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COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES

September 13, 2011

Mayor Stark called the Commission Meeting of August 23, 2011, to order at 7:00 p.m. at the Oakland Meeting Hall.  The invocation was given by Commissioner Welch.

Roll Call





	Mayor Stark
	

	
	Dennis R. Foltz, Town Manager

	Commissioner  Phipps
	Bernadette Dubuss, Deputy Clerk

	Commissioner McMullen
	Roland Magyar, Planning Director

	Commissioner Welch
	Steve Thomas, Police Chief 

	
	Larry Roberts, Consulting Engineer

	Absent
	J. Edwin Mills, Attorney

	Deputy Mayor Satterfield


	


Ethics Questions

Deputy Clerk Dubuss asked the Commissioners the three (3) ethics questions regarding conflict of interest, receipt of gifts, and within the past three (3) months, ex parte communication regarding issues coming before the Commission. 
Mayor Stark said she had received an email relative to the item scheduled for public hearing tonight.  She did not respond to the email.  The other members of the Town Commission confirmed they, too, had received email to which they did not respond.

Approval of Minutes

The Town Commissioners considered the following set of minutes as presented.

1.  Town Commission Meeting of August 23, 2011

The Deputy Clerk indicated she has duly noted a couple typos on the last page of the minutes as pointed out by Commissioner Phipps.

MOTION made by Commissioner Phipps and Seconded by Commissioner McMullen  to approve the minutes of August 23, 2011 as corrected.   APPROVED (4-0)

Presentation/Ceremonial

Since there were no presentations or ceremonials, the Mayor proceeded to the public forum section of the agenda.

Public Forum

Mayor Stark said this is the opportunity for anyone to speak on any item not on the agenda.  Please fill out the form and give it to the Clerk for the record.
Since there was no one wishing to speak, the Mayor declared the public forum portion of the meeting closed.

Public Hearing

Mayor Stark asked the Planning Director, Roland Magyar, to explain the application before the Commission.

Mr. Magyar explained the applicant is requesting an amendment to the subdivision plan:

SUB 11-01:  Remington Square – Amend Preliminary Subdivision Plan; 17108 W. Colonial Dr.

Amend approved Remington Square Preliminary Subdivision Plan to combine lots 5 and 6 into lot 5,

Renumber lots and show new shared right-in entry form SR 50, right-in/right-out on Remington Road,

Widen shared driveway access between lots 6 and 7, and add driveway on lot 6. 

The Planning Director highlighted the salient points in the request as follows:

The applicant has requested to amend the approved 8-lot, commercial preliminary subdivision plan as follows:

1. Combine lots 5 and 6 into lot 5 (2.3 acres), and renumber the remaining lots appropriately.

2. Provide one right-in access point on lot 4 to SR 50 to be used by all lots fronting on SR 50.

3. Provide right-in/right-out access point from Remington Road to the new lot 5.

4. Widen north, cross access easement from 50 ft. to 62 ft. on lot 4 as shown on submitted PSP.

5. Reduce 50 ft. cross access agreement to the existing 25 ft. pedestrian/utility easement on new lot 5, eliminating the cross access portion.

6. Provide 33 ft. driveway in cross access easement instead of 20 ft. driveway on lot 4 as shown on submitted PSP.

7. Move original lots 5/6 shared access east approximately 87 ft. east.

8. Widen lots 6/7 cross access easement from 20 ft. to variable easement of 50 ft. to 40 ft.

The Planning Director advised the Commission members this review will focus on the changes requested by the applicant.  The previous approval and required conditions shall remain in affect even if they are not discussed within this review.  This review will not approve any specific use or site plan.  Any future use for any lot within this subdivision must be through the regular site plan approval process and meet all Town site plan, use and special district requirements.
Mr. Magyar further explained the applicant’s main argument is that the town doesn’t have the authority to regulate or approve access to a piece of property that this authority is strictly with the FDOT and the Turnpike.  On August 12, 2011, FDOT and the Turnpike issued Notices of Intent to approve State Highway Access Connection permits.  Staff received copies on August 16, 2011.

He reviewed the letter and staff did not come up with the same information.  As a matter of fact, the letter contains a condition that the applicant must get approval from the town for this access point, and it is spelled out in the Planning Director’s memorandum updated to September 13, 2011.  
The Planning Director said the existing easement is the normal size for a two-way driveway.  They have three access points on a 2.3 acre site.  Another right in and right out serves no purpose.  The board feels this site is economically feasible and does not decrease because there is no right in off Route 50.  
Mayor Stark commented – there is a light there.

