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Agenda 
2016 Charter Review Commission (CRC) 
Initiative Petitions Work Group 
201 South Rosalind Avenue – Comptroller Conference Room 
A & B, 4th Floor – County Administration Center 

  
Tuesday, December 15, 2015 
Meeting begins at 4:00 p.m. 

 
 

 
I. Call to Order Chair Mellen 
   
   
II. Continue Working on Format of Recommendations 

and Preparation of Work Group Report for 
Presentation to Full Commission 

Chair Mellen 

   
   
III. Schedule Future Meetings Chair Mellen 
   
   
IV. Public Comment Public 
   
   
V. Adjourn  
   
   

 
 

PARA INFORMACIÓN EN ESPAÑOL, FAVOR DE COMUNICARSE CON LA OFICINA DE CHARTER REVIEW 
COMMISSION  AL 407-836-5430. 

 
 

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if any person with a disability as defined by the ADA 
needs special accommodation to participate in this proceeding, then not later than two business days prior to the 
proceeding, he or she should contact the Orange County Communications Division at (407) 836-5500. 

 



Date 
Presented Presented by Topic(s) 

3/12/2015 Doug Head a) Expectations for the public to prepare ballot initiative language are unreasonable 
b) Issues that tend to limit the capacity of minorities is unacceptable 

4/9/2015 Mayor Bruhn 
Chair, Orange 
County Council of 
Mayors 

a) Provide fixed date by which petition process must be completed 
b) Include a mechanism to withdraw/end a petition process 

Note: Letter dated March 26, 2015, provided to CRC 

4/9/2015 Linda O’Keefe a) Need 150 day filing time 
b) Possible misleading language of initiative itself needs legal review 
c) Outside interests funding petition process 
d) Need transparency and financial disclosure 
e) Need fair representation across all districts 

4/9/2015 Bill Barnette a) Big national groups coming into Orange County and funding their own interests 
b) Need to make it for citizens by citizens 

4/9/2015 Emmett Odell a) Do not make initiatives any more difficult 
b) CRC considers/vets an issue for a long time before putting on ballot 

4/9/2015 Dana Gowen a) Limit ballot questions to 75 words 
b) Changing Orange County constitution/charter should be hard 
c) Keep questions direct and simple 

4/9/2015 Doug Head a) Object to constrain citizen’s input by making ballot initiatives harder 
b) Keep ballot questions to one topic (single issue) 

4/9/2015 Chadwick Hardee a) Concerned about outside groups funding ballot initiatives 
b) Need to include all districts in signatures 
c) Keep ballot questions to single issue 

4/30/2015 Summary Report 
does not reflect 
Public Comments 

 

5/14/2015 Cynthia Ellenberg a) Ballot language – citizens need to understand what the ballot is asking 
b) Concerned that signatures are not collected in the majority of the districts 
c) Interested in bifurcation – citizens should know who is collecting the signatures 



Date 
Presented Presented by Topic(s) 

5/28/2015 Summary Report 
does not reflect 
Public Comments 

 

6/9/2015 Barbara Seidenberg a) Transparency - Paid petition gatherers 
b) Outside Interest - Threshold higher for paid gatherers 

6/9/2015 Todd Catella Petition initiative is important because the county school run from within, the issues should be driven from within 
and not from without 

6/25/2015 Summary Report 
does not reflect 
Public Comments 

 

7/9/2015 Bill Barnett Limit outside money that comes into Orange County to implement outside national ideas 
7/9/2015 Linda O’Keefe Discussion at the work group meeting are in the interest of finding a way to bring accountability and transparency 

to the petition process 
7/9/2015 Kelli McNair-Lee The goal is to eliminate cheating and try to make the process fair 
7/9/2015 Tom Tillison Transparency in the process is what everyone is looking for 
7/9/2015 Todd Catella a) In favor of the restriction on the initiatives on paid and unpaid 

b) As well as the other topics that have been mentioned 
7/16/2015 Meeting Cancelled  
7/21/2015 Summary Report 

does not reflect 
Public Comments 

 

