
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
LEON COUNTY, FLORIDA 

REGULAR MEETING 
OCTOBER 16, 2001 

 
The Board of County Commissioners of Leon County, Florida met 

in regular session in the Commission Chambers with Chairman 
Winchester presiding.  Those in attendance were Commissioner Sauls, 
Thaell, Proctor, Rackleff, Grippa and DePuy.  Also in attendance were 
County Attorney Herb Thiele, County Administrator Parwez Alam, 
Deputy Clerk Bill Bogan, Jr. and Secretary Sandra C. O’Neal.  The 
meeting was called to order at 5:00 p.m. 
 
Invocation was provided by Pastor Richard Ledford from Christian 
Heritage Church at the invitation of Commissioner Sauls, followed by the 
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. 
 
• Chairman Winchester presented a Resolution in honor of the Leon 

County Volunteer Firefighter Day.  Volunteer firefighters from 
Chaires-Capitola, Lake Iamonia, Lake Jackson, Lake Talquin, 
Miccosukee and the Woodville Fire Department were recognized for 
their willingness to interrupt their daily lives to respond to emergency 
calls for the citizens of unincorporated Leon County.  In the past year, 
they responded to approximately 2,500 call-outs for emergency 
assistance.  Saturday October 20, 2001 was designated as Volunteer 
Firefighter Day in Leon County. 

 
The County Commissioners were invited to come to the Fire 
Prevention Day festivities at Sun Trust Bank on Thomasville Road, on 
Saturday, October 20th, where the Leon County Volunteer Firefighter 
of the Year Award was going to be presented. 

 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Commissioner Sauls moved, duly seconded by Commissioner Thaell and 
carried unanimously 7-0, to approve the Consent Agenda with the 
exception of item 10, which was pulled for discussion: 

 
1. APPROVAL OF BILLS AND VOUCHERS SUBMITTED BY THE 

CLERK FOR OCTOBER 16, 2001 
 

The Board approved the County bills and authorized the Chairman 
and the Clerk to issue the proper warrants. 

 
2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR JUNE 12, 2001 
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The Board approved the minutes for the June 12, 2001 Regular 
Meeting. 

 
3. AGREEMENT TO PROVIDE FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES 

AT THE DR. B.L. PERRY, JR. BRANCH LIBRARY 
 

The Board approved Option 1: Approve terms of the agreement to 
provide law enforcement services at the Dr. B.L. Perry, Jr., Branch 
of the LeRoy Collins Leon County Public Library and authorized 
the Chairman to sign the agreement. 

 
4. AWARD OF VISUAL WALL BID FOR PUBLIC 

WORKS/MANAGEMENT SERVICES OPERATION CENTER 
 

The Board approved Option 1: Waive the FDOT certification 
requirement in the best interest of Leon County and award the 
contract to Council Contracting, Inc. in the amount of 
$348,455.00. 

 
5. APPROVE FUNDING FOR THE COMMUNITY NEIGHBORHOOD 

RENAISSANCE PARTNERSHIP 
 

The Board approved Options 1, 2, and 3: 1) Accept the Apalachee 
Ridge Estates Neighborhood Plan as the Annual Report and 
approve the second installment request of $10,000 for year 2001-
2002.  2) Approve the transfer of $10,000 from general fund 
contingency to the Community Neighborhood Renaissance 
Partnership as shown in the attached budget amendment.  3) 
Approve the continued financial commitment to the Community 
Neighborhood Renaissance Partnership of $10,000 per year for FY 
02/03 to FY 04/05 and direct staff to include these funds in future 
years’ budgets.  
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6. APPROVAL TO EXECUTE GRANT CONTRACT FOR LEON 

COUNTY’S SHERIFF’S OFFICE STEP PROGRAM 
 

The Board approved Option 1: Accept the grant, authorize the 
Chairman to execute the contract, and direct staff to process the 
necessary budget amendment to establish spending authority. 

 
7. APPROVAL OF GRANT AGREEMENT FOR THE LEON COUNTY 

AQUIFER PROTECTION PROJECT 
 

The Board approved Options 1, 2 and 3: 1) Authorize the County 
Administrator to sign the agreement.  2) Approve the Budget 
Resolution and Budget Amendment.  3) Direct staff to prepare an 
RFP for the project and bring back for Board approval: 
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8. APPROVAL TO EXECUTE GRANT CONTRACT FOR SECTION 5311 

TRANSPORTATION GRANT 
 
The Board approved Option 1: Authorize the Chairman to sign the 
contract, resolution, and budget resolution and budget 
amendment: 
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9. STATUS REPORT ON THE BOARD RETREAT PRIORITY ISSUES 

 
The Board approved Option 1: Accept Status Report. 
  

10. REQUEST TO SCHEDULE WORKSHOP ON COURTHOUSE 
SECURITY 

 
Chairman Winchester stated that the Sheriff was appointed by the 
Governor to be the Chief of the Task Force for the Big Bend area.  
He referred to a letter dated September 25, 2001 to the Chairman 
of the County Commission that details nine proposals for a 
security plan for the Courthouse.     
 
The County had initiated a courthouse security plan some time 
ago.  In light of the nation’s tragedy on September 11, 2001, 
further courthouse security is needed.  Proposals included 
relocating the public parking from under the Courthouse to 
another area and a centralized location for the general public 
entering and exiting the building.  A recommendation for a 
workshop for December 11th was also included.   
 
It was the recommendation of the Chairman to expedite the 
security discussion with the Sheriff and other key individuals and 
asked if the Board wished to discuss it today.   
 
County Attorney Thiele explained that the Commission is legally 
empowered to discuss the items and vote on them, but it would be 
contrary to the Board’s adopted rules of procedure since it was not 
an agenda item.  They would have to (1) vote on an item that is not 
part of the procedure and (2) modify the procedural rules to do so. 
 
Chairman Winchester recommended that the workshop be 
scheduled as soon as possible.   

 
Commissioner Grippa moved to waive the rules so the issue could 
be discussed during this meeting, at the end of the regular agenda, 
and then vote on an emergency preparedness plan.  Commissioner 
Thaell seconded the motion. 
 
Commissioner Rackleff felt a judgement was being rushed.  He 
wanted more information, particularly about the elimination of 
public parking and one entrance and exit to the courthouse.  He 
wanted to know how this would affect having an accessible 
courthouse under ADA standards, and how it would affect the 
public, in general.   

BCC-October 16, 2001 5



 
Chairman Winchester clarified the motion, which was to waive the 
rules to discuss the adoption of a security plan tonight. 
 