Planning Director Magyar added – we feel we have followed the vision of the town.  He added FDOT and the Turnpike agreed with the town, and he did not know their reasons for approving the recommendation of the developer this time around.  Mr. Magyar referenced all of the documents reviewed by staff before issuing its decision on the applicant’s request including the Master Plan, 
Comprehensive Plan, the Zoning Code, and  the Gateway Corridor Regulations, which all tell us we have the authority to regulate curb cuts and access to the property and those kinds of issues.  The applicant has given us no reason or cause to make the changes they are requesting.   Every DRC meeting was consistent.  They want a 33 foot roadway on the northern end of lot 4 into lot 5, but they have not justified any reasoning for this request.  There is also no reason for the right out at Remington Road.   They currently have three approved access points.  The town has provided reasonable access to the state highway system using sound traffic management through its powers to regulate land development.  Mr. Magyar went on to further state the rationale for the staff decision.  
A complete copy of the Planning Director’s report is on file and also attached to these  minutes.

Since there were no questions from the members of the Commission, the Mayor opened the hearing to the applicant’s representatives.

Attorney William N. Asma, representing Racetrac, addressed the Commission.  He said this has been a long process, about a year and a half now.  They have met with the DRC in an effort to resolve these plot amendments, he said.  We are very close.  However, there are three issues remaining, including the right in and right out, and a wider cross access easement.  The Attorney stated these are critical issues for Racetrac who, over time, has constructed hundreds of these facilities.  As you can tell from the handout, they are rather large facilities so there is always an issue with access and congestion.  Over the years, Racetrac’s experience has taught them they need a certain amount of access.  What we are requesting is not unreasonable, but part of the normal process Racetrac goes through in hundreds of locations. Racetrac is committed to going forward with this project in the Town of Oakland and building this facility, but it needs these three points.   It is tied to closing of the property.  
The Attorney said that Robert Downie, who used to work for FDOT, is now in private practice and who specializes in these types of issues, will explain in more detail the applicant’s position on these three outstanding issues.  He will present evidence from the Florida statutes and from Florida rules and regulations that the access points we talked about here tonight are really under the jurisdiction

of the agencies who control those systems.   As a consequence, these two government agencies (FDOT and the Florida Turnpike) say who can connect.  If the issue comes down to who makes the final decision, it is these two agencies.  Mr. Downie will show you the specific statute that governs who makes the final decision.  It is our committed belief those agencies have the final say so.  The second person who will speak to you tonight is our engineer, Brian Denham, who will present the engineering analysis to why these access points are so crucial.  The most important thing is how do you get traffic in and out of the site.  Our third speaker will be Mohammed Abdallah, our traffic engineer.  He is well qualified to give an expert opinion on traffic and how to flows and how these access points are very necessary.  Meghan Hilliard from Racetrac will tell you more about Racetrac and its business efforts.  Lastly, we have a representative of the owner, Mr. Langley, who will tell you he agrees with what we are trying to propose here tonight. 
Mr. Magyar restated this is not a site plan or use related issue.  To go over a specific site plan or specific use is not appropriate for this discussion.  

The Mayor said she wants to do diligence.  We are only to discuss changes to the site and that is all she wants to hear about tonight.  The members of the Commission concurred.  We will talk about the site; we will not talk about anything else.  
Attorney Robert Downie addressed the Commission and stated he worked for the DOT form 1999 to 2006.  He said the Mayor’s comments are well taken.  However, in order to illustrate the issues he must refer to the site plan, not for approval, but to explain the issues.  It is not local design; it is safety.  Will the conditions imposed by staff be safe?  Some time ago, Racetrac came before the Planning and Zoning Board on the first round.  In the meantime, the applicant went back to DOT and asked them to bless the access points the applicant requested.  DOT did agree to those access points.  As Mr. Magyar stated, I wanted to find out why DOT said no initially.  They determined it was not just like the property across the street, and the said yes.  
Mr. Downie said, once upon a time, under state statute, local governments could create access management that is more restrictive than DOT.  However, in 1992 that was removed.  (The attorney displayed some cards detailing the referenced DOT statutes, specifically F.S. 334.044, 335.181 and 335.184)   His interpretation of the statute was that, if you abut a state highway, you have the right to go to the state and ask for access.  The attorney said that DOT has blessed the right in and right out requested on behalf of the applicant.  

Mr. Magyar responded to the comments of the attorney and said he felt if the town said “no” they don’t get it.  