8/13/2015 David Siegel Likes the discussion on disclosure by putting measures on the ballot 
8/13/2015 Linda O’Keefe a) Concerned with the funding of local petition efforts in Orange County by outside interest 

b) Request the requirement of all districts be represented in the petition initiative drive, not just the majority 
c) Request affidavits, disclosures, and badges for paid circulators 
d) Keep the 150 day requirement 
e) Raise the threshold for paid circulators 

8/13/2015 Frank Caprio a) Encourage the CRC to make the petition process as difficult as possible 
b) Designate between paid and unpaid circulators 



Date 
Presented Presented by Topic(s) 

8/13/2015 Chadwick Hardee Outside money coming into the district should have a tighter restriction 
8/13/2015 Bill Barnett a) The process should not be easy 

b) Should not have paid outside influences 
8/13/2015 Emily Bonilla The petition process should not be made too difficult because it’s the job of the people to create law and the 

government to enforce the law 
8/20/2015 Summary Report 

does not reflect 
Public Comments 

 

8/27/2015 Summary Report 
does not reflect 
Public Comments 

 

9/10/2015 Barbara Seidenberg a) Against outside interest funding petition process 
b) Need for affidavit requirements 
c) Circulators should wear badges 
d) Need for disclosure 
e) Need for a way to withdraw a signature on a petition 

9/10/2015 Linda O’Keefe Thanked the work group for: 
a) Making sure the process works for the residents of the county 
b) Considering concerns brought to their attention by the public 
c) Researching many practices from other counties and states 
d) Seeking the input from the Supervisor of Elections 

9/10/2015 Cynthia Ellenberg e) Disclose the sponsor of a petition 
f) Disclose if paid or a volunteer 
g) Need for badges 
h) Need to educate the public on the process 
a) Create a mechanism to remove a signature on a petition 



Date 
Presented Presented by Topic(s) 

9/10/2015 Mike Ketchum Commended the work group and Counsel on their efforts towards addressing topics such as: 
a) Outside interest 
b) Misleading language on ballots 
c) Hidden agendas 
d) Greater transparency 

9/10/2015 Todd Catella In support of knowing who brings forward citizen petitions 
9/24/2015 Mike Ketchum a) Legal Review Process – supports the direction of the work group 

b) Financial Impact Statement - the statement should include the impact on the private sector or individual tax 
payers 

c) Agrees the topics of a period of time during which a charter amendment cannot be disturbed/provide a 
period of time after an initiative petition has failed to pass on the ballot should be addressed 

9/24/2015 Michelle Levy a) Legal Review Process - the League of Women Voters would not be comfortable with the RFP process 
b) Financial Impact Statement - asked for clarification as to what impacts should be addressed 

9/24/2015 Bill Cowles a) Legal Review Process - the legal review should not stop or delay the petition process 
b) Financial Impact Statement - a panel can also be commissioned to complete a financial impact statement 
c) Documents need to be prepared in English and Spanish 

9/24/2015 Cynthia Ellenberg a) Legal Review Process - agrees with Mike Ketchum’s statements 
b) Financial Impact Statement - prefers the Orange County Charter language because it includes the impact on 

the citizens. 
9/24/2015 Todd Catella Asked what issues have been raised in the past to create the need to consider a period of time during which a 

charter amendment cannot be disturbed/provide a period of time after an initiative petition has failed to pass on 
the ballot 

10/1/2015 Todd Catella a) Asked if the one (1) year protection of a period of time during which a charter amendment cannot be 
disturbed would be a separate clarification from the requirement for additional petition signatures. 

b) Likes the decision of having the public hearing early in the initiative petition process; however, what is the 
purpose for the maximum of 30 days for the BCC to call a referendum by resolution 

c) Likes the thought of petitions being submitted in a timely manner and suggested that the group organizing 
the petition indicate which election date they would prefer their petition to be placed on the ballot and 
possibly specify a secondary option as well 