Commissioner Sauls had no objection to having a discussion at the 
end of the regular meeting.  She mentioned that if they needed 
more time, a joint public hearing was scheduled for Thursday, 
October 18th, at 6 p.m.  The commissioners could meet before the 
hearing to discuss this issue.  She wanted this option kept open.    
 
The motion on the floor to have a discussion at the end of tonight’s 
meeting carried unanimously. 
 

CITIZENS TO BE HEARD ON NON-AGENDAED ITEMS (3-minute limit; 
non-discussion by Commission) 

 
George Lewis, 203 N. Gadsden Street, #6, appeared and indicated 
concern about the Commission’s parliamentary procedures in the 
minutes.  He referenced the June 12, 2001 minutes, item 19 
(response to a verified complaint).  The minutes show that 
Commissioner Thaell withdrew a second to a motion.  Mr. Lewis 
also referenced item 23, where there was a motion, a second which 
carried unanimously.  The minutes then show that Commissioner 
Sauls withdrew her second and the motion died for lack of a 
second.  Mr. Lewis stated that these were small issues but they 
reflect the official business of the commission and should be 
handled correctly.  He explained that a second can not be 
withdrawn; if a motion is made and seconded, it needs to be acted 
(voted) on.  His concern was that if action was made on something 
critical, the commission would suffer the consequences and urged 
the Board to follow parliamentary procedures. 

  
GENERAL BUSINESS 
 
11. VOLUNTARY ANNEXATION OF PROPERTY AT BUCK LAKE 

(GOOSE CREEK) AND STATE OF FLORIDA ALFORD ARM 
GREENWAY 

 
County Administrator Alam stated the issue, which was the 
voluntary annexation proposal from the City to annex 
approximately 1,237 acres in the eastern quadrant of Tallahassee 
on Buck Lake Road and Lake Lafayette.  The Board recommended 
Options 1 and 2: 1) to approve the application and authorize the 
voluntary annexation and 2) to not object to the City’s annexation 
of the property.  He indicated that the County owns a piece of the 
property that would be annexed as part of this action. 
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Commissioner Grippa moved, seconded by Commissioner Thaell, 
to approve Option 1: Approve application and authorize Chairman 
to execute for voluntary annexation of Leon County owned parcel 
in Goose Creek development off Buck Lake Road.  The motion 
carried 7-0. 
 
Commissioner Thaell moved, seconded by Commissioner Grippa, 
to approve Option 2: Do not object to the City annexation of the 
property.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
 

12. REPORT ON BOARD RETREAT ITEM ON ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL 

 
County Administrator Alam stated this item was in response to the 
Board’s direction for the OMB to review the County’s contractual 
agreement with the Economic Development Council (EDC), as well 
as reviewing the long-term economic impact of the EDC’s activities.   

  
 Alan Rosenzweig indicated that the recommendation was to accept 

staff’s report and accept the modified contract for the current fiscal 
year, Options 1 and 2.  Mr. Rosenzweig stated that during the 
September retreat, staff was asked to review the economic 
development contract with the EDC.  Staff looked at contractual 
obligations.  Last fiscal year the County had an agreement with the 
EDC for $175,000 for economic development, $150,000 went to the 
general operations of recruitment, retention, etc., $25,000 was 
held in escrow to help support the qualified targeted industry grant 
program. 

 
Mr. Rosenzweig looked at five areas: annual job creation, surveys, 
funding, economic incentives and comparable counties.  
 
The following is a summary of Alan Rosenzweig’s comments: 
 
• In reference to Item 1, Annual Job Reconciliation: The EDC 

provides, as part of its contract, an update of the businesses 
they recruit and retain and/or had involvement with during the 
year.  OMB independently surveyed those businesses to validate 
the job numbers the EDC was providing.  By and large, the 
numbers were reconciled.  Any number disagreement had to do 
with the timing of the survey and changes in points of contact.   

 

BCC-October 16, 2001 7



• For the most part, EDC was in compliance with the contract in 
terms of job creation from FY95 to FY99.  In 99/00 there were 
some downturns and some startups that did not occur.  The 
numbers did not come to fruition.  But, with the total of all the 
jobs created through the five years, EDC was in compliance.  
One of OMB’s recommendations was to not hold them to an 
annual job creation number, to look at it in a five-year 
continuum.   

 
• In Observation #2, they felt the EDC should continue to do the 

surveying.  Although OMB did the survey this time, the 
consensus was that they did not get a very good response.  If 
EDC had done it directly, it would have gone better.  OMB felt, 
however, that they should be more involved in the design and 
setup of the program to ensure that the information they felt 
was important would be captured. 

 
• OMB also asked the companies how EDC did in supporting 

their need.  They received a favorable response, but they felt 
they would have been more favorable if EDC had done the 
questioning and they got to the right points of contact.  He felt 
that some of the people responding were not knowledgeable 
enough to give the information they were providing. 

 
• In Observation #4 it was noted that problems occurred in year 

1999-2000.  There was a projection of 569 jobs.  When they 
reconciled with the EDC, they felt this was not going to come to 
fruition.  EDC did have a chance to respond, and they did.  
OMB felt the measurement on the five-year continuum would 
address that deficiency. 

 
• In reference to the surveys that EDC conducts, OMB made 

some recommendations in reporting information back to the 
Board, as well as trying to do some follow-up on the results of 
the survey to see if the community, itself, is actually 
implementing any of those recommendations. 

 
• The funding issues were consistent with what the City does.  At 

the present time, the EDC holds $75-100 thousand based on 
last year’s unspent monies.  These dollars are held in escrow in 
a separate CD by the EDC and are there in the event that an 
industry comes in which ultimately qualifies for this grant.  The 
grant funds 80% if the business is within the city limits.  The 
city puts in 10% and the county puts in 10%.  In that regard, 
the dollar accumulation is good.  At some point, a large amount 
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of money would be needed to match.  They found this action to 
be prudent. 

 
• The comparable counties surveyed were listed.  All in all, the 

OMB felt that the County is getting value for their money in 
comparison to what other local governments are doing at the 
county level. 

 
• Two things the EDC did that was not captured in the reporting 

numbers were governmental and business assistance or site 
selection.  Sometimes a firm will contact the EDC when they 
decide to locate their business/office in Tallahassee and the 
EDC will spend their resources helping them to find a site to 
locate their business.  They also may assist them in finding who 
to work with in the government or the business community.  
OMB recommended that these two specific categories be added 
and captured as part of their numbers in the reporting 
requirements. 

 
• OMB’s recommendation was to approve the revised contract 

and to move forward with the current year. 
 
