NORTHEAST FLORIDA REGIONAL COUNCIL

Board of Directors Meeting
April 1, 2010

MINUTES

The regular monthly meeting of the Northeast Florida Regional Council was held on Thursday, April 1,
2010, at 10:10 a.m. at the Northeast Florida Regional Council, 6850 Belfort Oaks Place, Jacksonville,

Florida, 32216.

President Griffis called the meeting to order with the following members present representing a

quorum:

BAKER

CLAY
DUVAL

FLAGLER
NASSAU

PUTNAM

ST. JOHNS

EX-OFFICIO

Excused:

Absent:

Others Present:

Staff Present:

Michael Griffis
Darryl Register

Wendell Davis

Elaine Brown
Art Graham

Bob Sgroi

Mike Boyle
Shirley Graham

Kenny Eubanks
Mary Lawson Brown

Ken Bryan
Jane Miller
Cyndi Stevenson

Danita Andrews

Jeff Cole

Larry Parks

Beth Weatherford for Greg Strong

Hugh Fish, Craig Thompson, Robert Page, Ken Smallwood, Chereese Stewart,
Carol Vallencourt, Bill Bishop, Michael Corrigan, Paul Parsons, Jon Netts,
Catherine Robinson, Bob Spaeth, Larry Williams, Nancy Harris and Karen Stern

Milissa Holland and Don Crichlow

Daniel Chitwood, Dan Camp, Jose Gonzalez, Ray Spofford, Walter Fufidio, Steve
Fitzgibbon, Theresa Bishop, Kristen Reed, Duncan Ross, Michele Gandee, Geoffrey
Sample, Lynn Pappas and other members of the public

Ed Lehman, Margo Moehring, Donna Starling, Brian Teeple, Mario Taylor, Jennifer
Hewett-Apperson, Guy Parola, Ameera Sayeed, Eric Anderson, Michael Calhoun, and
Sheron Forde

President Griffis welcomed everyone to the meeting and asked everyone to stand for the Invocation and
Pledge of Allegiance. The Invocation and Pledge was led by Commissioner Kenny Eubanks of Putnam

County.



*Approval of Minutes

President Griffis ask for a motion on the March 4, 2010 meeting’s minutes.

Commissioner Stevenson asked that both Commissioner Bryant and herself be marked excused from
the March meeting as they were attending another public meeting.

Commissioner Boyle moved approval of the March 4, 2010 meeting’s minutes as amended,;
seconded by Mr. Sgroi. Motion carried unanimously.

Public Comment

None.

*CONSENT AGENDA

President Griffis asked if any items on the consent agenda needed to be removed. Hearing
none, he called for approval of the Consent Agenda. Commissioner Boyle moved approval of
the Consent Agenda; seconded by Mr. Register. Motion carried unanimously.

DISCUSSION AGENDA

St. Johns County Transmitted Amendment 10-D1

Ms. Miller declared that she has a conflict of interest on this item as her husband, Doug Miller, is
employed with England, Thims and Miller and therefore will not be voting on this item. Staff was
provided with the necessary completed conflict of interest forms.

Mr. Lehman provided an overview of the St. Johns County Transmitted Amendment 10-D1, which is
the comprehensive plan amendment that corresponds to the Cordova Palms Development of Regional
Impact (DRI). Mr. Lehman stated that this item was reviewed by the Planning and Growth
Management Committee and was approved by an 8:1 vote to come before this Council for eventual
transmittal to the Department of Community Affairs (DCA). This amendment proposes to change 382
acres from industrial to 187 acres of residential C and 195 acres of Intensive Commercial. This
amendment will limit development to 750 multi-family units and .75 FAR for industrial development,
which will be converted to Intensive Commercial that will then be part of the development plan that
this council will see in the recommendation report that could be heard at the July meeting. Overall,
and in connection to another amendment before you today, there is no net increase in the number of
residential units in this portion of St. Johns County due to a change from the Lemberg South parcel.
Basically it is a swapping of approved land use of residential units from one parcel to another,
swapping the Industrial use of one parcel to the south with no overall net increase of potential
development of industrial or residential in this area of the County. Staff recommends transmittal of
this report to the DCA.