Date 
Presented Presented by Topic(s) 

10/1/2015 Nick Shannin a) The office of the Supervisor of Elections appreciates the work groups’ decision not to move forward on the 
topic of a period of time after an initiative petition has been placed on the ballot and failed to pass during 
which an identical or substantially similar initiative may not be placed on the ballot 

b) The Supervisor of Elections does not have the power to put an initiative petition on the ballot 
c) The BCC must place the initiative petition on the ballot even if an affirmative vote does not have to take 

place to do so 
d) The Charter provides the BCC the opportunity to call for a referendum by resolution 

10/1/2015 Bill Barnett a) There are outside groups that would spend money a second time 
b) The Commission serves a purpose to ensure the County does not implement something that is damaging to 

the County 
10/1/2015 Terri Falbo Asked if the group circulating a petition is aiming to be on the November ballot but because of the rolling time 

period they may get enough signatures sooner, would that cause the petition to be placed on an earlier ballot.  Is 
this a possible scenario and is anyone concerned with this type of issue 

10/1/2015 Linda O’Keefe In favor of making sure the initiative process is followed correctly by having the BCC vote on the petition as a last 
measure 

10/22/2015 Linda O’Keefe Having a requirement of a financial impact statement is a good idea to be placed on the ballot and encourages the 
work group members to vote for it 

10/22/2015 John Lina Asked if the impact statement will include opportunity cost 
10/2220/15 Bill Barnett Concerned with the opportunity cost, encourages the members to support the original motion 
10/22/2015 Bill Cowles a) In regards to the opportunity cost, if it goes to electioneering depending on how it is written, it could be a 

challenge putting it on the ballot 
b) Asked was the motion for a financial impact statement only for the CRC to the ballot, the BCC to the ballot, 

or from the citizens 
c) Require the organization of the initiative petition to submit the financial impact statement when they file 

their petition with the Supervisor of Elections Office 
10/22/2015 Lorraine Tuliano It seems to be a long laborious process to find someone to craft a financial impact statement when you have a 

qualified Comptroller available 



Date 
Presented Presented by Topic(s) 

10/22/2015 Todd Catella a) When placing the amendments in sections in order of CRC, Board, and initiative; there should not be an 
identification mark separating the sections to ensure people are assessing the merit of the question and not 
where they came from 

b) Likes the thought of a back-up person being allowed to withdraw or terminate a petition in case the other 
party is not available and question if the form created by the Supervisor of Elections can be challenged 

c) The November 3rd meeting is important to attend from the public side 
11/03/2015 Trini Quiroz Asked what are the things excluded, what is the exception of the initiative petitions process 
11/03/2015 Michelle Levy Asked who will pay for the volunteers’ badges 
11/03/2015 Mike Ketchum a) Thanked the work group members for their efforts by generating greater transparency 

b) The members have kept a really good balance, looking forward to seeing the process move ahead 
11/03/2015 Bill Barnett a) Include the words “clearly visible” to ensure the badges are clearly displayed 

b) Need for transparency and disclosure 
c) The transparency of the process is the important factor 
d) The report specifies no action was taken; however, other actions have been taken that address this issue of 

the impact and influence of money from outside of Orange County on the Orange County initiative petition 
process 

11/03/2015 Linda O’Keefe a) Agrees with the idea of stating paid or volunteer on the badge; however, the badge should also include the 
name of the political committee 

b) Disclosure for the public is very important 
c) The members haven’t really addressed the impact of money from outside groups; however, enough has 

been done to create some transparency in the system 
d) Suggested adopting a residency requirement for sponsors; although, understands it can cause a legal battle 

11/03/2015 Debra Sumner Include a 75 word limit to help citizens get an overview of what they are voting for 
11/19/2015 No One Addressed 

the Work Group 
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-*/2016 ORANGE COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION (CRC) 
   
 
 