Sue Dick, President of the Economic Development Council for Leon 
County and Tallahassee spoke for the EDC.  She stated the EDC 
was formed in 1992 and has continued to progress as an economic 
development entity, working for the retention and expansion of 
targeted industries.  They have attempted to develop a comfort 
level as well as a reporting mechanism for a private/public 
relationship.  It is the goal of the EDC to clearly express what they 
are doing and to quantify that so that they are meeting the needs 
of Leon County.  They have also worked with Enterprise Florida the 
past four weeks to look what the state of the economy will be faced 
with in regards to the events of September 11.  The focus is being 
placed on retention of existing companies.  They have been trying 
to watch trends on a national level to look for companies that are 
trying to relocate.  They participated in two groundbreaking 
activities in the last two weeks.  Over 150 jobs are represented by 
that expansion. 
 
Wayne Harris of the EDC staff was present to provide some 
statistics.  Since the September 11 tragedy, one of their main 
concerns was the effect of this attack on the economy.  Prior to 
September 11, the local economy was in a pretty strong recovery. 
The full effect of the September 11 attack on the Florida economy 
will not be known until November 2001.  After the disaster, the 
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revenue estimating people at the State were using scenarios of 15-
20-25% job reductions in industries that were directly affected 
(primarily airlines and hotels.)  The reduction is closer to 5%, 
which has a milder effect.  They are still looking at a $1.3 billion 
shortfall this year and a $1.6 billion shortfall next year in the 
legislature.  The EDC was counting on FSU to be their engine of 
growth in economic development for the next three years.   Prior to 
September 11th, FSU was anticipating adding 250 full time jobs a 
year for the next three years, which they felt, would have held 
them harmless for any state cuts that might have occurred at the 
agency level.  After September 11th, he estimated that FSU would 
produce half that many jobs.  Overall, the impact on the state 
economy is not quite as bad as previously thought, but serious 
problems are still going to be faced. EDC’s job has gotten more 
difficult because of this, but not unmanageable.  He felt the ground 
work is for the EDC to diversify the economy and bring jobs to 
Tallahassee when the recovery comes, which he expected to occur 
in the latter half of 2002.   
 
Chairman Winchester asked Sue Dick if the EDC supports the 
recommendations.  She said that they are comfortable with them. 
 
Commissioner Grippa referenced certain incentives that Wakulla 
County has in place that would be a great selling point for Leon 
County.  He suggested that perhaps the EDC could serve as a 
lobbying arm to work with the different people in the legislature to 
see what needs to be done to for Leon County to become an 
enterprise zone.   
 
Commissioner Grippa moved and was duly seconded by 
Commissioner Sauls to adopt Options 1 and 2: 1) Accept staff’s 
recommendation and direct staff to implement; 2) Approve revised 
contract. 
 
Commissioner Rackleff asked if median of wages were going up or 
down and if there was a way to track the impact of economic 
growth, including the new jobs on salary and wage levels in Leon 
County.  Mr. Harris responded that they used industry averages 
for those jobs.  In the targeted industries, the average wages are 
higher than the average wage in Leon County.  The target industry 
is designed so that only companies that pay 15% above the private 
sector average wage in Leon County are eligible.  That is where the 
EDC is placing its emphasis.   
 
Commissioner Rackleff inquired as to the salary environment and 
asked if real wages in the aggregate were rising.  Mr. Harris 
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responded that they were rising, but they have not risen as fast as 
they have in Austin.  In Tallahassee, the average full time state 
salary is about $30,000 and the average private sector salary is 
about $28,000.  Most of the technical representatives are paying 
average salaries far in excess of both of these numbers.   
 
Commissioner Rackleff asked about the state of housing economy 
in regard to 1) building permits as a leading indicator and 2) sales, 
which are a lagging indicator.  Mr. Harris replied that they were 
holding up very well.  Through August, permitting was at about the 
same level as it has been throughout the 90’s in terms of 80-90 
permits a month.  New sales have been about the same.  The weak 
link was in retail and that had picked up prior to September.  
Commissioner Rackleff asked if the retail slowdown was having an 
impact on commercial construction.  Mr. Harris felt that it was not.  
He explained that through June there were record setting levels of 
$53 million.  The previous high for commercial permitting was $87 
million in 1999.  A big piece of that was Southwood’s decision to 
build a 90,000 sq. ft. building.  He said that construction could 
slow down in the latter half of this year. 
 
Commissioner Thaell commented on the camaraderie with staff in 
the production of this evaluation.  He looked at other counties 
doing in-house economic development, and he felt the County was 
getting great value for their investment--it is helpful to quantify it.  
He questioned if this partnership is doing enough to promote 
expansion of technological infrastructure in the community, in 
particular; he would like to see the expansion of bandwidth.  He 
felt that the County has the potential to be a high technologic 
center for the southeast. 
 
Commissioner Rackleff was encouraged by the results of regional 
economic development.  He felt it was good for Leon County when a 
neighboring county has an economic development success.  Leon 
County would, for at least the foreseeable future, be the regional 
shopping, hospital, and education center; so when wealth is 
expanded into surrounding counties, the local community would 
benefit.  He wanted to ensure that the partnership takes every 
advantage and exercises every strategy to expand in the future.  He 
felt they have to look beyond the political boundaries when it 
comes to economic opportunities. 
 
Sue Dick responded that in reference to regionalism, they also 
market Wakulla and Gadsden County.  After talking to site 
consultants, they have found that the bottom line is with the 
private sector individuals.  They want to know that they can come 
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into a community and they see this area with all of its assets as 
the capital city of Florida.  When the EDC takes a client across the 
county line because there tends to be a better situation for them, 
they will not mention the logistics of the boundary because the way 
the communities are structured, everyone will benefit.  Ms. Dick 
noted that she sits on the Board of Directors for Florida’s Great 
Northwest and she indicated this is another regional initiative that 
is working very closely with Enterprise Florida and the Governor’s 
Office to promote this region.  They work with Leon County and all 
the surrounding counties; the bottom line is to get those jobs here.  
In reference to bandwidth, she mentioned there were speakers 
present who could answer those questions.  The individuals 
mentioned were Rick Carney with Main Line and Kay Stevens with 
Data Max.  She noted these two success stories are the types of 
businesses Leon County should work toward attracting.  She also 
recognized Bob Wachulas with Healthplan Southeast. 
 