The Attorney said he would ask the governing body to consider what standards they are applying to this property.  He has not seen that yet; he has only seen Mr. Magyar’s comments.  Mr. Downie said he provided the town with copies of the Notice of Intent and commented DOT does not flippantly hand out driveway permits.  

Mr. Brian Denham said he is the engineer who has been working on this project since 2006.  He said Mr. Magyar made a statement that DOT has nothing to do with anything outside the right of way.  The engineer said that is factually incorrect.  He also said he has never seen a municipality say your access is too large.  

Mr. Denham explained that wide access points would be absolutely necessary to accommodate the size of the delivery trucks coming in and going out of the proposed site.  He stated that Chevron has three access points, and feels that is a glaring example of what has been done in the past.  Regarding 
the comment about economic viability, they are not here to discuss the economic viability of 7-11, but are more concerned with the economic viability of the owner of the property under discussion, who is a resident of Oakland.  The engineer sited some examples of the issues they were trying to address, such as bottlenecks and congestion.  He said this application process was started in 2005-2006, and he has never seen so much resistance to a project.  The engineer said he will not do something that is unsafe and risk having his license taken away.  He cited some of the problems and frustration encountered during the application process, including the lack of water pressure in the area.  The list goes on and on he said.    
Mr. Mohammed Abdallah addressed the Commission and said he is a licensed traffic engineer.  He said it is his job to analyze the traffic relative to a specific site and coach the applicant through the process.   He explained that he looks at all aspects the traffic pattern and then determines what can be done and needs to be done on the site.  Then they start to develop what other access points are needed.  Initially there was a request for full access Remington.  He had some misgivings about that and worked with DOT and the applicant to get to a solution that was workable.  The engineer said it is his opinion that we have a safe and workable access plan.  He explained the rationale as it relates to issues such as traffic backups and Qing.  Mr. Abdallah said he remains available for questions.
Ms. Meghan Hilliard, Racetrac employee, said she would like to talk to the Commission about why they are asking for modifications to the approved plan.  In this particular case, she said, they are ot asking for anything that has been denied to someone else.  She commented – Chevron has the same thing – right in and right out.  This is a standard for convenience store gas stations.  This is the detail for this prototype.  

Mr. Magyar reminded the speaker he did not want to muddy the waters by discussing other areas of the application process that are not relative to this hearing.  However, they need to be concerned with the whole subdivision.  Looking at the prototype, has nothing to do with the issues at hand those are access and internal transporation.  It’s a fine line between looking at the access issues.  The building design really is not an issue.  
Ms. Hilliard replied Racetrac is very committed to the site.  That is why we have spent a year and a half negotiating, she said.  Remington Road is going to have a lot of traffic.  You don’t  want 6300 cars accessing the site from one location.  Not everyone is going to be going westbound on Route 50.  It is a safety issue.  She referenced the trailers which will have to have adequate ingress and egress to the site.  Ms. Hilliard added they are committed to the site but not without the access.  

Ms. Hilliard added they are an American, family owned business.  We know what works and what doesn’t work, she commented.   Their operation is very different from anything else that is in the area.  

The Mayor said she is not interested in what is fair economically, but what is appropriate to be approved, based on the ordinances.  We are here to make sure we are applying the ordinances we have in place.  

Ms. Hilliard replied she felt it was important to consider the residents in light of Florida’s 11% employment, and this project would create local employment.
Mayor Stark responded she understood, but the Commission needs to be impartial to all of that.

Mr. Langley, owner of the property in question, said he had some comments relative to some things stated by the Town Planner with regard to 7-11.  Mr. Langley said they are not doing well and he heard that from the owner who called him one day.  It is not a winning store; it is a losing store because of your access.  When he first purchased the property being discussed tonight, there was a moratorium and no permits were being issued.  We had to get some water storage if we were going to be able to building anything.  I have yet to see the water tank he commented.  
Mayor Stark replied – it is in progress.

