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DRAFT
VALKARIA AIRPORT ADVISORY BOARD MEETING

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 5, 2006, AT 7:00 PM

Board members present:  Chairman Zonka, Del Yonts, Charles Nash, Andy Pedersen, Russell Minton, Robert Griffin, Thomas Redmond and Joseph McClure.
Staff members present:  Steve Borowski, Airport Manager, Morris Richardson, Assistant County Attorney and Pamela Barrett, Administrative Assistant.

I.  CALL TO ORDER

Chairman Zonka called the meeting to order at approximately 7:05 p.m.  At the outset of the meeting there were seven members present and voting.
II.  REVIEW/APPROVE MEETING MINUTES FROM SEPTEMBER 12, 2006.

Chairman Zonka asked for any comments or corrections to the September 12, 2006, minutes.

Del Yonts said there were two corrections to be made to spelling, on page 8 where it says “count”, it should be county, and on page 9, where is says “wit”, it should be with.  

Andy Pedersen motion for approval of the September 12, 2006, minutes with the spelling corrections.  Thomas Redmond seconded the motion, and it passed unanimously.
III.  DISCUSSION ITEMS

a. Master Plan Update Status

Steve Borowski indicated that the next volume out is Working Paper #4, the first draft was finished today and it should be on the web page tomorrow.  He said he will try to set up the FIT public meeting next week, and schedule the Special Valkaria Board meeting to discuss this working paper on December 14, 2006.

Several Board members talked about the rush to have the special meeting in December rather than waiting until January, about finishing up the review of the Master Plan with the current appointees, and the need to make sure there is a quorum if the meeting is held in December before the holidays, and the possibility of staff polling the members to see if they can attend a special meeting in December.

Frank Gallagher arrived at approximately 7:15 p.m.  There are now nine members present.

b. Radio Flyers Shed Update

c. Sheriff Onsite Security Update

d. Tie-Down Shade Cover Update

Morris Richardson indicated that his report will cover the next three update items together, and he handed out copies of an information package.  He talked about how all three items were conceptually approved before staff was directed to negotiate and draft lease language; his review of the previous use agreement for radio control; and the need to hammer out some last details with the radio control people and the Airport Manager to limit them to no more activities than what they are currently doing with the exception of the shed addition.  He added that the new lease includes language related to the removal of equipment and structures that might become wind-born in the event of a storm, indemnity insurance, maintenance of the property, compliance with all local, state and federal regulations, and audit records.  He added that typically the Board agrees to enter into a lease, and then the item goes to the Board of County Commissioners for a vote.  He informed the board members that the new lease format is much stronger than those in the past.  He presented a caretaker agreement in the informational package which relates to the Sheriff’s Onsite Security item, which is the same agreement used in the parks, and once there is a viable candidate from the Sheriff’s Department for a caretaker, this boiler plate agreement is used.  He indicated that the tie-down shade cover agreement is basically the same as the radio control language but is much more specific on the requirements to remove all covers in the event of a storm.

Charles Nash asked if the caretaker agreement would be between the County and a specific deputy.

Morris Richardson said that is correct.

Recent Security Issue (Not originally placed on the agenda)
Morris Richardson talked about recent security issues at the airport, how he wanted to keep the board members informed as this issue is something that is moving forward.  He talked about not dealing with security issues before at the airport, how his research revealed that the current provisions for security are kind of pre-911, how the provisions could allow the county to restrict people from going to the airport again, the appeal process, not being a legal warning but just a county restriction.  He indicated that further research found that there are much stronger security provisions for parks, SCAT busses, and other county facilities regarding things like trespass than the airport does.  He added that current provisions weren’t in compliance with the TSA, General Aviation Airport Standards, or the recommendations of the Sheriff’s Office and the Joint Task Force on Terrorism, which is under the umbrella of the FBI, and has jurisdiction over general aviation airports.  He talked about being advised to get authority out there to trespass folks, which means the Sheriff issues someone a trespass warning, they are not arrested on-site, and if the Sheriff has to come back, they are given the tools that they need to act immediately, which is already done routinely in all the county parks, on the SCAT busses, and he was surprised to learn that airport security was weaker than the security at Wickham Park.  He talked about needing to move on the security issue right away because there are some political issues with people involved in some of the recent incidents it was requested of him by a County Commissioner to place this on the next available agenda, which is the December 7, 2006, zoning agenda.  He added that staff is looking for the authority for the Airport Manager, once someone is doing something that has been outlined as suspicious behavior like entering into an area that is either posted “no trespass”, or entering into an airport operation area.  He said that the Sheriff’s Department can be called out, they investigate, and if there is cause, a trespass warning will be issued, and if those same people come back the Sheriff can trespass them which is a first degree misdemeanor.  He apologized for the short notice on this issue, but it came to his attention pretty recently.