Ms. Dicks closed with saying the EDC was committed to bringing 
private sector dollars to the table.  They appreciate the funding 
sources from the public sector, but their emphasis is on the private 
sector.  The EDC has gone to the private sector to ask them to put 
money forward so they can enhance their program.  She noted that 
in the near future, the County Chairman and Commissioners 
would be taking the lead on a smart growth incentive that was 
recently adopted by the City Commission.  In essence, that was an 
incentive opportunity for businesses looking to locate in Leon 
County to give them certain points to go toward tax assistance in 
areas that make sense for development in this community.  She 
then referred the commissioners to the next speakers for 
questions.   
 
Rick Carney went over some of the past inventions over time when 
they reached critical mass.  He indicated that critical mass of 
broad band usage, which would have an enormous economic 
benefit, has not been realized in this community.  He felt that if 
there was a way for the city, the county, and other private and 
public sector parties to unite with a common vision to make this 
happen, it would give the community an economic advantage, 
which could surpass the largest cities in Florida.  He stated that 
there was a wealth of broad band internet/intranet capacity in the 
ground, paid for, and ready to use.  It is just a matter of accessing 
it. 
 
Commissioner Rackleff stated that one of the ways the County 
could help is to insist on more rapid deployment of cable modem 
service in the franchise renewal discussions going on with Comcast 
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and Time Warner for their cable system.  They should also ensure 
that local Internet service providers have open access to that 
system.  Sprint should also be encouraged to expand its 
deployment of DSL service in the community.  He stated that if it 
were not in wide use in the community, the community would not 
be part of the new digital economy. 
 
Commissioner Grippa wanted to commend Rick Carney and his 
vision.  He felt there should be incentives to business in Leon 
County as the government in Florida is getting smaller and the 
economy needed to diversify.  He suggested having a workshop 
with local business and government leaders dedicated to economic 
development and incentives to increase the private tax base. 
 
Chairman Winchester asked for a vote on the motion: 1) Accept 
staff’s recommendation and direct staff to implement.  2) Approve 
revised contract.  Commissioner Grippa amended the motion to 
include scheduling a workshop on economic development and 
incentives with Florida State University and local businesses to get 
input on attracting and expanding businesses.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 

 
The Commission then heard another CITIZEN TO BE HEARD ON NON-
AGENDAED ITEMS (3-minute limit; non-discussion by Commission) 
 

Jack Herron, 15210 Mahan Drive spoke as the Chief of the 
Miccosukee Volunteer Fire Department.  He noted that funding 
was received last year to refurbish five city surplus Class A 
pumpers.  Likewise, funding was provided to build satellite fire 
stations to store these tankers.  The Fire Department has had a 
frustrating year trying to find a plot of land for the building; each 
one that was tried had been rejected for one reason or another.  
The current site selection is not a donation and would need to be 
purchased.  The Fire Department approved the funding out of their 
budget to buy the land and donate it to the County so they can get 
the building built, the tanker in, and obtain coverage for the area.  
They are experiencing permitting problems because the site is on a 
residential street, 100 yards off Mahan Drive.  Mr. Herron 
requested that the Board assist in getting the building permitted 
since it is in the unincorporated area.   
 
Commissioner Thaell stated that staff would conduct the analysis 
and bring it back at the next meeting.  The neighbors would benefit 
from the facility since it would reduce the current 20-minute 
response time.  He stated that it was a matter of reclassifying the 
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road and working through all the issues with current landowners 
adjacent to the property. 
 
Chairman Winchester directed staff to work with Mr. Herron to 
conduct an analysis and bring it back to the Board for further 
direction. 

 
13. RENEWAL OF HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR THE NEW 

PLAN YEAR 
 

Administrator Parwez Alam stated that there were two issues 
before the Board: (1) renewal rates for the two group health 
insurance providers for the new plan year, CHP and HPSE; and (2) 
to allow part-time employees eligibility in the Board’s health 
insurance and AFLAC programs.  Currently, employees with three 
years of service are permitted these benefits.  In the past, the 
Board has discussed looking at reducing it to two years of service.   
 
Insurance rates for CHP have been raised 16.9% and there is a 
21.9% increase for HPSE.  Currently, the County pays 92.5% of 
the premium and the employee pays 7.5%.  The condition is that 
the employee’s share of that payment is increased to 10%.  After 
speaking with the constitutional officers, they agreed to this 
increase.  Options 1 and 5 are the staff recommendation. 
 
Commissioner Grippa moved and was duly seconded by 
Commissioner DePuy to approve Options 1 and 5: 1) Approve the 
renewal rates for CHP’s Plan A and HPSE’s Elite plan as reflected 
with employees paying 10% of the total premium cost for the new 
plan year (January 1, 2002 through December 32, 2002); and 5) 
Approve the reduction of years of service for part-time employees to 
become eligible to participate in the Board’s health insurance and 
AFLAC programs from (3) years to (2) years by altering the plan 
document as reflected. 
 
Commissioner Grippa asked Traci Reed, Human Resources 
Director, if increasing the co-payment would save employees from 
paying the 10%.  Ms. Reed responded that if the co-payments were 
increased, the cost for the County and for the employee would not 
be significantly different, but the employee would be impacted 
when they visit their doctors’ office.  
 
Administrator Alam explained that the effect of 10% vs. 7.5% 
employee contribution and downgrading to plan B would have 
about the same cost to the County.  The group that would benefit 
would be the group that does not use the services.   
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Commissioner Grippa stated that if the County goes to a $10 co-
pay instead of $5 to see a physician, then an increase would not be 
necessary.  Commissioner Grippa withdrew his original motion and 
moved to approve Options 4 and 5.  Commissioner Thaell seconded 
the motion.   
 
Chairman Winchester stated that, for the record, the original 
motion was withdrawn. 
 
Commissioner Thaell indicated that raising the co-pay would put 
the burden on those who use medical services.  He felt the Board 
should send a message and that staff bring back a proposal to 
promote wellness among County employees.  Commissioner 
Rackleff felt it was worthy to shift some of the burden to those who 
use more health care.  He asked if there was a substantial number 
of County employees who have disabilities or chronic illnesses and 
would be greatly impacted by this. 
 
Commissioner Sauls asked about the difference between CHP plan 
A and B and HPSE Elite and Optimum as it relates to the level of 
care/cost.  Ms. Reed explained the difference involved the medical 
co-payments, from $5 to $10; Plan B in CHP would involve an 
increased cost in urgent care. 
 
Commissioner Proctor asked about the substantial increases for 
HPSE and CHP.  Ms. Reed said that when she looked at the 
medical loss ratio for both companies (CHP was 99.7% and HPSE 
was 98.3%), for every dollar paid in premium, they pay almost a 
dollar out in a claim and that does not address administrative 
costs.  Both companies show increases in prescriptions and she 
felt that the increase was justified. 
 
