that the government should not be concerned about growing its revenue.  He stated that he needs time to review the document.

John Porter – He stated that the attachment says you can’t count on population growth.  

Matthew Nye – He stated that it’s the government’s job to provide limited services to the people.  He sees 
Mr. Porter taking opportunity into a different direction than he expected.  

Sue Schmitt moved, seconded by Martin Lamb to postpone Proposal#30, until February 18, 2010, after discussion.

Frank Zilaitis – He would like to speak on the issue before it’s tabled.  

Martin Lamb withdrew his second.  Sue Schmitt withdrew her motion.  

Frank Zilaitis – He sees Mr. Porter’s proposal as adding an office to the elected offices in such a way that is against the constitution of the State of Florida.  He also hears some of the concerns regarding expanding government.  He is imploring the Board to figure out Mr. Porter’s items, and fess up that they belong in one of the five charter/constitutional officers, and also fess up the fact that the Comptroller function needs to go inside of those charter/constitutional officer so we can get the double bang.  

Kendall Moore – He stated that he is consistently reminded that the original proposer of the idea said that the Comptroller should work for the County Manager, and the presentations have suggested otherwise.  
John Porter – He stated that based on some of the discussion, he doesn’t have a problem withdrawing the proposal.  He commented that the proposal was to stir up discussion and debate to do something good for the County government.  

Schmitt/Lamb – Postpone definitely, Proposal#30, until February 18, 2010, after discussion.

Tom Jenkins – He wonders if the Board is going to be back in the same situation as tonight by loading the agenda of February 18th.

Sue Schmitt – She suggested placing three items on the March agenda since they are all related.  

Schmitt/Lamb – Postpone definitely, Proposal#30, until March 4, 2010.  The vote was unanimous, 12-0.

Schmitt/Porter – Reconsider the Tabling of Proposal#4.  The vote was 10-2, with Ludwiczak and Lamb voting nay.

Schmitt/Jenkins – Postpone definitely, Proposal#4, until March 4, 2010.  The vote was 11-1, Ludwiczak voting nay.

The next meeting will be held on February 18, 2010, at 6:00 p.m., located in the Florida Room, 
Building C, 2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way, Viera, Florida, 32940.
XI. Adjournment at 9:29 p.m.
Pursuant to Section 286.0105 Florida Statues, if a person decides to appeal any decision made by the board, agency, or commission with respect to any matter considered at such meeting or hearing, he/she will need a record of the proceedings, and that, for such purpose, he/she will need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, at his or her own expense, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which any such appeal is to be based.  Such person may provide a court reporter, stenographer, or a tape recorder for such verbatim record.  In accordance with the Americans Disabilities Act, persons needing a special accommodation or an interpreter to participate in the proceedings, the County’s Manager’s Office, (321) 633-2001, at least 48 hours in advance. 






Approved by the Charter Review Commission on February 18, 2010 
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