      DRAFT (121/417/15) Workgroup 
Recommendation 
  Initiative Petitions Workgroup  
 
Workgroup Members:    Rob Mellen, Chair  

Fred Brummer 
Stina D’Uva 
Maribel Gomez Cordero 
Matt Klein 

 
Commissioners – Please find below a draft of a restated summary of all of the proposal 
elements your committee has adopted throughout its work.  After further thought, it occurred to 
me that a chronological arrangement of the elements would be a fruitful way to explain the 
proposed changes, as Section 602 of the Charter generally runs in chronological order.  This 
certainly needs further massaging, but I hope that it will serve as a useful initial framework for 
the formulation of your committee's recommendation. -- Wade Vose, CRC General Counsel 

Summary of Initiative Petition Workgroup Recommendation 
 
Before 180 Day Petition Drive 
 
-- Require that the sponsor of an initiative petition “register as a political committee as 
required by general law.” 
 
-- Specify that the petition form shall contain the ballot title, ballot summary, and 
proposal language. 
 
-- Require that the petition form contain an affidavit for completion by a petition 
circulator, as specified below. 
 
-- Require that the sponsor of an initiative petition provide a translation of the ballot title 
and ballot summary in the language(s) required by law at the time the petition form is 
filed with the Supervisor of Elections for review. 
 
-- Specify that the Supervisor of Elections shall, within 15 days after submittal, render a 
determination on the form of the proposed petition. 
 
-- Specify that each proposed charter amendment by initiative and each ordinance by 
initiative “shall embrace but one subject and matter directly connected therewith.” 
 
During 180 Day Petition Drive 
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-- Require that a petition circulator circulating a county initiative petition who is not being 
paid to do so shall display a badge that states the words “VOLUNTEER CIRCULATOR”, 
in a form and manner specified by ordinance. 
 
-- Require that a petition circulator circulating a county initiative petition who is being 
paid to do so shall display a badge that states the words “PAID CIRCULATOR”, in a 
form and manner specified by ordinance. 
 
-- Require that the petition form contain an affidavit to be completed by a petition 
circulator, signed and verified by the petition circulator pursuant to Section 92.525(1)(c), 
Fla. Stat., for each petition circulated, specifying: 
 -- Name and address of the petition circulator; 
 -- Whether the petition circulator was paid circulator or volunteer circulator; 
 -- If paid, by whom;  
 -- If paid, whether paid on: 

-- An hourly basis; 
-- A per-signature basis; or 
-- Some other basis therein described; 

-- That the petition was signed in the petition circulator’s presence; 
-- That the petition signer had sufficient time to read the petition language; 
-- That the petition circulator believes the signature on the petition to be the 
genuine signature of the petition signer. 

 
-- Require that all signed petitions circulated by petition circulators in a month be 
submitted to the Supervisor of Elections no later than the 5th day of the following month. 
 
-- Require that the Supervisor of Elections verify the validity of the signatures so 
submitted within 30 days after such date. 
 
-- Require that the Supervisor of Elections post a tally of the number of signatures 
verified on the Supervisor of Elections’ website for public view. 
 
When 1% Attained in Petition Drive – Legal Review, Financial Impact, Public 
Hearing 
 
-- Specify that upon verification by the Supervisor of Elections that a petition has been 
signed by at least 1% of the county electors in each of the commission districts, the 
Supervisor of Elections shall so notify the Comptroller and the Legal Review Panel. 
 
Legal Review 
 
-- Specify that the Legal Review Panel shall be a panel of three persons licensed to 
practice law in the state of Florida who have demonstrated experience in Florida local 
government law, and who shall be selected on a bi-annual basis through the county’s 
purchasing process applicable to legal services. 
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-- Specify that the Legal Review Panel shall render a determination, within 15 days after 
notification by the Supervisor of Elections, whether the proposed initiative petition, 
including ballot title, ballot summary, petition language, and ballot language translations, 
embraces but one subject and matter directly connected therewith, and is not 
inconsistent with the Florida Constitution, general law, or the Charter. 
 