Mr. Langley said he felt that was a bogus moratorium.  He said the only offer he had on the property was from a car dealer.  The property owner said he still has not heard from Mr. Magyar why he wants to deny access, and asked if it was a personal vendetta.  He said this property was originally under contract with Racetrac in 2005-2006, but we didn’t have a water solution.  
Mr. Magyar said he has never seen the letter from DOT to which Mr. Downie made reference. .  What they said was basically what Mr. Denham stated.  However, where does it say the local municipality cannot restrict access?  You have to get local approval.  As far as the economics, the Planning Director said he never brought up 7-11.  However, there is another issue related to economics, which is how about preserving the jobs and protecting the business already here.  What good would it be to get in a new business, and, in six months, you have a vacant building and the issue that go with vacant businesses.
The Mayor replied – we have to be very careful in now we apply rules.  
The Planning Director replied the town does use a lot of outside agencies to provide assurances for things like potable water.  However, the other agencies do not look out for the interest of the town.  It is our responsibility to make sure the developers meet our requirements and obtain all the necessary permits.  There is a need for coordination to make sure all of this comes together.  However, there is a working relationship between the agencies.  We work together.   As far as Mr. Langley, there has been no animosity on my side.  The water issue is a real issue that we had to address.  We said there was enough capacity in the old part of town for about fifteen homes.  This was all based on engineering facts.  Mr. Magyar added – I stand by my staff report.  The town has the authority and responsibility to regulate planning.  
Mayor Stark asked for comments from the Town Manager.

Mr. Foltz replied that he believed the Planner summed it up quite well.  The DOT has the ability to restrict and grant access where that’s the only access the property has.  In this case, you have approved reasonable access.  DOT does not have the right to overrule a local subdivision plan.  I have never heard of that, he said.
Attorney William Asma said he would like to make clear an issue of concurrent jurisdiction.   He referenced the fact that there is a time period, 21 days,  for the town to respond when the applicant applies to DOT for access approval.  In this case, nothing was done by the town during this period.  In his opinion, the town waived its right by not offering its opinion within the allotted time period.  At this point in time, he said the town is foreclosed from objecting to the DOT opinion.  The Attorney said he asked for comments from the town attorney, but he has not seen anything.
Attorney Mills said he prepared a comment for the Mayor who sent it to the Manager.  He added his opinion is that the DOT is not exclusive and the town can regulate.  

Mayor Stark asked for comments from the members of the Commission.  

Commissioner Phipps asked the Attorney if what Mr. Asma said about the 21 days is correct.

Attorney Mills replied – no, we have not waived anything.  We can respond, but we don’t have to respond.  

Commissioner Welch commented – it’s on three sides.  Has anyone thought that we might be giving up things out there.  In the next five years, the streets will be wide enough.  When he used to drive a truck, there were a lot of places he could not stop because there was no room for the rig.  He added he sees nothing wrong in widening the streets.  You just can’t look at one year; you have to look at five to ten years.  

Commissioner Phipps said she thinks it is confusing because this was brought forward as to what the intent was for this piece.  Personally, she said, I am just trying to look at the interior and the rules we have set in motion and how it relates long term.  We have had a lot of people delve into this issue and all came to the same conclusion.  They are staying true to the corridor ordinances.  That is what we are trying to do.  
Commissioner McMullen commented – staff has done its homework.  That is why we have staff in place to see that people are being treated fairly.  

Mayor Stark said staff, the Attorney, the Town Manager, and the boards put forth their opinion.  It is not one person’s opinion.  She said if no one has any more questions, then we need to make a decision.  We have expressed our opinions and, if we have no more questions, we need to make a decision.
Commissioner Phipps offered a motion to approve the recommendation of staff with regard to:

SUB 11-01:  Remington Square – Amend Preliminary Subdivision Plan; 17108 W. Colonial Dr.

Amend approved Remington Square Preliminary Subdivision Plan to combine lots 5 and 6 into lot 5,

Renumber lots and show new shared right-in entry form SR 50, right-in/right-out on Remington Road,

Widen shared driveway access between lots 6 and 7, and add driveway on lot 6. 

The motion was seconded by Commissioner McMullen.  
The Mayor then opened the public hearing on the application.
Mr. Downie said the email he displayed earlier was sent to Mr. Mills.  The question is, I have heard several times about subdivision conditions and the corridor plan.  However, I have never seen a condition that says here is how the access is going to be handled on Route 50.  I have never seen a condition, he added, that says you can’t have driveway access to Route 50, but I have heard several times we are going to stay with the plan.  If I had seen it, said Mr. Downie, I would have talked about it or I would have said you are right.  

Mr. Denham said he did not understand why we have engineers, traffic engineers, etc., who bring before you facts but you are going to act on unsubstantiated facts that the Town Planner passes on to the Commission.  We are presenting statutes as opposed to opinions.  At the end of the day, you are going to have a vacant corner for another five years.

Since there were no more questions or comments from the public, Mayor Stark declared the public hearing closed.