Commissioner Bryan stated that he was the one who opposed the project.

Commissioner Stevenson motioned to approve the St. Johns County Transmitted
Amendment 10-D1; seconded by Commissioner Boyle. Motion carried with Commissioner
Bryan opposing.

Ms. Miller abstained due to conflict of interest; see attached form 8B.

Atlantic Beach Adopted Amendment 10-1ER

Mr. Parola provided an overview of the City of Atlantic Beach’'s Adopted Amendment 10-1ER, which
refers to Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR). Mr. Parola stated that this item is before the full
Board because it was received after mail out; however, it was reviewed by the Planning and Growth



Management Committee at which time staff's report was approved for transmittal. He highlighted
some of the significant Regional issues such as 1) the Coastal High Hazard Area (CHHA) - located
within the amendment is a new definition of CHHA that is consistent with State Statute. There is also
prohibition on increasing densities within the CHHA. Additionally, the City has adopted a CHHA map
that shows their CHHA area, which is in response to DCA’s Objections, Recommendations and
Comments (ORC) report. 2) With the adoption of 2009's SB 360, the City of Atlantic Beach is a Dense
Urban Land Area (DULA) community, which means there is a transportation concurrency exception
area encompassing the City. In order to retain that by July 2011, the City must adopt a mobility plan.
Although a mobility plan was not a part of this EAR, it is anticipated that it will be included in the next
round of transmitted amendments. 3) Based on DCA’s ORC report, the City adopted an Energy
Efficiency & Conservation Zones map within its Comprehensive Plan. Staff recommends that the
Council find this amendment consistent with the Strategic Regional Policy Plan.

President Griffis ask for a motion. Commissioner Boyle motioned find the City of Atlantic
Beach’s Adopted Amendment 10-1ER consistent with the Northeast Florida Strategic
Regional Policy Plan; seconded by Mr. Sgroi. Motion carried unanimously.

St. Johns County Transmitted Amendment 10-2ER

Ms. Miller declared that she has a conflict of interest on this item as her husband, Doug Miller, is
employed with England, Thims and Miller and therefore will not be voting on this item. Staff was
provided with the necessary completed conflict of interest forms.

Mr. Parola provided an overview of the St. Johns County Transmitted Amendment 10-2ER, which
includes the overall amendment of the Comprehensive plan reflecting the EAR report; a future land
use map amendment for 33 acres; and a future land use map amendment for 516 acres. Mr. Parola
highlighted some of the regionally significant issues as it relates to the EAR based amendments stating
that the County has changed the definition of the CHHA to reflect Statute, there is also prohibition on
increasing densities within the CHHA, there is increased of protection for Outstanding Florida Waters
as it relates to environmental protection, and regarding energy conservation, HB 695 requires that
areas of energy conservation should be identified on Future Land Use Maps, but that was not
contained in this amendment. Additionally the Future Land Use Element should contain strategies for
efficient land use patterns and that was also not contained in this amendment. It is anticipated that
the missing issues will be included upon adoption.

Mr. Parola highlighted the first of the two land use map amendments, which is a proposal to change
33 acres from Residential-B to Intensive Commercial, and includes a proposed County Road 2209
along the western boundary. There is also has a corresponding text amendment and developer’s
agreement that 1) limits the site to 210,000 square feet of retail and 120,000 of self storage; also, the
developer’s agreement includes a commitment to contribute $600,000 to four-lane a one mile segment
of SR 16 around the intersection of International Golf Parkway. However this amount does not fully
mitigate the impacts. The transportation analysis submitted with the amendment didn’t convert the
impacts into dollars to mitigate the impacts; therefore, staff comments that when this amendment
comes back to the Council for adoption, it should have an agreed upon, enforceable development
agreement that mitigates fully for the impacts. Mr. Parola also highlighted the second of the two land
use map amendments, which corresponds to the land use amendment for Cordova Palms that Mr.
Lehman recently presented. It is 516 acres commonly known as Lemberg South. This is essentially
an entitlement switch taking place; the 697 units of Lemberg South are going to Cordova Palms and
the Industrial entitlements from Cordova Palms are going to Lemberg South. He stated that the
Planning and Growth Management Committee voted to transmit this report with one descending vote
and recommend that the Council approves this report for transmittal to the DCA. Discussion ensued.
Ms. Brown left the meeting.