Charles Nash suggested that the Airport Manger not attempt to use any authority that the County Commission may give him to try and issue a trespass warning if there is someone out there only trying to be a community watchdog or because of a personality conflict.  He added that he is concerned that this action taken by staff is politically motivated and not based on any criminal activity, and if we trespass people just because we don’t like them, we are setting the County up for lawsuits.

Chairman Zonka pointed out that you have to be trespassing to get a warning, and if you are in a marked no trespassing area, or jump a fence, or are caught in a hangar, those are the types of issues we are taking about, it isn’t about sitting at a pavilion in the park.

Morris Richardson indicated that the Sheriff’s Department can cite you on the spot if you are found in a no trespassing area.  He said the problem is with people going into posted areas, and by the time law enforcement arrives they are outside of the posted areas.  He talked about be advised that people trespassing in areas where they are not supposed to be should be removed immediately from the airport, and once individuals have been identified in trespass areas the Sheriff’s Department can act on that once the Airport Manager has signed off on a trespass affidavit.  He added that the airport is important to both the aviation and non-aviation community, but it is pretty clear that no one has a vested right in it for a non-aeronautical use, and the ordinance says as much.  He said no one is going to issue a trespass warning for political purposes, but once someone has been in a no trespass area, and it has been observed by the Airport Manager, he can have the Sheriff’s deputy issue a trespass warning, and if they come back, law enforcement can intervene.

Andy Pedersen asked if there are any Federal obligations regarding security.

Morris Richardson talked about TSA guidelines being pretty clear but they are somewhat limited, and it suggests practices including things like; fence clearing and reporting any incidents.  He said that this is not a political issue, and he told the authorities that some of the people involved in the recent incidents are well known in the political circles that have an anti-airport agenda, and they were out on the property trying to prove whatever violation it is this week that they feel has occurred at the airport.  He added that he was told by the FBI that he can’t treat people trespassing differently, and you can’t treat them any differently than you would someone that you don’t even know out in the same area.  He said that if anyone is out in those areas, you have to trespass them, you have to take it seriously, and you have to report it.

Del Yonts talked about not hearing that the people were inside the fenced area, that they weren’t involved in any suspicious activities.  He added that some infield clearing was recently done, and he believes that they were out there because they were concerned about scrub jays and the environment.  He asked if the people on the airport property were issued any kind of trespass warning or asked to leave.

Morris Richardson said that they were asked to leave on a couple of days, on one day they weren’t because by the time the Sheriff arrived they weren’t in a problem area, but on at least one day, they were observed by airport personnel in a posted no trespassing area, which does includes the area outside the fence line.  He added that one day some of the posts had been removed because of the recent land clearing taking place.  He talked about how airport personnel were told by the people on the airport property that they had permission from the golf course manager to be on the property, but there were other days were there were just a couple of individuals who were in different areas of the airport like at the end of the runways, and they were in areas that were posted as no trespassing, and they were up in the trees were it is also posted.  He explained that you can be in a restricted area and not be inside the fenced area, because there are runway safety areas that are outside of the fence.  He added that permission was requested from the County Manger’s Office by some individuals, they were granted permission and were told to call the Airport Manger and set up a tour, and the Airport Manager never got that call.  He further explained that he would not go to Melbourne Airport and hang out in some trees at the end of a runway because he might just get shot, and he said we really can’t laugh at this type of situation and say that this is only Valkaria Airport.

Charles Nash asked if there are restricted areas on the property that is leased by the golf course.

Morris Richardson said no.

Charles Nash talked about the areas outside of the fenced area and the scrub habitat being on the infield.

Del Yonts asked who has this type of authority on a SCAT bus.

