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Agenda 
2016 Charter Review Commission (CRC)  
201 South Rosalind Avenue – County Commission Chambers 
1st Floor – County Administration Center 

  
Tuesday, February 23, 2016 
Meeting begins at 4:00 p.m. 

 
 

 
I. Call to Order Chair 

Shaughnessy 
   
   
II. Pledge of Allegiance Chair 

Shaughnessy 
   
   
III. Tourist Development Tax Work Group Proposal  
   
 Consideration of the Tourist Development Tax Procedure/Priorities Work 

Group’s recommendation to create a new Section 713 in the Orange 
County Charter to establish a competitive, performance-based process for 
awarding unencumbered tourist development tax in accordance with the 
authorized uses of the revenue as stated in the Local Option Tourist 
Development Act (section 125.0104, Florida Statutes) and Orange County 
Code. 

 

   
   
VI. Old Business  
 a) Public Advocate  
 b) CRC Frequency   
   
   
VII. Public Comment Public 
   
   

 
 

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. 

 



2016 ORANGE COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION (CRC) 
   
 
 
      Report and Recommendation to  

the Charter Review Commission 
  Tourist Development Tax 

Procedure/Priorities Work Group  
 
Work Group Members:   Maribel Gomez Cordero, Chair  

Fred Brummer 
Walter Hawkins 
Mikaela Nix 

 
 
On July 9, 2015, the 2016 Charter Review Commission created the Tourist 
Development Tax Procedure/Priorities Work Group. The Work Group was charged with 
examining procedures for uses of tourist development tax funds. Depending on the 
outcome of their study, the Work Group was requested to bring any recommended 
changes back to the full Charter Review Commission for deliberation.    
 
Based on its study, the Tourist Development Tax Procedure/Priorities Work Group 
recommends giving Orange County voters the final say in approving an amendment to 
the County Charter that will define and create a fair and competitive program for the 
award of some Tourist Development Tax funds. Specifically, the Work Group 
Recommends creating a new Section 713 in the Orange County Charter to establish a 
competitive, performance-based process for awarding unencumbered tourist 
development tax in accordance with the authorized uses of the revenue as stated in the 
Local Option Tourist Development Act (section 125.0104, Florida Statutes) and Orange 
County Code.   
 
Introduction and Overview of Work Group Process 

During the past eight months, the Tourist Development Tax Procedure/Priorities Work 
Group held 6 meetings, averaging one and a half hours per meeting. The Work Group 
considered substantial input from various members of the public, including numerous 
individuals affiliated with Orange County’s tourism industry and the arts and cultural 
community.  The Work Group also received input from County staff, who made 
presentations to the workgroup on the statutory framework of the Tourist Development 
Tax (TDT) as well as Orange County’s current implementation of the TDT. The County 
Attorney’s Office also made presentations on the Orange County Tourist Development 
Council, historical uses of TDT revenue in Orange County, and the Orange County 
Tourist Development Plan. County staff also raised legal and policy concerns relative to 
the proposed charter amendment. The Work Group’s proposal underwent substantial 
revisions from its initial draft in light of the input from the public and County staff. 

  



Charter Amendment Substantive Change 

The tourism industry has a monumental impact upon the economy of Orange County 
and all of Central Florida. Almost 40 years ago the hotel industry, with the support of 
other members of Florida’s tourism industry, pushed for amendments in Florida law to 
allow counties to levy a tax specifically on hotel night stays. The purpose of this tax, 
called a Tourist Development Tax, is to increase, expand, and maintain the tourism 
industry thereby increasing the associated hotel night stays. Eligible uses for the Tourist 
Development Tax are specified in law; however, it is the County that establishes the 
plan for expenditure of the tax.  

The intent of this amendment is to expand tourism in Orange County, to provide citizens 
an opportunity to gain additional insight into the process by which programs and 
projects are selected for tourist development tax funding, and to establish a clear point 
of entry into the process of Tourist Development Tax funding.  If voters approve this 
amendment, citizens will have an opportunity to view the system of Tourist 
Development Tax funding through the greater light of public inspection and 
transparency.  Also, by submitting an application, citizens may have the opportunity to 
directly participate in the expenditure of these funds. 