Commissioner Thaell noted that the difference between Plan B and 
Plan A was roughly $13.00 a month or $156 annually in premium 
payments. 
 
Commissioner Grippa asked if using only one HMO could save 
money and Ms. Reed indicated that she did not know.  He 
requested that a proposal for one HMO be considered for next year. 
 
The motion on the floor, approval of Options 4 and 5: 4) Approve 
the renewal rates for CHP’s Plan B and HPSE’s Optimum plan as 
reflected above with the employees paying 7.5% of the total 
premium cost for the new plan year (January 1, 2002 through 
December 31, 2002); and 5) Approve the reduction of years of 
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service for part-time employees to become eligible to participate in 
the Board’s health insurance and AFLAC programs from (3) years 
to (2) years by altering the plan document as reflected, carried 
unanimously. 
 

14. BOARD DIRECTION ON WHETHER TO FILE A PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF CERTIORARI IN HARRY MIDDLEBROOKS V. LEON 
COUNTY; CASE NO. MIS-0011 

 
Staff recommended Option 1.  Commissioner Thaell moved, 
seconded by Commissioner Rackleff to approve Option 1: Direct 
the County Attorney’s Office to file a Petition for Writ of Certiorari 
with the Circuit Court and to pursue same. 
 
Commissioner Grippa requested an explanation from the County 
Attorney.  Attorney Thiele explained that they were taking an 
action against the Board of Adjustment.  The Board of Adjustment 
is made up of six members: three County appointees, three City 
appointees.  Attorney Thiele continued that, procedurally, this is 
the only way to overturn their decision.  The attorney’s office also 
believes that the Board of Adjustment has exceeded its authority.  
The Ordinance, itself, does not permit them to waive the ERD 4” No 
New Load Standard.  Commissioner Grippa did not see a benefit to 
suing the Board of Adjustment.  The County Attorney explained 
that if they were not sued, that the party would then be vested 
both from the storm water standards and from the sector plan.  
The deadline is November 1, 2001.  Commissioner Grippa opposed 
this motion. 
 
Commissioner Proctor stated that he was in favor of the Board of 
Adjustment taking a stand for a citizen in that part of the 
community and supported option 1. 
 
Commissioner Rackleff supported the motion on the floor.  He 
stated that this is the second in what will be a long list of appeals 
to the Board of Adjustment and Appeals, and if left unchallenged 
would result in the undoing of the Sector Plan, the 4-inch standard 
and all the work that was put into it.  He felt it was essential to 
accept the County Attorney’s recommendation.  Commissioner 
Rackleff stated that after this appeal, that staff should take an in-
depth look at what is going on and come up with some remedies. 
 
Commissioner Grippa reported that he discussed the background 
of this situation with County Attorney Thiele and felt that the 
situation was not handled well.  He was opposed to the motion on 
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the floor and urged mediation to discuss some of the issues, prior 
to suing the Board of Adjustments and Appeals. 
 
Chairman Winchester asked what the possibility was for mediation 
or conflict resolution and County Attorney Thiele responded that it 
was very slight and the time frame was short.  If mediation were 
pursued, the Court would order it and it would be in the 
appropriate forum and they would reserve the right to do so. 
 
Commissioner Thaell stated that Mr. Middlebrooks’ property is part 
of the Bradfordville study area.  It was geographically incorporated 
into the Sector Plan in the ordinance the Board passed.  Prior to 
passing the Ordinance, the Board had a rousing debate about the 
need to incorporate the vested right section in it.  He was against it 
at the time, however, he voted for it because Counsel insisted that 
the Sector Plan would not stand if challenged without a vested 
rights section.  It passed with that in mind.  The purpose of the 
Sector Plan is so every commercial property in the Bradfordville 
study area meets the elements of the plan, that being the 4-inch 
standard, the design and development standard and so on.  Based 
on the Sector Plan, the Judge noted that Leon County had done 
due diligence; they did their duty, which they had failed to do 
previously in 1995 and subsequent years by failing to fund the 
stormwater study; and he lifted the judicial injunction on 
development.  This developer argued to the Board of Adjustment 
and Appeals.  Commissioner Thaell suggested that if the County 
does not at least challenge this to the Circuit Court, it could 
potentially open up the County to some further challenges from the 
homeowners.  
 
Commissioner DePuy asked what position it would put the County 
in if the motion were passed.  County Attorney Thiele responded 
that the County would be in the driver’s seat.  Attorney Thiele 
continued that if this motion were passed by the November 1 
deadline, the County would file a Petition for Certiorari review.  
Costs would be low because the Attorney’s Office would draft an 
appeal in-house.  A Circuit Court Judge would review it; if the 
Judge upheld the Board of Adjustments, the report would be given 
back to the Board to see what to do.  If the judge did not uphold it, 
then it would be reversed and they could, theoretically appeal and 
the Sector Plan would then apply.  One of the issues was the 
invocation of equitable estoppel against Leon County for 
agreements and donations of property, which were made, but not 
to Leon County.  He gave examples of the School Board, FDOT and 
Talquin Electric.  From a practical standpoint, this situation puts 
the County into the middle of another court case in the 
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Bradfordville area.  But, to the extent that mediation is what the 
Board desires, that could be accomplished in the course of the 
Court discussion to the extent that the County maintains their 
position for further negotiations with all the property owners that 
continue that position.  
 
Commissioner DePuy stated that he felt Mr. Middlebrooks 
probably, in good faith, did all these things as far as the roadway 
for Chiles High School, the water tower, DOT drainage ponds, etc., 
so he did not fault him for that.  He wanted that on the record.  He 
asked what would happen if the Board took no action.  County 
Attorney Thiele replied that this property would be developed 
without regard to the Sector Plan.  It would not be developed in 
accord with the 4-inch standard and its ultimate drainage pattern 
flows into Lake Iamonia.  Commissioner DePuy inquired if some 
parties in the community might file lawsuits.  County Attorney 
Thiele stated that it was possible; being freed of the Sector Plan 
would not free him of regulatory obligations.   
 
Commissioner Grippa inquired if Mr. Middlebrooks has been asked 
if he was willing to meet the 4-inch standard.  Attorney Thiele 
indicated he has spoken with Mr. Middlebrooks’ counsel on this 
issue.  Commissioner Grippa asked if formal or informal 
negotiation has been sought.  Attorney Thiele stated it has not.  
Commissioner Grippa stated that the minutes he read indicated 
that there was some sort of agreement in return for the school, 
that Mr. Middlebrooks received something in return.   
 