Morris Richardson said that the bus driver would call the proper authority and the director would sign the Sheriff’s trespass warning form, and then the Sheriff would issue the trespass warning.

Del Yonts why the Airport Manager can’t sign the trespass warning form today.

Morris Richardson indicated that there is a policy in place that is almost impossible to interpret, it provides for appeals, allows for just a slap on the wrist, there are no criminal sanctions, and it doesn’t empower the Sheriff’s Office to do anything.  He talked about events that took place after 911, new TSA guidelines that came out in 2004, and the fact that the policy was never updated to reflect the new heightened awareness of security at general aviation airports, which have now been identified not as a threat, but as an attractive target as other airports become more secure.

Charles Nash talked about there being a huge difference in someone you think is a threat to the security of the airport and somebody that you know, and whether you like it or not is not there to breach security at the airport but that they are a watchdog to try and determine the staff is properly administering the airport.

Morris Richardson said that they were told they can’t make that distinction, we are to treat everybody the same when they are doing the same activities, and we are to treat like people and like circumstances the same, and not make special exceptions.  He further explained that any person can call up the Airport Manager, schedule a tour, that could even take you to restricted areas, and then that person can film and observe whatever they like.  He added that it just isn’t smart in this day and age to hang out at the end of a runway.  He said that doing something like that wouldn’t happen at Melbourne Airport, it wouldn’t happen at Miami Airport, there no reason it should happen at Valkaria Airport.

Joseph McClure said if he was in the mood to go out and prove that someone was doing touch and goes on the wrong runway with a camera, and he felt that was his civic duty to do that, he would call Steve and tell him he wanted to video tape that activity.  He added that the idea that we have to not have a secure airport because a guy doesn’t want to tell you that he going would probably be okay if we knew what it was, it is not a justification for not having security.

Thomas Redmond said that there should be an avenue for inspections, and that avenue should be given to everybody, and he doesn’t feel that a community watchdog should have any more rights than anybody else.  He talked about having the right to protect people, getting permission to do certain things and the process that everyone has to follow.

Russell Minton said that he doesn’t know all the details but what he has heard is that some folks had come to the airport to see if the proper procedures had been carried out by the Airport Manager, and if that is true, he is lead to believe that the people who were, or were not trespassing at the airport are experts in EPA evaluations and scrub jay habitats.

Morris Richardson explained that the agencies that are charged with enforcing those things are the experts, and they were out at the airport and they did their inspections and signed off on everything that was done.  He added that the issue here is the general authority to address the security issues, and it should be the same whether it is someone jumping the fence on a motorcycle, someone climbing the fence to break into an airplane hangar, or whether it is someone hanging out at the end of a runway.  He said that no one should treat airport security as a laughing matter.

Russell Minton said that what Mr. Richardson presents sounds logical and straight forward to him, and he doesn’t understand where the problem is coming from.

Del Yonts talked about one visit to the pavilion which was allowed, one instance where they were on the road near the golf course, and he said that it concerns him that they now can be targeted quite easily.

Andy Pedersen said all that can easily be remedied by a phone call.

Chairman Zonka said that at some point, the offenders have to be somewhere where they are not supposed to be, and we all can get into the personalities of things and argue all day, but there has to be a fundamental level of trust on somebody’s part.  He added that if Steve Borowski, Morris Richardson, or a Sheriff’s Deputy, who are sworn to uphold the duties they are trusted with, says that someone is inside a clearly marked area where they shouldn’t be, that is trespass to him.

Morris Richardson said that if someone is within a posted no trespass area that is when a trespass warning would be given.

Robert Griffin talked about advisory circular and training guidelines for general aviation security and it also talks about identifying people who “look suspicious” and “suspicious behavior”.

Charles Nash said that is so subjective, because if Mr. Borowski calls out a deputy because he says I’m in a restricted area, the deputy is going to issue a trespass warning and then there is no process.  He said that if I go out there again, whether or not I am allowed to be there or not, I am going to be charged with trespass, which is a criminal charge.

Thomas Redmond said that if they recommend that a security evaluation be done, the least thing they are going to recommend is a trespass, and we are attempting to address that, and the law is the law.  He added that if you take a step back you will see that you can’t have favoritism to anyone, and you have to believe in the system itself, and maybe sometimes it works and sometimes it doesn’t, but it is the only thing we have.  He said that we can’t say it works for this citizen, just because he is self-proclaimed community watchdog and we leave it alone.  He added that the rules are there for everyone and we have to follow them, and unless the security is seriously looked at, we are leaving ourselves wide open to a lot more things than a little trespass warning.