To achieve this goal, this Charter amendment creates a new Section 713 in the Orange 
County Charter to establish a program by which applications will be considered and 
Tourist Development Tax will be awarded for the promotion and expansion of tourism.  
Applications for funding for these projects will be evaluated based upon an analysis of 
the following factors: 
 
 1. How the project will expand tourism in Orange County,  
 2. The anticipated return on investment associated with a project, and  
 3. The soundness and quality of the proposed project.   
 
If a project is evaluated and scored by the Board of County Commissioners (Board) and 
the Tourist Development Council, using the criteria established in the Charter, and is 
recommended for funding by both entities, this will be a Recommended Project and can 
be funded using tourist development tax revenues.  Other projects that are eligible for 
funding with tourist development tax revenue include Alternative Projects (projects that 
are evaluated and scored by the Board and the Tourist Development Council but are 
not recommended for funding by the Tourist Development Council), and Exempt 
Projects (projects or funding categories that are exempt from the application and 
evaluation criteria; these are described in the proposed Charter amendment, attached 
as Exhibit “A”).   
 
Once the Charter amendment is approved by the voters and the scoring criteria listed 
above is established in the Charter, the Board will establish a quantitative mechanism 
for scoring the applications for tourist development tax funding. In all cases, expenditure 
of tourist development tax must be consistent with the purposes defined in the Local 
Option Tourist Development Act (section 125.0104, Florida Statutes) and no revenue 
encumbered by an existing contract or bond commitment can or will be impacted. 



 
The effective date of this Charter amendment is January 1, 2017.   
 
Ballot Language. 
 
The workgroup recommends the following ballot title and question for the charter 
amendment: 
 
OBJECTIVE CRITERIA FOR EXPENDITURE OF TOURIST DEVELOPMENT TAX 
FUNDS 
 
Shall the Orange County Charter be amended to define and implement a plan which 
shall create a clear and simple process to select those projects best suited to receive 
Tourist Development Tax revenue?  
 
____ Yes 
____ No 
 
 



EXHIBIT A 

 

Redline Version – Clarity Revisions for Discussion at 1/26/16 TDT Workgroup Meeting  

 

Text Revisions. 

Section 713 of the Orange County Charter is hereby created to read as follows: 

 

Section 713. Expenditure of Tourist Development Taxes. 

A. Tourist Development Tax Project Evaluation 

1. Effective with unencumbered tourist development tax revenue (“Unencumbered 

TDT Revenue”) collected on or after January 1, 2017 and not otherwise addressed herein, 

funding from tourist development tax revenue of projects, programs, events, and uses 

(hereinafter, “Projects”) shall only be awarded in a manner consistent with this section. 

Unencumbered TDT Revenue is tourist development tax revenue not otherwise earmarked to an 

existing contract or bond commitment as of the effective date of this section. 

2. Applications for Project funding from Unencumbered TDT Revenue shall be 

submitted to both the board and the Orange County Tourist Development Council (“Tourist 

Development Council”).  Thereafter the board and the Tourist Development Council shall each 

evaluate such applications utilizing criteria that include: 

a. The analysis of the how How the Project projects expands tourism in 

Orange County; 

b. The anticipated return on investment of the Project project;, and  

c. The soundness and quality of the Project project, the satisfaction of each of 

which shall be demonstrated in such applications. 

The board shall provide for, by ordinance, and shall provide and make available to the public of 

Orange County, the quantitative mechanism for scoring a Project’s satisfaction of the above-

referenced criteria.   

3. Those Projects that have been evaluated and scored by the board and the Tourist 

Development Council, and have been recommended for funding by both the board and the 

Tourist Development Council, shall be designated Recommended Projects. 

4. In a fiscal year, if Unencumbered TDT Revenue exceeds the funding allocated by 

the board to Recommended Projects and Exempt Projects (as hereinafter defined), including 

increases in funding to Exempt Projects, the board may designate a Project that has been 

evaluated and scored by the board and the Tourist Development Council, but failed to be 

recommended by the Tourist Development Council, as an Alternative Project. 