Commissioner Bryan stated that he will probably oppose this as well, as one of his concerns is that
these two things are being transmitted together. He stated that on SR 16, one thing in particular that
a number of individuals in the community had concerns about is the intersection of SR 16 and 2209.
He indicated that he has visited the area many times and witnessed many vehicles lined up with
security/guards trying to direct traffic and believes it is going to be a mess at this location.
Commissioner Bryan continued to say that at this particular time, without the infrastructure and
without the roads to support safety issues, he cannot support this amendment.

Commissioner Stevenson stated that she believes the rest of the Board feels the same way; there
were clear discussions of the inadequacy of the transportation proposal and they are working with the
neighbors on some other considerations on compatibility as well and that was important to them. She
stated that it is supported by the neighboring land owners and the neighboring community was
pleased to see something coming there in the commercial type concept but there were concerns about
traffic and the mitigation clearly is not good. She assures the Members that it will not go without the
Transportation.

Commissioner Griffis inquired if this was voted on by the Planning & Growth Management
Committee. Mr. Parola stated that it was.

Commissioner Bryan commented that one of the things that we're faced with is Amendment 4 and
these are the kind of things we have to be concerned about. It is reasons like this that you have
organizations forming to organize and pass bills like Amendment 4, because an entire community of
moms and pops out there opposing this because of traffic issues that they’re facing right now and one
of the issues that we promised them is that we would go ahead and transmit that with the
understanding that this body would review this thoroughly and take those particular concerns to heart
to ensure that their safety issues were taken into consideration. He stated that the other thing he
shared with them is that there is perception out there by the general public that this body approves
everything that comes before them, we never say no. He stated that he’s not trying to sway the vote,
he’s just repeating a statement he made earlier. The perception that the general public has is that we
never say no, and when we as Commissioners forward this to this body to make the decision because
the Commission forwarded it to us to make that decision, we have to keep that in mind.

Commissioner Stevenson concurred that one of the reason that Amendment 4 is an issue is
because of decisions that were not always responsive. However, this little wedge was an orphaned
parcel because of 2209’s right-of-way. The developer of the residential section thoughtfully added a
berm and has left the development adjacent to 2209 so that people would be able to see what was
coming and it’s really not appropriate for residential use there and we’re trying to work that point out.
It came as an Intensive Commercial, there is a hospital that's potentially looking at the site and it may
be re-zoned as a result of the on-going discussions with the community.

Commissioner Eubanks inquired if the comment is that this would not go through unless the
mitigation was satisfied. Mr. Parola stated that when it comes before this body for adoption, the
County should have worked out with the developer any transportation impacts and included in that is
that all mitigation has to be put in a financially feasible capital improvements program, which is State
Statute. That is what staff will be looking for in response to those comments and if it's not fully
mitigated, it will be disclosed in staff's report.

Councilman Graham inquired if that is in a five year capital improvement program as sometimes it's
extended to the second five-years after that? He further inquired if there has been a line drawn on
how far out this will be? Mr. Parola stated that this is a five-year Capital Improvement Program.

Ms. Teresa Bishop, long-range transportation director for St. Johns County, stated that the residents of
the community adjacent to this site did request to continue on-going discussions with them. They
attended the Commission meeting and discussed their concerns as was heard today that dealt with



traffic and some compatibility issues. She stated that they do have on-going meetings with that
community, the first one was yesterday, and the applicant is also involved in these meetings as well.
They are looking at compatibility and traffic type issues. The staff, as well as the applicant, is well
aware that there is traffic and possibly preservation concerns that will come out of this. She also
indicated that in their staff report the mitigation agreement right now is not sufficient for them to
continue and they do suspect that they will have an agreement in place prior to the adoption time and
it will be a sufficient mitigation package to accommodate the deficiency on the County roadways. If
not, they don’t anticipate this amendment will go much further.