Joseph McClure asked if it would be proper to make a motion to accept this.

Morris Richardson said that it is within this Board’s authority to consider, but prior to a motion public comments should be heard.

Joseph McClure asked if this item will be brought up before the County Commissioners on this Thursday for discussion and a vote.

Morris Richardson said yes, and he was told by both law enforcement officials and a Commissioners desire to act quickly to address this loophole in the rules.  He added that the Airport Manager may very well abuse his power, as Mr. Nash would suggest however, the parks and bus drivers already have this same power, and he is not aware of any abuse of power there.  He added that what we are saying here is that security in our parks and on our busses is more important and vital, or should be entrusted to managerial people there than it is at the airport.

Charles Nash said that he didn’t make that comment about Mr. Borowski, but in this particular case, there are some severe personality conflicts and he would like to ask who from BCSO recommended that the Airport Manager issue trespass warnings to individuals engaged in suspicious activities.

Morris Richardson said that Joint Task Force, BCSO, and FBI representatives were there, and an agent advised that once valid protective measure would be to obtain a blanket trespass order against individuals engaging in suspicious activities on airport property, so that law enforcement may deal with them once they have been warned.

Charles Nash said that he feels that the statement on the agenda report is not accurate and it shouldn’t be presented in this form to the County Commissioners.

Morris Richardson said that he stands by his written statement on the agenda report.

Chairman Zonka called for public comments on this item.

Elmer Hamm talked about how Melbourne Airport has a fenced area on the north side by the radar, that there is a ditch that you can’t get on the other side of, how Titusville Airport has areas where they enforce no trespass areas for four-wheelers, and how ignorance of the law is not an excuse, and he said that regardless of whether someone says they are a community activist or not, it is wrong.

Austin Hamm talked about working in the bio-defense industry for five years, and knowing that one person with the correct knowledge, a little bit of technology, and nothing more than what they can buy at ACE Hardware, could cook up a batch of biological or chemical weapons.  He added that Mosquito Control planes are at this airport, and it would be a simple matter for someone to sneak onto the airport property and use those planes to disseminate an agent, and that is a real threat.  He said that we need to be cognizant of that probability, no matter of the personalities involved, no matter of the politics surrounding it, because it is something that could affect everyone.

Leroy Rogers said that he has a large amount of assets at that airport which totals approximately $5 million, and a few years ago there was a similar heated discussion when some of the hangars were broken into and nothing was done.  He added that the trespassers were warned not to go beyond the no trespassing signs, and they did, and they proceeded to climb in a tree that had fallen over from the clearing efforts, and the gentleman that was clearing the land saw them behind the trespassing signs.  He explained that Steve told them then that they were trespassing and that they had to leave, and he told them one other time before.  He said that the trespassers did not get run off from the pavilion, they had already trespassed at the golf course, and when they were questioned by the law enforcement officers, they told the officers that they got permission from the golf course manger, but as it turns out, the golf course manager wasn’t even in the country at the time.  He added that a former County Commissioner was over there, and she was probably the one that went over to the golf course to ask permission because we know that Curt wasn’t going to go over there and ask.  He said that they went on airport property, and they were warned to stay off then, and they were warned two other times.  He said that we need to give whoever is taking care of the airport the authority to do something, and he doesn’t think Mr. Borowski would misuse that power.

Linn Walters talked about how he doesn’t want to be a target, how he was accosted in his hangar once already and he doesn’t want it to happen again.  He added that with the recent activities, he doesn’t feel safe on that airport.

Charles Nash motioned to recommend to the County Commission that they authorize the Airport Manger to be able to issue trespass warnings after the Sheriff’s Office representative has observed a person trespassing in a restricted area.

Russell Minton seconded the motion.

Chairman Zonka asked if there was any public comment on the motion on the floor, and seeing none, he returned the item to the Board for discussion.

Del Yonts said that he would not be supporting the motion, and it’s not because he doesn’t believe that we need security at the airport, it is just that he is still concerned that this is starting from a certain incident, with certain people, and future actions could be directed at them.