B. Pursuant to section 125.0104(4)(d), Florida Statutes, the Orange County Tourist 

Development Tax Plan, section 25-140, Orange County Code, (“Tourist Development Plan”) 

may not be substantially amended except by ordinance enacted by an affirmative vote of a 



EXHIBIT A 

 

majority plus one additional member of the board.  Only those Projects designated 

Recommended Projects, Alternative Projects, Exempt Projects, or any other project, use, or 

expenditure otherwise exempted by this section, may be added to the Tourist Development Plan 

by the board.  Nothing in this section shall be construed to require the board to add any Project to 

the Tourist Development Plan. 

C. Following the conclusion of each Project awarded funding, the Tourist Development 

Council shall review and evaluate the success of such Project, which review and evaluation shall 

include a summary of the short and long term economic and cultural benefits to Orange County. 

D. All organizations that receive tourist development tax funds for Recommended Projects 

or Alternative Projects shall be subject to audit conducted for such funds as required by 

ordinance.  

E. In all cases, tourist development tax funds shall only be spent in accordance with the 

Local Option Tourist Development Act.  

F. All categories and projects in this subsection shall be designated Exempt Projects. 

1. Regarding the funding categories listed in this paragraph 1, nothing in this 

section shall be construed to require any reduction in or alteration of the priority in funding 

provided to these funding categories and future funding increases to these funding categories are 

exempt from the process described in subsection A:  the Orange County Regional History 

Center, Orange County Arts & Cultural Affairs, Orange County Convention Center, and the 

Orlando/Orange County Convention and Visitors Bureau d/b/a Visit Orlando, as provided in the 

Tourist Development Tax Plan in effect as of the effective date of this section.  

2. The following funding categories and projects, as described in this paragraph 2, 

are exempt from the process described in subsection A:  the promotion of tourism through the 

staging of the Florida Classic football game in Orange County, and funding of renovations to the 

Florida Citrus Bowl, also known as the Florida Citrus Bowl-Orange County/Orlando Stadium, 

the Orlando Arena, now known as the Amway Arena, the Dr. Phillips Performing Arts Center, 

and the Orlando Science Center.  

3. Such Those Projects and funding categories set forth in paragraphs 1 and 2 of 

this subsection F are designated Exempt Projects. Any additional exempt projects must be voted 

on by the majority of the board and Tourist Development Council for approval prior to receiving 

priority funding and exemption from the process described in subsection A. One or more 

additional projects may be designated Exempt Projects after evaluation and scoring pursuant to 

subsection A, and an affirmative vote of both the board and Tourist Development Council 

designating such project an Exempt Project. 
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G. Nothing in this section shall be construed to impact the expenditure of tourist 

development tax revenue that is otherwise encumbered by an existing contract or bond 

commitment as of the effective date of this section, January 1, 2017. 

 



Date 
Presented Presented by Topic(s) 

7/30/2015 Lila McHenry Summary Report does not reflect Public Comments 
7/30/2015 Peggy McGarrity Summary Report does not reflect Public Comments 
9/01/2015 No One Addressed 

the Work Group 
 

10/06/2015 Kevin 
Shaughnessy 

a) Some projects just don’t generate revenue and are not financially capable of being calculated 
b) The proposal seems to be structured to limit the power of the County Commission 
c) Not sure if it can be done based on what the statute provides the County with respect to the Tourist 

Development Tax powers 
10/06/2015 Rich Maladecki a) Other counties within the state of Florida have an evaluation process 

b) Having an application process that can look at the potential expenditures and what the ROI is would be able 
to give both TDC members and PCC members the opportunity for a fair evaluation 

10/06/2015 Fred Winterkamp a) His PowerPoint presentation given at the last TDT Procedures/Priorities Work Group meeting exhibits an 
application process and discussion of ROI on each of the venue projects 

b) No Charter County has an application process as part of its Charter 
10/06/2015 Lila McHenry a) County staff does not oppose an evaluation process 

b) Concerned that the language of the proposal does not add flexibility and is contrary to the legislative intent 
c) There are many ways to formalize an evaluation process that does not include a Charter amendment 

10/06/2015 Eric Gassman There is an evaluation process but it is not codified in the code 
10/06/2015 Melanie Becker 

[Phonetic] 
Universal Orlando is supportive of any action by the county to ensure that Tourist Development Tax is being used to 
attract more overnight stays in the area 