Commissioner Stevenson inquired if this was the project with the five year deferral in it for the
start date? Ms. Bishop stated that the way this amendment was presented staff had concerns that the
Intensive Commercial designation was a little too intense without the C.R. 2209 being in place. With
the triangle piece there, it seemed adequate and appropriate for it to be Intensive Commercial with
the two roadways, which would be S.R. 16 and C.R. 2209. Staff did ask that it be deferred, the
Intensive commercial must be deferred until C.R. 2209 was built and that is a delay; it will probably be
2018 before that road is under construction. Therefore, yes it is correct. That is not part of this
package going forward to DCA, but it was part of the package that did go to the St. Johns County
Board of County Commission for discussion.

Commissioner Boyle stated that Commissioner Bryan raised the issue that the vast majority of the
people who live in this area are opposed to this and inquired of Commissioner Stevenson how the
County Commission reconciled that? Commissioner Stevenson stated that they were opposed to
some of the Intensive Commercial uses and they had some misunderstandings about where some of
there recreation areas were going to be; so we have the meetings set. They favored one zoning level
lower. This is a very centrally located piece on two major intersections near a fast growing area and
down the street is the Veteran’s Administration Nursing Home and this site is being considered
perhaps as a hospital node and they wanted to leave that and see if they can work through the
compatibility issues. We can adopt it with that, going down one level allowing them time to negotiate.
The Board in total was ready to transmit with the lower intensity commercial. The applicant asked for
the chance to negotiate with the community to see if they could allay their concerns.

Commissioner Boyle directed his comment to Commissioner Stevenson stating that it is his
understanding that everyone acknowledges what Commissioner Bryan has said, that there is a traffic
issue here. Commissioner Stevenson agreed. Commissioner Boyle added that he also
understands that meetings with the community began yesterday. However, he’s hearing that nothing
is going to happen for years so why we are doing this now; everyone agrees there is a problem here,
there are issues and we're starting to have meetings, but we need to have this done even though
nothing is going to happen for several years. It seems like there’s a piece missing. Commissioner
Stevenson stated that she believes the hospital, for example, is looking for sites that are a couple
years out. There was a site they were looking at in a DRI that's no longer advancing so people are
looking for other sites.

Commissioner Bryan stated that he agrees that people are looking for other sites, but some of the
comments that the public made is that up the road in the World Golf Village are sites that are already
approved as commercial and industrial. He understands that people have rights to their property and
the uses. However, when he looks at these particular issues, he thinks of safety issues; he’s not
talking about five or six cars, they're talking about probably hundreds of cars lined up because moms
and dads are dropping their kids off and that's a major problem in that area. Looking at the fact that
C.R. 2209 may not be there for a while, and the Veteran’s Hospital is right down the road, he doesn’t
want to risk the safety of one child or one person because we approved something like that. These
are the kind of things that he looks for, not five years from now but 10 to 15 years out, what kind of
impact to the decisions he’s making today will have on a particular community five or 10 years out.



Commissioner Stevenson stated that the Commission shares this concern and that they are giving
them the time to address it at adoption and this Board will also have a chance to see it at adoption.

President Griffis stated that he agrees with Commissioner Bryan that the reason we'’re faced with
Amendment 4 is because in the past government, as a whole, made decisions without hearing from
the people, but he also noted that many times the public don't attend Commission meetings. He also
stated that it sounds like this will be looked at again before it is approved. He also commends St.
Johns County for meeting with, and listening to, the community.