Andy Pedersen said that he keeps going back to the fact that this whole thing could have been avoided by calling ahead, and he wonders if Mr. Nash feels that it is probable that folks would be sitting at home, and a Sheriff’s Deputy would drive up and say that they heard they were at the airport.

Del Yonts said no, but he does believe that some of these folks went out to the golf course parking lot, and they were sitting there looking around, and if seen there a trespass warrant could be issued.

Andy Pedersen said that we all recognize that the parking lot is not a part of the restricted area.

Del Yonts said that if someone says it is, then it is a restricted area and a trespass warrant could be issued.  He added that if people are within the 20 feet from the fence, if they are in the marked area along Valkaria Road, or if they are over at the pavilion, they will be observed, and then there will be concerns because it is those particular people.

Andy Pedersen said that if other people where sitting there doing exactly the same thing, but they had darker skin and a different type of head attire, would the authorities be called.

Del Yonts said that if those people were doing exactly the same thing, he believes that they wouldn’t be issued a trespass warning, but if anyone was doing something suspicious he doesn’t have a problem with a trespass warning being issued.  He added that he is concerned that these people could be perceived as being in an area. . .

Andy Pedersen said that people understand that they can be perceived that way and they would have to take the appropriate action through the officials, and if they didn’t want to work though Steve, they could find someone else that they could work with to do the things they felt need to be done.  He added that he would much rather be sitting here hearing people say that they just can’t get out there as they have requested as opposed to being worried about the whole trespass thing.

Joseph McClure said that if he made a call to the Sheriff’s Office to ask if he could go stand inside the restricted area, outside the fence and take some pictures, does anyone think they would let him do that.  He said that there is no way in hell they would let him do that and he doesn’t understand why we are bending over backwards to say we are concerned that someone it going to get in trouble if they are standing in a restricted area.

Del Yonts said that the motion was to authorize the Airport Manager, under his discretion, to issue a violation of trespass warning. 

Charles Nash said that his motion was to recommend that they give the Airport Manager the authority to issue a trespass warning if someone has entered a restricted area without authorization.  He added that they would have to violate a posted restricted area for the Airport Manger to then believe that a trespass warning is the appropriate action.

Andy Pedersen said that if the intent of that is to only limit it to that specific type of instance and not just general curious behavior by others, he would also have to vote it down because that seems exclusionary in exactly what needs to be available to us.  He added that any unusual activity probably should be flagged.

Charles Nash said that we are talking about issuing a trespass warning to someone who has trespassed.  He added that if he is in a public area, and he wants to stand on his head and spit, the Airport Manager might find that suspicious and call to issue a trespass warning.  He said that you should not have the authority to issue a trespass warning because someone is acting suspicious to you.

Chairman Zonka said that in the case where there is a concern that someone is acting suspiciously, that could likely initiate an investigation of behavior.  He said that citizen A and B are sitting in a pavilion enjoying a bottle of wine, is there any basis on which anyone can issue them a trespass notice.

Morris Richardson said that under the motion currently proposed to the Board, yes and he will describe some of them.  He talked about probing questions straight out of the TSA guidelines that include possession or deposit of suspicious unidentified items, unauthorized filming or photography in restricted security areas, harassment of airport tenants, airport personnel, or legitimate aeronautical users.

Chairman Zonka said that someone could be sitting in the marked public areas of the airport and still be issued a trespass warning because they are doing something that jeopardizes a security issue.

Morris Richardson said that it would have to be a serious situation.

Russell Minton said that is seems to him that the hold up here is that some people don’t want to grant the power to issue this type of warning to somebody you think is going to abuse it, and we are not here to evaluate the person that is going to issue these notices.  He added that we need to recommend to the Commission that Valkaria Airport needs to have this power available to the agents that need to use it to stop potential leaks in our security.  He said that the way Mr. Nash stated his motion solves that problem.