Commissioner Grippa moved a substitute motion that the Board 
delay this decision until the meeting of October 30 and to ask the 
County Attorney to prepare an appeal so he is not under a time 
constraint.  Commissioner Proctor seconded the motion.   
 
Commissioner Grippa suggested that, perhaps staff could find out 
more, and possibly mediate and not sue the Board of Adjustment 
and Appeals. 
 
Commissioner Proctor felt the real issue was the 4-inch stormwater 
standard that was required of Mr. Middlebrooks.  He stated that 
this was a standard which the Board of County Commissioners 
refused to apply to any part of the community except in that part 
where Mr. Middlebrooks’ property was located.  He felt that the 
Sector Plan was being revered and was an oppressive document 
and that the Bradfordville area was receiving sensational 
treatment.  He commented on the Bull Run development 
suggesting that the Board did not take a stand on that issue.     
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Commissioner Thaell stated that this motion also puts an onus on 
the County’s limited legal resources and currently, there is a 
shortage in the legal staff.  The motion essentially suggests that 
legal staff do a lot of work for a period of two weeks with the 
possibility that the Board would not decide to move forward.  He 
opposed the motion and felt that negotiations could take place over 
the next two weeks.  He encouraged the parties to discuss the 
issues and attempt to reach an accord. The Board could reverse 
themselves at the meeting of October 30th. 

 
 Commissioner Winchester clarified the motion: Substitute motion 

is to draft an appeal and not to submit that until after the October 
30th County Commission meeting, if so directed.  In the interim, 
direct the County Attorney to mediate this agreement, including 
the 4-inch stormwater standard.   

 
 Commissioner Proctor requested the County Attorney to go back 

and review the Settlement Agreement to distinguish it from the 
Sector Plan.  He opined that there was nothing in the Sector Plan 
stating that, when challenged, the Board has a mandate or a 
responsibility to prosecute anyone. 

 
The vote was on the substitute motion (made by Commissioner 
Grippa, seconded by Commissioner Proctor) to approve Option 2: 
Direct the County Attorney’s Office to not file a Petition for Writ of 
Certiorari with the Circuit Court.  The Board will reevaluate this 
item at the Board’s October 30, 2001 meeting.  In the interim, the 
County Attorney was directed to prepare the appeal in the event it 
is needed and try to mediate the issue.  The motion carried 5-2 
(Commissioners Thaell and Rackleff vote in opposition).   
 

15. CREATION OF THE PRIMARY HEALTH CARE IMPLEMENTATION 
ADVISORY BOARD 

 
County Administrator Parwez Alam stated that a committee was 
created, and they met and discussed the issue.  It is the 
recommendation of the committee that that the advisory board not 
be created until after they receive the report of the committee on 
November 15, 2001.  
 
Commissioner Proctor moved, seconded by Commissioner Grippa, 
to approve Option 1: Delay the creation of the Primary Health Care 
Implementation Advisory Board until after November 15, 2001.   
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Commissioner Grippa indicated that the Ordinance needed to be 
specific, that the millage for health care is 1/16th of a mill.   
 
The motion carried unanimously. 
 

The Board then returned to the discussion of the Courthouse security item 
(Item 10). 
 
County Administrator Alam asked Kim Dressell and Tom Brantley to 
explain the Courthouse Security recommendations. 
 
Kim Dressell referred to the draft of the workshop item and the analysis 
section.  They looked at the recommendations that were received from 
the Sheriff’s Office and they met with various constitutional officers and 
their staff and walked through the report and looked at some of the 
concerns.   
 

• Entry Points: The recommendation from the Sheriff’s Office 
was for a single point of entry on South Monroe Street.  The 
concern that was raised was relative to ADA accessibility.  
Currently, if staff were to park on Jefferson Street, it would not be 
handicapped accessible.  They recommend that if the Board does 
want to limit entry into the Courthouse, that they have two entry 
points: One on North Monroe and one on Calhoun Street. 
• Limiting Courthouse Hours: The other issue they looked at 
was to limit Courthouse hours if security was going to be increased 
so people cannot enter the Courthouse all hours of the night.  The 
Courthouse would be open from 7:15 a.m. to 5:45 p.m., with the 
Bailiffs coming on board at 7:00 a.m. and leaving at 6:00 p.m.  
That is an hour earlier and an hour later than what is occurring at 
present.   
• Bailiff Assignments: Bailiffs are currently staffed at six 
different security stations.  Previously, they focused security 
around the judicial areas in the courtrooms.  This plan would take 
those Bailiffs and reassign them to the two ports of entry into the 
Courthouse.  It would also allow them to provide Bailiff coverage 
for the two new judges coming on board in January 2002.  This 
states what the Sheriff’s Office had recommended. 
• Extended Hours of Security: During evening meetings, two 
Bailiffs would be needed.  One to man a public entryway on 
Calhoun Street.  That would be the likely location, as most people 
would be using the Republic parking lot behind the Courthouse.  
The other Bailiff would be available at the public meeting and to 
walk around the Courthouse to ensure that people who leave the 
meetings actually exit the building.   
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• Relocate the Parking Garage Security Station from P4 to P3: 
This would allow security staff to make sure that the people who 
are coming into the parking garage actually have a parking card to 
access the parking garage.  With this, the staff who stay for late 
meetings should move their cars into the P3-P4 area so the 
security gate can be dropped and the public, if they should get in, 
do not meander down below the parking levels. 
• An issue raised by the Constitutional Officers was for juror 
and witness parking.  The report from the Sheriff’s Office does not 
have this item addressed.  It is not a requirement that the Board 
provide juror and witness parking.  However, should the Board 
choose to do so, that could be addressed by taking the 94 spaces 
the Clerk’s Office has at Republic, along with the spaces for the 
Sheriff’s Office, and have them park in the Courthouse parking 
garage.  For the first year, the Clerk has committed to take the $40 
paid towards employee parking and reallocate that to support jury 
parking.  The Clerk would pay $45,000 for the jury parking and 
the Board would be paying about $39,000 towards jury parking 
and that would give 100 spaces at Republic.  One recommendation 
from the Clerk’s Office was to negotiate with Republic to obtain 
more spaces on a shuttle basis.   
• Security with the Mail: If there were two entrances to the 
Courthouse, two X-ray machines would need to be installed to 
screen all mail coming into the Courthouse.  Deliveries from 
couriers, office supply companies, etc., would need to be screened 
before it is actually brought into the Courthouse.   
• Outlying Areas: Arrangements would need to be made for 
their mail to be screened at the Courthouse, as well. 
• Costs Associated with the Options: This was itemized in the 
handout.   