10/06/2015 Angel de la Portilla a) Gave examples of ways the Tourist Development Tax can be used on a countywide base to increase 
visitation 

b)  Asked the work group to support Member Brummer’s proposal or consider addressing the matter with the 
full CRC to allow additional public comment 

10/06/2015 Flora Maria Garcia Not in support of any changes made to the Charter that would in any way endanger the possibility of Arts and 
Cultural funding with Tourist Development Tax 

10/06/2015 Oscar Anderson Appreciates the proposal and anything that would open up the process so that a conversation can be had about 
renovations to the Science Center 

10/06/2015 Harris Rosen The Tourist Development Tax was created to make sure the most important industry in the state of Florida had 
funds to maintain its competitiveness 

11/17/2015 Flora Maria Garcia The cultural sector has received a lot of feedback in regards to the TDT proposal expressing some concerns with 
the reprioritization of projects competing with unencumbered TDT dollars 



Date 
Presented Presented by Topic(s) 

11/17/2015 Angel de la Portilla a) Nothing in the proposed Charter amendment impacts any of the current level of funding for the Arts or any of 
the venues 

b) The work group bring this topic to the full CRC to vet the issue and for further discussion 
11/17/2015 Glenn Santile 

{Phonetic] 
a) Investments that have an important long term impact such as building a major cultural facility cannot be 

measured by a standard application that focuses on a short-term perspective as a return on investment 
b) Use tourist development tax funds in all the ways the state of Florida statute allows to benefit the community 
c) Do not narrow its use 

11/17/2015 Becky Roper 
{Phonetic] 

a) Concerned with narrowing the focus of the tourist tax dollars being used other than the state allowable way 
b) Recommend not to go forward with the proposal until the issue is fully vetted to avoid a ripple effect 

11/17/2015 Sarah Siegel Consider very carefully any specific changes being considered and where they best belong so that there is some 
maneuverability in the future to use the funds in the best way 

12/17/2015 Beverly Weisberg 
[Phonetic] 

a) The need for an evaluation and grant process is necessary 
b) Opposes the suggested Charter amendment because it is economically oppressive 
c) The process should not be in a Charter 
d) It alters the intent of the original TDT legislation 

12/17/2015 Elizabeth Mopten 
[Phonetic] 

Vote no on the proposed amendment 

12/17/2015 Trini Quiroz Advance the proposal to the full CRC to give the citizens an opportunity to understand what is at stake 
12/17/2015 Devin Dominguez 

[Phonetic] 
a) Vote no on the Charter amendment 
b) Placing such a process in an ordinance is more appropriate 

12/17/2015 Vicky Landon a) The process does not belong in Charter 
b) Vote no 

12/17/2015 Harris Rosen Move the proposal forward and let the citizens decide 
01/26/2016 No One Addressed 

the Work Group 
 

   
 



 
 
 
 

OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER  
  

 

 
 
 
 
DATE: February 17, 2016 
 
TO: Charter Review Commission (CRC) Members 
 
FROM: Katie A. Smith, Manager Assisting as CRC Staff 
 Comptroller Clerk's Office 
 
SUBJECT: Summary of CRC Frequency Studies and Charter County Comparisons 
 
 

During the January 14, 2016, CRC meeting, Chair Shaughnessy directed staff to schedule a 
discussion item regarding frequency of CRC appointments. Further, Chair directed staff to 
compile data relative to the voting status on this reoccurring issue including a comparison 
between all Charter counties. 
 
This subject was studied by the CRC during 1996, 2004, 2008 and 2012. Our findings are 
reported as Exhibit A to this memorandum. 
 
During 2016, the CRC created the CRC Issues Work Group to investigate a host of topics. This 
work group met on June 2, 2015, to discuss frequency of CRC. At that time, Members Gomez 
Cordero, Hawkins and Shaughnessy agreed the frequency of the CRC be considered as a low 
priority unless there were grounds from public opinion or input from other commissioners. 
Member Moore was not in support of the group’s decision. 
 
Lastly, pursuant to your information request, please find attached a PDF of a spreadsheet made 
available by the Florida Association of Counties (FAC). This spreadsheet provides a comparison 
of CRC appointments between Charter Counties. 
 