-- Specify that if at least two members of the Legal Review Panel determine that the 
proposed initiative petition embraces but one subject and matter directly connected 
therewith, and is not inconsistent with the Florida Constitution, general law, or the 
Charter, then the Legal Review Panel shall so notify the Board of County 
Commissioners, the Supervisor of Elections, and the sponsor of the petition. 
 
-- Specify that if at least two members of the Legal Review Panel determine that the 
proposed initiative petition does not embrace but one subject and matter directly 
connected therewith, or is inconsistent with the Florida Constitution, general law, or the 
Charter, then the Legal Review Panel shall render a written opinion setting for the 
reasons therefor, so notify the Board of County Commissioners, the Supervisor of 
Elections, and the sponsor of the petition, and the petition drive shall thereafter 
terminate. None of the signatures acquired in such a petition drive may be carried over 
into another identical or similar petition.  
 
Financial Impact Statement 
 
-- Specify that within 15 days after notification by the Supervisor of Elections, the 
Comptroller shall prepare and transmit to the Board of County Commissioners, 
Supervisor of Elections and the sponsor of the petition, a separate financial impact 
statement, not exceeding 75 words, including the estimated increase or decrease in any 
revenues or costs to the county or local governments or to the citizens resulting from 
the approval of the proposed initiative petition.  The Comptroller shall also prepare 
translations of the financial impact statement into the language(s) required by law. 
 
-- Specify that the 75-word financial impact statement shall be placed on the ballot 
immediately following the ballot question. 
 
-- Require that the sponsor of the petition, upon receipt of the financial impact 
statement, shall prepare and submit to the Supervisor of Elections for review and 
approval a revised petition form containing the financial impact statement. 
 
-- Specify that the Supervisor of Elections shall, within 15 days after submittal of the 
revised petition form containing the financial impact statement, render a determination 
on the form of the revised petition. 
 
-- Require that least 80% of the signed petitions include the 75-word financial impact 
statement. 
 
Public Hearing 

Formatted: Font: 12 pt

Formatted: Font: 12 pt

Formatted: Font: 12 pt

Formatted: Font: 12 pt



 4 

 
-- Specify that within 60 days after notification of legality by the Legal Review Panel, a 
public hearing shall be held on the petition before the Board of County Commissioners. 
 
During 180 Day Petition Drive (But Likely Later in Process) 
 
-- Specify that a sponsor of an initiative petition may terminate a petition drive by filing a 
completed form so stating, in a form promulgated by the Supervisor of Elections, with 
the Supervisor of Elections. 
 
-- Authorize a petition signer to withdraw his or her signature by filing, with the 
Supervisor of Elections, a completed form so stating, in a form promulgated by the 
Supervisor of Elections and available to print from the Supervisor of Elections website, 
adequately identifying the petition signer and petition drive, prior to the verification of 
signatures by the Supervisor of Elections. 
 
-- Change the number of signatures necessary for a charter amendment by initiative 
from 10 percent of the county electors in a majority of the commission districts to 10 
percent of the county electors in each commission district.  
 
After Verification of Requisite Signatures 
 
-- Remove the requirement that the Board of County Commissioners call a referendum 
on the question of the adoption of the petition, and specify that a referendum will be 
held on the question automatically after verification of sufficient signatures by the 
Supervisor of Elections. 
 
-- Remove “special election” as an election at which a referendum can be held on an 
initiative petition, thereby providing that the referendum will be held at the next primary 
or general election occurring at least 150 days after verification of sufficient signatures 
by the Supervisor of Elections. 
 
-- Specify that charter amendments appearing on the ballot be labeled using alphabet 
lettering (A, B, C, etc.), and placed in the following order: first, amendments proposed 
by the Charter Review Commission; next, amendments proposed by the County 
Commission; and last, amendments proposed by the initiative petition process; in each 
case, identifying the section of the charter being amended along with the title. 
 