President Griffis called for a motion. Commissioner Stevenson motioned to find the St.
Johns County Transmitted Amendment 10-2ER consistent with the Northeast Florida
Strategic Regional Policy Plan; seconded by Mr. Register. Motion Carried with
Commissioner Bryan, Commissioner Boyle and Mr. Sgroi opposing.

Ms. Miller abstained due to conflict of interest; see attached form 8B.

Resolution 2010-06: Water Conservation Month

Mr. Teeple presented proposed Resolution 2010-06 supporting the designation of April 2010 as Water
Conservation Month. He further stated that this Council, in conjunction with the State of Florida, the
St. Johns River Water Management District, local governments and water supply utilities, is working to
increase the awareness of the importance of water conservation.

President Griffis called for a motion. Commissioner Boyle moved approval of Resolution
2010-06 supporting the designation of the month of April as Water Conservation Month;
seconded by Commissioner Eubanks. Motion carried unanimously.

Neoga Lakes Development of Regional Impact (DRI) Overview

Mr. Dan Camp provided a PowerPoint presentation of the Neoga Lakes DRI located in Flagler County,
highlighting the size, impacts, link to regional corridor, parks and open space, green initiatives, water
supply and use, transportation, schools and jobs. The presentation will be posted to our website
www.nefrc.org following the meeting. Discussion ensued.

Mr. Jeff Cole stated that, for the record, the City of Palm Coast will be the water provider. Currently
the City of Palm Coast’s consumptive use permit is does not have adequate supply to supply this
development. They are in house for a modification to their consumptive use permit and the WMD
were awaiting an impact analysis from the City, which he believes some information was supplied to
WMD on Friday of last week that is currently being evaluated. He stated that those issues need to be
resolved prior to determining that there is adequate water supply available for this development.

Strategic Reqgional Policy Plan (SRPP) Part V — Natural Resources

Mr. Teeple stated that NEFRC SRPP is vastly outdated and is required to be updated in 2012, which is

why staff has been providing the Council with monthly overviews of each part of the current document
over the last few months. Mr. Teeple provided a PowerPoint presentation of the Goals and Policies of

the Natural Resources Element. He further recommends that the Members review the SRPP elements

as the Council ramps up the Regional Vision and begin the rule making process in the next one to two

years. This presentation will be posted to the Council’s website following the meeting.

Amendment 4 Information

Mr. Teeple stated that based on member inquiries, for information regarding Amendment 4, this
Council recently passed a resolution opposing Amendment 4 and that, from a public education
perspective, this is about as far as we can go as a body. He cited a recent article where the Tampa



Bay Regional Transportation Organization passed a resolution opposing Amendment 4, which there
may be an ensuing lawsuit by the proponents of Amendment 4 stating that they have violated State
law against electioneering and campaigning by public bodies on issues going to the ballot. However,
as requested by 1% Vice President, Elaine Brown, for continuing information regarding Amendment 4,
Mr. Teeple provided the Members with the history of Amendment 4 and the Florida APA, a list of
organizations that strongly opposes this bill, St. Pete Beach’s experience with Amendment 4, possibly
adverse impact on Florida’s economy, as well as some of the myths surrounding Amendment 4. Mr.
Teeple also provided a spreadsheet of the numbers of Comprehensive Plan changes that our
communities have done over the last four years that may have Regional voter approval under
Amendment 4. Discussion ensued.

Mr. Taylor stated that as we continue this education process, requested by Ms. Brown, staff has been
working with the Chamber in order to get one of their speakers to do a presentation at one of our
upcoming meetings. It was also requested to make sure we had a speaker here that was for
Amendment 4 and staff is currently working on that request.

Numeric Nutrient Criteria (NNC) Standards Update

Mr. Teeple stated that the information being provided to the Members regarding the proposed EPA
NNC that staff was able to obtain from the Florida Association of Counties’ (FAC) website. This
information along with their position can be found at FAC's website. Mr. Teeple suggested that
Members take this information with them and review for a much better understanding of the issue.