Please feel free to contact me for any additional information.  

  ORANGE 
   COUNTY 
    FLORIDA  

Martha O. Haynie, CPA 
County Comptroller as Clerk 

of the Board of County Commissioners 
201 South Rosalind Avenue 
Post Office Box 38 
Orlando, FL  32802 
Telephone: (407) 836-7300 
Fax: (407) 836-5359 

 

http://www.fl-counties.com/docs/default-source/legal-documents-links/charter-county-provision-comparisons-pdf-.pdf?sfvrsn=2


EXHIBIT A 

I 1996 CRC Action 
 

A. The 1996 CRC placed a question on the ballot proposing an amendment to the 
Charter to revise the Charter to require the appointment of the Charter Review 
Commission every eight (8) years instead of every four (4) years as is currently 
mandated in the Charter. 

 
The Ballot Language read as follows: 

 
Amendment Providing for the Appointment of Charter Review Commissions Every 
Eight (8) Years 

 
Shall the Orange County Charter be amended to provide for appointment of the 
Charter Review Commission every eight (8) years rather than every four (4) years as 
currently mandated in the Charter? 

 
B. 1996 Election Results 

  Yes 76,932 
No 129,211 

 
 * Of the voters participating in this election, 87.85% voted on this issue 
 
 
II 2004 CRC Action 
  

A. The 2004 CRC placed a question on the ballot proposing an amendment to the 
Charter to provide for convening the CRC every eight (8) years, rather than every 
four years. 

 
The Ballot Language read as follows: 
 
Frequency of Convening the Charter Review Commission and Certain 
“Housekeeping" Charter Changes 

 
Shall the Orange County Charter be revised to provide for convening of the Charter 
Review Commission every eight years, rather than every four years, effective 
immediately, and to make the language of the Charter consistent with current practice 
by: (1) deleting unnecessary language about County Government divisions and (2) 
clarifying that write-in candidates are included in the definition of candidates who have 
legally qualified for election to County Charter Office? 

 
B. 2004 Election Results  

Yes  142,287 
No  179,273 

 
*Of those voting in this election, 82.3 percent voted in this contest. 
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III. 2008 CRC Action  
 

A. The 2008 CRC reconsidered whether to propose an amendment to the Charter that 
would amend Section 702 and decrease the frequency by which the Charter Review 
Commissions meets from once every four (4) years to once every eight (8) years. This 
measure was proposed to the voters by the 2004 CRC but failed.  
 

B. Final Action: The Commission voted to make no changes to this section of the 
Charter. 

 

IV. 2012 CRC Action  
 

A. The CRC considered whether to amend the frequency with which the CRC meets from 
four years to six, eight, or 10 years. The sub-committee recommended that the CRC 
frequency be changed to once every six years.  

B. Final Action: The Commission voted against the committee recommendation to place a 
question on the ballot changing the CRC cycle to six years. 

 



 
EXHIBIT B 

 
County Charter Provision Comparisons 

 

 

AMENDMENT BY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION 
 
 
 
 
 

County 

 

 
 
 

Appointment of 
Charter Review 

Commission 
Specified in Charter? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

When Appointed 

 
 
 
 
 

Size of 
Commission 

 

 
 
 
 
 

Election Scheduled 

 

 
 
 

Voting 
Requirements 

of 
Commission 

 
 
 
 

Financial 
Impact 

Statements 

 
Alachua 

 
Y (§4.2(B)) 

 
Every 10 years 

(§4.2(B)(1)) 

 
11-15 (§4.2(B)(1)) 

 
General Election 

(§4.2(B)) 

 
Majority 

(§4.2(B)(5)) 

 
Silent 

 
Brevard 

 
Y (§7.4) 

 
Every 6 years (§7.4) 

 
15 (§7.4) 

 
Special Election 

(§7.4.1) 

 
Majority 
(§7.4.1) 

 
Silent 

 
Broward 

 
Y 

 
Every 6 years 

 
19 

 
General Election 

 
Two-third 

 
Silent 

 
Charlotte 

 
Y (§4.(C)(1)) 

 
Every 6 years 

(§4.2(C)(1)) 

 
15/ 3 alternate 

(§4.2(C)(1)) 

 
General Election 

(§4.2(C)(1)) 