After Successful Referendum 
 
-- Provide that successful charter amendments proposed by initiative petition may not 
be amended or repealed for a period of one year after its effective date. 
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-*/2016 ORANGE COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION (CRC) 
   
 
 
      DRAFT (12/4/15) Workgroup Recommendation 
  Initiative Petitions Workgroup  
 
Workgroup Members:    Rob Mellen, Chair  

Fred Brummer 
Stina D’Uva 
Maribel Gomez Cordero 
Matt Klein 

 
Commissioners – Please find below a draft of a restated summary of all of the proposal 
elements your committee has adopted throughout its work.  After further thought, it occurred to 
me that a chronological arrangement of the elements would be a fruitful way to explain the 
proposed changes, as Section 602 of the Charter generally runs in chronological order.  This 
certainly needs further massaging, but I hope that it will serve as a useful initial framework for 
the formulation of your committee's recommendation. -- Wade Vose, CRC General Counsel 

Summary of Initiative Petition Workgroup Recommendation 
 
Before 180 Day Petition Drive 
 
-- Require that the sponsor of an initiative petition “register as a political committee as 
required by general law.” 
 
-- Specify that the petition form shall contain the ballot title, ballot summary, and 
proposal language. 
 
-- Require that the petition form contain an affidavit for completion by a petition 
circulator, as specified below. 
 
-- Require that the sponsor of an initiative petition provide a translation of the ballot title 
and ballot summary in the language(s) required by law at the time the petition form is 
filed with the Supervisor of Elections for review. 
 
-- Specify that the Supervisor of Elections shall, within 15 days after submittal, render a 
determination on the form of the proposed petition. 
 
-- Specify that each proposed charter amendment by initiative and each ordinance by 
initiative “shall embrace but one subject and matter directly connected therewith.” 
 
During 180 Day Petition Drive 
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-- Require that a petition circulator circulating a county initiative petition who is not being 
paid to do so shall display a badge that states the words “VOLUNTEER CIRCULATOR”, 
in a form and manner specified by ordinance. 
 
-- Require that a petition circulator circulating a county initiative petition who is being 
paid to do so shall display a badge that states the words “PAID CIRCULATOR”, in a 
form and manner specified by ordinance. 
 
-- Require that the petition form contain an affidavit to be completed by a petition 
circulator, signed and verified by the petition circulator pursuant to Section 92.525(1)(c), 
Fla. Stat., for each petition circulated, specifying: 
 -- Name and address of the petition circulator; 
 -- Whether the petition circulator was paid circulator or volunteer circulator; 
 -- If paid, by whom;  
 -- If paid, whether paid on: 

-- An hourly basis; 
-- A per-signature basis; or 
-- Some other basis therein described; 

-- That the petition was signed in the petition circulator’s presence; 
-- That the petition signer had sufficient time to read the petition language; 
-- That the petition circulator believes the signature on the petition to be the 
genuine signature of the petition signer. 

 
-- Require that all signed petitions circulated by petition circulators in a month be 
submitted to the Supervisor of Elections no later than the 5th day of the following month. 
 
-- Require that the Supervisor of Elections verify the validity of the signatures so 
submitted within 30 days after such date. 
 
-- Require that the Supervisor of Elections post a tally of the number of signatures 
verified on the Supervisor of Elections’ website for public view. 
 
When 1% Attained in Petition Drive – Legal Review, Financial Impact, Public 
Hearing 
 
-- Specify that upon verification by the Supervisor of Elections that a petition has been 
signed by at least 1% of the county electors in each of the commission districts, the 
Supervisor of Elections shall so notify the Comptroller and the Legal Review Panel. 
 
Legal Review 
 
-- Specify that the Legal Review Panel shall be a panel of three persons licensed to 
practice law in the state of Florida who have demonstrated experience in Florida local 
government law, and who shall be selected on a bi-annual basis through the county’s 
purchasing process applicable to legal services. 
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-- Specify that the Legal Review Panel shall render a determination, within 15 days after 
notification by the Supervisor of Elections, whether the proposed initiative petition, 
including ballot title, ballot summary, petition language, and ballot language translations, 
embraces but one subject and matter directly connected therewith, and is not 
inconsistent with the Florida Constitution, general law, or the Charter. 
 