Commissioner Stevenson stated that in the Legislative Committee on Intergovernmental Relations
(LCIR) there was a presentation on this issue and one of the interesting things to her was that in
many cases they were saying it was not quantified, but ours was. Therefore, it has not been applied
evenly.

Leqislative Update

Mr. Teeple stated that on the budget side, Florida's Regional Councils are currently at $2.5 million in
both the House and the Senate, which is level funding from last year and brings the NEFRC
approximately $220,000 on an annual basis. Floor debate and second reading of the budget began
yesterday on the House side, so they’re moving along fairly quickly, with potential final floor votes on
the budget next week followed by Conference Committee. Mr. Teeple stated that other organizations
are not looking so well, for example, the LCIR is proposed to be eliminated in the House budget. The
sunset bills all keep DCA intact, no changes there. Mr. Teeple highlighted some of the bills contained
in the fourth week of regular session report such as HB 1559 on Recycling stating that it's dead unless
someone amends it into something in the future; SB 1752, the jobs bill, a lot of the bad things has
been stripped out of it. Mr. Taylor stated that there was no major activity this past week on Growth
Management. Mr. Teeple added that it appears that the St. Johns River License Plate may pass. Mr.
Teeple continued by stating that also provided for the Members’ information are newspaper articles on
offshore drilling along with a report on oil and gas exploration in the Gulf. He added that the
President of the United States recently withdrew the federal governments’ objections to drilling in the
Gulf of Mexico, which may re-energize this issue at the State level. Mr. Taylor stated the information
provided is the Century Commissions’ preliminary report of their findings on the subject, which is
provided based on Commissioner Stevenson’s request for additional background information on
offshore drilling, who has jurisdiction to what, etc. Discussion ensued.

Mayor Graham and Mr. Parks left at noon.

Regqional Visioning Update

Margo Moehring reported that the RegionFirst 2060 kick-off workshop, Developing a Sustainable First



Coast, will be on May 25™ and staff has provided Members with a save the date flyer in their binders. First
Coast Vision is on track, all the Committees are meeting and working on the baseline State of the Region.
Additional names for the RCI Board members will be coming to the Board due to some terms that are
expiring and we may be moving to add Committee Chairs to the RCI Board. Staff is trying to cast a wide
net in their work to come up with a program for the Region to respond to the HUD Sustainable Community
Planning Grants program. We're interested in things that might feed into a program that is regional. First
Coast Vision is absolutely one of the things that they're looking for, regional visioning is specifically
discussed by this grant program. They like partnership and seeing that we really are, as a region, doing
our best to incorporate land use, transportation and the environment into everything we do. Ms. Moehring
asked if anyone is aware of or have any suggestions on initiatives that may have a regional perspective to
please contact her. The next brown bag lunch to discuss possible strategies is Wednesday at 11:30am.

Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS)

Ms. Moehring stated that the CEDS document was approved and a copy of the approval letter is provided
for information. She congratulated Commissioner Holland and the CEDS Strategy Committee as the
document was approved as submitted, with no comments or changes. The next step is to formally
request designation as an Economic Development District, which will require the Governor’s approval. She
stated that EDA has agreed to speak with Cornerstone partners as soon as we receive the designation.

Public Comment

None.

Members/Ex-Officio Members Reports

Commissioner Stevenson informed the Members that FAC and the FLC has a website called
localsavings.com where details of the $270 million worth of initiatives local governments would like the
Legislature to take action on can be viewed. This can be sent to your constituencies or anyone who
values County services. There is a driver on there that allows them to customize a letter and by
putting in their address, it will help them to find their Legislators. She recommends this to the
Members as an easy way to have your constituents say that they appreciate local government services
and would appreciate the State Legislature’s support of helping us save money during these
economically hard times.

Enterprise Florida — Mr. Teeple stated that he was asked to report that Enterprise Florida is calling
for nominations for 2010 Governor’s Business Diversification Awards. An application and the criteria
can be obtained by visiting eflorida.com. Additionally, the Governor recently mentioned that the First
Coast Outer Beltway will be moving forward and will be seeking RFPs to get concessionaires on that.

