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Work Group Members:   Pat DiVecchio 

Doug Gondera 
Cheryl Moore 
Katie Smith, Assisting CRC as Staff 
Wade Vose, CRC Attorney 
Kate Latorre, Assistant County Attorney 
Anissa Mercado, Staff Assistant 

 
 
Invited Guest: Susan McCune, AICP, Project Manager, Planning 

Division 
Greg Golgowski, AICP, Chief Planner, Planning 
Division 

 
A meeting was held to identify issues and questions. 
 
 
Invited Guest - Orange County Staff - Susan McCune 
Greg Golgowski and Susan McCune presented an overview of the Orange County 
Comprehensive Policy Plan (CPP) specifically how  a CPP amendment is processed through 
the County and State.  
 
Historical Perspective on the Sarasota County Charter Amendment 
Attorney Vose presented on the history of Sarasota Charter amendment that seems to be the 
basis of the public proposal to amend Orange County’s Charter.  Discussion ensued. 
 
Public Comment 
The following persons addressed the Work Group: 
- Dwight Saathoff commented on the topics of: 

• Protection of the rural boundary, asking what is the actual proposal being considered. 
• Lake Picket South project, stating the proposal is extremely undemocratic and un-

American.  If each Commissioner has veto power, it encourages political patronage, 
political shenanigans, or corruption. 

- Emily Bonilla commented on the topics of: 
• Comprehensive plan, noting there has been a change when someone goes to amend 

the comprehensive plan that is staff sponsored.  She stated it can now be privately 
sponsored without staff sponsorship. 

• Protection of rural boundary, mentioning if a project is good, why wouldn’t all of the 
Commissioners vote on it? Having a unanimous vote will not stop good projects.  She 



further added it will be difficult to find any hard data on the impacts of projects going 
forward because of the recession. 

- Maria Martinez commented on the topic of: 
• Protection of the rural boundary, stating the public meetings were not neutral meetings.  

There were many people there in opposition of the projects presented.  She further 
addressed the amount of time a citizen is allotted to present their concerns while 
developers are given unlimited rebuttal time during public meetings. 

- Umut Kocaman commented on the topic of: 
• Protection of the rural boundary, stating major decisions are made using unanimous vote 

so a unanimous vote is not a dictatorship. 
- David Siegel commented on the topic of: 

• Protection of rural boundary, recommending calling Commissioner Aides to help gather 
information on the impacts. 

- Bob [Inaudible] commented on the topic of: 
• Protection of rural boundary, stating he agrees with Mr. Saathoff’s comments; and 

further adding now is the time for growth. 
- R.J. Muller commented on the topic of: 

• Protection of rural boundary, stating he agrees with the comment that the proposal 
should not be for the entire county but instead just between the St. John’s and the Econ 
because 75% of the rural land is in that area. 

-Bill Lutz commented on the topic of: 
• Protection of rural boundary, mentioning he has 8,431 petitions seeking rural protection. 

- Julie Kendick [Phonetic] commented on the topic of: 
• Urban service boundary and comp plan, stating the current proposal is more restrictive 

than what is in the Sarasota Charter and that a project specific issue that impacts the 
entire county is not appropriate for a Charter amendment. 

- Dan O’Keefe commented on the topic of: 
• Protection of rural boundary, stating the proposed amendment is an extreme proposal.  

It is anti-growth, and tramples on a lot of the private property rights for the property 
owners that do own property outside of the Urban Service Area.  He further urged the 
members not to support the proposal. 

- Kathy Hattaway [Phonetic] commented on the topic of: 
• Protection of rural boundary, noting one of the things the work group has not discussed if 

the proposal is passed, is the unintended consequences. 
- Kathy Glover commented on the topic of: 

• Protection of rural boundary, asking if the original property owners are land owners or 
homesteaders. 

 
Action Plan 
After the discussion, it was suggested that the Orange County Clerk’s Office be tasked with 
obtaining information relative to Orange County CPP voting stats.  Member DiVecchio 
suggested inviting Orange County staff to also gather some further information on the 
anticipated impacts that may or may not happen if adopting the proposed Charter amendment. 
 
The next scheduled Protection of the Rural Boundary Work Group meeting will be determined at 
a later date. 
 