-- Specify that if at least two members of the Legal Review Panel determine that the 
proposed initiative petition embraces but one subject and matter directly connected 
therewith, and is not inconsistent with the Florida Constitution, general law, or the 
Charter, then the Legal Review Panel shall so notify the Board of County 
Commissioners, the Supervisor of Elections, and the sponsor of the petition. 
 
-- Specify that if at least two members of the Legal Review Panel determine that the 
proposed initiative petition does not embrace but one subject and matter directly 
connected therewith, or is inconsistent with the Florida Constitution, general law, or the 
Charter, then the Legal Review Panel shall render a written opinion setting for the 
reasons therefor, so notify the Board of County Commissioners, the Supervisor of 
Elections, and the sponsor of the petition, and the petition drive shall thereafter 
terminate. None of the signatures acquired in such a petition drive may be carried over 
into another identical or similar petition.  
 
Financial Impact Statement 
 
-- Specify that within 15 days after notification by the Supervisor of Elections, the 
Comptroller shall prepare and transmit to the Board of County Commissioners, 
Supervisor of Elections and the sponsor of the petition, a separate financial impact 
statement, not exceeding 75 words, including the estimated increase or decrease in any 
revenues or costs to the county or local governments or to the citizens resulting from 
the approval of the proposed initiative petition.  The Comptroller shall also prepare 
translations of the financial impact statement into the language(s) required by law. 
 
-- Specify that the 75-word financial impact statement shall be placed on the ballot 
immediately following the ballot question. 
 
-- Require that the sponsor of the petition, upon receipt of the financial impact 
statement, shall prepare and submit to the Supervisor of Elections for review and 
approval a revised petition form containing the financial impact statement. 
 
-- Specify that the Supervisor of Elections shall, within 15 days after submittal of the 
revised petition form containing the financial impact statement, render a determination 
on the form of the revised petition. 
 
-- Require that least 80% of the signed petitions include the 75-word financial impact 
statement. 
 
Public Hearing 
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-- Specify that within 60 days after notification of legality by the Legal Review Panel, a 
public hearing shall be held on the petition before the Board of County Commissioners. 
 
During 180 Day Petition Drive (But Likely Later in Process) 
 
-- Specify that a sponsor of an initiative petition may terminate a petition drive by filing a 
completed form so stating, in a form promulgated by the Supervisor of Elections, with 
the Supervisor of Elections. 
 
-- Authorize a petition signer to withdraw his or her signature by filing, with the 
Supervisor of Elections, a completed form so stating, in a form promulgated by the 
Supervisor of Elections and available to print from the Supervisor of Elections website, 
adequately identifying the petition signer and petition drive, prior to the verification of 
signatures by the Supervisor of Elections. 
 
-- Change the number of signatures necessary for a charter amendment by initiative 
from 10 percent of the county electors in a majority of the commission districts to 10 
percent of the county electors in each commission district.  
 
After Verification of Requisite Signatures 
 
-- Remove the requirement that the Board of County Commissioners call a referendum 
on the question of the adoption of the petition, and specify that a referendum will be 
held on the question automatically after verification of sufficient signatures by the 
Supervisor of Elections. 
 
-- Remove “special election” as an election at which a referendum can be held on an 
initiative petition, thereby providing that the referendum will be held at the next primary 
or general election occurring at least 150 days after verification of sufficient signatures 
by the Supervisor of Elections. 
 
-- Specify that charter amendments appearing on the ballot be labeled using alphabet 
lettering (A, B, C, etc.), and placed in the following order: first, amendments proposed 
by the Charter Review Commission; next, amendments proposed by the County 
Commission; and last, amendments proposed by the initiative petition process; in each 
case, identifying the section of the charter being amended along with the title. 
 
After Successful Referendum 
 
-- Provide that successful charter amendments proposed by initiative petition may not 
be amended or repealed for a period of one year after its effective date. 
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