Ms. Beth Weatherford reported that the EPA will be holding three more public hearings on the NNC;
locally will take place on April 15" at the Clarion Hotel Airport. As it is expected to be well attended,
the EPA does recommend making reservations by visiting their website.

Mr. Jeff Cole said that the Governor recently appointed Mr. John Miklos, of Orlando, to the SJIWMD'’s
Governing Board, who is replacing Ms. Susan Hughes. The Governor also reappointed Mr. Leonard
Wood, who has been serving as the Vice Chairman; Ms. Hughes was the Chairman, therefore, Mr.
Wood will become Chairman. Mr. Miklos’ four-year term began on March 31*. Mr. Cole stated that
the WMD’s website has a variety of water supply and alternative water supply meetings listed there.
Mr. Cole stated that the National Research Council, which is a peer review for the SIR Water Supply
Impact Study, which looks at potential impacts of river water withdrawals on the water resources, held
another series of meetings this week.

President’s Report

President Griffis stated that the PB&F Committee had a really serious discussion this morning. He stated



that they know how hard staff has worked on the visioning for the Region, so discussion was held on
where to take it from here. He stated that Mr. Teeple will be providing an update next month on where
we're headed. Mr. Teeple stated that Mr. Lehman will present the SRPP transportation element and Mr.
Teeple will provide a summary to help the Council wrap their arms and minds around what we've done so
far in visioning beginning with the creation of the RCI and provide a road map to the year 2012 when we
hope to have a SRPP update before the Council for consideration and execution. Mr. Teeple stated that, in
his opinion, it is the most important public policy development work that this Council has ever done since
its creation in 1977.

Chief Executive Officer’'s Repott

Mr. Teeple stated that if anyone didn’t complete the elected officials reception questionnaire, please see
staff for one; Highlights is in their binders, which contains a brief recap of the recent Amtrak kick-off
meeting of the stakeholders that was held in Cocoa, FL. He added that the Council’s 2009 Annual Report
is provided for their information.

President Griffis inquired if there were any other items for discussion.

Mr. Jeff Cole stated that he had a procedural inquiry. Every month, under the Members/Ex-Officio
Members Reports, following the SIWMD is a bullet that says ‘SIR Water Withdrawal Updates.” He stated
that this is a remnant of two presidents ago, at a time when there were some fairly controversial issues
going on and this Council may not have been well informed of what the District was doing. However, he
believes that, since his participation on the Council, he has demonstrated that he will keep everyone
informed of water supply issues and everything else that the District is doing that is of relevance to the
individual local governments represented here. Therefore, he requests that procedurally this item be
removed from the agenda as a standing item and commits to continuing to keep the Council updated as
he has in the past.

President Griffis inquired if anyone had any concerns with removing the item. Hearing none, he directed
that it be removed.

Next Meeting Date

The next Council Board of Director’s meeting is scheduled for Thursday, May 6, 2010 at 10:00 a.m. at
the Northeast Florida Regional Council, 6850 Belfort Oaks Place, Jacksonville, FL 32216.

Adjournment

There being no further business to discuss, the meeting adjourned at 12:40 pm.

Michael W. Griff',é Brian D. Teeple J
President Chief Executive Officer







FORM 8B MEMORANDUM OF VOTING CONFLICT FOR
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This form is for use by any person serving at the county, city, or other local level of government on an appointed or elected board, council,
commission, authority, or committee. It applies equally o members of advisory and non-advisory bodies who are presented with a voting
conflict of interest under Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes.