Morris Richardson said that the agenda report is based on information he has read as well what the folks from the Joint Task Force told him.  He added that there is some merit to the motion being more restrictive in that down the road, he hopes to develop policies that are a little more objective than what we can set forth at this point in time, but in the meantime we something at a minimum.  He added that he would like to read a portion of a public record, which is a letter dated April 28, 2003, to FDOT, which reads:   “Homeland Security is an important issue with the new terrorist threat that we face, it is there from news reports that these terrorists intent to use civilian aircraft to accomplish their goals.  In addition, Valkaria Airport hangers have been broken into and aircrafts have been stolen in broad daylight.  Our community feels very strongly that Valkaria Airport has been run in an unsafe manner for many years.  With this new climate of terrorist activities the community has a heightened sensitivity to these issues, and he believes that they are ready to address the issue at the annual FDOT hearing for Brevard and right up to the Office of the Governor and The Department of Homeland Security.”  He informed the Board members that this letter was written by Mr. Curt Lorenc, who is one of the individuals at issue, and for him to say that security is not an issue at Valkaria Airport is contrary to words is written in this letter.  He added that it is common sense that security is needed.

Thomas Redmond talked about Mr. Nash’s motion being a good first step, the ability to evaluate the issue at a later time, and the fact that the Board has an obligation to at least take a step in the right direction.  He added that to say the Airport Manager will abuse the system is something that always has to be looked at, but there are rules and regulations in place to make sure that that doesn’t happen.  He said that we need to close that loophole that is at that airport and at least address it.  He added that he really doesn’t care who is in charge of doing it, but he cares that there is no law in place to stop it or address it.

Del Yonts said that based upon clarification of the motion, he will support it.  He added that he is still concerned about individuals being in other areas that aren’t trespass areas and have it perceived as they are doing something wrong.  He said that he understands that there is a federal law now that doesn’t allow you to take pictures of airports.

Morris Richardson said that law only applies to certain airports.

Del Yonts said that one other issue he would like to look at is if someone is prohibited from going on airport property, does that mean they can’t go on golf course property because it is leased from the airport.

Morris Richardson said that part of that issue is that part of the golf course gets pretty close at some points to airport property.  He added that from a security standpoint he would say that they would be prohibited from going on the golf course property, but that is up for debate.

Andy Pedersen said that it seems to him that the County Commissioners are going to be evaluating this proposal, and taking action on it Thursday, and he is wondering if the motion on the floor makes their decision making messier.

Morris Richardson said that he knows for a fact that some Commissioners will appreciate some recommendation from this Board, and he doesn’t think that a recommendation will muddy the waters to the extent that you make a motion that differs from the agenda item that will be presented.

Charles Nash stated that he has a hard time believing that a trespass warning issued by the Airport Manager would extend to the golf course property.

Morris Richardson said that he can look in to the legality of that, but he does know that the airport leases the property overall and they can restrict who can or can’t use the property.  He added that under the existing ordinance the Airport Manager has the ability to restrict someone from using the entire airport property.  He talked about the golf course also being a county park and if the Board gives direction to trespass someone engaging in suspicious activity at one county run facility, they aren’t going to deny that for another type of county facility.

Charles Nash said that he would suggest an amendment to the motion that that recommendation should say to the Board that a trespass warning issued for the airport doesn’t restrict someone from going to the golf course.

Russell Minton said that he is looking at this from the standpoint that we need to empower someone to stop this loophole, and all this other nit-picking about the other end of it is nothing but a manifestation of how personalities can or cannot be utilized, which is not the purview of this action.

Charles Nash said that it is a question of whether the trespass applies to the airport property aviation area, or does it extend to the recreational facility to the east.

Chairman Zonka asked Mr. Minton if he wants to second the amendment to the motion.

Russell Minton asked the motioner to consider not amending his earlier motion, because he believes that the definition of trespass is already well established and we can’t go and redefine trespass just for our motion.

Charles Nash said that we trying to determine the scope of the restriction of a trespass warning.

Russell Minton said that what he sees is having someone at the airport having the power to request a law enforcement official to issue a trespass warning, and he thinks the law already fully describes what trespass means.  He added that Mr. Richardson has already told us that if someone is given a trespass warning they are restricted from the airport property, which includes the golf course, and he asked if his assumption is correct.

Morris Richardson said that is the way the agenda item was written, but Mr. Nash is free to amend the motion.  He explained that as an example, if someone got in a fight at Wickham Park on the basketball court, the park manger doesn’t just trespass him from the basketball court, because it routinely would include the whole park.  He added that he would envision the same thing with the airport because there is really not a clear delineation between the airport and golf course properties.