 
Majority 

(§4.2(C)(5)) 

 
Silent 

 
Clay 

 
Y (§4.2(B)(1)) 

 
Every 4 years 

(§4.2(B)(1)) 

 
15 (§4.2(B)(1)) 

 
General Election 

(§4.2(B)(5)) 

 
Majority 

(§4.2(B)(5)) 

 

 
Columbia 

 
Y (§8.4) 

 
Every 10 years (§8.4) 

 
Silent 

 
General Election 

(§8.4(3)) 

 
Silent 

 
Silent 

 
Duval 

 
N 

     

 
Hillsborough 

 
Y 

 
Every 5 years (§8.02) 

 
14 (§8.02) 

 
General Election 

(§8.04) 

 
Majority 
(§8.04) 

 
Silent 



 

 
AMENDMENT BY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION 

 
 
 
 
 

County 

 

 
 
 

Appointment of 
Charter Review 

Commission 
Specified in Charter? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

When Appointed 

 
 
 
 
 

Size of 
Commission 

 

 
 
 
 
 

Election Scheduled 

 

 
 
 

Voting 
Requirements 

of 
Commission 

 
 
 
 

Financial 
Impact 

Statements 

 
Lee 

 
Y 

 
Every 8 years 

(§4.1(B)(1)) 

 
15 (§4.1(B)(1)) 

 
General Election 

(§4.1(B)(4)) 

 
Majority 

(§4.1(B)(4)) 

 
N 

 
Leon 

 

N - delegated to 
BoCC (§5.2(2)(A)) 

 
Every 8 years 

(§5.2(2)(A)) 

 
Silent 

 
General Election 

(§5.2(2)(A)) 

 
Silent 

 
Silent 

 

 
 
 
Miami-Dade 

 
N - BoCC reviews 

charter every 5 
years to determine if 
a revision is needed 

(§9.08) 

     

 
Orange 

 
Y (§7.02) 

 
Every 4 years (§7.02(B)) 

 
11-15 (§7.02(A)) 

 
General Election 

(§7.02(B)) 

 
Silent 

 
Y (§7.02(B)) 

 
Osceola 

 
Y(§4.2(C)(1)) 

 
Every 4 years 

(§4.2(C)(1)) 

 
Twice board + 1 

(§4.2(C)(2)) 

 
Silent 

 
2/3 vote 

(§4.2(C)(8)) 

 
Silent 

 
Palm Beach 

 
N 

     

 
Pinellas 

 
Y 

 
Every 6 years (§6.03(a)) 

 
13 (§6.03(a)) 

 
General Election 

(§6.03(c)) 

 
Silent 

 
Silent 



 

 
 

AMENDMENT BY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION 
 
 
 
 
 

County 

 

 
 
 

Appointment of 
Charter Review 

Commission 
Specified in Charter? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

When Appointed 

 
 
 
 
 

Size of 
Commission 

 

 
 
 
 
 

Election Scheduled 

 

 
 
 

Voting 
Requirements 

of 
Commission 

 
 
 
 

Financial 
Impact 

Statements 

 
Polk 

 
Y 

 
Every 8 years (§8.04) 

 
13 (§8.4) 

 

General Election 
(§8.4) 

 
Silent 

 
Silent 

 
Sarasota 

 
Elected (§2.8A) 

 
Every 4 years (§2.8A) 

 
10 (§2.8A) 

 

Next Countywide 
Election (§7.1) 

 
2/3 (§2.8B) 

 
Silent 

 
Seminole 

 
Y (§4.2(B)) 

 
Every 6 years 

(§4.2(B)(1)) 

 
15 (§4.2(B)(1)) 

 
General Election 

(§4.2(B)(1)) 

 
Majority 

(§4.2(B)(4)) 

 
Silent 

 
Volusia 

 
Y (§1303) 

 
Every 10 years (§1303) 

According to 
general law 

(§1303) 

 
General Election 

(§1303) 

 
Silent 

 
Silent 

 
Wakulla 

 
Y (§7.4) 

 
Every 8 years (§7.4) 

 
15 (§7.4) 

 
General Election 

(§7.4) 

Not less than 
10 members 

(§7.4) 

 
Silent 
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