Your responsibilities under the law when faced with voting on a measure in which you have a confiict of interest will vary greatly depending
on whether you hold an elective or appointive position. For this reason, please pay close attention to the instructions on this form before
completing the reverse side and filing the form.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION 112.3143, FLORIDA STATUTES

A person holding elective or appointive county, municipal, or other local public office MUST ABSTAIN from voting on a measure which
inures to his or her special private gain or loss. Each elected or appointed local officer also is prohibited from knowingly voting on a mea-
sure which inures to the special gain or loss of a principal (other than a government agency) by whom he or she is retained (including the
parent organization or subsidiary of a corporate principal by which he or she is retained); to the special private gain or loss of a relative; or
to the special private gain or loss of a business associate. Commissioners of community redevelopment agencies under Sec. 163.356 or
163.357, F.S., and officers of independent special tax districts elected on a one-acre, one-vote basis are not prohibited from voting in that
capacity.

For purposes of this law, a “relative” includes only the officer's father, mother, son, daughter, husband, wife, brother, sister, father-in-law,
mother-in-law, son-in-law, and daughter-in-law. A “business associate” means any person or entity engaged in or carrying on a business
enterprise with the officer as a partner, joint venturer, coowner of property, or corporate shareholder (where the shares of the corporation
are not listed on any national or regional stock exchange).

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

ELECTED OFFICERS:

In addition fo abstaining from voting in the situations described above, you must disclose the conflict:
PRIOR TO THE VOTE BEING TAKEN by publicly stating o the assembly the nature of your interest in the measure on which you
are abstaining from voting; and

WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE VOTE OCCURS by completing and filing this form with the person responsible for recording the min-
utes of the meeting, who should incorporate the form in the minutes.

& * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

APPOINTED OFFICERS:

Although you must abstain from voting in the situations described above, you otherwise may participate in these matters. However, you
must disclose the nature of the conflict before making any attempt to influence the decision, whether orally or in writing and whether made
by you or at your direction. ‘ -
IF YOU INTEND TO MAKE ANY ATTEMPT TO INFLUENCE THE DECISION PRIOR TO THE MEETING AT WHICH THE VOTE WILL BE
TAKEN: ’

* You must complete and file this form (before making any attempt to influence the decision) with the person responsible for recording the




APPOINTED OFFICERS (continued)

« A copy of the form must be provided immediately to the other members of the agency.

+ The form must be read publicly at the next meeting after the form is filed.
IF YOU MAKE NO ATTEMPT TO INFLUENCE THE DECISION EXCEPT BY DISCUSSION AT THE MEETING:
»  You must disclose orally the nature of your conflict in the measure before participating.

« You must complete the form and file it within 15 days after the vote occurs with the person responsible for recording the minutes of the
meeting, who must incorporate the form in the minutes. A copy of the form must be provided immediately to the other members of the
agency, and the form must be read publicly at the next meeting after the form is filed.

DISCLOSURE OF LOCAL OFFICER'S INTEREST

l,_ Sahe VDIG\X'f)Df\ (\(\\1\\8! , hereby disclose thaton__ <€} - {- | U ,20

(a) A measure came or will come before my agency which (check one)
___ inured to my special private gain or loss; .

inured to the special gain or loss of my business associate,

__/__ inured to the special gain or loss of my refative, _ D ¢4 9 lds ¢ N\\r [Her j i_t\)O w5e

inured to the special gain or loss of , by

whom | am retained; or

inured to the special gain or loss of , which

is the parent organization or subsidiary of a principal which has retained me.
(b) The measure before my agency and the nature of my conflicting interest in the measure is as follows:
5) Irhae Sounky Trammid) ed Amend meod 10-24R
bwo\\o% & G\\H\q [yg C40 ok ‘a,r\cl\o\nc«\ [ Thimg 4 ﬂ\.\(ar, Tde.

A1 10 Do w W ler

Date Filed ] Sign&ature

NOTICE: UNDER PROVISIONS OF FLORIDA STATUTES §112.317, A FAILURE TO MAKE ANY REQUIRED DISCLOSURE
CONSTITUTES GROUNDS FOR AND MAY BE PUNISHED BY ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING: IMPEACHMENT,
REMOVAL OR SUSPENSION FROM OFFICE OR EMPLOYMENT, DEMOTION, REDUCTION IN SALARY, REPRIMAND, OR A
CIVIL PENALTY NOT TO EXCEED $10,000.
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