A motion having  been made and duly seconded, Mayor Stark called for a vote on the motion to approve the recommendation of the Town Planner. APPROVED (4-0)
Other Policy Matters

a.  Health Insurance

Mr. Bill Shoup said he has been in the insurance industry for the past 25 years and services about 80 clients.   He commented he has seen more health care reform recently than we like.  It is his objective to try and put together a program that meets the needs of the town’s employees and keeping a program in place that makes everyone happy.  The last two years have been very difficult, and it has turned the market upside down.  He said his average client has about 18,000 people and they experienced an 18% increase.  The increase is due in part to the need to implement changes to keep programs in compliance.  With all the single digit rate increases last year, a business the size of yours was increases as high as 50%.  This year the national average is 12.9%.  Groups over 100 are self-funded.  He said Oakland employees are still in the state insurance pool.  The due diligence his company performs every year is to go to the providers competing within the state and ask for quotes.  Some of the companies who have quoted are:  Aetna, Sigma, BC/BS of Florida.  Blue Cross/Blue Shield came back with a little under 10%.  Mr. Shoup said he was a little curious on how that happened.  
Coming from the north, said Mr. Shoup, we have extremely rich benefits.  However, we no longer offer a program that provides 100% of service.  The industry is trying to educate the consumers to make better decisions as to how we spend our health dollars.  For instance, the rates for an MRI can range anywhere from $600.00 to $1500.00.  They are putting higher deductibles and cost sharing n place.  

Some of the carriers are offering services that will shop around and coordinate the services and the dollars your health insurance provider gets.  It is a tool to help you do a little better job in shopping and spending your health care dollars.  

That being said, the policy is being renewed as it stands.  At some point in time in the near future, they may recommend a higher deductible.  For an organization of this size, he might suggest carving off the top program.  As we go forward said Mr. Shoup, these benefit rich programs are going to start disappearing.    The insurance companies are looking at the realities.  For instance, if you don’t have 100% coverage, you are less likely to go to the emergency room.
Commissioner Phipps asked – can we revisit our program any time?

Mr. Shoup replied – you are bound to an individual contract.  You can revisit the program at any time.

Mrs. Lisa Waldron, Administrative Services Director, said Mr. Shoup will be spending the day tomorrow with the employees who may have questions.  The town spends about $350,000 in benefits, she added.

Commissioner Phipps said she appreciated the presentation and the information and likes knowing where the insurance business is going.  

Mr. Shoup added the town’s program is a PPO, and it is a very nice program.  He commented the biggest chunk of his job is to find a network that fits in with the town’s population.  The national cost for health insurance for a family is $1850.  Insurance companies are looking to raise family deductibles higher than $3000.

Mayor Stark thanked Mr. Shoup for is presentation.

b.  Water Meters

Consulting Engineer Larry Roberts said he had four points this evening with regard to the water meter project.  He said Kajor and Percy Manufacturing are installing the two-way network.  The bad news is the radio infrastructure is only about 25% complete.   The good news is Kajor has installed 973 of the 1270 meters despite the heat and the other problems they experienced.  This has raised homeowner awareness of the meter boxes.  
This is a work in progress and the contractor and staff are working to correct the deficiencies.  

c.  Resolution Regarding Florida’s Water – It’s Worth Celebrating.

Town Manager Foltz said this is something Commissioner Phipps is very familiar with, i.e., the function scheduled for September 24.  He asked for comments from Commissioner Phipps.

Commissioner Phipps said she would like a copy of the resolution at the kiosk in the front and a copy sent to St. John’s River Water Management District.  

Resolution 2011-6 was read by Mayor Stark.  

Commissioner Phipps offered a motion to adopt the resolution.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner McMullen.  APPROVED (4-0).

Town Manager Report:
Engineer

· Charter School Turn Lane

Consulting Engineer Roberts said the requirements of the county has added 20 days to the deadline for completion of the turn lane.  However, he has had a successful battle on this matter.  He referenced the letter of September 12 to Orange County Public Works Department regarding a request to eliminate the overlay.  This would save the town $29,000 but requires a consensus by the Commission.
It was the consensus of the Mayor and members of the Commission to approve the eliminatin of the overlay as proposed by the Consulting Engineer.

· Oakland Shores Outfall Status
Consulting Engineer Roberts said they have started the earnest work which required obtaining an easement.  Since the easement is not in anyone’s way, construction can commence.

Planning Director Magyar
· Tree Work Re-bid

Planning Director Magyar said he received one quote for removal of the over-hang tree and it did not meet the criteria.  He will redo the specifications and seek quotations for the necessary work.