Chairman Zonka asked if there is a way to delineate the golf course property from the airport, and are there any markings.

Morris Richardson said that the restricted areas are marked, but the property lines are not.

Steve Borowski said that no one has brought up the horizontal and primary surface lines that go far beyond the airport property lines, and they are clearly delineated in the TSA security guidelines for general aviation airports, and you don’t want people in those areas because the planes are slow and low.  He added that those boundaries include all 640 acres of airport property, which does include the golf course and the Mosquito Control area.  He said that if you sat with the three FBI agents the other day, they would tell you that they are also concerned about the Mosquito Control aircraft sitting there.

Chairman Zonka said he looks at Mr. Nash’s amendment to the motion to the extend that they are the Valkaria Advisory Board, and if one of the tenants of the airport comes to them with a grievance, and it is later determined that this action turns out to be a bad thing for the golf course, he believes that can be readdressed but the focus tonight should be the security at the airport.  He added that the County has the broader concern over how to protect the interest of its other facilities, and we should allow the County Attorney to brief the Commissioners at their upcoming meeting and restrict this Board’s issue to the security of the airport perimeter tonight.

Charles Nash said that he would withdraw his amendment to the original motion.

Andy Pedersen said the he will be voting against the motion tonight as he feels that this issue should be evaluated for the long-term, and the motion tonight will probably be surpassed by something in the long-term.  He said that ultimately we are talking about people that understand what they can and can’t do, and should or shouldn’t do and that nobody’s access is being restricted in any fashion anymore than anyone else.  He added that if anyone wants photographs of areas that have been cleared for scrub jays or for any other issue that can be coordinated.

Chairman Zonka said that the situation here is that a compromise to the security issue was made the last time, and what we are talking about tonight is another compromise to a preferred solution.  He added this compromise is an acceptable one, whereas the previous compromise made in the past was not acceptable.

Morris Richardson said that the previous compromise gave law enforcement and the Airport Manager almost no tools, which was bad, but this proposed compromise gives them some source for enforcement even though he would prefer to see something stronger.  He added that he has faith in the Airport Manager that he will not abuse this power, and if he didn’t, you can believe that the County Manger, the County Attorney’s Office and the Board of County Commissioners would hear about it, because they always do.  He said that he understands the compromises proposed here, and he wrote the original agenda report using language that was suggested and supported by TSA documents, by agents he spoke to, by the Airport Manager, and by the Commissioners, and he stands by what he wrote.

Thomas Redmond said that he will support this motion because it is one step that could be the start of many other steps, but this issue needs to be addressed right now.

Charles Nash stated the Airport Manager still has the authority to report any suspicious activities.

Chairman Zonka called for a vote on the motion to recommend that the Airport Manager have the authority to issue trespass notices to persons who are found to be present in the restricted marked areas at the airport.

Those members voting in favor of the motion as stated were:  Chairman Zonka, Thomas Redmond, Russell Minton, Del Yonts, Frank Gallagher, Joseph McClure, Robert Griffin and Charles Nash.  The motion passed with an 8:1 vote.  Andy Pedersen voted nay.

Joseph McClure asked Mr. Borowski about the tie-down shade cover item on the agenda.

Steve Borowski said that someone at the airport has a canvas wing aircraft and they have requested permission to put a shade cover over the top of it.

Del Yonts talked about previous discussions regarding the t-hangar costs and the repairs to the Mosquito Control building, and he asked for an update on those items.

Steve Borowski explained that they have just recently received monies from FEMA and their insurance company, and they working on the repairs and are scheduled to be complete by the end of the first quarter of next year.

IV.  PUBLIC COMMENT

Bob Doucette said he feels that the trespass issue will boil down to signage, and if someone reads, “Subject to criminal action” that will tell them to stay away.

Chairman Zonka indicated that there were no further public comments.

Del Yonts asked about the vegetation at the end of the runway.

Steve Borowski said that the Natural Resources Department has recommended that it be chopped down to the ground.

Del Yonts asked if staff could come back with a plan of options on that issue.

Morris Richardson said that staff can come back with a proposal, and then take it to the County Commissioners to see if they want to pay for it.
V.  ADJOURNMENT (Next Meeting:  March 20, 2007)

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 8:35 p.m.