• Moving public parking from under the garage would 
result in a loss of $74,000 in revenue.  That could be 
offset to about $45,000 by the Clerk continuing 
support at $40.09 and the Sheriff bringing 19 spaces 
in-house.  That would bring in around $16,000.  
Increasing employee parking would bring in $51,000 of 
revenue and relocating the security station from P3-P4 
would cost about $3,000.  The net impact of the 
public-to-employee parking shift would be about 
$35,000.  Commissioner Thaell asked if those were 
monthly contracts.  Kim Dressell responded that she 
understood they were.   

• To provide jury and witness parking, it was estimated 
that the cost would be approximately $84,000.  The 
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Clerk would pay the $45,000 committed to employee 
parking. 

• To limit Courthouse entry by providing just the one 
entryway off North Monroe would cost about $78.000.  
This would include an x-ray machine, security cards 
for employees, after-hours security for Board meetings, 
securing the outer perimeter of the Courthouse with 
mag locks and changes requested by the Fire Marshall 
to the stairwells. 

• To provide the second entryway on Calhoun Street 
would cost approximately $43,000. 

• The net impact of limiting access to two entryways is 
approximately $122,000. 

• Additional security in the chambers for the judges 
would run around $43,000.  The public would be 
limited from going from the outside courtroom area 
back to the judge’s chambers.  This is not included in 
securing the entire courthouse. 

 
Chairman Winchester said there were nine draft recommendations 
before the Board and Kim Dressel recommended at a minimum, 2 
through 8 which would provide jury and witness parking, take care 
of the outside perimeter of the Courthouse, and provide screening 
through the X-ray machines.  It would not cover the additional 
security for the judges.   Chairman Winchester asked the 
Commissioners if they wanted to continue this item for discussion 
to make a decision today or to hold a workshop on the item on 
Thursday.  He felt that a decision should be made as soon as 
possible and supported moving forward on items 2-8.  See 
attachment: 
Commissioner DePuy moved to conduct a workshop on this item 
on Thursday afternoon. 
 
County Attorney Thiele suggested that if the Board plans to vote on 
issues on Thursday, that a Special meeting be called. 
 
Commissioner DePuy amended his motion to call a special meeting 
on the emergency subject of Courthouse security to be convened 
Thursday afternoon at 3 p.m.  Commissioner Sauls seconded the 
motion.   
 
Commissioner Proctor stated that the County Courthouse was 
becoming an unfriendly environment for citizens of this 
community.  He indicated that the measures being recommended 
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would create a hostile environment and suggested the Commission 
use another building with less security requirements.   
 
Commissioner Rackleff stated he was voting against the motion, 
that this was acting hastily and it deserves further evaluation.  It 
involves a major change in parking and could affect the disabled 
community as well as others. 
 
The motion on the floor to conduct a special meeting on 
Courthouse security at 3 p.m. on Thursday, October 18, 2001 
carried 6-1 (Commissioner Rackleff voted in opposition). 
 

Citizens to be Heard on Non-Agendaed Items 
 
Ms. Cassandra Collins, citizen, appeared and stated that she was 
speaking on behalf of inmates that have been raped in County jails 
throughout the State of Florida.  She explained that a law on this issue 
went into effect on October 1, 2001 but that funds for training in this 
area may be cut in the legislature.  Ms. Collins explained that she has a 
client in jail who was sexually assaulted while in jail, that he cannot 
speak English and is not receiving adequate help.  He is in need of a 
Spanish-speaking doctor in order to obtain physical and mental 
assistance.  Further Ms. Collins explained that if the doctor at the Jail 
would permit her client to have a Spanish-speaking doctor, the 
authorities would permit the doctor to come to the Jail.  Ms. Collins 
indicated that she was concerned that the request had not been granted. 
 
County Attorney Thiele explained that the jail operation has been 
delegated by the elected Sheriff and that while the County owns the 
structure, it does not have liability for its operational function. Mr. Thiele 
indicated that a request could be made to the Sheriff to provide 
background on Ms. Collins’ inquiry. 
 
Commissioner DePuy noted that, in the past, he had lobbied at the State 
Capitol and one of his clients was the Florida Network of Victim Witness 
Services and he understands Ms. Collins’ concerns. He felt that she was 
looking for a Spanish speaking doctor who could converse with the victim 
about the sexual assault so he can assess that person’s state of mind.  
Commissioner DePuy stated that he was not aware of the proper way of 
going about this, but felt there were reasons why decisions had been 
made by the correctional authorities at the Jail.  Commissioner DePuy 
suggested that the Board obtain some sort of answer from the Sheriff’s 
Office/Jail for Ms. Collins and would support doing so. 
 
County Attorney Thiele suggested that if Ms. Collins would like the 
County Administrator to contact the Sheriff and explain that a 
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constituent came to a Board meeting, made these informational requests, 
and ask the Sheriff’s Office to provide the Commission with a 
background report on the circumstances and what was being done, it 
would be appropriate.  Commissioner DePuy stated that the victim’s 
attorney could also contact the County Administrator.   
 
COUNTY ATTORNEY: 
He referred to one item on the printed agenda.  An attorney-client 
meeting was conducted earlier in the day to discuss certain settlement 
proposals that had been made to the County by various litigants in the 
Bradfordville area.  He asked the Board to take no further action on the 
settlement proposals before the Commission.  He will follow up on the 
direction they provided him during the attorney-client meeting. 
 
The other item, under the yellow handout sheet, involves an update on 
the Talquin Electric Cooperative litigation.  The County Attorney’s Office 
had an opportunity to brief the staff and the Chairman on the Talquin 
issues.  Legal staff is preparing to implement what the Board had 
directed, which was to have a discussion and negotiation with Talquin in 
an attempt to resolve all of the issues, including the reimbursement 
issue that Commissioner Grippa had raised.  In the interim, staff 
received a decision from the First District Court of Appeals which was 
per curiam affirmance of Judge Lewis’ original order which stated that 
the old 1983 ordinance closely matched the Alachua County case and, 
therefore, deemed by Judge Lewis to be unconstitutional.  That was 
upheld by the Appellate Court.  The counter-suit by Talquin was for the 
County to refund them the money that had been collected since 1983, or 
the last four years, or at least since the Alachua County decision came 
out.  The court denied all of those requests; the Appellate Court has, 
likewise, upheld the ruling.  There is a slight technical possibility that 
Talquin could seek further review of an intermediate appellate court 
decision to the Florida Supreme Court.  This is not an appeal by right.  It 
would have to be done by a petition for writ of certiorari, which is 
something that is taken by the Supreme Court on a case-by-case basis.  
It is not an appeal but is purely discretionary by the Supreme Court.  Mr. 
Thiele recommended that the Board not take this route.  Since this is a 
per curiam affirmance, there is no reasoning that could be attacked as 
having been incorrect or faulty, or that they relied upon the wrong cases 
because none are cited.  Mr. Thiele felt that the Board’s efforts would be 
better served in continuing the negotiations with Talquin and pursuing 
the other pending case pending regarding right-of-way fees, which should 
be successful. 
 