· John’s Motel

The Planning Director reported he had received a complaint recently regarding some mold issues at John’s Motel.  However, there are other issues that are priority there.  He is reaching out to some of the other agencies, such as the county health department, for a comprehensive review of that development to see what we can do to hopefully clean it up and avoid the development of other issues in the future.

There were no reports from Principal Cason, Administrative Services Director Waldron and the Chief of Police.

Town Deputy Clerk Dubuss
· Updated on Proposed Date for Presidential Primary Election

Deputy Clerk Dubuss reported she had attended a meeting of Orange County Clerks at the office of Supervisor of Elections Bill Cowles.  The date of the Presidential Primary is still unknown, although there is much speculation it will be March 1.  The Supervisor of Elections is predicating his schedule and deadline dates on March l.  That would mean all qualifying for the Town of Oakland would have to be completed by November 21, so that all information could be provided to the Supervisor’s office by the mandated November 22 deadline.  

This November 22 deadline would also apply to any questions that the Town of Oakland wants on the ballot.  This impacts the expected recommendations from the Charter Revision Committee.  Since the proposed question has to be submitted in the form of a Town Ordinance, that would mean the ordinance would have to have second reading and adoption at the November 8 Commission meeting.  

There is speculation this date could change, since the committee appointed to set the primary date has until October 1 to submit its recommendations.  Rumor has it Florida wants to be number five in the country’s lineup of state primaries.  

Information will be forthcoming as it is received, although it may appear in the newspapers before there is time to inform you officially.

Town Manager

· CDBG Grant Status
The Town Manager indicated Scott Modesitt forwarded the required documents to be submitted for the CDBG.  He has signed them and forwarded them to the state.  He is anticipating Mr. Modesitt to come in and discuss the processing of the project.
· Water Meters
Town Manager Foltz said he does have some issues with the water meters, and he will meet with the Commissioners individually.  

· Website
The Town Manager said there was a meeting on the web site at which representatives of the Town, Charter School, Police Department and ONP were represented.  There was a discussion about integrating all of the sites.  However, all of the areas have different issues.  A representative from Clearlake, and company that was started as an incubator at the University of Florida came and spoke to the group.  The Town Manager said he spoke with Marilyn Crotti from UCF about other vendors, and he will follow up with her.  

Mayor Stark commented – I am all for it.

Commissioner Phipps added – it’s cool.

· West Orange-South Lake Task Force
Town Manager Foltz said he will attending a meeting in Winter Garden tomorrow and asked if any of the members of the Commission would like to attend.  Commissioner McMullen indicated he would try.  This will be a visioning session particularly discussing linkages and job development between U.S. 27 and Route 429.
· Budget

The Town Manager stated that, at the Commission meeting last night, you set the millage rate.  The law says you must hold your budget meetings after 5:00 p.m.  He asked if the Commissioners want to hold the public hearing on the budget as part of the regular meeting on September 27 at 7:00 p.m.
It was the consensus of the Commissioners to hold the public hearing at the regularly scheduled time on September 27.

· Event for Retired Clerk Balsavage

Town Manager Foltz said he would like to do something for retired Clerk Linda Balsavage who worked for the town for many years.  

Commissioner Phipps suggested it be done after a Commission meeting.

Town Manager Foltz will check Linda Balsavage’s availability.  

· Audit Report – Check Signing

The Town Manager said he, Lisa Waldron and Beck Rotroff met with the auditor for about five hours.  The Manager said there are times when it is difficult to obtain the required number of signatures on the town’s checks.  He said the auditor was positive to this suggestion that there be two or three Commissioners who could sign the checks.  

Town Manager Foltz then informed the Mayor and Commissioners he would be out of town from September 29 to October 8 visiting his sisters in Oklahoma and Kansas.  

Mayor and Commission Reports
Mayor Stark asked for comments from the members of the Commission.

Commissioner Phipps said she hoped everyone would come out on September 24 for the event entitled:  FLORIDA WATER:  IT’S WORTH CELEBRATING.  

Mayor Stark announced the Home At Last celebration will be held on September 25 at 2:00 p.m. at Tanner Hall in Winter Garden.  

Commissioner Welch and Commissioner McMullen had no reports.

Having no further business and without objection, Commissioner McMullen adjourned the meeting at 9:00  p.m.           

ATTEST:






TOWN OF OAKLAND








​____________________________                         _______________________

Bernadette M. Dubuss, Deputy Clerk


Kathy Stark, Mayor
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