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      Work Group Summary Report 
 
  Constitutional/Charter Officers Work Group  
      Tuesday, October 20, 2015 
      Comptroller’s 4th Floor Conference Room 
      2:04 p.m. – 3:32 p.m. 
 
 
Work Group Members: Chair Mikaela Nix 
  Pat DiVecchio 

Eddie Fernandez 
Jose Fernandez 
Maribel Gomez-Cordero 
Doug Gondera 
Katie Smith, Assisting CRC as Staff 
Wade Vose, CRC Attorney 
Kate Latorre, Assistant County Attorney 
Anissa Mercado, Staff Assistant 

 
Absent Member(s)    Edward DeAguilera 
 
 
A meeting was held to discuss items related to possible amendments to the Orange County 
Charter. 
 
Unfinished Business 

a) Discussion on Robert Rules of Order 
Attorney Vose presented on a question the work group members had in regards to 
reconsidering motions.  He explained that since no action was taken, a member would be 
permitted to bring up the same motion again. 
 

b) Term Limits 
Member DiVecchio reviewed his memorandum that was distributed to the members during the 
September 24th work group meeting on the topic of reducing the term limits to two (2) terms.  
Discussion ensued.  Member E. Fernandez commented on Member Gondera’s points about 
term limits in regards to Constitutional Officers unfair practices in preparation of an election 
year.  He suggested possibly finding some policy solutions in place of having term limits as the 
resolution. 
 
Motion/Second: Members DiVecchio/Gondera 
Absent: Member DeAguilera 
AYE (voice vote): Members DiVecchio, Gondera 
NO (voice vote): Members J. Fernandez, E. Fernandez, Nix, and Gomez Cordero 
Action: The Constitutional/Charter Officers work group motion to propose an amendment to 
Section 703 of the Orange County Charter for the purpose of imposing term limits of two (2) 
consecutive full four (4) year terms for the Orange County Clerk of Circuit Court, Comptroller, 
Property Appraiser, Sheriff, Supervisor of Elections and Tax Collector failed. 



 
c) Citizens Review Board 

Chair Nix recapped the members on prior discussions the work group has had in regards to 
recommending the Citizens Review Board be placed back into the Charter.  Discussion 
ensued. 
 
Motion/Second: Members Gondera/DiVecchio 
Absent: Member DeAguilera 
AYE (voice vote): All present members  
Action: The Constitutional/Charter Officers work group approved the motion to report to the full 
CRC not to move forward with the recommendation to place the Citizen Review Board back into 
the Charter. 
 
Member J. Fernandez asked the members if there is an interest to explore the issue of 
memorializing the Sheriff’s current Citizens Advisory Board and placing it in the Charter.  
Discussion ensued.  The work group agreed to table the discussion on how to include the 
Citizens Advisory Board in the Charter and requested additional research be completed. 
 
New Business 

a) Discussion on Charter Officers vs. Constitutional Officers 
Chair Nix asked the members if the topic of bringing Constitutional Officers into the Charter 
should be stricken off of the work group’s list.  Discussion ensued.  The members agreed to 
table the discussion in order to review previous discussions and circulated materials to be able 
to determine a final decision at a subsequent meeting. 
 

b) Discussion of Recommendation to the full CRC 
Chair Nix asked the members if the recommendations to the full CRC should be broken-up in 
parts or if the work group should present on all of their topics at once.  Ms. Smith reminded the 
work group members that they had previously agreed to present an informal presentation to the 
full CRC to survey the other commission members on the topics the work group is addressing in 
order to make a complete recommendation.  Discussion ensued.  The members of the work 
group agreed to present on the two actions taken at the next full CRC meeting and then present 
their full recommendations at the subsequent full CRC meeting. 
 
Public Comment 
The following persons addressed the Work Group: 
- Ann Hellmuth - commented on the topic of: 

• Term limits stating the League of Women Voters is opposed to term limits 
and urges the members not to vote for them.  They feel the citizens had a 
chance to vote on term limits in 2014 and it should not be on the ballot again 
further, declaring it is very important to allow the voters to decide on the 
candidates or vote them out of office. 

- Bill Cowles- commented on the topic of: 
• Term limits mentioning his contract as Supervisor of Elections is only for four 

(4) years since all Constitutional Officers stand for reelection.  Change does 
not happen in four (4) year cycles, experience is important and the members 
need to look beyond the name recognition.  Advertising their names and job 
titles are how the Constitutional Officers do business.  He further stated he is 
an administrator not a policy maker. 

 



- Scott Randolph- commented on the topic of: 
• Term limits calling to question how a new motion can be made that is 

identical to a previous motion that was disposed of noting procedurally there 
has to be some closure to issues brought forward by the committee.  He 
further stated the public is more concerned about campaign finance then term 
limits and that every four years is a term limit.  He also asked the members to 
reject this motion as one that was already settled at a previous work group 
meeting. 

- Doug Head- commented on the topics of: 
• Term limits stating there is such a thing as political careers. The voters just 

voted for four (4) terms further, suggesting that it is a measure which has 
already been considered and ought to die now. 

• Charter Officers vs. Constitutional Officers noting that the final report should 
identify any challenges the work group discovers with the law or the 
Constitution to urge action. 

- Trini Quiroz- commented on the topics of: 
• Term limits mentioning that the issue is dead and over with and that the 

Constitutional Officers are doing a good job. 
• Citizens Review Board stating she supports the Sheriff.  However, her 

concern is when another Sheriff is elected; what would their relationship will 
be with minority citizens? 

• Charter Officers vs. Constitutional Officers noting the topic should not be 
discussed.  The Constitutional Officers should be elected by the citizens and 
not Charter Officers. 

- Angel de la Portilla- commented on the topics of: 
• Term limits mentioning there are no Republican challengers running for the 

Constitutional Officers’ positions.  Rather than impose term limits, he asked 
why the Republican Party is not recruiting candidates to run for these 
positions if the current officers are not doing a good job. 

• Charter Officers vs. Constitutional Officers suggesting the work group look at 
a case in Miami-Dade County from January 2013 on an independently 
elected Charter Officer vs. Miami-Dade County over control of the budget. 

- Rick Singh- commented on the topic of: 
• Term limits stating his office has approximately an eleven million dollar 

budget that has not increased since he has been in office and in fact, has 
returned over one million dollars to the county from being efficient by cutting 
operation costs and bringing savings to the tax payers.  Further, adding the 
marked vehicles in question creates an environment of safety for citizens and 
employees because they are clearly identified as Property Appraiser.  He 
also mentioned every time an elected official subjects themselves to 
reelection, that is a term limit. 

 
Action Plan 
After the discussion, it was suggested that Attorney Vose and staff provide the work group with 
the following information: 

• Citizens Review Board – Obtain documentation describing how the Sheriff’s 
Citizen Advisory Board was created. 

 
The next scheduled Constitutional Officers/Charter Officers Work Group meeting will be held on 
Tuesday, November 17, 2015, at 2:00 p.m. 