DISCUSSION ITEMS BY COMMISSIONERS 
 
COMMISSIONER SAULS: 
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Commissioner Sauls questioned Attorney Thiele regarding the issue Mr. 
Lewis raised involving rules of procedures and asked if withdrawing a 
second to a motion was appropriate.  County Attorney Thiele responded 
that strict adherence to Roberts Rules states that a motion properly 
seconded should be voted upon.  Attorney Thiele stated that he did not 
have a problem with the Board withdrawing seconds.  He suggested 
modifying Roberts Rules of Order and putting that into the Board’s 
procedure rules.  Mr. Thiele would make the modification to the rules 
and bring it back in the form of an agenda item.   
 
COMMISSIONER RACKLEFF: 
Commissioner Rackleff suggested that staff look at the County ordinance 
on home occupation, indicating that there were some ambiguities in the 
code as it is currently written.  It allows room for abuse according to 
some citizens; apparently some individuals are claiming a home 
occupation for a heavy equipment business and the equipment is very 
visible in a residential area.  Commissioner Rackleff reported that he has 
received several complaints in the past three years and asked that staff 
review the ordinance to determine if it could be improved.   
 
COMMISSIONER GRIPPA: 
a. Commissioner Grippa asked if the Board were walking as a 

cohesive group in both FSU and FAMU homecoming parades.  If 
not, he would make other plans. 

 
b. He asked staff to look into the funding request for the Tallahassee 

Boy’s Choir and determine if the Tourist Development Council 
(TDC) where suggesting funding.  Commissioner Grippa indicated 
that, through City Commissioner Meisburg (City of Tallahassee), an 
amount was given to the Boys’ Choir by the TDC.  He voiced 
concern that Commissioner Meisburg would have the authority to 
request funds for the Boys Choir.  He asked if the $5,000 the 
County was going to give could be taken from the TDC. Following 
some discussion, he withdrew the request.  He stated that his 
primary issue was procedures that allow a City Commissioner to 
obtain a contribution from the TDC when the TDC is supported by 
the County.  Since contributions are solicited from taxpayers, 
Commissioner Grippa suggested that procedures be adopted so 
that a full Board takes a vote on expending funds, including the 
City of Tallahassee. 

 
Commissioner Proctor indicated that the Boys’ Choir actually acts 
as an ambassador for the City. Since the choir represents the 
entire community, he was not offended that the City approached 
the TDC. 
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CHAIRMAN WINCHESTER: 
a. Chairman Winchester referred to a letter from the Clerk of the 

Circuit Court regarding surplus computers that he wished to make 
available to the Leon County Public School system.  The Board did 
not object.   

 
b. The State has asked the County to track expenses incurred in the 

operation of Leon County’s Emergency Management Office.  This 
should include any modifications that need to be made for the 
County’s security plans for the Courthouse.  Chairman Winchester 
suggested that staff determine if there was a way to potentially be 
eligible for emergency management funds from the federal level. 

 
Commissioner Proctor noted that since the Courthouse is close 
proximity to the Capitol and the brother of the president is the 
Governor and is located at the Capitol, that perhaps the 
Courthouse could be under the auspices of the Capitol Complex.  
He indicated that an argument could be put to the legislative 
delegation that the entire area is pivotal to the safety of the Capitol 
Complex and the cost should not be borne by County taxpayers. 
 
Chairman Winchester suggested sending a letter to the Governor’s 
Office suggesting that the downtown area should be under a 
protected area.  He suggested contacting the Sheriff since he is the 
head of the task force. 
 

c. The Chairman reported that he received an item from the Clerk of 
the Circuit Court regarding coordinated yearly calendars involving 
holidays.  The judge’s calendars have differing holidays than the 
County and the Chairman asked the County Administrator to 
handle the issue.  The County Administrator asked that this item 
be placed on the agenda for discussion. 

 
d. Chairman Winchester advised that he received a formal request 

from the City of Tallahassee, Mayor Maddox, to become a partner 
in the extension of financial assistance for marketing the airport 
expansion issue associated with Air Tran.  He asked the County 
Administrator to agenda the item, if the Commission so desired. 

 
Commissioner Grippa suggested that the Board respond to the City 
that the County have a percentage of control over the airport if the 
are to provide funding assistance.  He stated that $700-800 
thousand should not be turned over without controls and 
recommended that the item be placed on the agenda.  
Commissioner Rackleff stated that the City would not turn over 
any ownership interest in the airport; that the Board should focus 
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on important items and no action on this item would be response 
enough. 
 
Commissioner Grippa withdrew his request to have this item 
agendaed. 
 
Commissioner Proctor stated he heard that the Economic 
Development Council (EDC) via the County would be providing 
$175,000 in funding since the EDC will be looking at the airport 
function as a centerpiece for attracting business to this area.  
Commissioner Proctor felt that the $175,000 should be withdrawn 
if the County is not considered in matters regarding the airport.   
 

At this time, Chairman Winchester called on Mr. Middlebrooks to speak 
regarding Item #14. 
 

Mr. Harry Middlebrooks, Live Oak Plantation Road, stated that he 
received an agenda in the mail and his did not have Item #14 on it.  
He would have attended the meeting earlier during discussion of 
Item 14 if he had known about it. 

 
Chairman Winchester briefly explained that the Board directed the 
County Attorney to work with him to address the 4-inch standard 
issue prior to an appeal.  The issue would come back to the 
Commission on October 30, 2001, in an attempt to avoid going to 
court. 
 

COMMISSIONER DEPUY: 
 Commissioner DePuy had the courage to step up to agree to attend 

the Leon County Public Works giant yard sale and fun day for 
United Way on Friday, October 26, 2001.  He is the only one who 
agreed to put himself in the dunking booth to let the County 
take shots at him.  He invited the Commissioners and anyone else 
to take shots for a good cause. 

 
Commissioner Sauls moved, duly seconded by Commissioner 
Thaell and carried unanimously, to adjourn the meeting at 8:40 
p.m. 
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